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DISSIPATIVE QUANTUM MECHANICS

K. A. MAKAROV AND E. TSEKANOVSKII

ABSTRACT. We prove the uniqueness theorem for the solutions to the restricted
Weyl commutation relations braiding unitary groups and semi-groups of con-
tractions that are close to unitaries. We also discuss related mathematical
problems of continuous monitoring of quantum systems and provide rigorous
foundations for the exponential decay phenomenon of a resonant state in quan-
tum mechanics.

One might still like to ask: “How does it work? What is the machinery
behind the law?” No one has found any machinery behind the law. No
one can “explain” any more than we have just “explained.” No one
will give you any deeper representation of the situation. We have no
ideas about a more basic mechanism from which these results can be
deduced.

Richard Feynman, The Feynman Lectures on Physics, Volume III
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In respectful memory of our beloved teachers M. Livsic and B. Pavlov.

Part 1. Representations of operator commutation relations
1. INTRODUCTION

This book is dedicated to the memory of the remarkable Human Beings and Math-
ematicians Michail Samoilovich Livsic (M.S.) and Boris Sergeevich Pavlov (B.S.).
Their pioneering research in the theory of non-selfadjoint operators and applica-
tions to scattering problems and system theory have attracted many researchers and
made the present book possible.

The Apostolic service to students, colleagues and the mathematical community
provided by M.S. and B.S. was enormous and their good deeds will never be forgot-
ten. The light of scientific accomplishments of M.S. and B.S. shines brightly and
is succinctly described by the poetic word of Galina Volchek:

Yxopa octasbTe CeeT! D710 Bonblue, ueM ocTaThLCA. ..
DTO Niyulue, YeM NPoLaTLCS U BaXHEN, YeM [aTb COBET...
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Yxopms octaebTe CBeT - nepefy HUM oTCTYynUT xonoa!
Ceet cobolt 3anonHuT ropog... [axe ecnun Bac Tam Her...

The classical Stone-von Neumann theorem , @, , ] states that the
unitary representations of the canonical commutation relations (CCR) of Quantum
Mechanics in the Weyl form [[124]

(1.1) UiV, = €'V, Uy

for strongly continuous, one-parameter groups of unitary operators U; and V5 in a
separable Hilbert space H are unitarily equivalent to a direct sum of copies of the
unique irreducible system in the Hilbert space H = L?(R) with

(Uf)(x) = exp(izt) f(z) and  (Vif)(x) = f(z - s).

A

For the history of the subject we refer to [[LOf] where one can find a thorough
discussion of the further generalizations initiated by G. W. Mackey in his ground-
breaking paper [@], and the subsequent development in number theory due to A.
Weil ] We refer also to the series of publications [@, , @, EI, @, @, ,
where the interested reader can find a truly extensive body of information on the
subject.

The CCR ([.])) can be reformulated in an equivalent infinitesimal form (see [P,
[[16]) as a relation for the self-adjoint generator A of the group Vi = ¢4

(1.2) U, AU = A+t on Dom(A), te R,

or as the equality invoking the spectral measure E(d\) of the self-adjoint operator
A

UE®U =E(6—t), teR, 0 aBorelset.

It is worth mentioning that rewriting relations (E) in its infinitesimal (semi-
Weyl) form (E) opens a way for the further developments and generalizations in
various directions.

In this book we choose a presentation line taking into account the following
observation: the Stone-von Neumann uniqueness result implies that if a self-
adjoint operator A satisfies ([LJ), then A always admits a symmetric restriction
A C A with deficiency indices (1,1) such that the same commutation relations

(1.3) U, AU = A+tI on Dom(A4), teR,

hold.
Given the commutation relations for a symmetric operator (B), see Hypothesis
, the following natural problems can be posed:
(I) a) Characterize such symmetric operator solutions A up to unitary equiva-
lence;
b) Provide an intrinsic characterization of those solutions.
(IT) Find the maximal dissipative solutions A to the infinitesimal Weyl relations

of the form
(1.4) U AU = A+tI on Dom(A)

such that A C A C (A)*.
Problem (I) b) was posed in [[if] and we will refer to it as the Jorgensen-Muhly
problem.
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Notice that in this situation the semigroup Vs = eisg, s > 0, generated by the
dissipative operator A and the unitary group U, = €5, generated by a self-adjoint
operator B = B*, satisfy the restricted Weyl commutation relations

(1.5) UV, =e*'V,U,, teR, s>0.

More generally, one can ask to provide the complete classification (up to mutual
unitary equivalence) of the pairs of corresponding generators (2 , B) under the solely
assumption that the generator A is an extension of a symmetric operator with
arbitrary deficiency indices (m,n).

Much progress has been achieved in this area of research (see [E, @, @, @,
@, @, , , ], also see [@]) For instance, it is known that a semi-group
satisfies the restricted Weyl relations if and only if the characteristic function of its
generator has a particularly simple form [, Theorem 20]. Moreover, in this case,
the restricted Weyl system can be dilated to a canonical Weyl system in an extended
Hilbert space [|L9, Theorem 15]. However, to the best of our knowledge, the complete
classification of irreducible representations of the restricted commutation relations
(7)), even in the simplest case of deficiency indices (1,1), has not been obtained
yet.

In this book we give the complete solution to problem (II) under the assump-
tion that the generator A of the semi-group V; is a dissipative quasi-selfadjoint
extension []] of a prime symmetric operator A with deficiency indices (1,1). As
in the Stone-von Neumann theorem, we show that the pair (A\, B) of generators is
mutually unitarily equivalent to the “canonical” pair (73, Q) on a metric graph Y,
finite or infinite. Here P stands for a dissipative differentiation (momentum) op-
erator on Y with appropriate vertex boundary conditions and Q is the self-adjoint
multiplication (position) operator on the graph Y. In contrast to the Stone-von
Neumann uniqueness theorem, where the corresponding graph is just the real axis
(with no reference vertices), the graph geometry of Y is more varied (see Definition
for the classification). Moreover, the knowledge of the complete set of unitary
invariants of the solutions to the commutation relations determines not only the
geometry of the metric graph Y but also the location of the central vertex of the
graph. For instance, given a solution of the commutation relations on a metric
graph, one obtains new series of unitarily inequivalent solutions by shifting the
graph.

Our approach is based on the detailed study of unitary invariants of operators
such as the Livsic and/or Weyl-Titchmarsh functions associated with the pair of a
symmetric operator and its self-adjoint (reference) extension as well as the charac-
teristic function of a dissipative triple of operators. A comprehensive study of the
concept of a characteristic function associated with various classes of non-selfadjoint
operators, in particular, with applications to scattering theory, system theory and

boundary value problems one can find in [[L(}, bd, b7, B9, [7(, 73, Bd, P1, Pd, P7] as
e
bd. (03 [od, 19 f2d, 23, 29, 31,

The departure point for our study of commutation relations is structure Theorem
. This result states that in the situation in question the characteristic function
of a dissipative triple is either (i) a constant, or (ii) a singular inner function in
the upper half-plane with “mass at infinity”, or (iii) the product of those two. The
examples of differentiation operators (more precisely, a triple of those) with either
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a constant or entire characteristic function are known (see, e.g., [, Ch. IX]). The
construction of the model differentiation operator/triple in the general case (iii) can
be achieved in the framework of operator coupling theory [@] Notice that those
examples of differentiation operators are the building blocks in our approach. In
particular, addressing Problem (I) a), we obtain the complete classification of the
symmetric operators with deficiency indices (1, 1) that solve the infinitesimal rela-
tions (@ up to unitary equivalence. We also provide an intrinsic characterization
of the corresponding symmetric operator solutions to the commutation relations,
thus giving a comprehensive answer to the Jorgensen-Muhly problem (I) b) [i(] (see
Remark [[2.3).

In the second part of the book we address the quantum continuous monitor-
ing theory and discuss in detail complementarity of the QUANTUM ZENO AND
EXPONENTIAL DECAY SCENARIOS IN FREQUENT QUANTUM MEASUREMENTS EX-
PERIMENTS. For background material, we refer to [[|, 3, B4] and B3, [d, [27,
respectively, and the references therein. In this context, we also want to mention
the revolutionary paper by Gamow [@] who was the first to introduce quantum
states with “complex” energies and, based on this concept, gave an explanation for
the decay law for a quasi-stationary state.

In the framework of our formalism we give a justification for the exponential
decay scenario (under continuous monitoring) by recognizing the phenomenon as
a variant of the Gnedenko-Kolmogorov 1-stable limit theorem. Having this link
in mind, we obtain several principal results in quantum measurement theory. In
particular, we show that a “typical smooth” state of a material (massive) parti-
cle under continuous monitoring is either a Zeno state or an anti-Zeno state (see
Theorems and ) In contrast to that, for the systems of massless particles
(fields) the situation is quite different: if the Hamiltonian of the system is given
by the first order differentiation operator, then the quantum Zeno and exponential
decay scenarios are complementary instead. In addition, it turns out that for that
kind of systems, the decay rate is rather sensitive to the choice of a self-adjoint
realization of the Hamiltonian on the metric graph, especially if the graph is not
simply connected. From the point of view of physics, this phenomenon is a man-
ifestation of the Aharonov-Bohm effect. That is, in the absence of the magnetic
field, the magnetic potential by itself affects the magnitude of the decay rate in this
case (see Theorem and Section 18, eq. (20:14)). We also notice that the exis-
tence of states the decay rate of which is independent of the Aharonov-Bohm field
is closely related to the search for dissipative operator solutions of the infinitesimal
Weyl commutation relations ()

As an illustration, within continuous monitoring paradigm we discuss a Gedanken-
experiment where the renowned ezclusive and interference measurement alternatives
in quantum theory can be rigorously analyzed. In addition, on the basis of an explic-
itly soluble model, we present a variant of the celebrated “double-slit experiment”
in a way that is accessible for mathematicians (see Theorem P0.1|, eq. (), and
Theorem P11}, eq. (R1.9)).

We conclude our treatise by the discussion of limit theorems in the framework
of operator coupling theory. More specifically, we introduce a new mode of con-
vergence for dissipative operators (in distribution) and show that basic dissipative
solutions to the commutation relations can be considered analogs of stable distri-
butions in the orthodox probability theory. This observation, in our opinion, sheds
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some light on the foundations of dissipative quantum theory of open systems which
our dear teachers M.S. and B.S. dedicated their scientific life to.

The book is organized as follows.

e In Section E, following our work [@], we recall the concept of the Weyl-
Titchmarsh and the Livsic functions associated with the pair of operators (A, A)
where A is a symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1) and A its self-adjoint
extension. Given a dissipative quasi-selfadjoint extension A of A, we also introduce
a characteristic function associated with the triple (A, ,Z, A) and provide a char-
acterization of the projection of the deficiency subspace Ker((A)* — zI) onto the
subspace Ker((A)* — zI) along the domain of the dissipative operator A in terms
of the characteristic function of the triple (see Proposition P-3).

e In Section E we study symmetric operators with deficiency indices (1,1) that
satisfy the semi-Weyl commutation relations ([.]) (see Hypothesis [.1)). We show
that if A admits a self-adjoint extension A that solves the same commutation re-
lations as the operator A does, then the Livsic function associated with the pair
(A, A) is identically zero in the upper half-plane (see Theorem B-]). In this case
the corresponding Weyl-Titchmarsh function is z-independent and coincides with
i = v/—1 on the whole upper half-plane. On the other hand, if A has no self-adjoint
extension that solves the same commutation relations but does have a dissipative
extension solving (), then Theorem @ asserts that the characteristic function of
the corresponding triple is periodic with a real period and has a particularly simple
form. Notice that in the case where A admits both a self-adjoint A and a dissipative
extension A that solve (), the characteristic function of the corresponding triple
(A, A, A) is a constant from the open unit disk.

As a corollary to Theorems and one gets an explicit representation for
the Livsic function of an arbitrary symmetric operator satisfying Hypothesis EI
(see Corollary ? for a precise statement).

e In Section | we discuss first order symmetric differential operators on a metric
graph Y assuming that the graph is in one of the following three cases: the graph
(i) is the real axis with a reference point, (ii) is a finite interval, and finally, (iii) is
obtained by attaching a finite interval to the real axis. Notice that the symmetric
c@erators in question solve the semi-Weyl commutation relations (|L.J) (see Remark

).

e In Section ﬂ we give a useful parameterization for the family of all self-adjoint
as well as quasi-selfadjoint extensions of a symmetric differentiation discussed in
Section 4. We also show that any self-adjoint realization Dg of the symmetric dif-
ferentiation operator D on the graph Y in Case (iii) serves as a minimal self-adjoint
dilation of an appropriate quasi-selfadjoint dissipative differentiation operator on
the metric graph in Case (i) (see Theorem [.7).

e In Section [] we examine the Livsic functions associated with the pair (D, Do)
where D is the symmetric operator on the metric graph Y (in Cases (i)-(iii)) and
Dg is its arbitrary reference self-adjoint extension. In particular, we provide a
complete solution of Problem (I) a) (see Corollary [f.4).

e Section ﬁ is devoted to the comprehensive study of the corresponding Weyl-
Titchmarsh functions.

e In Section [, given the graph Y in one of the Cases (i)-(iii), we introduce maxi-
mal dissipative differentiation (model) operators the domains of which are invariant
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with respect to the group of gauge transformations. Those are the prototypes of
general dissipative solutions to the commutation relations (@) Notice that in
Cases (i) and (iii) the corresponding boundary conditions are determined not only
by the geometry of the metric graph Y but also by its peculiar “conductivity” ex-
ponent k, 0 < k < 1, which we call the quantum gate coefficient. We also give an
explicit informal description of the associated contraction semi-groups generated
by these operators. A visualization of the corresponding dissipative dynamics is
shown on Figures 1-3.

e In Sectionﬁ we evaluate the characteristic function of the triples associated
with the model dissipative operators discussed in Section E and prove the converse
of important structure Theorem (see Theorem P.7).

e In Section E, following the line of research initiated by Livsic [, who was the
first to discover the connection between the Heisenberg scattering matrix and the
characteristic function of a dissipative operator (also see [EI, @, @]), we focus on
the discussion of general quasi-selfadjoint dissipative differentiation operators d on
the metric graph Y in Case (ii). In particular, we relate the characteristic function
of the corresponding triple with the reciprocal of the transmission coefficient in a
scattering problem for a self-adjoint dilation of c/l\, the magnetic Hamiltonian. Using
the fundamental relation ([.1]) in Appendix C between the characteristic and Livic
functions, we also get a representation for the transmission coefficient via the Livsic
function and the von Neumann parameter of the triple (see Corollary combined
with eq. ([[0-])). Notice that both the differentiation operator d and the magnetic
Hamiltonian solve commutation relations @ with respect to a discrete subgroup
of the unitary group Us;.

e In Section 11 we discuss uniqueness results for symmetric operators that com-
mute with a unitary. In particular, we show that the unitary group U; from (@)
is uniquely determined (up to a character) unless the dissipative solution to the
commutation relations has point spectrum filling in the whole upper half-plane. In
the latter (exceptional) case the representation ¢ — U; is reducible and splits into
the orthogonal sum of two irreducible representations uniquely determined up to a
unitary character.

e In Section 12 we characterize maximal dissipative solutions to the semi-Weyl
commutation relations (D) that extend a prime symmetric operator satisfying
Hypothesis @ (see Theorem ) As a by-product of these considerations, we
provide an intrinsic characterization of these symmetric operators thus solving the
Jorgensen-Muhly problem in the particular case of the deficiency indices (1,1).

e In Section 13 we study solutions to the restricted Weyl commutation relations
(E) for a unitary group U; = e'P* and a semi-group 1//\'5 = "% of contractions.
Under the assumption that the generator A of 175 is a quasi-selfadjoint extension of
a prime symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1, 1) we characterize the pairs
of generators (A\ B) up to mutual unitary equivalence. In particular, we show that
the generators A and B can be realized as the dissipative differentiation operator
P on the metric graph Y in one of the Cases I*, I-1II (see Definition [L3.4 - for the
classification) with appropriate boundary cond1t1ons at the vertex of the graph and
the multiplication operator Q on the graph, respectively (see Theorem ) In
contrast to the classic Stone-von Neumann uniqueness result, the pairs (73, Q) are
not unitarily equivalent for different choices of the center of the graph. However,
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the uniqueness theorem in the self-adjoint case can be adopted to fit the format of
its non-selfadjoint counterpart (see Theorem [[3.14). In particular, we get the full
version of the Stone-von Neumann Theorem (see Corollary [[3.16)).

e In Section 14 we consider a family of unitary solutions to the canonical Weyl
commutation relations (@) on the full metric graph X obtained by composing two
identical copies of the metric graph (—oo, ) Ll (i, 00), u € R is a parameter. The
corresponding self-adjoint momentum differentiation operator P, the generator of
the group V; of shifts, is determined by the boundary conditions at the vertex u
with the bond S-matrix given by

o_( Kk VIR
VIR k

and the generator Q of the second group U; is just the position operator on the
graph X. As long as the generator Aof V,is a quasi-selfadjoint extension of a
prime symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1), the structure Theorem
@ shows that up to mutual unitary equivalence any solution to the restricted
Weyl commutation relations () can be obtained by an appropriate compression
of the unitary groups U; and V, onto some subspace K of the Hilbert space L?(X).
In fact, the subspace K coincides with the Hilbert space L2(Y) where Y C X is a
subgraph of X in one of the three canonical cases discussed above. Notice that the
subspace K reduces the multiplication group U; = "< and is coinvariant for the
group of shifts V, = e*7. For a pictorial description of the corresponding unitary
dynamics on the full metric graph X we refer to Figure 4.

In the second part of the book we discuss applications to decay phenomena in
quantum systems theory.

e In Section 15 we recall the concept of continuous monitoring of a quantum
system and describe possible ex-post monitoring scenarios: the Quantum Zeno and
Anti-Zeno effects as well as the Exponential Decay phenomenon in frequent mea-
surements theory.

e In Section 16 we discuss the quantum Zeno versus Anti-Zeno effect alternative
for massive particles (see Theorems and [[6.4).

e In Section 17 we examine the exponential decay phenomenon for “zero-mass”
systems where the exponential decay typically alternates with the quantum Zeno
scenario (see Theorem [17.4]).

e In Section 18 we recall main concepts for the “exclusive” versus “interference”
alternatives theory going back to the celebrated two slit experiment in quantum
mechanics.

e In Section 19 we consider a model of a quantum system on a ring that describes
a motion of a (relativistic) massless particle and set the stage for monitoring such
systems within the continuous observation paradigm.

e In Section 20 we show that in some cases continuous monitoring of the model
quantum system triggers emission of particle, see Theorem . For instance,
this phenomenon occurs if the initial state has a unique jump-point discontinuity
on the ring. The magnitude of the state decay in this case can be theoretically
predicted as if the quantum particle were a wave. That is, the particle interferes
with itself at the point of observations (where the wave functions has a jump)
and the results of this interference can informally be explained in the framework
of the “interference” alternatives theory. We also illustrate some features in the

) for some 0 < k < 1,
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state decay under continuous monitoring of a massless particle moving along the
Aharonov-Bohm ring (see Corollary and eq. (20.19), cf. [B3, (1))

e In Section 21 we discuss results of continuous monitoring of open quantum
systems on a ring under the hypothesis that the time evolution of the system is
governed by a semi-group of contractions. If the initial state of the system satisfies
the radiation condition ), that is, it belongs to the domain of the evolution
generator, then the decay rate can easily be computed using purely classical con-
siderations, as if the quantum particle were a classical particle (see Theorem ,
Corollary and the related discussion).

e In Section 22 we explicitly describe the self-adjoint dilation of the dissipative
generator of the open system on the ring.

e In Section 23 we consider more general states of the open quantum system on
the ring. The main result (see Theorem ) states that the emission rate splits
into the sum of two terms. One of the terms is due to the interference of the particle
with itself at the point of observations. The second source of emission is caused by
inelastic collision of the quantum particle with the point “defect” (membrane) at
the observation point where the corpuscular nature of the quantum particle is fully
manifested.

e In Section 24 we introduce the concept of convergence of dissipative operators
in distribution and prove several limit theorems with respect to multiple coupling
of an operator with itself. We also show that the generator of the nilpotent semi-
group, one of the building blocks of the restricted commutation relations theory,
can be obtained as the limit of appropriately normalized n-fold couplings of almost
arbitrary dissipative operator (see Theorem P4.3).

The book has eight appendices where, for the reader’s convenience, one can find
relevant information scattered in the literature. Some of the results presented there
are new.

In Appendix A we recall the notion of the Weyl-Titchmarsh functions as well
as a characteristic function for rank-one dissipative perturbations of a self-adjoint
operator. We also provide the corresponding uniqueness result (see Theorem )

In Appendix B we collect necessary background material from the theory of
symmetric operators,

In Appendix C we present a functional model for triples of operators following
our work [@] (also see [H, Ch. 10, Sec. 10.4, p. 357] and @, @, , , ])

Appendix D contains a discussion aimed at the spectral analysis of model dissi-
pative triple of operators.

In Appendix E we study the dependence of the Weyl-Titchmarsh, Livs§ic, and
characteristic function under affine transformation of the operators.

In Appendix F we discuss the invariance principle for affine transformations of
a dissipative operator.

In Appendix G we recall the concept of an operator coupling of two dissipative
operators and discuss the corresponding multiplication theorem.

In Appendix H one can find a brief discussion of stable laws in probability theory
and the formulation of the general Gnedenko-Kolmogorov limit theorem.

Some words about notation:

The domain of a linear operator K is denoted by Dom(K), its range by Ran(K),
and its kernel by Ker(K). The restriction of K to a given subset C of Dom(K) is
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written as K|c. We write p(K) for the resolvent set of a closed operator K on a
Hilbert space, and K* stands for the adjoint operator of K if K is densely defined.

Acknowledgment. We are very grateful to M. Ashbaugh and S. Belyi for the
invaluable help in preparation of this paper for publication. K.A.M. is indebted to
A. B. Plachenov for stimulating discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND BASIC DEFINITIONS

Let A be a densely defined symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1) and
A its self-adjoint (reference) extension.

Following [21, Bd, [, 7] recall the concept of the Weyl-Titchmarsh and Livsic
functions associated with the pair (A, A).

Suppose that (normalized) deficiency elements g+ € Ker((A)* FiI), |lg+| = 1,
are chosen in such a way that

(2.1) g+ — g— € Dom(A).
Consider the Weyl-Titchmarsh function
(2.2) M(z) = (Az + I)(A—z)"g1,94), z€Cy,

and the Livsic function

z+1i (92,9+)

associated with the pair (A, A). Here g, € Ker((A)* — 2I), z € Cy.
Clearly, the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M (z) does not depend on the concrete
choice of the normalized deficiency element g;. We also remark that if

S(Z): Z_Z (gzug—)

(23) 5 FAS G:J,_,

9% € Ker((A)" F4I), gkl =1,
is any deficiency elements such that
g — g~ € Dom(A),

then necessarily ¢, = ©gy for some unimodular factor ©. Therefore, from (P-3)
it follows that the Livsic function does not depend on the choice of the deficiency
elements g+ (whenever (R.)) holds). However it may and in most of the cases does
depend on the reference operator A. As far as the Weyl-Titchmarsh functions are
concerned we also refer to the related concept of a @Q-function introduced in [@]
and discussed in [f].

Recall the important relationship between the Weyl-Titchmarsh and Livsic func-

tions [[T7]
M(z)—1i

(24) S(Z) = m, FAS CJr.

Next, suppose that A #+ (/Al)* is a maximal dissipative extension of A,

Im(Af, f) >0, f € Dom(A).

Since A is symmetric, its dissipative extension Ais automatically quasi-selfadjoint

, (also see [H, @]), that is,
Ac Ac (A,
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and hence,

-~

(2.5) g+ — #g— € Dom(A) for some |s| < 1.
By definition, we call s the von Neumann parameter of the triple (A, /Al, A).

Remark 2.1. Likewise, one can think of the von Neumann parameter s being deter-
mined by the dissipative operator A and the pair {g+,g9-1} of normalized deficiency
clements g+ € Ker((A)* F4I). Indeed, given A and {g,,g_} there are a unique s
satisfying (P.) and a unique self-adjoint reference extension A of A such that (P-1))
holds. Therefore, the triple (A, 27 A) is uniquely determined by the knowledge of
A and {9+,g9-}. Cleary, » coincides with the von Neumann parameter of the triple
H(A,AA) which proves the claim.

Given (R-1)) and (R7), consider the characteristic function S(z) = Sia A\A)(Z)
associated with the triple (A, A, A) (see [, cf. [(d)

s(z) — »
s(z)—1’

(2.6) S(z) = zeC,,

where s(z) = s 4_4,(2) is the Livsic function associated with the pair (A, A).
By (£.4) and (m), one also gets the representation for the characteristic function
via the Weyl-Titchmarch function as

l— M (z) —ittZ
1—=% M(2)+iftZ’

(2.7) S(z) =

We remark that given a triple (A, 27 A), one can always find a basis g+ in the
subspace Ker(A* —iI)+ Ker(A* +il) such that
lg£ll =1, g+ € Ker((A)" F i),
g+ — 9- € Dom(4)
and

-~

g+ — #g— € Dom(A) for some || < 1.

In this case, the von Neumann parameter » can explicitly be evaluated in terms
of the characteristic function of the triple (A, A, A) as

(2.8) = S(A,E,A) (7).

Hence, as it follows from (P.f), the Livsic function associated with the pair (A, A)
admits the representation

%—_%1, seC,.

(2.9) S0 (2) = 75(2)

In particular,
S(A7,Z7A)(Z) = _S(A,A)(Z)v zeCyq,

whenever the von Neumann parameter s of the triple (A, A\, A) vanishes.
The following proposition provides a curious characterization for the projection

of the deficiency subspace Ker((A)* — zI) onto the subspace Ker((A)* — ZI) along

-~

Dom(A) in terms of the characteristic function of the triple.
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Proposition 2.2. Let (A,A\, A) be a triple. Suppose that the deficiency elements
g € Ker((A)* — zI) and gz € Ker((A)* —ZI), ||g:|| = llgzll # 0 are chosen in such
a way that

-~

(2.10) 9. —v(2)gz € Dom(A), zeCy.
Then
(@) =15()], ze€Cy,
where S(z) is the characteristic function of the triple (A, A, A).
Proof. By Theorem in Appendix C, the triple (A, E, A) is mutually unitarily

equivalent to the model triple (B, g, B) in the Hilbert space L?(R; du) given by (@),
(E.7) and (£.9) in Appendix C. Here 1(d)) is the measure from the representations

(2.11) M(z) = /[R <$ - %ﬂ) du()), ze€Cy,

for the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (A, A).
In view of Remark @ in Appendix C it suffices to show that if

(2.12) )\iz —a/\iz € Dom(B),
then
(2.13) a=15(z), zeC;.
We claim that
1 A M(z)

Sl vans s v SR G

where f € Dom(B).
Indeed,

- 1 A du(N)
Lo = [ (32 - 557 ) dun - mea) [ S22
=M(z)—M(z)=0, ze€C,.

Here we have used (P.1]) and the normalization condition ([CF]) in Appendix C.
From the characteriszation of the domain of the symmetric operator B given by
(@) in Appendix C, it follows that f € Dom(B), proving the claim.
Next, we have
1 1 (1—a)A  M(z) —aM(z)
2.14 — = h(A
(214) P S R e

where h € Dom(5).
Recall that by (@) in Appendix C,
1 1 ~

where s is the von Neumann parameter of the triple (3, g, B). Since the triples
(A, A, A) and (B,B,B) are mutually unitarily equivalent, > coincides with von
Neumann parameter of the triple (A, A, A) as well.
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Since
0 Z0h , ME)Z0ME) Ly o) - iar(s) - ant(e)]
1 . 1
+5[(1 =) —i(M(z) — aM(z)] punt

in view of (£:19), the requirement (P-I7J) connecting the characteristic functions
S(z) of the triple and the Weyl-Tichmarsch function yields the relation
(1—a)+i(M(z) —aM(z)

S MG —aM() SO

Hence,

where
F(z)=1+»x+iM(z)(1 - »).
On the other hand, from the relation (P.7) it follows that
F
S(z) = ﬁ
F(z)

and therefore
la| = |S(2)], =€ Cy.

which proves () and completes the proof of the proposition. O
Remark 2.3. Notice that given the deficiency elements ||g.|| = |lgz|| # 0, 2 € C,,

one can always find v(z) such that (P.1() holds. Indeed, from the definition of the
quasi-selfadjoint extension A it follows that one can find o and g such that

-~

0 # ag, + Bgz € Dom(A).
Therefore, it suffices to show that o # 0. Otherwise, gz € DOHI(A\) and hence
Im(Agz, gz) = Im((A)*gz, g=) = Im(Zg=, gz) = Im(2)]|g]|* < 0,
which conradicts the requirement that Aisa dissipative operator.

Definition 2.4. We call the harmonic function
(2.15) I'7(2) =log|v(2)] =log|S(2)], z€Cy\{zk]|S(z) =0},

the von Neumann (logarithmic) potential of the dissipative operator A. Here v(2)
is the function referred to in Proposition P.J.

Remark 2.5. We remark that under the assumption that the symmetric operator
A is prime, both the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M(z) and the Livéic function s(z)
are complete unitary invariants of the pair (A, A). Moreover, in this case, the
characteristic function S(z) is a complete unitary invariant of the triple (A, 4, A)
(see [[7], also see Theorem [C.]] in Appendix C). Notice that if the symmetric
operator A from a triple (A, 121\, A) in the Hilbert space H is not prime and A s its
prime part in a subspace H' C H, then the triples (A, A A) and (A|H/, E|H/, Alyr)
have the same characteristic function (see Theoremg in Appendix B for details).

As it follows from Lemma m and Proposition in Appendix E, the absolute
value of the Livsic function |s(z)| is a complete unitary invarinat of the symmetric
operator A while |S(z)] is a (complete) unitary invariant of the maximal dissipative
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operator A In particular, in view of (@), the von Neumann parameter X(A,A,A)

is a unitary invariant of the triple (A, A, A), while its absolute value
(2.16) K(A) = |%(A,2,A)|

is a well defined unitary invariant of the dissipative operator A.

We also refer to [[7]] where it was shown that the knowledge or s(z) and S(2)
(up to a unimodular constant factor), equivalently, |s(z)| and |S(z)| characterizes
the symmetric operator A and is maximal dissipative extension 27 respectively, up
to unitary equivalence (whenever Aisa prime operator).

We also notice that the knowledge of tlle von Neumann logarithmic potential

I" 7(2) determines the dissipative operator A. up to unitary equivalence.

3. THE COMMUTATION RELATIONS AND CHARACTER-AUTOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS
Throughout this section we assume the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 3.1. Assume that Aisa symmetric operator with deficiency indices
(1,1) and R 3 ¢t — U, a strongly continuous unitary group. Suppose, in addition,

that Dom(A) is U-invariant and the commutation relations

(3.1) UrAU, = A+tI on Dom(A), teR,
hold.

It is well known that under Hypothesis @ the symmetric operator A has either
a) a self-adjoint A or/and b) a non-selfadjoint maximal dissipative extension A
satisfying the same commutation relations (cf. [[{f, Theorem 15], also see [[9,
Theorem 5.4]).

It is worth mentioning that the existence of a quasi-selfadjoint extension of A
that solves (B.1]) required in Hypothesis B.1] is a consequence of the Lefschetz fixed
point theorem for flows on manifolds:

Proposition 3.2 (sce, e.g., [[[27, Theorem 6.28]). If M is a closed oriented man-
ifold such that the Euler characteristic x(M) of M is not zero, then any flow on
M has a fized point.

Indeed, if A satisfies Hypothesis @ and A is a maximal dissipative extension of
A, then A; = U, AU also extends A. Since the set of maximal dissipative extensions
of A is in one-to-one correspondence with the closed unit disk D, and

(3.2) A A,

determines a flow ¢(t,-) on D (the continuity of the flow can easily be established
(see, e.g., [[9)). By the Lefschetz theorem the flow ¢(t,-) has a fixed point either
on the boundary of the unit disk or in its interior.

First, consider the case where the flow ¢(t,-) has a fixed point on the boundary
of the unit disk and therefore the commutation relations (p.1)) have a self-adjoint
solution.

Theorem 3.3. Assume Hypothesis @ Suppose that A is a self-adjoint extension
of the symmetric operator A such that

(3.3) U'AU, = A+tI on Dom(A).
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Then the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M(z) of the pair (A, A) has the form
M(Z) =1, zZE€ CJr.

Equivalently, the Livsic function s(z) associated with the pair (A, A) vanishes
identically in the upper half-plane,

s(z) =0, zeCs.

Proof. Introducing the family of bounded operators
By =U(A—il)(A—il +tI)™', teR,

it is easy to see that the family R > ¢ — B; forms a strongly continuous (com-
mutative) group. Indeed, using the commutation relation (E) for the self-adjoint
operator A one obtains

BiBs = Uy(A —il)(A+ (=i + ) ) US(A — i) (A+ (—i+s))~*
= VU U (A — i) (A —il +tI) " Ug(A —il)(A+ (—i+s)I)~*
=Uprs(A— il +sI)(A—dil 4+ (t+8) ) (A —dl)(A—il +sI)~!
= Upps(A—il + (t +s)I) " (A —4l)
= Biys, s,teR.

Let g, € Ker((A)* —iI), |lg+|| = 1, be a normalized deficiency element of A.
Since

(A—il)(A— (i —t)) gy € Ker((A)* — (i — t)])

and

Ui Ker((A)" — (i — t)I) = Ker((A)" —il),
one concludes that the deficiency subspace Ker((A)* — 4I) is invariant for B,
t € R. Therefore, the restriction B; on the deficiency subspace is a continuous
one-dimensional representation (a one-dimensional representation of a strongly con-
tinuous group is continuous). Hence,

Btg+ = btg+ for some beC.
From the definition of the Weyl-Titchmarsh function (2.9) it follows that

M'(2) = M(2) = (4% + (A~ 2])g1,95), =€Cy.
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One computes
b M (i —t) = [b]*'(A* + I)(A — il +t1) %94, 9+)
(A2 + I)(A — il +tI) *Bigy, Big+)
Bf(A* + I)(A— il +tI)"*Bigy,9+)
(A+aiD)(A+il +tI) U (A* + I)(A — il —tI)">Bigy,g+)
(A+iD)(A4il +tI) 7 U (A% + I)(A — il —tI)~2U;
X (A—il)(A—il +tI) g4, g+)
=((A+iD)(A+il +t)  ((A+tD)* + I)(A —4il) 2(A —4l)
X (A—il +tI)"'g4,9+)
= (A+il)(A—il)" g1, 9+)
= (g4, (A= il)(A+4I) " gy).

(
=
(
(

Hence,
(3.4) M'(i—t) = [b]7*(g4.9-), teR,
where
g = (A—iD)(A+il)"tgy € Ker((A)* +il).
Denote by u(d)\) the spectral measure of the element gy, that is,
u(dA) = (Ea(dA) g+, 9+),

where E4(d)) is the projection-valued spectral measure of the self-adjoint operator
A from the spectral decomposition

A= /R MEA())

M) = [ 3 du,

Since

and therefore

2
Wit = [ G,

one gets the estimate

2
MG — )] < / ()\i‘t%du(k)

A2 +1 A2 +1
- AT du(x +/ T (A
/{A|<2t|} PEmEETRA a2y A+ 41 W

1

< (4 (N < I + (s + 1) U > 1
2

Therefore,

(3.5) M'(i—t)=0(*) as t— oo.

Combining (B-]) with (B-4]) shows that either (g4,g-) = 0 or |b| = 1.
In the first case, i.e. (94+,9-) =0, M(z) is a constant function and hence

M(z)=M(@i) =i, zecC.
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If |b] = 1, we have
M/(i_t):(g+7g*)a teR.
In particular, M’(z) = (g4, ¢9-) for all z € C; and hence
M(Z)Z(g+,g_)z+C, ZEC"I‘?
for some constant C. We have, see [@],
M
lim (19)

Y—r00 y

207

which implies (g4, ¢-) = 0 and again shows that M (z) is a constant function in the
upper half-plane and

M(z)=C=M()=i, z€Cy,

which completes the proof.
O

Remark 3.4. In connection with our main hypothesis of this section, we remark
that if a self-adjoint operator A solves commutation relations (B.J), then one can
always find a symmetric restriction A that satisfies Hypothesis% Indeed, the
commutation relations (B-3) imply that the one-parameter group Vi = ¢’*4 gener-
ated by A satisfies commutation relations in the Weyl form (see, e.g., [@, Ch. 3,
Sect. 1, Theorem 5] or ]) and then the existence of such a symmetric operator

A is an immediate corollary of the Stone-von Neumann uniqueness theorem.

Next, we threat the case where the flow (¢, -) associated with the transformation
(B-J) has a fixed point in the interior of the unit disk. That is, A admits a maximal
dissipative “invariant” extension that is not self-adjoint (cf. [[l, Theorem 20]). We
present the corresponding result in a slightly stronger form. In particular, in this
case the requirement (@) can be relaxed.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Aisa quasi-selfadjoint dissipative extension of a
closed symmetric operator A with deficiency indices (1,1) and A is a (reference)
self-adjoint extension of A.

Suppose that the commutation relation
(3.6) UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A)
hold.

Then the characteristic function S(z) associated with the triple (A, A, A) admits
the representation

(3.7) S(z) = ke, zeCy,

for some |k| <1 and £ > 0. Furthermore, if £ = 0, then necessarily |k| < 1 and if
|k| =1, then £ > 0.

In particular, the von Neumann parameter » of the triple (A, A\, A) is given by
s = ke "
Proof. Since Aisa quasi-selfadjoint extension of A, we have
(3.8) A= Alp g @yom((A))-
We claim that
(3.9) U (A)*U; = (A)* +tI on Dom((A)*).
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-~ -~

To see that assume that ¢ € Dom(A) and f € Dom((A)*). Then
(3.10) (Ag,Urf) = (U7 Ag, ) = (UF AUU g, f) = (A +t1)Uf g, f)

-~ -~

= (U9, ((A) +t1)f) = (9, U((A)" + D) f).

-~

Here we have used that the domain Dom(A) is Ui-invariant for all ¢ € R and
therefore U;g € Dom(A). Since (B.10]) holds for all g € Dom(A), one ensures that
Dom((A)*) is U-invariant and

-~

(A)*Usf = Up((A)* +tI)f, f € Dom((A)"),

which proves (B.9).
Since U;(Dom((A4)*)) = Dom((A)*), from (B-§) one concludes that the commu-

tation relations

(3.11) Ur(A)'Uy = (A)* +tI on Dom((A)*).
hold.
Taking into account that
A=U/(A+tHU;
and
A=U(A+tIHU;,
and also observing that the operator A; given by
A = U (A+tDHU;

is a self-adjoint extension of A, we see that the triples (A, ,Z, A;) and (A +tI, A+
tI, A+ tI) are mutually unitarily equivalent. In particular,

Stiger,averaren(?) = Si i a,)(2), 2 €Cq.
Since A; is a self-adjoint extension of A, by Lemma [E.]] (see (E.4)) in Appendix E,
we have
Siidan(® =068, 7.4(2), z€Cy,
for some unimodular constant @El), |®§1)| = 1, which is a continuous function of

the parameter ¢ (see [[7J] for the proof of continuity).
By Theorem in Appendix F,

_ 0@
S(A+t1,2+t1,A+t1)(2) =6, S(A,E,A) (2 —t), z€Cy,

where @1(52) is another continuous unimodular function in ¢. Therefore, the func-
tional equation

S(A,E,A)(Z_t) :@tS(A,g,A)(Z)7 teR,
holds, where
0, =0V,
From the functional equation it also follows that ©, is a continuous unimodular
solution of the equation
@t+s = ®t®s, S,t S [R,
and therefore (see, e.g., @, XVII, 6])

0, = et for some ¢ € R.
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In particular, this proves that the characteristic function S (A,4,A) is a character-
automorphic function with respect to the shifts, that is

(3.12) Siia(z+t)=e"S 1 4(2), teR

Since S 4 7 ) (z) is a contractive analytic function on Cy, it admits the repre-

sentation
Sian(2) = 0B(z)e™),

where || < 1, B is the Blaschke product associated with the (possible) zeros of
S(AA, A)(z) in the upper half-plane, and M (z) is a Herglotz-Nevanlinna function.

Suppose that the characteristic function S’( 4 4 a)(2) is not identically zero and
thus 6 # 0. Then, from the functional equation () it follows that S 4 3 A)(z)
has no zeros in C,, and hence

Sciia(z) = geM= ey,
Since S, (A,4.4) (z) is character-automorphic, one concludes that the functional equa-
tion
M(z+1t)=4t+ M(z)
holds.

Next, we have

d
EM(Z +t)|i=0 = M'(2) = ¢.
Taking into account that M (z) maps the upper half-plane into itself, we obtain

that

M(z) =4z +Db,
where ¢ > 0 and Im(b) > 0. Therefore,
S(A,E,A)(Z) = e’’’
which proves (B.7) with & = fe™. O

Remark 3.6. Notice that in the situation of Therem B.J we have that
A= A|Dom(A\)ﬁDom(A\*)'

Therefore the symmetric operator Ais uniquely determined by the generator A In
this case we will call A the symmetric part of A.

We also remark that if under the hypothesis of Theorem there is no self-
adjoint extension satisfying the commutation relations (), the corresponding
maximal dissipative extension Alis unique (see, e.g., [@, Theorem 6.3)).

The following corollary is the first step towards a complete classification up to
unitary equivalence of “invariant” symmetric operators from Hypothesis (see
Problem (I) a) in Introduction).

Corollary 3.7. Assume Hypothesis @ Then there exists a self-adjoint extension
A of A such that the Livsic function associated with the pair (A, A) admits the
representation
eizf _ e—é
S(ia)(2) = kWa zeCyq,

for some 0 <k <1 and{ > 0.
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Proof. If A admits a self-adjoint extension A that satisfies the same commutation
relations as A does, then by Theorem .3

S(ia(z) =0, z€Cy,

which proves the claimed representation with £ = 0.

If A admits a maximal (non-selfadjoint) dissipative extension A that satisfies
the same commutation relations, then by Theorem there exists a (reference)
self-adjoint extension A’ of A such that the characteristic function of the triple
(A, A, A') is of the form

S(z) = ke*, zeC,.
Therefore, by (£.9)
54an(2) = )=S0 _ et
’ SGE)S(z) =1 |k[Pe~fei=t —1

By Lemma m in Appendix E, one can always find a possibly different self-adjoint
extension A of A such that

eizf _ e—é
S(4,a)(2) = [K] kPe—teirt —17 ° €Cs,
and the claim follows. O

4. THE DIFFERENTIATION OPERATOR ON METRIC GRAPHS

Let Y be a directed metric graph (see, e.g., [H, ) We will distinguish the
following three cases.

Case (i):
Y = (—00,0) LU (0,00),
with (—00,0) the incoming and (0, c0) outgoing bonds;
Case (ii):
Y =(0,¢), the outgoing bond;
Case (iii):

Y = (—00,0) U (0,00) LU (0, £),
with (—00,0) the incoming and both (0, 00) and (0, ¢) the outgoing bonds.
Denote by D= i% the differentiation operator on the metric graph Y in Cases

(i)-(iii) defined on the domain Dom(D) of functions f € Wy (Y) with the following
boundary conditions on the vertices of the graph,

in Case (i):

(4.1) foo(0+4) = foo(0—) = 0;
in Case (ii):

(4.2) fe(0) = fe(€) = 0;

in Case (iii):
fol04) = kf(07)
(4.3) fe(0) =V1—k%2f(0—) forsome 0<k<1.
fe(0) =0

Here we have used the following notation.
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If the graph Y is in Cases (i) and (ii), the functions from the Hilbert space L*(Y)
are denoted by foo and fy, respectively.

If the metric graph Y is in Case (iii), in view of the natural identification of
L2(Y) with the orthogonal sum L?(R) @& L?((0,£)), it is convenient to represent an
arbitrary element f € L?(Y) as the two-component vector-function

_ ([~
f= <fé '
(Here L2(Y) denotes the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions with respect
to Lebesgue measure on the edges of the metric graph Y.)

Notice that if the graph Y is in Case (iii) and k£ = 0 in ([..]), then the boundary
conditions ([..J) can be rewritten as

Jool04) = 0
fe(0) = fe (0—)
Jul0)=0

In this case, the operator D splits into the orthogonal sum of the symmetric differen-
tiation operators on the semi-axes (—oo, £) and (0, 0c0) with the Dirichlet boundary
conditions at the end-points, respectively. Therefore, if £ = 0, then the operator D
is unitarily equivalent to the symmetric differentiation in Case (i).

Remark 4.1. In Cases (i) and (iii) the metric graph Y is not finite. However, one can
assign two additional vertices to the external edges at +co. Under this hypothesis,
in all Cases (i)-(iii) the Euler characteristics x(Y) of the graph Y, the number of
vertices minus the number of edges, equals one. Therefore, the corresponding first
Betti number S(Y) = —x(Y) + 1 of the graph Y, the number of edges that have to
be removed to turn the graph into a connected tree, vanishes.

Lemma 4.2. The operator D on a metric graph Y is Cases (1) — (4i7) is symmetric.
Moreover,

W3 ((—00,0)) @ W1((0,00)), in Case (i)

DOID((D)*) = {WQ((O,E)), in Case (7,2) '

In Case (i), the domain Dom((D)*) consists of the vector-functions
h= (hoo, he)" € (W3 (R-) & W3 (R+)) © W ((0,4))

satisfying the “boundary condition”

(4.4) oo (0=) = k hoo (04) — /1 — k2 he(0) = 0.

Proof. The corresponding result in Cases (i) and (ii) is well known.
In Case (iii), from ([.J) it follows that for f = (fue, fr)7 € Dom(D) the “quantum
Kirchhoff rule”

2

| foo (0=) % = | foo (04) > + | f2(0)
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holds. Since also f¢(¢) = 0, integration by parts

0 (o) ¥/
<z>f,f>:3/: if (0 (@ )dz—ij i () (® )dx—%J/ i fi() Fo@)de

0
0 00 ’ -
:—‘/70071]000( V(@ )dx—/o zfoo(x)foo(:v)d:c—/o ifo(x) fi(x)da

+z(|foo(0_)|2_ |foo(0+)|2_|f€(0)|2)7 fEDOHl(D),

shows that the quadratic form (D f, f) is real and therefore the operator D is indeed
symmetric.
Similar computations show that

0 oo 4
Df) = [ b @ e+ [ i@+ [ b T

— 00

__/0 @)@ )da:—/ooo ihoo(x)mdx—/oeihg(x)%dx

1 (oo (0-) Foc(07) = oo (04)Joc(0+) = he(0)F:(0) ), f € Dom(D).
Therefore, h € Dom((D)*) if and only if
hoo(0=) foo(0=) = hoo(0+) foo(0+) — he(0) fe(0) = 0 for all  f € Dom(D).
Taking into account the boundary conditions ([.J), we have
(4.5) (hoo(O—) ~ o (04)k — hg(O)M) To(0) =0
for all f € Dom(D). Since fo(0—) may be chosen arbitrarily, ([-4) follows from

(.

O

The following lemma introduces a natural (standard) basis in the subspace
N =Ker((D)* —iI)+ Ker((D)* +iI).

Lemma 4.3. The deficiency subspaces Ker((D)* Fil) of the symmetric operator
D on the metric graph Y is Cases (i)-(iii) are spanned by the following normalized

deficiency elements g+. Here,
in Case (i),

(46)  g4(2) = V26" X (0o 0)(¥) and g-(z) = V2 "X(0,00)(7), TER,
in Case (it),

Vi i
(47) ng(fZ?) = we and g— (I) = wee ) S [O,é]

Finally, in Case (iii),

(4.8)  gylz) = %ex {Vl 1= E*X(~00,0) (), i i Eo—zo,o) LI (0, 00) |
4.9) g (2)= %em {I;\/l TE (0,00 (), ii EO_,ZD,O) U(0,50)
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In particular, D is a symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1).

Proof. The deficiency subspaces of the symmetric operator D in Cases (i) and (ii)
can be easily calculated.
Indeed, in Case (i), we have

Ker((D)* — zI) = span{g.},

where

L | 0 <0
4.10 . = ’ d g, = T
(@10 o) {0, Ty emd g { T

for z € C; and z € C_, respectively, which proves (@)
In Case (ii),

Ker((D)" — 2I) = span{g. },
where
(4.11) g.(x)=e " x€[0,{, zcC\R,
and ([L.7) follows.

In Case (iii), from the description of Dom((D)*) provided by Lemma [L.9 it follows

that the deficiency subspace Ker((D)* — zI) = span{g.}, z € C\R, is generated by
the functions

/1 . k2 —izx _ _ L
(412) gz(x) _ » € X( oo,O)(I)a HAES ( O0,0) (0,00) . z€ C+,
izt 2 €0,
and
_ _ 2,—tzx _
(413) g.(0) =4 VITFE X0 (@), @€ (20, 0)U000) o
ke "*% z €10,/

proving ([.§) and ([L.9).

O

Recall (see Appendix B) that a symmetric operator A is called a prime operator
if there is no (non-trivial) subspace invariant under A such that the restriction of
A to this subspace is self-adjoint.

Lemma 4.4. The symmetric differentiation operator D on the metric graph Y in
Cases (1)-(iii) is a prime operator.

Proof. In Cases (i) and (i) the corresponding result is known (see [f]]).

Suppose therefore that D is in Case (iii).
First, we show that if f € L2(Y) = L?(R) & L*((0,¢)) and

(4.14) (f,g9.) =0, forall ze C\R,

then necessarily f = 0.
Indeed, suppose that f = (foo, fo)?, with fo € L3(R) and f, € L?((0,¢)) and
let (.14) hold. In particular, for all 0 # s € R

(fv ng) =0.
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Then, given the description of the deficiency subspaces (Jl.12]) and (Ji.13), one gets
that

0 ¢
(4.15) V1-— k2/ foo()e*Fdx —|—/ fe(x)e®®dr =0 for all s > 0,
—00 0

and
S 0
(4.16) —+1- kz/ foolx)e™*%dx + k/ fe(zx)e™**dx =0 for all s > 0.
0 0

Therefore, from ([.19) it follows that

¢
/ h(z)e**dz =0 for all s >0,

where
W) = V1—-kfoo(x), <0
fo(), ze[0,4]

By the uniqueness theorem for the Laplace transformation (see, e.g., [@, Theo-
rem 5.1], we have that h(z) = 0 almost everywhere z € R. Since k # 1 (see ([.J)),
we have

foo(z) =0, ae. z€(—00,0)
and
fe(x) =0, ae ze€l0,4.
Then, from ([L.14) it follows that

/ foo(z)e™**dz =0 for all s > 0.
0

By the uniqueness theorem foo(z) = 0 for > 0 as well. That is,

f = (fooaff)T =0.
Thus, () implies f = 0 and therefore, by Theorem E in Appendix B, the

differentiation operator D in Case (iii) is a prime symmetric operator as well.
O

Remark 4.5. We remark that the symmetric operator D in Case (iii) determined
by the boundary conditions () with k£ = 0 is also a prime operator: in this case
D is unitarily equivalent to the symmetric differential operator in Case (i), which
is a prime operator by Lemma .

Remark 4.6. It is easy to see that the prime symmetric differentiation operator
D on the metric graph Y in Cases (i)-(iii) satisfies the semi-Weyl commutation
relations in the form (cf. Hypothesis [.1])
(4.17) U;DU, =D +tI on Dom(D), teR,
where U; = e~?2 is the unitary group generated by the operator Q of multiplication
by independent variable on the graph Y.

To show that the commutation relations ([1.17) hold we proceed as follows. Let
A(z) denote a real-valued piecewise continuous function on Y. We remark that the

operators D and D+ A(z) are unitarily equivalent. Indeed, let ¢(x) be any solution
to the differential equation

(4.18) ¢ (@) = A(x)
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on the edges of the graph. Since the graph Y is a connected tree, the function ¢(x)
is determined up to a constant, and we may without loss require that ¢ vanishes at
the origin of the graph Y, that is,

(4.19) #»(0) = 0.
Denote by V the unitary local gauge transformation
(4.20) (V@) =@ f(x), feL(Y).

Taking into account the boundary conditions ([.1)), ([.J) and ([L.]) one concludes
that the domain of D is V-invariant, that is,

V(Dom(D)) = Dom(D).
Next, a simple computation shows that
(4.21) D =V*(D+ Alz))V.

In the particular case of a constant (magnetic) potential A(x) = ¢, t € R, solv-
ing ({4.1§) with the boundary condition ({.19) on the graph Y, one immediately
concludes that the unitary operator V from (}.2(]) is given by

V =eite,
and therefore (1.21]) implies the commutation relations (fl.17).

5. THE MAGNETIC HAMILTONIAN

In this section we explicitly describe the set of all self-adjoint (reference) and,
more generally, quasi-selfadjoint extensions of the differentiation symmetric opera-
tors D on the metric graph Y in Cases (i)-(iii) introduced in Section [I.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the metric graph Y is in one of the Cases (i)-(iii)
and let D be the symmetric differentiation operator given by ([L1), (£2) and ([£3),
respectively.

Then the one-parameter family of differentiation operators Dg, |©| = 1 on the
graph Y in Cases (i)-(i4i) with boundary conditions

(5.1) [ (04) = =6 fs (0-),
(5.2) fe(0) = =©fu(0),
(5.3) (foo(0+)> _ ( k WG) (foo(O—)) ,

f0) ) T \WV1I=k2  —kO fe(€)
respectively, coincides with the set of all self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric
operator D.
Moreover, let gy be the deficiency elements of D referred to in Lemma @
Then
9 =9+ — #9- € Dom(De), [x] =1,
if and only if

© = F(x),
where
x, in Case (i)
(5.4) F(x) = _6}5—5—2127 in Case (ii) .
w—ke”

=re—, in Case (iii)
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Proof. If Y is in Cases (i)-(ii), the first assertion of the theorem is well known (see,

e.g., )
If the graph Y is in Case (iii) and

Y = (—00,0) L (0,00) L (0, £),

one can identify the right endpoint of the edge [0, ] of the graph Y with its origin
thus making the number of incoming and outgoing bonds equal. Since the incoming

(f?g(&)_)> and outgoing <f°;€((%—)’—) > data are related by the unitary matrix o with
_ k V1-k?0
7= (\/1—k2 e )
from [E, Theorem 2.2.1] it follows that the operator D is self-adjoint. Recall that
this theorem states that the differentiation operator D = i% on an oriented graph
is self-adjoint if and only if for each (finite) vertex v the numbers of incoming and
outgoing bonds are equal and the vectors Fi*(v) and F°U(v) composed from the
values of f € Dom(D) attained by f from the incoming and outgoing bonds satisfy
the condition
Fo(v) = o (v) ™ (v),

where o is a unitary matrix. Next, if f € Dom(D), the boundary conditions ([L3)
imply that the boundary conditions ( also hold, and therefore the self-adjoint
operator D extends D.

Conversely, if D is a self-adjoint extension of D, by [}, Theorem 2.2.1] the bound-

ary conditions

5.5 =0 ,
55 (5o 7t
hold, where ¢’ is a unitary matrix. The requirement that the self-adjoint operator

D extends D shows that ¢’ has to be of the form

;L k «
=\Wi- B
for some « and 3. Since ¢’ is unitary, we have that

o ( VIR kze)
V1-—k? —k©
for some O, |©| = 1, which completes the proof of the first assertion of the theorem.
To prove (f.4) we argue as follows.
We use the following notation g = g in Case (i), g = g in Case (ii), and finally,
g = (9o, g¢)T in Case (iii) as introduced in Section 4.
From the representation (fi.6f) we get that

Joo(x) = \/gemx(,ooﬁo) () — %\/ge_wx(oyoo)(x), z €R,
so that
Goo(04) = —2v/2  while  g.(0—) = V2.
That is, the element ¢ satisfied boundary condition (@) with © = 3¢ which proves

(F-4) in Case (i).
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In Case (ii), we use ([L7) to see that

gg(()) = \/%(1 — %ee)
and
ge(0) = L2 (" — )

20 _

which shows that the requirement g — sg_ € Dom(Dg) means that
1 — et ¢

('_'):— = — .
el — wet —1

—_

n—e

In Case (iii), from the representations for the deficiency elements g+ ([[.§) and
([£9) it follows
0+) = am&%,
0—)= am ,
ge(0) = a(1 — ke,

Goo
Goo

where

NG
Nrzaeyh

Since g € Dom(Dg), by (b.4) we have
9oo (0+) = kgoo (0=) + V1 = k2Oge(0),

which implies

V1 —k2efe = k1 — k2 + O/ 1 — k2(1 — kex).

Therefore
o_ else—k B 2 — ket
T 1—kelx ke fx—1"

O

Remark 5.2. Notice that in Case (i) the self-adjoint operator Dg satisfies the semi-
Weyl commutation relations

(5.6) UDoU,=Dg+tI on Dom(Dg), teR, [O]=1L.

Here U; = e~ "9 is the unitary group generated by the self-adjoint operator Q of
multiplication by independent variable on the graph V.
However, if the graph Y is in Cases (ii) and (iii), then we only have the commu-
tation relations with respect to a discrete subgroup
7Z3>n+— Unsz

of the group U;. That is,

2
(57)  UzDeU,z = Do+n=-I on Dom(De), neZ, [6]=1.

" 4
This phenomenon has the following topological explanation: the set of self-
adjoint extensions Dg, |©| = 1, is in one-to-one correspondence with the unit

circle T. The map
Dg — D@t = U:D@Ut,
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determines the flow © ~— ©; on T. Using boundary conditions (F.1)-(F.) it is
straightforward to see that

e in Cases (i1) and (4i7)

so that in Cases (ii) and (iii) Dom(Dg) is not invariant with respect to the whole
group Uy, t € R, but only to its subgroup Unsz, n € Z. In particular, the flow © —
©; has no fixed point, whenever the graph Y is in Cases (ii) and (iii) (notice that the
Euler characteristics of T is zero and hence Proposition @ is not applicable). In
this regard, it is worth mentioning the fall to the center “catastrophe” in Quantum
Mechanics [, P9, |. For a related discussion of the Efimov Effect in three-
body systems see [R4, PY, where the collapse in a three-body system with point
interactions has been discovered, also see [@] and references therein.

More generally, suppose that A(x) is a real-valued piecewise continuous function
on Y. Prescribing the magnetic potential A(z) to all edges of the graph, consider
the magnetic differentiation operator Do + A(z).

If the graph Y is in Case (i), the local gauge transformation

f(@) — e (), [ e LA(Y),
where ¢(z) is a solution to the differential equation
¢'(z) = Az), =€V,
¢(0) =0,
eliminates the magnetic potential and one shows that the self-adjoint operators Dg

and Dg + A(x) are unitarily equivalent, with the unitary equivalence performed by
the unitary operator

(5.8) (VH)(z) =@ f(z), fe L)
Clearly Dom(Dg) is V-invariant, that is,

V(Dom(De)) = Dom(De),
and therefore
(5.9) De =V*(De + A(x))V.

If the graph Y is in Cases (ii) and (iii), the gauge transformation still eliminates
the magnetic potential but changes the boundary conditions. That is,

V(DOID(D@)) = DOm(D@.e—z@ ),

where ,
¢ = / A(s)ds, the flux of the magnetic field,
and hence ’
(5.10) Dg.c-is = V*(Dg + A(z))V.
Notice, that in the particular case of a constant potential

A(z) =t,
one gets the commutation relations (f.6) and (p.7) as a corollary of (5.9) and (p.10),

respectively.
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Having in mind the unitary equivalences (f.9) and (f.10) we adopt the following
definition.

Definition 5.3. The self-adjoint differentiation operator Dg for |©| = 1 referred
to in Theorem [5.]] will be called the magnetic Hamiltonian.

Notice that in Cases (i) and (iii), the boundary conditions (f.9) and (f.J) are
not local vertex conditions. Bearing in mind applications in quantum mechanics,
in Cases (ii) and (iii) one can identify the end points of the interval [0,¢] to get a
one-cycle graph Y. As it has been explained in Remark , in Case (iii) one can also
assign two additional vertices to the external edges at +oo of the one-cycle graph
Y, so that the one-cycle graphs in Case (ii) and (iii) have the Euler characteristics
x(Y) zero with the corresponding first Betti numbers equal to one. In this case,
the graph Y can be considered to be the Aharonov-Bohm ring, the configuration
space for the quantum system with the magnetic Hamiltonian Dg. This system
describes a (massless) quantum particle moving on the edges of the graph and the
argument of the parameter © that determines the magnetic Hamiltonian Dg can
be interpreted to be the flux of the (zero) magnetic field through the cycle (see
(p-1()). For a related information about graphs with Euler characteristic zero in
the context of the inverse scattering theory we refer to [@]

Our next goal is to obtain an explicit description of all quasi-selfadjoint exten-
sions of the symmetric differentiation operators D introduced in Section .

Theorem 5.4. The differentiation operators Dg, © € C U {oo} with |0 # 1
referred to in Theorem with boundary conditions (5-1))-(f-]) is in one to one

correspondence with the set of all quasi-selfadjoint extensions of the symmetric
operator D.

Remark 5.5. If © = oo, the boundary conditions ([1))-(-3) in Cases (i)-(iii) should
be understood as follows

(5.11) (o ) =0,
(5.12) fe(0) =0,
e () - ()

respectively.
Notice that the boundary condition (p.13)) can be justified as follows. Rewrite

() as -
(e V58°) (50) = (50

and observe that

6 70")

0 0 = lim

©—00

o L kO —VI-#P6
T oo —0 \ VI &2 k

to get (p.19) as a limiting case.
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Notice that the boundary conditions (p.1J) can also be rewritten as
kfoo(04) + V1 = k2fe(0) = foe (0—),
fe(0) = 0.

Proof. If Y is in Case (i) or (ii), the corresponding result is well known (see, e.g.,
B).

Suppose that the metric graph Y is in Case (iii). We will describe the required
one to one correspondence explicitly. .

Denote by D* (3¢ € C, |3| # 1) a quasi-selfadjoint extension of D such that

(5.14) Dom(D*) = Dom(D) + span{g4 — »g_},
where the deficiency elements g1 are given by ([.g) and ([..9).
If
(5.15) f= <f°°) € Dom(D*),
fe
then

Fool@) = aV/1 — k2e"x_(2) + asey/1 — k26" %y 4 (2) + hoo(z), z €R,
fo(z) = ae® — axke™" 4+ hy(z), = €0,4),
for some o € C and some
h = (};;0) € Dom(D).
In particular,
foo(0=) = avV1 = k% + foo(0—),
foo(04) = azeV/1 — k2e” + hoo (0+),
and
fe(0) = a1 — ksee®) + hy(0),
foll) = alet — k) + he(0).
Since h € Dom(D), the boundary conditions (f£.3) hold and therefore

Joo(0=) = av/1 — k2 + hoo(0—),
foo(04) = aze/1 — k2e* + khoo (0-),
F0(0) = a1 — ksee’) + /1 — k2o (0-),
foll) = a(et — k).
Equivalently,
sey/1 — k2et !
(fofg((%;r)) = ( Y et \/1k——k2> <hoo(0—))
and

(S0 -(05E ) ()



DISSIPATIVE AND NON-UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS 31

If e — ks # 0, one obtains that

(585)- ()

where
G_ (VTR VI—RE 1\
T\ 1—kxet 1k el —kx 0
[k JI-Fe
T \WV1— k2 —kO '

Combining (5-19), (F-16) and (F-) shows that

D* = D®7
where
wel — k
5.17 O=———.
( ) ke — et

If e/ — k3¢ = 0, then necessarily f,(¢) = 0 and
kfoo (0+) + /1 — K2£(0) = k (a%\/l — k%’ + khOO(O—))
+V/1- k2 (a(l — ksee’) + /1 — thOO(O—)>

=aV1-k2+ heo (0—)
= foo(O_)a

which shows that boundary conditions ([.13) holds (© = oo, formally).
It remains to consider the case of the quasi-selfadjoint extension D> defined on

(5.18) Dom(D>) = Dom(D) + span{g_},

which corresponds to the infinite value of the von Neumann parameter » (3 = 00).
If (p.1§) holds (s = o), a similar computation shows that the corresponding

quasi-selfadjoint extension corresponds to the boundary condition () with

which is well defined (k # 0 by the hypothesis).
Notice that () gives the link between the boundary condition parameter ©
and the von Neumann extension parameter » from () and thus establishes the

required correspondence.
O

Remark 5.6. Observe that in Case (i) the operator Dg satisfies the semi-Weyl
commutation relations

(5.19) UfDoU; = Do +tI on Dom(Dg), te€R,

for all © € C U {oo}, where U; = e~"2 is the unitary group generated by the
self-adjoint operator Q of multiplication by independent variable on the graph Y.
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If the graph Y is in Cases (ii) and (iii), the commutation relations (f.19) hold
only if © =0 or © = co. Otherwise, we only have the commutation relations with
respect to the discrete subgroup Z 2 n — Un2Tfr , cf. Remark @,

(5.20) U;%WD@UMTW = Do + n277TI on Dom(Dg), neZ, [0=1.

It is interesting to notice that the metric graph Y = (—o00,0) L (0,00) LI (0, ¢)
in Case (iii) serves as the configuration space for a minimal self-adjoint dilation of
almost all (with the only one exception) maximal dissipative differentiation opera-
tors on the finite interval (0,¢). Actually, the corresponding self-adjoint dilations
coincide with the set of magnetic Hamiltonians Dg, |©] = 1, in Case (iii).

Theorem 5.7 (cf. [J)). The self-adjoint operator De, |©| = 1, on the metric
graph Y = (—00,0) U (0,00) U (0,€) in Case (iii) with the boundary conditions
(B (0 < k < 1) is a (minimal) self-adjoint dilation of the mazimal dissipative
differentiation operator c/l\@ on its subgraph K = (0,¢) determined by the boundary
condition

(5.21) Dom(de) = {fe € W3 ((0,£)) | fe(0) = =kO fe(£)}.
That is,
(5.22) P(De — 2I) Yk = (do — 2I)™", zeC_,

where P is the orthogonal projection from L*(Y) onto the subspace K = L*(K) =
L?((0,¢)). In particular,

eitde — Pe'tPe | t>0.
Proof. Let g = (goo, g¢)T € L%(Y) and
f=(De—2I)"'g, z€C_.
Since f = (f, fe)T € Dom(Dg), the boundary conditions

e () (e ) (5

hold. We have
i fo@) = 2focl@) = goc(2), 2 € (=00,0)U (0,00) CV,
and
(5.24) i%f@(,f) — zfi(x) = ge(x), x€(0,£)CY.
If g € K, then go, = 0 and hence
ic%fm(x) C2f(2) =0, @€ (—00,0)U(0,00) C V.
Since z € C_, the function f. has to vanish on the negative real-axis. In particular,
foo(0—) = 0. From (p.23) it follows that
fe(0) = —kO fu(0).
Therefore the boundary condition (p.2]) holds and hence f € Dom(c/i\@). Combined
with (f.24) this means that

fl:(gl\@_ZI)_lgEa 2667,
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which proves ([.29) and eventually shows that Dg is a self-adjoint dilation of do.
O

Remark 5.8. Theorem @ does not say anything about the dilation of the (excep-
tional) maximal dissipative differentiation operator d defined on

Dom(d) = {fr € W3((0,0))] fe(0) = 0}

(it is explicitly assumed that k # 0 in the boundary condition (f.21)).
In fact, the corresponding self-adjoint dilation coincides with the self-adjoint
realization of i% on the metric graph

Y = (—o00,0) U (0,¢) U (£, 00),

which can be identified with the real axis. Therefore, in the exceptional case the
configuration space of the dilation can be identified with the graph Y in Case (i).

Indeed, to treat the exceptional case, assume that g € L?(R) is supported by the
finite interval [0, ¢]. Then the element

f=(D- zI)*lg, z€C,

is supported by the positive semi-axis and its continuous representative satisfies the
boundary condition f(0) = 0. In particular,

d

i f(@) = /() = g@), we0.8, f0)=0,
and therefore the compressed resolvent of D in the lower half- plane coincides with
the resolvent of d proving that D dilates the dissipative operator d.

6. THE LIVSIC FUNCTION $p, p, ) (2)

The main goal of this and the forthcoming section is to describe those unitary
invariants of the prime symmetric operator D that characterize the operator up to
unitary equivalence. Here D is the symmetric differentiation operator on the metric
graph Y in one of the Cases (i)-(iii) with boundary conditions . .) and .
respectively.

To do so, we need to fix a (reference) self-adjoint extension of the operator D.
We choose as such an extension the self-adjoint realization D = Dgle=1 of the
differentiation operator referred to in Theorem . Recall that the domain of the
self-adjoint operator D = D7 is characterized by the following boundary conditions

(61) foo(0+) = _foo(o_)a
(6.2) fe(0) = —fe(£),

oo (5= (e L) (5,

whenever the graph Y is in Cases (i)—(iii), respectively.
We start with the following important observation.

Lemma 6.1. Let g+ be the deficiency elements of the symmetric operator D re-
ferred to in Lemma . Then

(6.4) f =g+ —9- € Dom(D).
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Proof. In Case (i) we have the representation
F(@) = V2(e" X (~00,0) () = €7 X(0,00) ()

so that f(0—) = v/2 = — f(0+) and therefore f € Dom(D).
In Case (ii),

2
f(z) = %(em — eefx), x € 0,4,
which implies
f(0) = 72_1(1 —e) = —72_1(615 —1)=—f(0)

thus showing that f € Dom(D) as well.
Finally, in Case (iii), from ([Lg) and ([L9) it follows that the element f admits
the representation

V2
f = 7(f007f@)T7
Ny
where
foo(@) = V1= k2" X(—0,0)(7) + V1 — k26" "x(0,00)(T), T ER,
and
folx) =e® —ke* =%, x€[0,4].
We have
fool0=) = V1I—k2  foo(04) = V1 — k2€,
and

fe(0) =1 —ke',  fo(t) =" — k.
Here k, 0 < k < 1, is the parameter from the boundary conditions ([.) and (f-3))

describing the domains Dom(D) and Dom(D) in Case (iii), respectively.
As a consequence, the incoming Fi = Joo (O_)) and outgoing F'* =

=0 (foo(0+)>

fe(0)
boundary data are related as
(foo(o+)) B <\/1 - k2ef) B < k V1— k2> <\/1 — k2
fe(0) ) 71— ket V1—k2 —k el —k )

=51 :

o (i
where the bond scattering matrix S(1) is given by (p.J) for © = 1, which shows
that

f € Dom(D(1)) = Dom(D).
O
Based on Lemma [5.1], now we are ready to evaluate the Livsic function associated

with the pair (D, D), which is one of the unitary invariants that characterizes the
pair (D, D) up to unitary equivalence.
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Lemma 6.2. The Livsic function associated with the pair (D, D) admits the rep-
resentation

0, in Case (i)
izl —£ . ..
(6.5) $(h.p)(?) =\ Sremry in Case (it) .
izl 0

€ €
k287[6i2271 )

Here k, 0 < k < 1, is the parameter from the boundary conditions (£3) and ([-3)

describing the domains Dom(D) and Dom(D) in Case (iii).

in Case (iii)

Proof. Denote by g+ the deficiency elements of the symmetric operator D referred
to in Lemma @ By Lemma @,

(6.6) g+ — g— € Dom(D)

in all Cases (i)-(ii). As long as ([.0) is established, in accordance with definition
(B-]), the Livsic function associated with the pair (D, D) can be evaluated as

z2—1 (9.,9-)

241 (92,9+)

Here the deficiency elements g, € Ker((D)* — 2I), z € C\ R are given by ([L10),
(E1D), (E13) and (1) in Cases (i)-(iii), respectively.

In Case (i), one observes that g, 1 g_, 2z € C4, and hence

s(p,py(?) = , z€Cy.

sp,py(2) =0, 2z¢€C4.
In Case (ii), one computes

z—1 . (gzug—) _ egz —1 ) foé 6(_iz_1)wd$ B Ze(—iz—l)f -1

sw.0)(2) = z2+i (92,9+1) z+i foé el—iztz gy el _ |
eizl _ 672
T eleizt _ 1"

Finally, in Case (iii), we have

2—1i (92,9-)
S(r z) = e
w,0)(?) = 75 (92,9+)
y—i kfof e(—iz=)z g, ,

A e
z4+1 (1 _ k2) f—ooo e(—iztl)z + ng e(—iz+l)z dp

k(e(—iz—l)é _ 1) ’
- e
(1 _ k?) + e(—iz+1)¢ _ 1

k(efizl _ ef) eizf _ 672
- ele—izl _ |2 - k2e—teizt _ 1
¥74 —£
e*t —e
=k

k2e—leizl — 1"

Combing these results proves ([.9).
O

Remark 6.3. The representation ([.]) in Cases (i) and (ii) is known (see, e.g., [[)).
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The following corollary provides a complete characterization of prime symmetric
operators with deficiency indices (1, 1) satisfying the commutation relations ([L.3))
(see Problem (I) a) in the Introduction).

Corollary 6.4. Let A be a symmetric operator referred to in Hypothesis @ Sup-
pose that A is a prime operator. Then A is unitarily equivalent to one of the

differentiation operators D = i% on a metric graph Y in one of the Cases (i)-(iii)

introduced in Section 4 (see egs. ([LJ)), (L) and ().

Proof. By Corollary IE, A admits a self-adjoint extensions such that the Livsic
function associated with the pair (4, A) coincides with the one referred to in Lemma,
@. Since A is a prime operator, by the Uniqueness Theorem @ in Appendix C,
the operator A is unitarily equivalent to the symmetric differentiation operator on
the metric graph Y in one of the cases Cases (i)-(iii). O

More generally, the Liviic function associated with the pair (D, Deg), |0] = 1,
where Dg is the self-adjoint realization of the differentiation operator referred to
in Theorem [, differs from the function $(p,p)(#) evaluated above in Lemma -3
by a constant unimodular factor. For the sake of completeness, we present the
following result.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that |©] = 1. The Livsic function s p p,\(2) associated
with, the pair (D, De) admits the representation

0, in Case(i)
_9; izl —¢ . -
(6.7) $(p,pe)(2) =€ Zia P in Case (ii) .
izl —
ki, in Case (iii)

Here k, 0 < k < 1, is the parameter from the boundary conditions ([L3) and (.3

describing the domains Dom(D) and Dom(Dg) in Case (iii), respectively.
Here o and the boundary condition parameter © are related as follows

O, in Case (i) :

(6.8) e2ia _ 3}5‘51’1, in Case (i) , with ¢ =1In-.
O+e” HD . A
e in Case (iii)

In particular,
(69) S(D,D@)(Z) — e_2iaS(D7D) (2)7
where
D = Delo=1-

Proof. From Theorem it follows that

(6.10) F =g, —e*g_ € Dom(De),
where g+ are the deficiency elements referred to in Lemma @ and e2* is given by
(£:9). Now (b.7) follows from ([.3) by Lemma [E.] in Appendix E. O

We conclude this section with several remarks of analytic character.
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Remark 6.6. (i). One observes that the Livsic function
iz4 —L
o € —e
s (50 = oy #€C4

given by ([.7) in Case (ii) admits the representations
ez —e=t  sin(z — 1)

I
N é = — =
(50 e~fet —1  sin(z +1)

72_7; nez

L (1= (%)

nez

[SIENTVIEN

Therefore, s’/ (z;¢) is a pure Blaschke product with zeroes z, located on the lattice
2
zn:i—i—%n, ne’z.
(ii). A direct computation shows that the Livsic function

eizf _ e—é
k267leizl _ 1’
(cf. (-7 in Case (iii)) can be obtained by an analytic continuation of s’/ (z; ¢) with
an appropriate identification of the parameters. That is,

s (2 0) =k zeCy, O0<k<],

- 0l
(6.11) sHI(z;(f[,é):sH (ﬁzizlé ;E—!—K/) , z€Cy.

(iii). In the inner-outer factorization of the Livsic function in Case (iii)

izl

.
s (zk,0) = kW = sl (2) - sili(2)

III(2) coincides with the Livsic function in Case (ii), i.e.,

the inner factor s;;
izl —£

Ir _ Ji¢,.pn_ ¢ —¢€

s =8"(z0) = perp

Indeed,

)

I, 0 o sin(z —i)% T, sin(z + )%
8 (z,e ,6)_. N0 - =S ( T N7 N
sin ((z + )5 + it') sin ((z + )5 + ")
(In particular, the functions s'77(z; e, £) and s’7(z; £) have the same set of zeros).
To complete the proof of the claim it remains to show that the function
sin(z + )%
sin ((z +14)% + i?’)

(6.12) t(z) =

is an outer function.

First, one observes that ¢(z) is a contractive function in the upper half-plane.
Next, let

t(2) = tin(2)tout(2)

be its inner-outer factorization. Since ¢(z) does not vanish in the upper half-plane,
the inner factor of ¢(z) is necessarily a singular inner function. Since ¢(z) admits an
analytic continuation into a strip in the lower half-plane, the singular measure in
the exponential representation of ¢;,(z) does not charge bounded sets and therefore

tin(2) = el
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for some L > 0, “mass” at infinity. In particular,
lim ¢, (iy) =0
Y—r00

unless I = 0. However, from ([.19) it follows that
. . =
Jm t(iy) = e,

which implies that L = 0. Therefore ¢;,(z) = 1 and hence ¢(z) is an outer function.

(iv). In fact, for the outer factor s{lI(2) = t(z) one gets the representation

[ sinh¢ i 1 A
1 g _ sin _/ d
613)  soue () =\ [ G2 ©P 27 L G5z e ) PV

where the density is given by

_ Pefzfzzl ()\g)
p()\) - ]‘Og P67[ ()\é)
Here )
P.(0) 1—r

1472 —2rcosf
is the Poisson kernel.

Indeed, since t(z) is an outer function in the upper half-plane, we have the
representation [

{ 1 A
(614) t(Z) = exp (;/{R (/\—4-2 + m) log |t()\)|d)\) .
Using ([.19) one computes that

log [¢()] = log

eizl — e~
20 g—Lgizl _ |
— s 1 log (,COS (X —e %)% +sin? E),\ _
2 7 (et cos b — 1) 4 e 24 gin® I\
, 1 1—2coslhe ™ +e 2
=—C + S log ; ;
2 71 —2e 62 cos N + =2
= ~log (e Sl 7 Feeae (M)
2 1—e 210 " P _,(\)

1 o sinh ¢ + o\
=2 B Smne 20y TP

1 1 A

— —— |d\=1 C

7T/[R()\—|—z+1+/\2> » €L+
representation ([.14) simplifies to (f.13).

iy ¢
e

and since

7. THE WEYL-TITCHMARSH FUNCTION M ; (2)
(DvD('))

Along with the Livsic function, the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with a
pair consisting of a prime symmetric operator and its self-adjoint extension char-
acterizes the pair up to mutual unitary equivalence. So that our next goal is to
evaluate the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the symmetric differentia-
tion D on the metric graph Y and its self-adjoint reference extension.
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Suppose that Y is the metric graph Y in one of the Cases (i)—(iii). As it follows
from Lemma @, the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M, (D,D) associated with the pair

(D, D) has the form
i, in Case (i)
(7.1) M p py(2) = coth £ tan £z, in Case (ii)
coth 5% tan (2 + %), in Case (i)

3

where )
E’zlnE (0<k<1)
and k, 0 < k < 1, is the parameter from the boundary conditions ([L.3) and ([.3)
describing the domains Dom(D) and Dom(D) in Case (iii).
Indeed, in Case (iii) one observes that

izl —£
B IS(D,D)(Z)‘Fl B 1%—1—1

M, ; Z)= = = - 2 —
0.0)(2) = Sy (2) =1 0 keket g
1 14ket ketz—1 coth L+ tn / n A
=_. et = “tan [ =z 4+i— | .
i 1 —ket ketz+1 2 2

Case (ii) then follows by setting ¢/ = 0, equivalently k¥ = 1, and the corresponding
representation in Case (i) is obvious (formally take the limit as £ — oo in Case (ii)).
More generally, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.1. Let Dg, |O| = 1, be the one-parameter family of self-adjoint ref-
erence operators referred to in Theorem . Then the Weyl-Titchmarsh function
M(D Do) associated with the pair (D, Do) admits the representation

i, in Case (i)
12) My p(z) = | A®)tan (52 %) + 2 in Cse (i)
A(®P) tan (%z + %i - %) + 7sinii(nﬁg,), in Case (iii)

where .
¢ =arg O, é’:logE 0<k<1)
and k, 0 < k < 1, is the parameter from the boundary conditions ) and (@)

describing the domains Dom(D) and Dom(De) in Case (iii).

Here in Case (iii) the amplitude A(®) is given by the convex combination
+0 LD 40
5 + sin 3 - tanh 5

and in Case (ii) A(®) is given by the same expression with ¢! = 0.

(7.3) A(®) = cos® % - coth £

Proof. In Case (i) there is nothing to prove, since s p y(2) = 0 and hence
M pgy(z) =i for all z € C..
In Case (ii), by Theorem (see eq. (p.9)), we have
(7.4) S(D,D@)(Z) = 6721-&5(1‘7,1:))(2)7
where
D = Dele=1
and a and © are related as in ([.g).
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From ([-4) and Lemma [E-]] in Appendix E it follows
M p p)(z) — tano

. M, ¢ = .
(7.5) (0.00)(?) 1+tana - Mp p(z)

By ([0,

1 14
(7.6) M p py(z) = coth B tan 7%= mtan ¢,
where
14 14

(7.7) m= coth§ and (= 2%

and therefore
mtan({ — tana

M, ¢ = .
(D’D@)(Z) 14+ mtanatan(
Using the identity
mtan( — tana 1+ tan? o tan( — mtana m?tana — tan o
= m 9
1+mtanatan( 1+ m2tan’a 1+ mtanatan( 1 +m?2tan® o

we obtain the following representation

(78)  Mp p,(2)

where

1+ tan? « m?tana — tan a
=— M, —t
1+ m2tan? « (D’D)(C )+ 1+ m2tan? «

)

tant = mtana.
Therefore, (7.d) can be rewritten as

My po(e) = By T g
: 2)=—" - M, — —— ™ tant.
(D,De) 1 +tan?t D) 1+ tan?t

In view of ([7.f) and ([7.7), we have
e, L., 14 1.
(7.9) Mp pe)(2) = (coth 5 cos t + tanh 5 sin t) tan (52 - t) + = T 2t.

S

From ([.9) it follows that
1 67—64 -1 V4 1
tana = —,gi(g,;el = tanh§ - tan (5 arg@) ,
! oot 1
so that

4 1
tant = mtana = coth§ -tan o = tan §arg® .

In particular,

1 1

which along with ([.) shows that
l D sin @
M(D,D@)(Z) = A((I)) tan (52’ - 5) + m,

proving ([.9) with A(®) given by ([.J) in Case (ii).
To prove ([[9) in Case (iii), in a similar way one gets (cf. ([.]))

40 14 A
Mp py(z) = coth 5 tan (524—15)



DISSIPATIVE AND NON-UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS 41

and establishes that ([.g) holds where now

I L+
§—§z+z§, m = coth

and
tant = mtana.
Observing that
@-l—eil*ll
lorre | a4 1
tana = T eret e = tanh 5 tan §arg® ,
e —"O+1

one justifies ) in Case (iii) as well. Literally repeating the reasoning above one
obtains the representation ([.2) in Case (iii).
O

Our last result in this section shows that the spectral measure of the reference
operator Dg, |©| = 1, is rather sensitive to the magnitude of the “flux” ® = arg©.

Corollary 7.2. The Weyl-Titchmarsh function Mg(z) = M(DVD(_))(Z) assoctated
with the pair (D, Dg) admits the representation

Mo = [ (2 - 1o ) deelh). l61=1

where pe(dN), the spectral measure, is

(i) the absolutely continuous measure with a constant density

1
(7.11) no(d\) = =d\ in Case (i);
T
(i) the discrete pure point measure
2
(7.12) pe(dA) = ZA(arg 0) Z d erannra (dX)  in Case (ii),
[

kez

with 6,(d)\) the Dirac mass at x and

® 14 d 14
_ 2 . — in2 — . —-
A(P) = cos 5 coth 5 + sin 5 tanh 5

(iii) the absolutely continuous measure with a periodic density
1
(7.13) pe(dX) = —A(arg®)P,_» ({X — 7 —arg ©) dA.
T

Here
1— 2

Plg)=— s
(%) 1+72—2rcose

is the Poisson kernel,

1
6/:1 —
nga

with k, 0 < k < 1, the parameter from the boundary conditions (|..3), (E),

and

4 P L+
z +sin2§-tanh z .

A(®) = cos” % - coth ¢
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Proof. Indeed, since

1 1 A
! 7T/[R<)\—Z 1+/\2> A z€Ly,

(F-11) follows from the equality Me = i in Case (i).
To check ([7.19]), we use the representation

oo

1 1
(7.14) tan(z):—z <z—(k+%)7r+ Z+(k+%)7)

k=0

(e s

where v(d)) is a discrete point measure

(7.15) v(d\) =D St 1)a(dN),

kez

which proves ([.19) in the particular case of £ = 2, and © = 1, and then the general

case follows by making a simple change of variables.

Using the explicit representation (7.4) for the Weyl-Titchmarsh function Mg (z)
in Case (iii) one observes that Mg (z) is bounded in the upper half-plane. Therefore,
the representing measure po(d\) in Case (iii) is absolutely continuous with the

density given by

1 1
o (dX) = =Im Mg (A +i0)d\ = —A(arg ©) - Im tan < 5
T T

1
(7.16) = —A(argO)P,_y (X — 1 — arg©) dA,
T

which proves ([7.13).

A+ 05 — arg ©

)

Here we have used the representation for the imaginary part of the tangent

function of a complex argument via the the Poisson kernel,

1 ei()\JriT) _ e*i()\JriT)

Imtan (A +i7) = Im= - Sy T e—iOFin)

ez)\e—T _ e—z)\er e—z)\e—r 4 ezkeT
- eei)\e—‘r + e—i)\er ’ e—i)\e—r + ei}\eT
627' _ 6727'

= :P,.,. 2)\_
€27 + 2082\ + 27 e ),

AeR, 7>0.

Remark 7.3. Observing that

1
%PT()\)dA%znjén(d)\) as 11,
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we get the following spectral hierarchy of the representing measures given by (),

(F12) and ([-11)):

1
—A(arg©) - P,_y (X — m — arg ©) dA
T

L (=0

2
EA(arg @) Z 6(27rk+£1)7r+<l> (d)\)
kez

)
Lo
s

with the limits as #/ — 0 and ¢ — oo taken in the sense of the weak convergence of
the measures. Here we used the inequality (see ([.))

40 40

tanh < A(®) < coth

on the last step that ensures that the amplitude A(®) approaches 1 as £ — cc.

8. THE MODEL DISSIPATIVE OPERATORS

Given a metric graph Y in one of the Cases (i)—(iii) and a real parameter k,
0 < k < 1, we construct a family of model maximal dissipative differentiation
operators on Y. In what follows we will refer to the parameter k as the quantum
gate coefficient on the graph Y.

If the metric graph Y is in Case (i),

Y = (—o00,0) U (0, 00),
denote by
D=D (k)—'d 0<k<l
— I _zdxu = )

the maximal dissipative differentiation operator with the boundary condition at the
origin

(8.1) Foo(04) = kfac(0—), 0<k<1.

Notice that the case k = 0 is exceptional in the sense that the point spectrum of
the dissipative operator D 7(0) fills in the entire (open) upper half-plane.

The corresponding strongly continuous semi-group generated by D 1(k) describes
the motion from left to right of a (quantum) particle which is emitted outside (see
Fig. 1) with probability 1 — k2 through the quantum gate at the origin and keeps
moving along the axes with probability k2.
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Fig. 1 DYNAMICS ON THE METRIC GRAPH Y IN CASE (i)
WITH THE QUANTUM GATE COEFFICIENT k

If the metric graph Y is in Case (ii) and
Y = (0,9)

for some ¢ > 0, denote by

~ o~ d
(82) D:D]](k,f)zla,

the maximal dissipative differentiation operator determined by the boundary con-
dition

(8.3) fe0) = kfe(l), 0<k <1

Notice that the case k = 0 is also exceptional. That is, the dissipative differen-
tiation operator Dj;(0,£) corresponding to the boundary condition

(8.4) fe(0) =0

has no spectrum.
The (nilpotent) semi-group generated by Dj;(0,£) describes the motion of a
particle which is emitted with probability one at the right end-point of the finite

interval [0, ¢] (see Fig. 2).
L
O ®

N

Fig. 2 DYNAMICS ON THE METRIC GRAPH Y IN CASE (ii)

WITH THE QUANTUM GATE COEFFICIENT k =0

Finally, if the graph Y is in Case (iii),

Y = (—o0,0) L (0, 00) LI (0, 4),
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denote by D = Dy, 1(k,0) = i% the maximal dissipative differentiation operator
on Y with the boundary conditions

foo(0+)) < k 0> <foo(0—))
8.5 = , 0<k<1.
(85 (50) = (e o) (e
The dynamics associated with the strongly continuous semi-group generated by

D 1(k, £) describes the motion a wave-packet moving from left to right (see Fig.
3).

ol

N.é
m

Fig. 3 DYNAMICS ON THE METRIC GRAPH Y IN CASE (iii)
WITH THE QUANTUM GATE COEFFICIENT £k

If the packet is initially supported by the negative semi-axis, after the interaction
with the scatterer located at the center of the graph, the particle continues its
rightward motion along the real axis with its initial shape amplified by the factor k
while a copy of the wave-packet amplified by /1 — k2 turns right onto an appendix
of length ¢ attached to the obstacle. When the wave-packet approaches the right
end of the interval [0, ¢] the wave is terminated.

From the boundary conditions @) it follows that the quantum Kirchhoff rule
(at the junction)

(8.6) |foc(0=)% = | foo (0+)]% + | f2(0)?

holds.

Taking into account wave-particle duality, one can also say that the correspond-
ing particle with probability k? keeps moving along the real axis and with prob-
ability 1 — k2 enters the appendix. Then, assuming that the initial profile of the
wave-packet was supported by the interval [—L,0), the particle is emitted with
probability one after time ¢ = £ 4+ L has elapsed.

Notice that a wave-packet initially supported to the right of the obstacle moves
to the right without changing its shape regardless whether the wave is supported
by the semi-axis (—oo, 0] or by the finite interval [0, £]. To complete the description
of the dynamics in the general case, one applies the superposition principle.
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Remark 8.1. Notice that the boundary conditions (B.1]), (8:4) and (E]) (but not
(B]) with k # 0) are the local vertex conditions, which means that different ver-
tices do not interact. In particular, the domains of the corresponding dissipative
operators D are invariant with respect to the group of local gauge transformations.
As a corollary, the dissipative operators D = 1317 11,171 satisfy the commutation
relations

(8.7) U;DU;=D+tI on Dom(D), teR,
where U; = e~ is the unitary group generated by the operator Q of multiplication
by independent variable on the graph Y.

This can be justified immediately but it also follows from a more general con-
siderations below (cf. Remark [L.d).

Let A(x) denote a real-valued piecewise continuous function on Y. We remark
that the operators D and D + A(z) are unitarily equivalent. Indeed, let ¢(z) be
any solution to the differential equation

(;5/(.%') = A(‘T)v

on the edges of the graph and continuous at the origin {0} € Y. Denote by V the
unitary local gauge transformation

(8:8) (V@) = e f (@), feL’v).
Then, taking into account the boundary conditions (B.1]), (R-4) and (B.) one con-
cludes that the domain of D is V-invariant

V(Dom(D)) = Dom(D),
and moreover,
D =V*(D+ A(x))V.
In particular, (B.7) holds.

Remark 8.2. Notice that the model dissipative differentiation operators D extend
the symmetric differentiation operator D on the graph Y with the boundary con-
ditions ([L.1), (£2) and (L), respectively. Moreover, the symmetric operator D is
uniquely determined by D and

D =D|p where D =Dom(D)NDom((D)*).

If D is in Case (i), then the corresponding symmetric operator D admits a quasi-
selfadjoint extension the point spectrum of which fills in the entire upper half-plane.
Notice that this property characterizes the operator up to unitary equivalence. That
is, any prime closed symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1) that admits
a quasi-selfadjoint extension with point spectrum filling in the whole upper half-
plane is unitarily equivalent to the operator D in Case (i) [[J, Ch. IX, Sec. 114].
Apparently, any point from C is an eigenvalue for the extension D 1(0).

Moreover, the symmetric operator D has a relatively poor family of unitarily
inequivalent (dissipative) quasi-selfadjoint extensions. The reason is that any two
(dissipative) extensions with the same absolute value of the von Neumann param-
eter k, (0 < k < 1), are unitarily equivalent to the operator ﬁ](k) Recall that
the absolute value of the von Neumann parameter of the dissipative operators in
question is well defined (see Remark ) This property also characterizes D up to
unitary equivalence: any prime closed symmetric operator with deficiency indices
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(1,1) that admits two distinct unitarily equivalent quasi-selfadjoint extensions is
unitarily equivalent to the operator D [E, Theorem 2].

The dissipative operator D = Dy;(0,¢) in Case (i) given by (B2 and (R.3)
is the only dissipative extension of Dj; (¢) whose resolvent set coincides with the
whole complex plane C. Moreover, any dissipative quasi-selfadjoint extension of a
prime closed symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1) without spectrum

is unitarily equivalent to the symmetric differentiation operator Di; (¢) on a finite
interval of length ¢ [f7, Theorem 14].
We remark that in contrast to Case (i), in Cases (ii) and (iii) the maximal

dissipative operator D with the boundary conditions (@) and (@), respectively, is
the only one maximal dissipative extension of the symmetric differentiation operator
D with a gauge invariant domain. Indeed, the boundary conditions (f.2) and (f.3)
are gauge invariant if either © = 0 or ® = co. If ©® = o0, the corresponding
quasi-selfadjoint extension is not dissipative, which proves the claim.

The following structure theorem shows that the differentiation operator B,
D = Dyyy(k, ),
in Case (iii) can be obtained as the result of an operator coupling (spectral synthesis)

of the more “elementary” dissipative differentiation operators D = Dy(k) in Case
(i) and D = Dy;(0,¢) in Case (ii). For the concept of an operator coupling we refer

to Appendix [{.
Theorem 8.3. The differentiation operator 5111 (k,0) on the metric graph

Yirr = (00,0l U [0, 00) LI[0, /]
with the quantum gate coefficient k is an operator coupling of the differentiation
operator Di(k) on the edge

Yr = (—o00,0] LU [0, 00)
with the same quantum gate coefficient k and the operator BU (0,¢) on the remain-
ing edge
Yrr =0,/
with the quantum gate coefficient 0, respectively. That is,
Y =YrUYys

and
(89) B[[[(k,g):ﬁ](k})kﬂﬁ]](o,g).
Proof. To see that, set H1 = L?((—o0,0)) and Ha = L?((0,£)). One observes that

Drrr(ks Olpom(By s (keyyrr, = Drk)
and hence the requirement (i) in the definition [G.4 (see Appendix G) of a coupling
of two dissipative operators is met.
Next, Dom(D;(0,k)) ® Dom((Dyr(¢))*) consists of the three-component func-
tions f = (f—u f+7 ff)Ta with
Fo® 4 fo € WH(—00,0)) & W (0, 5)) & W3(0, 1)
such that

(8.10) Fr(04) =kf(0-) and  f(t—)=0
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and hence
Dom(D) € Dom(D; (k) & Dom((Dy;(0,£))*).
In particular,
D c Dy(k) & (Dy1(0,0))*

and hence the requirement (ii) in the definition of an operator coupling is met as
well. Therefore, (B.9) holds. O

For the further references it is convenient to adopt the following Hypothesis.

Hypothesis 8.4. Assume that the metric graph Y is in one of the Cases (i)—(iii)
and D is the model dissipative operator with the quantum gate coefficient k on Y
given by the boundary conditions &), @ and (B.5)), respectively. Let D be the
restriction of D on D = Dom(D) N Dom((D)*). Assume that Dg is the self-adjoint
reference extension of D referred to in Theorem [.] (see (5.1)), (£-9), and (£.3)). If

the graph Y is in Case (ii) assume that k = 0 and if Y is in Case (iii) we require
that k = 0.

Definition 8.5. Under Hypothesis suppose that £ = 0 whenever the graph Y
is in Case (ii) and that k # 0 whenever Y is in Case (iii). Under this assumption
we call the triple of differentiation operators (D, B, Dg) the model triple on Y with
the quantum gate coefficient k.

More explicitly, each of the differentiation operators from the triple (D7 ﬁ, Do)
in the Hilbert L2(Y) is given by the differential expression

d
T=1—

dz
(on the edges of the graph Y) initially defined on the Sobolev space W3 (Y),
(—00,0)) & W3 ((0,00))

W3 (
W, (Y) = ¢ W3((0, ))
(W3 ((=20,0)) & W5 ((0,00)) & W5 ((0,4))

In Case (i), the metric graph has the form Y = (—o0,0) U (0, 00), and
Dom(D) = {foc € W3 (V) |foc(0+) = foo(0-) = 0},
Dom(D) = {foe € W3 (V)| foe(0+) = kfuc(0-)},
Dom(De) = {foo € W5 (Y) | foo(0+) = =0 foe (0-)},
0<k<L
In Case (ii), Y = (0, ),
Dom(D) = {fr € W (Y) |fe(0) = fe(£) = 0},

Dom(D) = {fe € W3 (Y)|fe(0) = 0},
Dom(De) = {fe € W5 (Y)|fe(0) = —©fe(£)}.
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In Case (iii), LI (0, 00) U ( , and
Dom fooEBfZEWQ | fE = Vl_szoo(o_) )
fe(0) =0
Dom(D {f“@ffewz |{fg 0+) :mmo—)}
foo 0+ :kfoo(o_)+ Vl_k2®ff(£)
DOHl DO {foo@fEEWQ {f@ 0+ _ /—1—k2foo(0—)—]€®fg(£)}7

0<k<1.
9. THE CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION S, 5 DO)( z)

Now we are ready to evaluate the characteristic function S’( Y D@)(z) of the
triple (D, D, Dg) of differentiation operators on a metric graph Y in Cases (i)-(iii).
First, we evaluate the characteristic function of the triple (D7 D, D) for a par-
ticular choice of the reference self-adjoint operator D referred to in Theorem ,
in Cases (i), (ii) and (iii) with © = 1, respectively. Recall that the operator D is
determined by the boundary conditions
foo(0+) = _foo(o_)a
fe(0) = —fo(0),
foo(0+) = kfoo(o_) +v1- sz@(f)
fe(04) = V1 =k foo(0=) = kfe(C)
in Cases (i)—(iii), respectively.
Lemma 9.1. Let (D, D , D) be the model triple of the differentiation operators on

the metric graph Y in one of the Cases (i) — (ii1) as above. Then the characteristic
function of the triple (D D ,D) admits the representation

k, in Case (i)

(9.1) S(D,E,D)(Z) = { etz in Case (i1) , z¢€Cq,
ke®z  in Case (iii)

where 0 < k < 1 (in Case (7)) and 0 < k < 1 (in Case (ii3)).

Proof. To check (0.1) we proceed as follows.
Let g+ be the deficiency elements given by (L)) in Case (i), ([.7) in Case (ii)

and ([L.), (1.9) in Case (iii).

We claim that
(9:2) f =g+ —S(i)g- € Dom(D),
where we have used the shorthand notation

It suffices to check that f satisfies the boundary conditions (B.I]), (B-4) and (B.5)
in Cases (i)-(iii), respectively, and therefore

f=9gr—8()g- € Dom(ﬁ).
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Indeed, in Case (i),
(9.3) S(i) =k,
and hence
Foo(®) = V2(€"X(00,0) (@) + ke X(0,00)(%))-

Clearly,
foo(o_) = kfoo(0+)7

~

and therefore foo € Dom(D).
In Case (ii),
(9.4) S(i) =e7",
and therefore the element
2
fe(z) = L(ew —etet ), xeo,4),
et —1
satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition f¢(0) = 0 which proves that f; € Dom(D).
Finally, in Case (iii) we have that
(9.5) S(i) = ke™".

Therefore, the element f = g4 — S(i)g_ = g+ — ke ‘g_ admits the representation

(see @) and (@))

where
fool@) = V1= k2" X(—o0,0) (@) + ke '/ 1 — k2" x(0,00)(2), z ER,
and
fe(x) = e® — (ke Hket™®, z€]0,4).
We have
fOO(O_) =V 1- k27
foo(0+) = k1 — k2,

fe(0) =1—k?,

which shows that the boundary conditions (B.3) hold. Therefore f € Dom(D).
Since
9+ — g € Dom(D)

and

~

g+ — S(i)g- € Dom(D),
one computes
S (2= S(p,py(2) = S(i) _ s(p.py(2) —ke™*
PP 505 py(2) =1 ke ts(p py(2) — 1

It remains to remark that since the Livsic function s 5, p)(2) is given by (F-9), one

gets (P.1]) by a direct computation.
O
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Remark 9.2. Notice that Lemma , in particular, states that the characteristic
function of the triple (D, D, D) in Case (iii) is the product of the characteristic
functions in Cases (i) and (ii), respectively. That is,
(9.6) Sp.p.py(2) = k- €.

In view of Theorem B.3, the rule (P-f) can also be obtained as a corollary of the
Multiplication Theorem @ in Appendix G.

Also, comparing (P.), (P-4) and (P-]), one observes that the von Neumann
parameter ke~ of the coupling Dyr;(k, £) associated with the bases ([£9) and ([9)
is the product of the von Neumann parameters k and e~¢ of the dissipative operators
D;(k) and Dy (¢) with respect to the bases ([£9) and ([.7), respectively (see Remark
for the terminology). This observation illustrates the multiplicativity property
for the absolute values of the von Neumann extension parameters under coupling
(see [7§, Theorem 5.4] or Theorem [G.9 in Appendix G). Recall that the concept of
absolute value of the von Neumann parameter is well defined by Remark .

The more general result below can be understood as the solution of the following

inverse problem: find a triple with a prescribed characteristic function referred to
in Theorem B.] (cf. [[[, Theorem 20]).

Theorem 9.3. The characteristic function S p, 5 D@)(z) of the model triple (D, D, Do),
|O| =1, admits the representation

k, in Case (i)
(9.7) S(D,E,D@)(Z) =e 2 { eitz in Case (11) , z€Cq,
ke'zin Case (iii)
where 0 < k < 1 (in Case (i)) and 0 < k < 1 (in Case (ii3)).
Here a and the boundary condition parameter © are related as follows

o, in Case (i)
(9.8) eio = § Ote t in Case (i)
%, in Case (iii), with ¢ =1In+.
In particular,
(9.9) S(Dﬁﬁﬁpg)(z) = 672iaS(D,f),D)(Z)'
Proof. In view of Lemma m in Appendix FE, the assertion of the theorem is a
direct consequence of Theorem . O

Remark 9.4. Observe that in Case (ii) the characteristic function of the triple
(D, D, Dg) is a singular inner function with “mass at infinity.”

Corollary 9.5. The model triples (D, D, Do), |©| = 1, and (D, D, De/), |0'| =1,
©’ £ O, are not mutually unitarily equivalent unless the graph Y is in Case (i) and
the point spectrum of the dissipative differentiation operator D fills in the whole

upper half-plane C. In the latter case the triples in question are mutually unitarily
equivalent to one another for any © and ©" (|0| = |©’'| =1).

Proof. Combining (D7), (D-d) and (P.9) shows that the characteristic functions
S(D,E,D@)(Z) and S(D,E,D@,)(Z) are different for © # O’ unless

S(D,E,D@)(Z) =0 forall zeCy
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for some (and therefore for all) |©] = 1. In the latter case D has no regular points
in the upper half-plane and the triples (D,ZA),D@), O] = 1, and (D,B,D@/),
|©'| = 1, are mutually unitarily equivalent by the uniqueness Theorem @ in
Appendix C. O

Remark 9.6. Let A be a real-valued piecewise continuous function on the metric
graph Y in Cases (i)-(iii). Combining Remarks [L.d, and B.]] imply that if the
graph Y is in Case (i), then the triple (D + A(z), D + A(z), Do +.A(z)) is mutually
unitarily equivalent to the triple (D, D, Dg). If the graph is in Cases (i) or (iii),
then (D + A(z), D+ A(z), Do +.A(z)) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the triple
(D, ZA), Dg,-i» ), where

¢
¢ = / A(z)dz.
0
Moreover, the corresponding unitary equivalence is given by a gauge transformation.

The knowledge of the characteristic function of the triple (D, 13, Dg), which is its
complete unitary invariant, enables us to obtain the converse to structure Theorem

Theorem 9.7. Let (A,g, A) be a triple of operators in a Hilbert space H where
Aisa prime symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1), A is its dissipative
quasi-selfadjoint extension and A is a reference self-adjoint extension of A

Suppose that the characteristic function S(z) = S(A,X,A)(Z) of the triple (A, A, A)
admits the representation

(9.10) S(z) = ke'**, zeCy,

for some |k| <1 and £ > 0. We also assume that if £ =0, then necessarily |k| <1
and if |k| = 1, then £ > 0.

Then there exists a unitary group U, such that the domains Dom(A) and Dom(g)
are U-invariant and

(9.11) UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A),

-~

(9.12) UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A).

Proof. By the uniqueness Theorem @ in Appendix C, the triple (A, A\, A) is mu-

tually unitarily equivalent to the triple (D7 D, Dg) referred to in Theorem @ for
some choice of the extension parameter ©. By ([.17) and (R.7),

e'CDe "2 = D+tI on Dom(D), teR,

and

¢CDe "2 =D+t on Dom(D), teR,
where Q the self-adjoint operator of multiplication by independent variable on the
graph Y. Pulling back the group e~#< in L2(Y) to the original Hilbert space H
proves the assertion. ([l

It is worth mentioning that the choice of the orientation of the graph Y was ad
hoc from the very beginning. To complete the exposition, along with the graph
Y, consider the metric graph Y* obtained from Y by reversing the orientation.



DISSIPATIVE AND NON-UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS 53

The corresponding differentiation operator —(D)* on Y* extends the (symmetric)
differentiation operator

d

dx’

and its domain is determined by the following boundary conditions
in Case (i):

(9.13) Joo(0=) =k foo (04);

in Case (ii):

—-D=—i

(9.14) fe(l) = 0;

in Case (iii):
015 J(0=) = kfoc(0+) + VI R2£,(0)
fe(€) =0
Notice that the graph Y* in Case (iii) (as opposed to the graph Y) has only two
incoming and only one outgoing bonds which is reflected in a slightly different way
of posing boundary conditions (cf. () and ()) Meanwhile, both —(D)* and

—(D)* solve the commutation relations BD.
On the algebraic level, it can be seen by observing that the relations

UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A).
and
Vi (—A)V, = (—A)* +tI on Dom(A),

with V; = U_;, imply one another.
In fact, reversing the orientation of the graph Y does not lead to the new solutions
as far as the classification up to unitary equivalence is concerned.

Lemma 9.8. The triples (D, D, De) and (—D, —(ﬁ)*, —Dg) are mutually unitar-
ily equivalent.

Proof. From Theorem P.q it follows that
S .~ (Z) _ e—2iakei€z7
where « is given by (@) Applying Lemma E in Appendix F, we have that
T ) _ —2liay itz
S(fb,f(f))*,ng)(z) = S(Dﬁ’D@)(—z) = e 2ettz = S(D,f),D@)(Z)’

which ensures a mutual unitary equivalence of the triples in question by the unique-
ness Theorem @ in Appendix C (the symmetric operator D is prime by Lemma
[£4], so is the operator —D).

O
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10. THE TRANSMISSION COEFFICIENT AND THE CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION

Recall that if the metric graph Y is in Cases (ii) or (iii), the differentiation
operators Dg, © € CU {oo}, referred to in Theorem satisfy the commutation
relations

P
UrDoU; = Dg +tI, te€ %z,

with respect to a discrete subgroup of one-parameter strongly continuous group of
unitary operators U;. On fact, one can choose

Uy =e "2, teR,
where Q is the multiplication operator by independent variable on the graph Y.
However, in the exceptional cases ® = oo, the semi-Weyl relations
U'DoUy =Dg +tI, teR, (=0 or O =o00),
hold (Do = —Dy).
Suppose that the metric graph Y is in Case (ii), that is,
Y = (0,¢).

Our fist goal is to evaluate the characteristic function of a dissipative triple on
the graph Y.

To be more specific, let (d, J@, d) be the triple, where d is the symmetric differ-
entiation on

Dom(d) = {fe € W5((0.0))| fe(0) = fe(¢) = 0},
do = Dy(—k©,0) (0<k<1)
is the maximal dissipative differentiation operator on

Dom(de) = {fo € W3((0,€))] fe(0) = kO fo(£)},

and d is the self-adjoint differentiation operator defined on
Dom(d) = {f¢ € W5((0,)) | fe(0) = —fe(£)}.

Lemma 10.1. The characteristic function S 5. ; (2) of the triple (d,de,d) has
the form

O+e 'k

(10.1) Stadon(?) = 1ot T

B(Z)v ZGCJrv

where

. —_ I ’
eléz—i-k@ cos lz drg2® il

B(Z) = e+ etz = cos éz—arg2®+ig/ )

ZECJ’_,

is a pure Blaschke product with simple zeros z, given by
/

(10.2) 2u =i+ (2mn+ 1)% n

arg ©

7

0<k<l

In particular, the characteristic function S(d,z?@,d)(z) of the triple (d,c/l\@,d) s a
periodic function

1
ith (' = log —
wi g

27
S(d‘ﬁ@,d) (z + 7) = S(d'ﬁ@,d)(z)’ zeCy,

with the minimal period T = 27”.
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Proof. Let g+ be the deficiency elements of the symmetric operator d given by

(ED.

Since 8@ is a quasi-selfadjoint extension of d, its domain can be represented as
Dom(de) = Dom(d)+span{g, — sg_},

for some |»| < 1. In particular the function g; — »g_ satisfies the boundary
condition

(g4 = 29-)(0) = —kO(g+ — 29-)(0),
which allows to relate the von Neumann extension parameter » and the coefficient

k as
1 — e’ = —kO(e’ — x).

Therefore,
kO + e ¢
w=—".
k©e—¢ +1
Since g — g € Dom(d), one computes (see (£-9)) that
s(z) — 2
(10.3) S(z) = S(d'ﬁ@,d)(z) = Zs(z) — 1’

where s(2) = s 4)(2) is the Livsic function associated with the pair (d,d) given by
Lemma as y .
e —e”
8(2) - S(d,d)(z) T e—leitz _ 1"
We claim that the inner functions B(z) and S(z) have the same set of (simple)
roots.

Indeed, if S(zp) = 0, then

iéZ() —£
e —e
Therefore,
— Vi
itz _ € =% 1—6%:_k®
c 1— xet el — s ’

which implies that B(z¢) = 0, and vice versa.
Since both B(z) and S(z) are Blaschke products, we get

(10.5) B(z) =

To complete the proof it remains to observe that
B(i) B(i) e ‘4+kO kOet+1 kOe‘+1

SG@)  x ©+elk kO+el O+elk’

(10.6)

O

Next, recall that by Theorem @ the self-adjoint magnetic Hamiltonian Dg,
|©] = 1, on the metric graph
Y = (—o00,0) L (0,00) LI (0, )
in Case (iii) referred to in Theorem [.7 dilates the maximal dissipative differentia-
tion operator dg.

Define the transmission coefficient ¢(A) in the scattering problem on the graph
Y (obtained from Y by identifying the right vertex of the edge [0, £] with the vertex
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at the origin) as the amplitude of the generalized eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian
Dg, the solution f to the equation

(10.7) za%f =Af on Y= (—00,0)U(0,00)U(0,¢)

that coincides with e~** on the incoming edge (—o0,0) of the graph Y, equals
t(A\)e~™% on the outgoing edge (0,00), and f = (fwo, f¢) satisfies the boundary

conditions (f.9),

wn (50)- (et TE) ()

The analytic counterpart of the dilation Theorem (@) is as follows.
Theorem 10.2. The transmission coefficient t(\) in the scattering problem ([L0.7)),

([0-9) has the form

O + ek
10.9 tA) = ———=, AER
(109) W =Gonme A€
Proof. Let f be the solution to the scattering problem ([[0.7).

‘We have

foo\ @) = €7 X (Coo,0) (@) + tN)e™ X (0,000 (), T ER,
and
fe\ ) = a(Ne 2z €(0,4).
From ([.3) it follows that

(28))) - (Vlli—lc? \/ﬁ@) (a()\)i_i’\f) :

Solving for a(\) we get that

V1-—k?
a(\) = ———+
1+ k@e—iM
and hence
— , — - V1-—k?
t(A) = k + 1 — k2®e_l)‘€a(k) = k + 1 — k2@6_1>\ém
e 2
O + ek
=————— XER
A + kO’ <
O
Remark 10.3. We observe that if one sets © = 1 in ([[0.), then
1
tA) = —7
se (72
where ¢ = log + and
eizl’ _ 676'
sp(2) =

e leizll _q
is the Livsic function associated with the pair (D, D) on the metric graph
Y = (0,¢)

in Case (ii) referred to in Lemma [f.9.
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Corollary 10.4. Let t()\) be the transmission coefficient in the scattering problem

@, [
Then,

O+e "k
tAN) = —5—+—-
(%) ke=tO +1

where S(z) is the characteristic function of the triple (d, de, d) in Case (ii).
In particular, the poles of the analytic (meromorphic) continuation of the trans-
mission coefficient t(\) to the upper half-plane coincide with the eigenvalues of the

o~

(10.10) STH(A+140), N€ER,

dissipative operator dg.

Proof. Representation ([[0.10]) follows from ([[0.1]) and ([[0.9). Since S(z) is analytic
in C4, the transmission coefficient ¢(\) can be meromorphically continued on the
whole complex plane. The (simple) poles of this continuation are located at the
zeroes of the characteristic function S(z) which are the eigenvalues of the dissipative

operator C/l\@.
(]

Remark 10.5. The exceptional case of the triple (d, E, d), where d is the differenti-
ation operator on

(10.11) Dom(d) = {fe € W5 ((0,£)) | fe(0) = 0}

deserves a special discussion. Notice that d is the only one dissipative quasi-
selfadjoint extension of the symmetric differentiation d which is not in the family
(p-21)) with k # 0 (cf. Frostman’s observation of general character: if S is an inner
function, then *i;_}‘s is a pure Blaschke product for almost all 3¢ € D).

By Lemma P.1|, the characteristic function of the triple

S(dﬁ,d) =, zeCy,

is a singular inner function (see Remark @)

On the other hand, the transmission coeflicient of the self-adjoint dilation D of
the dissipative operator d on the one-cycle graph can be evaluated by solving the
equation

d
AU
i f=Af
on the metric graph Y with boundary conditions ) with k =0, and © =1,

(50) =G o) (5))
to get an analog of ([[0.1(]). In this case,

t(\) = e = = S&fczd)(A), AER.

11. UNIQUENESS RESULTS

So far we were interested in characterizing solutions to the commutation relations
(B) under the assumption that the unitary group U; is given. Our next goal is to
show that if the symmetric operator A (from Hypothesis B.1)) is a prime symmetric
operator, then the commutation relations () uniquely determine the group U,
up to a character t — e’ (with the only one exception).
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We start with a preliminary observation that a prime symmetric operator with
deficiency indices (1, 1) has a rather poor set of symmetries.

Lemma 11.1. Suppose that A is a symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1, 1)
and U is a unitary operator. Assume that the operator U commutes with A in the
sense that

(11.1) U(Dom(A)) = Dom(A)

and
AUf =UAS for all f € Dom(A).
Then the subspaces

H+ = span, ¢, Ker((A)* — 2I)
are invariant for U. Moreover, the corresponding restrictions of U onto those sub-
spaces are multiples of the identity. That is,

(11.2) Uy, =OxIy, for some 04| =1
Proof. Suppose that f € Dom((A)*). Then
(Ag,Uf) = (U*Ag, f) = U*AUU* g, f) for all g € Dom(A).

From ([LL1)) it follows that &*g € Dom(A), g € Dom(A). Therefore,

U AuU*g, f) = (Au"g, f) = (.U(A)" ).
That is, . . .

(Ag,Uf) = (g,U(A)*f) for all g €& Dom(A4),
which means that . .
U(Dom((A)*)) C Dom((A)*)
and
(11.3) (AU =U(A)* on Dom((A)").
Since ) holds, the deficiency subspace
N, =Ker((A)* —zI), zeCy,

is an eigensubspace of Y. Therefore, the subspace

Hy =span,cc, Ker((A)* — 2I)

is invariant for U.

Next we claim that the deficiency subspaces IV, and V¢ are not orthogonal to
each other for z,{ € C,.

Indeed, let A be a self-adjoint extension of A. Suppose that g+ € N; with g4 # 0.
Then the element g, = (A—iI)(A—2zI)"'g; generates the subspace N, Im(z) # 0.
Therefore,

(92,9¢) = (A —il)(A = 2D)" gy, (A —iI)(A = (I)"'g4)

A2 +1
:/—)\C)d *)

‘z—</< L Z) (2 + 1)du(V),
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where p(d)) is the spectral measure of the element g, associated with the self-
adjoint operator A. That is,

dp(A) = (dEN)g+,9+),
where E(A) is the resolution of identity for the self-adjoint operator A,

A= /[R ME(N).

Clearly,

1 1
Im ( — —_) >0, whenever z,(€Cy,

and therefore
(9279C)7é07 ZvCEC-i-u
which proves the claim.

Finally, since Ker((A)* — zI) and Ker((A)*—(I) for z,¢ € C are not orthogonal
to each other, the restrictions of U onto these subspaces have the same eigenvalues,
proving that the restriction of U onto H is a multiple of the identity.

The same reasoning shows that the restriction of ¢ onto its invariant subspace

H_ = span,.c Ker((A)* — 2I)
is also a (possibly different) multiple of the identity as well.
The proof is complete.
O

Lemma 11.2. Suppose that A is a symmetric operator with deficiency indices
(1,1). Assume that Uy and V; are strongly continuous unitary groups such that the
commutation relations

UrAU, = V*AV, = A+tI on Dom(A)

hold.
Then the subspaces

Hy = span, ¢, Ker((A)* —z1)
reduce the groups U; and V; and
Vilg, = €™ U|y, for some puy € R.

Proof. In a similar way as in the proof of Lemma , one observes that the
commutation relations

U (A)*U, = Vi (A)*'V, = (A)* +tI on  Dom((A)*)

for the adjoint operator (A)* hold.
Since obviously

Ur(Ker((A)* — 21)) = Vi(Ker((A)* — 2I)) = (Ker((A)* — (= — )I)), teR,

the subspaces H 4 are invariant for both Uy and V; for all ¢, and therefore H. reduce
the groups Uy and V;. Since the unitary operator U; = U;'V; commutes with A on
Dom(A4), by Lemma one gets that

(11.4) UiVil, =Ulpn, =By, teR,
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for some continuous real-valued functions a (t) (the continuity of the function a(t)
follows from the hypothesis that the groups U; and V; are strongly continuous).
That is,
V, = =My, on Ha.
Since U; and V; are one-parameter groups, it follows that the functional equation
at(t+s) = ax(t) + as(s)
holds and hence, due to the continuity of a, we conclude that

ax(t) = pt,
for some p4+ € R, which combined with ([L1.4) completes the proof. O

Theorem 11.3. Suppose that A is a mazimal dissipative extension of a prime
symmetric operator A with deficiency indices (1,1).

Assume that Uy and Vi are strongly continuous unitary groups such that the
commutation relations

(11.5) UfAU, = VAV, = A+tI on Dom(A)
hold.

If A is self-adjoint assume, in addition, that
(11.6) UrAU, = VAV, = A+tI on Dom(A).

If A has a reqular point in the upper half-plane, in particular, if Ais self-adjoint,
then

(11.7) Vi = e™U,  for some pu € R.

Moreover, in the exceptional case when the spectrum ofgﬁlls in the whole upper
half-plane, the subspaces

Ha = span, ¢, Ker((A)* —21)
are orthogonal, reduce the groups Uy and Vi and
Vilny = e™£Ulp,  for some s € R.

Proof. Let z be a regular point of A in the upper half-plane. As it has been

explained in the proof of Theorem .3, if A is not self-adjoint, then (L1.4) holds
automatically. Therefore, Lemma is applicable and hence

Ug=e*tg forsome pu_ €R,

where Uy = U;V; and 0 # g € Ker((A)* +4I) C H_.
Set R R
f=(A4il)(A—2I)"1g.
Since f € Ker((A)* — 2I) C H,, by Lemma [[1.9,
U f =et+tf for some puy €R.
On the other hand, since the unitary operator ; commutes with A, we have
Uf = (A+il)(A—2D) Ug = (A+il)(A— zI)"Le-tg = -t .
Therefore, p4 = p—.

Finally, taking into account that A is a prime operator, it follows that the sub-
spaces H span the whole Hilbert space H, and the claim follows.
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In view of Lemma , to prove the last assertion it remains to show that H.
are mutually orthogonal whenever the spectrum of A fills in the upper half-plane.

Since () holds and the dissipative operator A has no regular points in the
upper half- plane one can apply Theorem [3.5 to conclude that for any self-adjoint
extension of A the characteristic function of the triple (A A, A) is identically zero.
By Lemma P.1], the characteristic function of the triple (D, D 1(0), D) on the metric
graph Y in Case (i) with quantum gate coefficient k = 0 also vanishes identically
in the upper-half-plane. The operators A and D are prime symmetric operators,
therefore A is unitarily equivalent to D on the metric graph Y in Case (i), where
D is in the exceptional case, that is, its point spectrum fills in C. In this case the

subspaces H (D) = span, Ker((D)* — 2I) = L?(R) for the operator D are
orthogonal, so are the subspaces

’Hi(/l) = spal,cc, Ker((A)* —zI)

for the symmetric operator A.

12. DISSIPATIVE SOLUTIONS TO THE CCR

Now we are prepared to get a complete classification (up to unitary equivalence)
of the simplest non-self-adjoint maximal dissipative solutions A to the commutation
relations ([L4).

More generally, we have the following result.

Theorem 12.1. Assume Hypothesis @ Suppose, in addition, that A is a prime
operator and A ils self-adjoint extension. Suppose that A is a mazimal dissipative
extension of A such that

UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A).

(i) If A is self-adjoint, then there exists a unique ©, |©| = 1, such that the
triple (A, A, A) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the triple (D, D, Do) on
the metric graph Y in Case (i) and therefore © is a unitary invariant of
(A A, A).

(i) IfA is not self-adjoint, then the triple (A A A) is mutually unitarily equiv-
alent to the model triple (D D, Do) in one of the Cases (i) — (iii) for some
|©] = 1. If, in addition, A has at least one regular point in the upper half-
plane, then the parameter © is uniquely determined by the triple (A, 121\, A)
and therefore © is a unitary invariant of (A,g, A) in this case. That is,
if some triples (A, A, A) and (A’, A, A") are mutually unitarily equivalent,
then the corresponding parameters © and ©’ coincide.

Proof. (i). If A is self-adjoint, we argue as follows. By Theorem B3, the Weyl-
Titchmarsh function of (A, /Al) coincides with ¢ in the upper half-plane. Therefore,
since A is a prime operator, the pair (A, E) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the
pair (D, D) on the metric graph Y in Case (i). Since A is a self-adjoint extension
of A, the triple (A, /Al, A) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the triple (D, D, De)
for some |©| = 1, which proves the existence of such a ©.
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To establish the uniqueness, suppose that the triples (D, D, De, ) and (D, D, De,)
in Case (i) (recall that D is self-adjoint here) are mutually unitarily equivalent.
In particular, there exists a unitary operator U such that

U(Dom(D) = Dom(D)), U(Dom(D)) = Dom(D),

UDf=DUf forall fe Dom(D),
UDf=DUf forall fe Dom(D)
and
U*De,U = Deg,.

By Lemma , the subspaces L?(Ry) are eigensubspaces for the unitary op-
erator U, and since U(Dom(D)) = Dom(D), the corresponding eigenvalues of U
coincide. Therefore, U is necessarily a (unimodular) multiple of the identity and
hence

Do, =U*Dg,U = Dg,
so that
0, = O,.

(ii). Suppose that A is not self-adjoint. By Theorem @, the characteristic
function of the triple admits the representation (B.7). Combining Theorem -] and
Lemma @ one concludes that there exists a (possibly different) self-adjoint exten-
sion A’ of A such that the triples (A,/Al, A’) and (D, ZA), D) are mutually unitarily
equivalent.

In particular, U TAU = D and U~ AU = D for some unitary operator. Hence
U~ AU is a self-adjoint extension of D and hence U ' AU = Deg for some ©. It is the
unitary transformation U that establishes the required mutual unitary equivalence
of the triples.

To prove the last assertion, one observes that since A has at least one regu-
lar point in the upper half-plane, the characteristic function of the triple is not
identically zero. In particular, if A’ is another reference operator, then the triples
(A, A, A) and (A, A, A') are mutually unitarily equivalent if and only if A’ and A
coincide by Lemma @ in Appendix E.

Therefore, taking into account that the triple (A,/Al, A) is mutually unitarily
equivalent to (D, D, Dg) for some |©] = 1, one concludes that in this case the

unimodular parameter © is uniquely determined by the triple (A, /Al, A).
O

Remark 12.2. If A has no regular points in the upper half-plane, then (A, A, A)
is mutually unitarily equivalent to (D, D, Dg) for some (and therefore for all) ©,
|©| = 1, where D is in the exceptional case (Case (i) with k = 0) (see Corollary P.5).

Therefore, in this exceptional case, the parameter © is not determined uniquely by
the triple (A4, A, A").

Remark 12.3. On account of the remarks that we made in Section E, structure
Theorem E combined with Theorem provides the following intrinsic charac-
terization of all symmetric operators satisfying Hypothesis @ thus giving a com-
plete solution of the Jorgensen-Muhly problem for symmetric operators in the case
of deficiency indices (1,1) (see Problem (I) b) in the Introduction):

either
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i) A admits a (dissipative) quasi-selfadjoint extension with the point spectrum
filling in C4, equivalently, A admits a pair of distinct quasi-selfadjoint ex-
tensions that are unitarily equivalent,
or,

ii) A admits a quasi-selfadjoint extension with no spectrum,
or, finally,

iii) A is the symmetric part of an operator coupling of a dissipative extension
of the symmetric operator A without point spectrum in case i) and the
dissipative extension of A with no spectrum in case ii) (see Remark @ for

the definition of the symmetric part of a dissipative operator in connection
with Hypothesis @)

13. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we provide the complete classification of the simplest solutions to
the restricted Weyl commutation relations

VSUt = eiStUtV% te |R7 S 2 07

for a strongly continuous group of unitary operators U; and a strongly continuous
semi-group of contractions Vs in a separable Hilbert space H.

Hypothesis 13.1. Let (—o00,00) 3 t — U; = e'B? be a strongly continuous group
of unitary operators and [0,00) 3 s — V, = €*4° a semi-group of contractions in a
separable Hilbert space H. Suppose that the restricted Weyl commutation relations

(13.1) V.U, = UV, teR, s>0,
hold.

We remark that in the light of Corollary @ one could have started from the
much weaker Hypothesis @

The following two results characterize the simplest solutions to the restricted
Weyl commutation relations. We start with the case where V; is a semi-group of
isometries.

Theorem 13.2. Assume Hypothesis . Suppose, in addition, that the generator
A of the semi-group Vy is a prime symmetric operator with deficiency indices (0,1).
Then there exists a unique metric graph Y = (u,00), p € R, such that the pair

(,Z, B) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the pair (P, Q), where P = i s the
differentiation operator in L*(Y) = L?((u,0)) on

Dom(P) = {f € Wy ((1,00)) | f(1) = 0}

and Q is the operator of multiplication by independent variable in L?(Y).

Proof. Since Aisa generator of a semi-group, Ais a closed operator. By the Stone-
von Neumann uniqueness result (see, e.g., [E, Theorem 2, Ch. VIII, Sec. 104]) there
exists a isometric map U from H onto L2((0,00)) such that U/ AU~ coincides with
the differentiation operator in L?((0,00)) with the Dirichlet boundary condition at
the origin.

Lemma and Lemma 3.9 in Appendix B show that there exists a u such that
the pair (E, B) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the pair (Pg, Qo + pl), where

d

Pozlﬁ



64 K. A. MAKAROV AND E. TSEKANOVSKII

is the differentiation operator in L2((0,00)) on
Dom(Py) = {f € W5 ((0,00)) | f(0) = 0},

and Qo is the operator of multiplication by independent variable in L2((0,00)).
Clearly the pairs (P, Qo + pI) and (P, Q) in the Hilbert spaces in L2((0,00)) and
in L?((u, 00)), respectively, are mutually unitarily equivalent. By construction, the
spectrum of the generator B coincides with the semi-axis [u, 00). Therefore, u is
a unitary invariant which is uniquely determined by the pair (E, B). In particular,
the graph Y = (u, 00) is also uniquely determined by the pair (E, B). O

In a completely analogous way one proves the following result.

Theorem 13.3. Assume Hypothesis . Suppose, in addition, that the generator
A of the semi-group V5 is a maximal dissipative extension of a prime symmetric
operator with deficiency indices (1,0).

Then there exists a unique metric graph Y = (—oo,v), v € R, such that the pair
(,Z, B) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the pair (’ﬁ, Q) where P = i is the
differentiation operator in L*(Y) = L?((—oo,v)) on

Dom(’ﬁ) =Wy ((—o0,v))
and Q is the operator of multiplication by independent variable in L?(Y).

Remark 13.4. We remark that if A is a prime symmetric operator with deficiency
indices (0,1) or (1,0) in a Hilbert space H, then # is necessarily separable.

Remark 13.5. Theorems and are dual to each other: if (A, B) satisfies the
hypotheses of Theorem , then (—E*, —B) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem
, however the pairs (E, B) and (—/Al*, —B) are not mutually unitarily equivalent.
In this case the self-adjoint operator B is semi-bounded from below but — B is semi-
bounded from above. Moreover, the generator A has no point spectrum while the

-~

point spectrum of (—A)* fills in the entire open upper half-plane.

Next we treat the case where the dissipative generator of the semi-group V; is
a quasi-selfadjoint extension of a prime symmetric operator with deficiency indices

(1,1).

To formulate the corresponding uniqueness result, we need some preparations.

Definition 13.6. Let Y be a metric graph in the following cases

(—o0,v) U (4, 00) CaseI* (v #p)
(o0, p) U (p, 00) Case I
(13.2) V= (,v) Case Il (u<v)

(—o0,p) U (py00) U (p,v)  Case Il (p <v).
Given a real number k, 0 < k < 1, define

the position operator Q as the operator of multiplication by independent
variable on the edges of the graph Y

and R
the momentum operator P as the differentiation operator i% on the edges
of the graph Y,

(13.3) (Pf)(z) = zdif(x) a. e. ¢ € e on every edge e of Y
T
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on
Dom(P) S Wi (e) S LA(Y),
eCY
the space of locally absolutely continuous functions on the edges with the
following vertex boundary conditions

~ {f- @ f+ € Wa((—o0,v)) & Wy ((1,00)) | f1(p+) =0}, in Case I*
Dom(P) = q {foo € Wi (=00, 1)) & W3 ((1,0)) | foo(p+) = kfoo(u—)}, inCasel .
{fee Wa((u,v)) | fe(pt) =0}, in Case II

Here, in Case I we require that 0 < & < 1 and in Case II we assume that v =
w4l > pu. R
In Case II1, Dom(7P) consists of the two-component vector-functions f = (fs0, fo)7,

foo @ fo € (W3 (=00, 1) ® Wy ((n,00))) & Wy (1, v))
that satisfy the “boundary conditions”

(134)  foolpt) = kfsclu=) and  folu+) = V1= K fu(u—) (Case III).

By definition the pair (’ﬁ, Q) is said to be the dissipative canonical pair with the
quantum gate coefficient k, 0 < k < 1 on the metric graph Y. In Case III we always
assume that £ > 0 and formally set £ = 0 whenever the graph Y is in Case I* or in
Case I1. We also call the triple (P, P, Q), where

P = 7)|Dom(73)mDom(73*)=
the canonical dissipative triple on Y with the quantum gate coefficient k.

Remark 13.7. In Case I* the metric graph is “disconnected” whenever v < p, while
if 4 < v, one may think that the edges of the graph eventually “overlap” over the
finite interval [u1, v]. Also, in Case III the boundary conditions ([L3.4)) at the junction
point u of the graph Y, the center of the graph, yield the quantum Kirchhoff rule

| foo () * + | fe(pt) > = | foo (u—) .

Remark 13.8. It is easy to see that the spectrum of the position operator Q is given
by

(—o0,v] U [y, 00), in Case I*
(=00, 00), in Case I
13.5 =
(13.5) spec(Q) [w, V], in Case IT
(—00,00), in Case 111

From (|L3.9) it follows that if Y is in Case I* with v > p or in Case III, then the
spectrum of the position operator Q has multiplicity 2 on the finite interval [u, V].
In Case I and II the position operator (Q has simple Lebesgue spectrum filling in
the whole real axis (—oo, 00) and the finite interval [y, v] respectively.

We also notice that the spectrum of the dissipative momentum operator P is

Ct U (—00,00), in CaseI* and Case I with k=0

(13.6) spec(ﬁ) _ é)—oo, 00), in Case I with & > 0

(—00, 00), in Case III

in Case II
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Notice that Case I* and Case I with k& = 0 are exceptional in the sense that any
point in the (open) upper half-plane is an eigenvalue of P.

If a metric graph Y is in Case I, we also introduce the concept of the Weyl
canonical triple on Y.

Definition 13.9. Let Y be a metric graph in Case I, that is,
Y = (—oo,u) U (u,00) for some p € R.
Let P = i% be the self-adjoint differentiation operator on
(13.7) Dom(P) = {f € Wy (¥) | f(1—0) = f(u+ 0},
P its symmetric restriction on
Dom(P) = {f € W3(Y)| f(u—0) = f(u+0) =0},

and @ the position operator on Y. We call (75,73, Q) the Weyl canonical triple on
Y (centered at ).

~

Remark 13.10. If (P, Q) = (’ﬁ(k), Q) is the dissipative canonical pair on the metric
graph Y = (—oo, p] U [, 00) with the quantum gate coefficient k, then

s-lim P (k) = P,
k—1

where P is the self-adjoint differentiation operator defined on ([L3.7) and the limit
is taken in the strong resolvent sense. Therefore, the Weyl canonical triple on
the metric graph Y can be considered the limiting case of the dissipative triple
(P,P,Q) = (P(k), P(k), Q) with the quantum gate coefficient k as k — 1.

Our first auxiliary result is that the pair (Y, k) is a unitary invariant of a dissi-
pative canonical pair.

~

Lemma 13.11. Suppose that the canonical pairs (P(k), Q) and (P'(k'), Q') with
the quantum gate coefficients k and k' on metric graphs Y and Y’, respectively, are
mutually unitarily equivalent. Then

Y=Y and k=F.

Proof. As it has been explained in Remark , there are two options: either the
position operator Q has simple spectrum or Q has spectrum of multiplicity 2 filling
in a finite interval.

Assume, first, that the position operator @ has spectrum of multiplicity 2 sup-
ported by a finite interval [u,v], v > p. So does Q'. Therefore the graphs Y and Y’
have the same vertices but may possibly be in different cases, in Case I* or in Case
IIT only.

Suppose that Y is in Case [*and therefore k¥ = 0. Then the point spectrum of
the dissipative momentum operator P = 73(0) fills in the whole upper half-plane
C4, so does the dissipative momentum operator P’ since P and P’ are unitarily
equivalent. Therefore, Y’ is in Case I* with k¥’ = 0 as well. Analogously, if Y is
in Case III, then C belongs to the resolvent set of P(k). Again, since P(k) and
P/(K') are unitarily equivalent, C.. belongs to the resolvent set of P'(k’) and then
necessarily Y’ is in Case III. Thus Y and Y’ have the same vertices and are in the
same cases. Therefore, Y = Y.
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It remains to treat the case where the multiplication operator Q has simple
spectrum. There are two options: either both Y and Y are in Case II, or both of
them are in Case I.

If they are in Case II, the knowledge of the spectrum of Q (Q’) uniquely deter-
mines the location of the vertices of the graph Y (Y’) and the graph(s) itself.

~

If both Y and Y are in Case I, we proceed as follows. Since the pairs (P(k), Q)

and (P’'(k'), Q') are mutually unitarily equivalent and Q = Q’, there exists a unitary
operator U commuting with the multiplication operator Q such that

P'(K) = U*P(k)U.

Since @ has simple spectrum and the unitary operator U commutes with Q, the
operator U is the multiplication operator by a unimodular function u. We have

(13.8) Dom(P(k)) = U(Dom(P'(k'))).

Suppose that the vertices p and p’ of the graphs Y and Y’ are different, that
is, p # /. From ([3.§) it follows that the function u(z)f(x) is a continuous
function in a neighborhood of the point z/ for all f € Dom(P'(k')), so is the
function |f(z)| = |u(z)f(x)|, which is incompatible with the boundary condition
Fl'+) = K f(/=) for all f € Dom(P'(K')), since k' < 1. Therefore, the vertices
of the graphs Y and Y’ coincide, u = ¢/, and hence Y = Y'.

To prove that & = k’, notice that if the metric graph Y and therefore Y’ is in
Cases I* or II, then k = k' = 0 by definition.

Suppose that Y =Y’ is in Cases I,

Y = (—oo, ) U (g, 00) =Y.

In this case, the absolute values of the von Neumann parameters of 7/5(k) and P’ (k")
(more precisely, of the corresponding triples) coincide with &k and &', respectively.
By the hypothesis, P(k) and P’(k’) are unitarily equivalent. Therefore,

E=FkK,

since the absolute value of the von Neumann parameter is a unitary invariant of a
dissipative operator by Remark .
Next, assume that Y =Y’ is in Case III,

Y = (—oo,p) U (p,00) U (p,v) =Y (n<w).

By Theorem , the absolute values of the von Neumann parameters of 73(k) and
P'(k') are ke~¢ and ke, respectively (see the relation (.d)), where

{=v—pu.
Therefore, k = k’, since 73(k) and P’ (k') are unitarily equivalent by the hypothesis.
O

Now we are ready to present the central result of the first part of the book.

Theorem 13.12. Assume Hypothesis . Suppose, in addition, that the genera-
tor A of the semi-group Vs is not self-adjoint and that the restriction

A= A|Dom(ﬁ)mDom((ﬁ)*)

is a prime symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1).
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Then there exists a unique metric graph Y in one of the Cases I', I-III and a
unique k € [0,1) such that the pair (A, B) (triple (A, A, B)) is mutually unitarily
equivalent to the canonical dissipative pair (P(k), Q) (triple (P, P(k),Q)) on Y,
respectively.

Proof. By the hypothesis the restricted Weyl relations () hold. Therefore (see
B3 [1d)
(13.9) UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A), teR.

As in the proof of Theorem IE one shows that symmetric operator A solves the
commutation relations

(13.10) UfAU; = A+tI on Dom(A).
Therefore, the operator A satisfies Hypothesis @ In this situation one can apply
Theorem [[2.] (ii) to see that there is a metric graph Y in one of the Cases (i)-(iii)

with the quantum gate coefficient k such that the dissipative operator A is unitarily
equivalent to the one of the following model dissipative differentiation operators:

(i) D= Dy(k) = i on Yo = (—00,0) U (0, 00) with the boundary condition
(1311) foo(0+) = kfoo(o_)v 0<Fk<I;

or

(i) D = Dy;(0,0) = i% on Yo = (0,¢) with the boundary condition
(13.12) £2(0) = 0;
or

(ii) D = Dyyr(k,0) = i on Yo = (—00,0) L (0,00) L (0, ¢) with the boundary
conditions

(13.13) (ff’;l((%“;)> - (\/]Lk_—]€2 8) (fojjl(&)_)> . 0<k<l.

That is, there exists a unitary map W from H onto L?(Y) such that

(13.14) WAW~! = D.
In particular, from ([[3.9) it follows that
(13.15) W;DW, =D+tI on Dom(D), teR,

where W, is the unitary group on L?(Y) given by
W, =WUW™"', teR.
On the other hand,
¢ De="% = D4 tI on Dom(D), teR,

where Qg is the operator of multiplication by independent variable on the graph
Yo.
Applying Theorem to the dissipative operator D, one obtains

(13.16) Wi = WeBIW=1 = ¢~#teiQl - for some  p € R,

whenever ZA), and therefore /Al, has a regular point in the upper half-plane.
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In this case, combining ([3.14) and ([3.10) one concludes that the pair (A, B)
is mutually unitarily equivalent to the pair (D, Q — ul) on the graph Yo (with the

quantum gate coefficient k). The pair (ZA), Q — ul) is in turn mutually unitarily
equivalent to the canonical dissipative pair (ﬁ(k:), Q) with the quantum gate coef-
ficient k£ on the metric graph Y centered at p. Notice that Y can be obtained from
the graph Yy by a shift.

If the dissipative operator A has no regular points in the upper half-plane, The-
orem asserts that A is unitarily equivalent the model differentiation operator
D = D;(0) on the graph Yo = (—00,0) L (0,00) in Case (i) with quantum gate
coefficient k = 0.

The same reasoning as above shows that in this exceptional case, the pair (,Z, B)
is mutually unitarily equivalent to the pair (ﬁI(O), Q— pu-R_ — uyRy) on the
graph Yo = (—00,0)U(0, c0) for some py € R. Here R_ and R4 are the orthogonal
projections in

L*(Yo) = L*((~00,0)) & L*((0, 00))
onto the subspace L?((—o0,0)) and L2((0,00)), respectively.
If py = p— = p, the pair (Dr(0),Q — p-R- — piRy) = (Dr(0),Q — pl) is

mutually unitarily equivalent the canonical dissipative pair (73(0), Q) on the graph
Y = (—o0, p) U (i, 00) in Case I with quantum gate coefficient k£ = 0.

If uo # p—, then the pair (131(0), Q — pu_R_ — usR4) on the metric graph
Yo = (—00,0)U (0, 00) (in Case(i)) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the canonical
dissipative pair (P, Q) on the graph Y = (—o0, p_) U (pt4, 00) in Case I*.

The uniqueness part of the statement is an immediate consequence of Lemma
Nl

O
Remark 13.13. If in addition to the hypotheses of Theorem one assumes
that A is a self-adjoint (reference) extension of A, then we immediately get that

there exists a self-adjoint extension P of P such that the quadruple (A, ,Z, A, B) is
mutually unitarily equivalent to the quadruple (73, ’ﬁ(k), P, Q) on the metric graph
Y in Cases I*, I-1II with the quantum gate coefficient k& # 0 for some k € [0, 1).
The extension P is determined by the quadruple (A, E,A, B) uniquely unless the
graph Y is in Case I* or in Case I with the quantum gate coefficient k = 0.

With a minor modification, the result of Theorem extends to the case
where the generator A is self-adjoint.

Theorem 13.14. Assume Hypothesis . Supose, in addition, that A=Ais self-
adjoint and that A is a prime symmetric restriction of A with deficiency indices
(1,1) such that

(13.17) UrAU, = A+tI on Dom(A).

Then there exists a unique metric graph Y = (—oo,u) U (p,00) (in Case I)
centered at 1 € R such that the triple (A, A, B) is mutually unitarily equivalent to
the Weyl canonical triple (P, P, Q) on Y (see Definition [L3.9).

Proof. From the hypothesis it follows that in fact (unrestricted) Weyl commutation
relations
‘/sUt = elStUt‘/S, t c |R, S € |R,
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hold and therefore
(13.18) UfAU; =A+1tI on Dom(A), teR

By Theorem @, the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (A, A)
has the form

M(z)=1i, zeCy.

So does the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (P, P) on the graph
Yo = (—00,0) U (0,00) in Case (i). .

Since A and P are prime operators, the pair (A4, A) is mutually unitarily equiv-

alent to the pair (’P, P) on the graph Y. That is, there exists a unitary operator
W H — L2(R) such that

WAW™ =P and WAW ' =7P.
From ([3.17) and (|L3.1§) it follows that
W PW,=P+tI on Dom(A)

and
W;PW, =P+t on Dom(A),
where
W, = WU;W— L.
By the definition of the Weyl canonical triple (’P, P, Q), the commutation rela-
tions
e9Pe e =P 4t and e"9Pe e =P 4]
hold. Now one can apply Theorem to see that there exists a u € R such that
Wy = WU W™ = e HelQ = et(@mnl),

Therefore, the triple (A, A, B) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the triple
(P,P,Q — pul) on the metric graph Y.

In turn, the triple (’P,’P, Q — pl) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the Weyl
canonical triple (P,, P, Q) on the metric graph Y,, = (—oo, ) U (u,00) in Case L.
(Recall that Dom(P,) = {f € Wi (R)| f(u) = 0}.)

To complete the proof of the theorem it remains to show that the Weyl triples
(P, P, Q) and (P, P, Q) on the graphs Y,, and Y/, respectively, are not mutually
unitarily equivalent unless p = p’. Indeed, assume that they are. Denote by U
the unitary operator that establishes the mentioned mutual unitary equivalence.
Since U commutes with P and @, the operator U/ is a (unimodular) multiple of
the identity. Therefore, Z/{*7'3#U = 7'7#/ implies 75# = 75#/ and hence p = p/, a
contradiction.

O

Remark 13.15. Comparing the assumptions of Theore and it is clearly
13.14

seen that the main difference is that in Theorem [[3.14] one has to require the
commutation relation for the symmetric operator A, while in the case of Theorem
the corresponding relations hold automatically. As we have already mentioned
in the Introduction, the existence of a symmetric operator A with the required
properties in the hypothesis of Theorem follows from the Stone-von Neumann
uniqueness result.

Indeed, let (P, Q) be the canonical pair with P = id% and Q the operator of
multiplication by independent variable in L?(R).
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Suppose that W : H — L2(R) is a unitary operator such that
(13.19) WAW™ =P and WBW !'=Q.

Then the symmetric restriction 75# of P on

Dom(P,,) = {f € W5 (R)| f(r) = 0}
has deficiency indices (1, 1) and satisfies the commutation relations
eitQ’PMefitQ = ’PM +tI.

It remains to choose
(13.20) A=wlpWw

and the existence of a restriction with the required properties follows.

From the uniqueness part of Theorem it also follows that if a closed sym-
metric restriction P of P (with deficiency indices (1,1)) satisfies commutation re-
lations

P = P 4 tl,
then P = P, for some p € R (cf. [i]). In this sense as far as the unitary
equivalence () is established (based on the Stone-von Neumann uniqueness
result), the choice of A via ([3:20) in the hypothesis of Theorem is canonical.

Notice that as long as the existence of such a restriction is established /required
the reasoning above can be considered an independent proof of the Stone-von Neu-
mann uniqueness result.

The following corollary can be considered an important extension of the Stone-
von Neumann uniqueness theorem.

Corollary 13.16. Suppose that strongly continuous groups of unitary operators
V, = et and U, = Bt in the Hilbert space H solve the Weyl commutation relations

VU, = €U, V,, s,teR.

Assume that the self-adjoint operator A has simple spectrum. Without loss of gen-
erality suppose that A is a closed symmetric restriction of A with deficiency indices
(1,1) such that

(13.21) UfAU, = A+tI on Dom(A), teR.

If A" is any other self-adjoint extension of A, then the Weyl commutation rela-
tions

(13.22) VU, =0 V!, with V! =", steR,
hold.

Proof. By Theorem , there exists a unique metric graph Y = (—oo, p) U (4, 00)
such that the triple (4, A, B) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the Weyl canonical
triple (P, P, Q) on Y, so that

A=urPu=t, A=uUPU~' and B=UQU™!

for some unitary map U from L?(Y) onto H. Let A’ be a self-adjoint extension of
A. Therefore, P’ = U~*A'U is a self-adjoint extension of P on

Dom(P') = {f € Wy ((—00, 1)) & Wy (1, 00)) | f(u—) = ©f (u+)}

for some O] = 1.
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We have
(13.23) 9Pl e =P 44T on Dom(P'), teR,
and therefore
(13.24) UfA'U; = A" +tI on Dom(A'), teR,

which in turn implies ([[3.29). O

Remark 13.17. In the situation in question one can state more, cf. Remark .
For instance, there exists a unique g € R and a unique ® € [0,27) such that the
quadruples (A, A, A’ B) and (’P, P, P, Q) are mutually unitarily equivalent.

Here P, P and P’ are differentiation operators in L2(R) defined on

Dom(P) = {f € W3 (R) | f() = 0},
Dom(P) = W} (R),

Dom(P') = {f € Wy((=00,0)) & W5 ((0,00)) | f(u+) = &' f(u—)},
respectively, and @Q is the operator of multiplication by independent variable in
L?(R).

More generally, if A is a maximal dissipative extension of A, then the restricted
Weyl commutation relations

V.U, = e, V., with V,=e®4  teR, s3>0,
hold.
In this case, there exists a unique point (u, ®, k) € R x [0, 27) x [0,1) such that
the quadruples (A,A,A’ ,B) and (75,73,’P’ , Q) are mutually unitarily equivalent.

Here the operators P, P’ and Q are as above and P is differentiation operators in
L?(R) on

Dom(P) = {f € W ((—o00, ) ® Wi ((1,00)) | f(u+) = kf(u—)}.

To be complete, we provide the description of the dynamics associated with the
strongly continuous semi-group Vi = e’F* generated by the dissipative momentum
operator P = P(k) with the quantum gate coefficient k£ € [0,1) on a metric graph

Y in Cases I*, I-TII (see Section [ for a more informal description of the dynamics).

Theorem 13.18. Let P = ﬁ(k) be the canonical dissipative momentum operator
with the quantum gate coefficient 0 < k < 1 on a metric graph Y in one of the Cases
I*, I-III. Then the strongly continuous semi-group 1//\'5 of contractions generated by
73(k) in the Hilbert space L?(Y) admits the following explicit description.

In Case I*, the semigroup Vs acts as the right shift on the semi-azis [, 00) and
as the truncated right shift on (—oo, V]

(‘/}S‘F)Jr(x) = X[s+u,00) (I)er(:E - S)v T e [,u,oo),
and
(ViF)-(z) = f-(z —s), x € (—o0,v],
where
F=(f-, f+)" € L*(Y) = L*((—00,v)) ® L*((, 0)).
In Case I, we have that

(‘/}SF)(I) = (X(—oo,u) (I) + kX[u,oo)(I))fOO (I - S)v z €R,
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F = foo € L3(Y) = L*((=00, p)) & L*((41,0)).

In Case II, the semi-group Vs is a nilpotent shift with index { =v—pu >0 (V3 =0
fors>1)

~

(VsF)e(®) = X(uy s (@) fe(),  x € [p,v],

F = fe € L*(Y) = L*((1,v)).
In Case III, the action of the semi-group 1//\'5 18 given by

(VaF)oo (%) = (X(—o0,) (@) + EX[p,00) () foc(z — 5), z €R,

~

(VaF)e(2) = Xursp) (@) fe(@ = 8) + V1=K fos(x = 5), @ € [p,V],
where

F= (foovff)T € LQ(Y) = L2((_007/J')) D LQ((/J,,OO)) D L2((N7V))
and £ =v — p.

Proof. If the metric graph Y is in Cases I* or II, there is nothing to prove.

We provide a complete proof when Y is in Case 1.

Without loss we may assume that 4 = 0. From the definition of the semi-group
Vs it follows that

(13.25) lims '(Vo—I)f = —f' =iPf, feCFR\{0}).

sl0

Introduce the functions

ke7™®, x>0 ke7™®, x>0
= ’ - and h(z) = ’ -,
9(@) {ew, <0 . (@) {—ew, <0

Clearly, g € Dom(iﬁ) and iﬁg = h. It is sufficient to show that

(13.26) hﬁ}s—l(ffs —I)g=h=iPy.

Indeed, ([[3.29) and ([13.2q) mean that the generator of V; restricted on the dense
linear set D = COO(IR \ {0}) + span{g} coincides with the operator 73|D Since the
generator is a closed operator and the closure of 73|p coincides with P one proves

that P is the generator of the semi-group V
Thus, it remains to prove ([L3.26]).
We proceed as follows. Note that

eil)*S, $< 0
(Vig)(x) = ke, 0<z<s, a e xzeR,
e’ r—s>0
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and hence

0
s (Vg =) = hlP = [ Jsi e = o) 4 o
/ (ke — ke®) — ke " Pdx
0

e RE
+/ |s 7 (ke®™" — ke™®) — ke "2 dx

_ 2 .0 s
s
= (67—}—8) / e**dx + S_2k2/ e (e7® —1—se™** ? do
0

s —00

s 1 2 roo
+k<¥)/ e 2®dr -0 ass—0,

S
proving ([[3:20).
The proof is complete.
O

Remark 13.19. Taking into account that the generator of the group Vi in Case
IIT is an operator coupling of the ones in Cases I and II, cf. Theorem @, the
restriction of the dissipative dynamics in case I1I to its invariant subspace L?((u, ))
(with v = p + £ > p) gives rise to the dissipative dynamics in Case II, while the
compression Py V| of the dissipative dynamics Vi onto its coinvariant subspace
H = L*((—o0, 1)) ® L?((p,0)) leads to the dissipative dynamics in Case 1.

One can also compress the dynamics to the channel L?((—oo,v)) @ L?((u,00))
to obtain the semi-group 175 in Case I*, provided that v < p.

14. UNITARY DYNAMICS ON THE FULL GRAPH

The metric graph Y given by ([L3.9) can naturally be considered a subgraph of
the full metric graph X = Y, LY, composed of two identical copies of the metric
graph Y, = (=00, ) U (1, 00).

In turn, the dynamics on the metric graph Y can be dilated to the unitary groups
1//\'5 and (7,5 generated by the canonical variables on X.

To be more precise, we proceed as follows.

In the Hilbert space L?(X) introduce the unitary group of shifts V; that can be
recognized as the evolution operator that maps the initial values of the solution of
the following first order hyperbolic system

(14.1) o, (Z) + 0, (Z) =0

with the boundary condition at the vertex x =

(14.2) (o= (e ) () e

into their value at t. Here k is a parameter such that 0 < k < 1.
The action of the group V; can easily be described explicitly.
If t > 0, one gets that

(14.3) (Vt <Z>) (z) = (Zg - 3)
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whenever z < por t <z + p, and

o (0= (i St )

whenever p < z < t.
If t < 0, one clearly has that

‘/t = (V*t)*a t<0.

The self-adjoint generator P of the group is the following self-adjoint realization
of the differentiation operator on the full graph X on Dom(P) consisting of the
two-component functions f = (fr, f1)7,

(f1, f1) € Wy (=00, 1) @ Wy ((1,00))] & [Wy (=00, 1) & Wy (1, 00))]
that satisfy the boundary conditions

o (i) - (o ) G0

We will call the generator P the self-adjoint momentum operator with the quantum
gate coefficient 0 < k < 1 on the full graph X.

The unitary dynamics V; can be illustrated on the example of wave propagation
along the transmission line (see ([14.9) and also Fig. 4 below) and can be described
informally as follows.

The wave packet initially located on (—oo, 1) in the upper channel is transmitted
to the upper channel of the semi-axis (y, 00) with the quantum gate coefficient k.
The “rest” of the packet gets amplified by v/1 — k2 and then is transmitted to the
lower channel of the semi-axis (i, 00). The wave packet on (—oo, 1) in the lower
channel gets amplified by the factor —v/1 — k2 and by the quantum gate coefficient
k and then is transmitted to the upper and lower channel of the semi-axis (u, 00),
respectively.

N — N

N

Fig. 4 UNITARY DYNAMICS ON THE FULL METRIC GRAPH X

Based on the explicit description of the semi-group of contractions 175 provided
by Lemma [[3.1§, we arrive to the main result of this section that shows that the
dissipative dynamics V, s > 0, on the metric graph Y in any of the Cases I*, I-IIT



76 K. A. MAKAROV AND E. TSEKANOVSKII

can be dilated to a unitary one in the Hilbert space L?(X) where X is the full graph.
Equivalently, any solution to the restricted Weyl commutation relations

Ut‘?s = eiSt‘//\;Utu S 2 07 te |R7

such that the generator of the semi-group 1//\'5 belongs to the class D (H) (see Appen-
dix G for the definition of the class ©(#)) is unitarily equivalent to a compression
of the canonical solution to the Weyl commutation relations

UV, = e*'V,U,, s,t€R,

in L?(R,C?) onto an appropriate coinvariant subspace K C L?(R,C?) that reduces
the multiplication group Uy.
The precise statement is as follows (cf. [1J, Theorem 15)).

Theorem 14.1. Let Y C X be a metric graph in one of the Cases I*, I-III given by
([3.9). Suppose that (P(k), Q(Y)) is the canonical dissipative pair with the quantum
gate coefficient k on the metric graph Y and (P(k), Q(X)) is the canonical pair on
the full graph X.

Then
(14.6) eiPR)s — PLZ(y)eiP(k)S|L2(y), s >0,
and
(14.7) e P = Proyye @M oy, teER

Here Pp:(y) stands for the orthogonal projection from the space L%(X) onto the
subspace L*( Y) C L?(X).

Proof. Tt is convenient to identify the Hilbert space L?(X) as the von Neumann
integral
L2 (LQ((—oo,u» LQ((MOO))) |
L2((—o0, 1)) L*((n,0))
Since any metric graph Y in one of the Cases I*, I-III can naturally be considered
a subgraph of the full graph X, the Hilbert space L?(Y) can be identified with

DG e
L*((—oo, 1))  L*((p, 00)) , in Case I*
0 L2<<u,u>>> vz
0 0
0 0 .
0 LQ((MV))) ’ in Case II
L3((=00, 1)) L*((1,50)) .
0 L2((p,v)) ) ’ in Case III

Clearly, the subspace L?(X) & L?(Y) splits into the direct sum of incoming D_ and
outgoing subspaces Dy for the group V4,

L*R) e L*(Y)=D_ @ D,.
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For instance, in Case III,

2= (- tey o) ™ 2= (0 1o

Therefore the restriction of the unitary group V; = eP*)? onto its coinvariant

subspaces K = L?(Y) is a strongly continuous semi-group of contractions.

Comparing (M), (M) with the explicit description for the semi-groups 175
action provided by Lemma [13.1§ in each of the cases, one gets that the unitary
evolution Vg, s € R, in L2(X) compressed to the (coinvariant) subspace L2(Y) gives
rise to the corresponding semi-groups of contractions

V, = PrayyVs|zzvy, s2>0,

which proves ([[4.). To obtain ([[4.7) it remains to observe that the subspace L?(Y)
reduces the multiplication group U, = e~ 2, (I
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Part 2. Applications
15. CONTINUOUS MONITORING OF THE QUANTUM SYSTEMS

The aim of this section is to present a general discussion of possible outcomes in
the frequent quantum measurement theory.

Let H be the Hilbert space used in the description of a quantum system with
the Hamiltonian H, a self-adjoint operator in 7. Recall that the time evolution
of an initial state ¢ of the system, a unit vector in the Hilbert space H, is de-
scribed by a one-parameter group of unitary operators Uy = e /" Notice that if
¢ € Dom(H), the vector ¢(t) = e~ /M ¢ satisfies the time-dependent Schrodinger
equation

0P
zhE = H.
Let p(t) denote the survival probability
(15.1) p(t) = (7 M, 9)* = |("" g, 9)%.

One of the central problems of frequent quantum measurement theory is to study
the time behavior of [p(t/n)]™ for large m and n, and, in particular, the computation
of the limit

pe(t) = lim [p(t/n)]".
n—oo
We will call p.(t) the survival probability under continuous monitoring of the
system and focus on the following three possible scenarios:

a) pc(t) =1, the quantum Zeno effect;
B) pe(t) =0, the quantum Anti-Zeno effect;
7) pe(t) = e~ for some 7 > 0, the Exponential Decay.

15.1. Quantum Zeno effect.

Hypothesis 15.1. Suppose that H is a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space
‘H expressed by

H= /{R MEn(\),

where Ef () is a resolution of the identity. Let ¢ be a unit vector (state) in H and
vy(dA) denote the spectral measure of the state ¢,

ve(dA) = (Eg(dA)g, ¢).
Assume that N () is the corresponding right-continuous distribution function
(15.2) N(A) =vp((—o0,A]), A ER
Definition 15.2. We say that ¢ is a Zeno state under continuous monitoring of
the quantum unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ if
nh_)rrgo (e H g ¢)*" =1 forall t>0.

Recall the following necessary and sufficient conditions for the Quantum Zeno
effect to occur.

Proposition 15.3 ([I]). Assume Hypothesis [[5.1]. Then the state ¢ is a Zeno state
if and only if the light tails requirement

(15.3) Jim AL = N(X) + N(=A) =0
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holds.
In particular, if ¢ € Dom(|H|"/?), then ¢ is a Zeno state.

Remark 15.4. The discovery of the phenomenon that the evolution of quantum sys-
tem can be eventually frozen under continuous monitoring is due to L. Khalfin [[2]
while the term the quantum Zeno effect was coined by B. Misra and E. C. G. Sudar-
shan [@] The necessary and sufficient condition for the occurrence of the quantum
Zeno effect is due to H. Atmanspacher, W. Ehm and T. Gneiting [ﬁ] where the
authors explored the well known fact (see [B(], Theorem 1, p. 232]) that the light
tails requirement ([[5.) is necessary and sufficient for the weak law of large num-
bers to hold. We also refer to ] for an excellent introduction to the subject.
The quantum Zeno dynamics of a relativistic system is discussed in [@] As for an
experimental confirmation of the effect see [[LL1].

Remark 15.5. Notice that the membership ¢ € Dom(|H|'/?) means that the spec-
tral (probability) measure (E (d\)@, ¢) has the first moment and hence ¢ is a Zeno
state. This can also be seen directly (cf. [[J]) as follows.

Consider a sequence &1, &2, ... of independent copies of a random variable £ with
the common distribution function N()) given by ([5.9). By the strong law of large
numbers,

i St et
im

n—00 n

=a almost surely,
where
a = E¢ = (sgn(H)[H|'?¢,|H|'?¢) € R
is the mathematical expectation of the random variable . Recall that ¢ € Dom(|H|'/?)

and therefore the right hand side (sgn(H)|H|*/2¢,|H|'/?¢) is well defined. Since
the random variables &1,&o, ... are independent and equidistributed, we have

(eit/an), d))n — (Eeit/n£>n _ Eeit/ngl . Eeit/nfg o Eeit/ngn

n times
= EeitM — e as n— oo,
which shows that
(15.4) dim [/, g)P" =1.

That is, ¢ is a Zeno state.

15.2. Anti-Zeno effect. Frequent observations can also accelerate the decay pro-
cess and the corresponding phenomenon is known as the quantum anti-Zeno effect.

Definition 15.6. We say that ¢, ||¢| = 1, is an anti-Zeno state under continuous
monitoring of the quantum unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ if

(15.5) lim |(e/"H¢ ¢)*" =0 forall t>0.
n—oo

The following lemma provides a simple sufficient condition for a state to be
an anti-Zeno state. We state the corresponding result using the language of the
theory of limit distributions of sums of independent random variables (we refer to
Appendix H for the terminology and a brief exposition of the theory).

Lemma 15.7 (cf. [R7). Assume Hypothesis [L5.1. Suppose that the distribution
N(X) of the state ¢ belongs to the domain of attraction of an «-stable law with
0 <a< 1. Then ¢ is an anti-Zeno state.
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Proof. The characteristic function of the distribution N () coincides with (e ¢, ¢)
and therefore admits the representation (by Remark @ in Appendix H)

it = exp | —olt|*h —1 iw @
(€176.0) = exp =B (1 ~ iBpwta)) )

where iL(t) is slowly varying as t — 0. In particular,
(/™ H ¢ )2 = exp(—2en~h(t/n)|t|*(1 + 0(1)) as n — oco.
Since (see, e.g., [[i], Appendix 1])
lim n'~*h(t/n) = +oo,

n—oo
one concludes that
lim |(e/™ ¢, ¢)|>" =0, t#0.
n— o0
O

Remark 15.8. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the quantum anti-Zeno effect
to occur can be found in [[], Theorem 2].

Remark 15.9. It is worth mentioning that the situation is quite different if the
distribution function belongs to the domain of attraction of an a-stable law with
1 < o < 2. In this case the probability measure v4(d)) has the first moment and
therefore the state ¢ is a Zeno state.

15.3. The exponential decay. Next we turn to the borderline case of a-stable
distributions with @ = 1 which play an exceptional role in explanation of the
exponential decay phenomenon under continuous monitoring.

Definition 15.10. We say that ¢ is a resonant state under continuous monitoring
of the quantum unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ if

(15.6) lim |(e®/"H¢, ¢)*" =e "Il forsome 7 >0 andall ¢>0.
n—r oo

Remark 15.11. Notice that one can also consider exponentially decaying (resonant)
states by requiring that the survival probability p(t) = |(e!* ¢, $)|? tends to zero
exponentially fast as |t| approaches infinity. In this case, however, the spectrum
of the Hamiltonian H has to fill in the whole real axis which excludes from the
consideration the quantum systems with semi-bounded Hamiltonians.

It can be easily seen as follows. The requirement that the survival probability
p(t) falls off exponentially implies that the survival probability amplitude (e?*H ¢, ¢)
is the Fourier transform of an absolute continuous measure with the density that
is analytic in a strip containing the real axis. In particular, the Radon-Nykodim
derivative % (Eg (M), ¢) of the spectral measure of the element ¢ is positive almost
everywhere which shows that spec(H) = R. If the Hamiltonian H has a gap in its
spectrum, then there are no exponentially decaying states whatsoever unless the
quantum system is under continuous monitoring. The geometric reason behind
is that the unitary group e does not have orthogonal incoming and outgoing
subspaces as it follows from the Hegerfeldt Theorem [@]

A sufficient condition for the exponential decay () is provided by the following
corollary of the Gnedenko-Kolmorogov limit theorem (see Theorem @ in Appendix
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Theorem 15.12. Assume Hypothesis . Suppose, in addition, that

1B d dm AN(=)) = 1-5
™

A—00 ™

g

(15.7) lim A(1—N(X))
A—00
for some o >0 and B € [—1,1]. Then ¢ is a resonant state and

15.8 lim [(e®/™ ¢, ¢)|?" =e 211, teR.
(15.8)
n—oo

Proof. By Theorem @ and Remark @ in Appendix H, the distribution N(\)
belongs to the domain of normal attraction of the 1-stable law. In particular, there
are constants A,, such that

. . 2t
lim (/" g, ¢p)"etAn = exp | —olt| (1 +i8=—1loglt| | ),
n— oo T |t|
from which ([[5.9) follows. 0
Remark 15.13. If 0 > 0 and therefore ¢ is a resonant state, the probability measure
vy(dA) does not have the first moment and hence

¢ ¢ Dom(|H|""?).

In this case the “total energy” of the quantum system in the state ¢ is infinite.
Introducing the “ultra-violet” cut-off Hamiltonian

Hp = / MEm(V),
N<E

one observes that the “truncated” energy (|Hg|®, ¢) of the state ¢ is log-divergent
as the truncation parameter E approaches infinity. That is,

(15.9) (|Hg|o, ¢) = zUlogE +o(logE) as FE — oco.
T

In particular, the parameter o determines the rate of convergence of the mean-value
cut-off energy in the logarithmic scale as

™ (Hsld0)

779 N log E

Indeed, one gets that

(1510)  (Heo.0)= [

[7E7E]

AN (M) = /

AN () + / AN (V).
[-2.0)

(0,£]

Integrating by parts (see, e.g., [B4, Theorem 3.36]) one obtains
/ MN(A) = / MN(Y) - 1)
(0,E]

(0,E]
E
— E(N(E) - 1) +/ (1 — N(\))dx
0

1+
— ag

™

where we have used ([[5.7) on the last step.
Therefore,

(15.11) /(O , AN (A) =

1
—|—( +BalogE—|—0(1ogE)) as E — oo,
7r

1
+ﬂ010gE+o(logE) as F — oc.
T



82 K. A. MAKAROV AND E. TSEKANOVSKII

In a similar way one shows that

(15.12) /[_EO) NN = —

which together with ([L5.11]) implies (]5.9).
Combing ([[5.10), ([15.11]) and ([[5.19), one also justifies the logarithmic diver-
gence of the averaged truncated energy of the state (8 # 0), that is,

BologE—i—o(logE) as FE — oo,

—_

(15.13) (Hgo,¢) = ?UlogE +o(logE) as FE — oco.

We conclude this subsection by an abstract result that takes place for a special
class of hyperbolic (quantum) systems the Hamiltonian of which is a self-adjoint
dilation of a dissipative operator (cf. ([.22) for the definition of a self-adjoint
dilation).

Lemma 15.14. Suppose that a self-adjoint operator H in a Hilbert space H dilates
a maximal dissipative operator A acting in a subspace KK C H. Assume that ¢ €

-~

Dom(A) C K is such that ||¢| = 1.

Then
(15.14) lim |(e®/"H ¢ ¢)>" = lim |(e*/"¢,0)>" = e, t>0,
n—oo n—oo
where

7 = 2Im(As, ¢).
Proof. Since ¢ € Dom(A), we have
(eis’zqﬁ, P) =1+ is(/Alqﬁ, @)+ o(e) as €]0.

Therefore, ~
(e, )| =1 — alm(gqﬁ, ¢)+ole) as €10,
and hence

t>0.

)

. it/nA on _ _—2Im(A¢,p)t
Jim (e, 0)|7" =€
By the hypothesis, the Hamiltonian H dilates A and hence
lim (", 9)P" = lim |(/" 4, )" = 7T, 2 0.
n—o0 n—00
O

15.4. Frequent measurements and the time-energy uncertainty principle.
The study of the limit behavior of the survival probability [p.(t/n)]™ as m,n — oo
and m # n in appropriate time-scales is also of definite interest. For instance, if
-+ — 00, we deal with the case of prolonged frequent quantum measurements.
For instance, prolonged frequent measurements with m(n) = n?
“unfreeze” states that were a priory Zeno states.
Indeed, assume that ¢ € Dom(H) and therefore ¢ is a Zeno state. We have

can eventually

(676,0) = 1 +i(H6, 0)t — 5(H6, HOP +o(t%), as 10,
In particular,
(€70, 0)* =1 — t*(AH) +o(t?),

where
AH = (|He|> - (Ho,$)?)"* < 0.
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Therefore,
(15.15) lim |(e/"H ¢, ¢)[27" = e~ (AH)*
n—oo

and the state ¢ exhibits an exponential decay in a non-linear time scale. In other
words, if the quantum system is observed n? times with the “frequency” w = n/t
(t is fixed and n is large) the results of the prolonged frequent measurements of the
survival probability unfreezes the Zeno state ¢ € Dom(H).

More precisely, the state ¢ is a resonant state in the time-scale

t(t) = Vi

in the sense that

(15.16) lim [p(t(t/n))]" = exp (—(AH)2J¢]) .

n—r oo

In this situation one can give an estimate for the survival probability from above
via the angle 6(t) = arccos |(e?*f ¢, #)| between the states ¢ and e*** ¢, which is an
important geometric characteristics of the trajectory ¥(t) = ¢ ¢ in the Hilbert
space.

To do so, we use the Mandelstam-Tamm time-energy uncertainty relation [R1]

(also see [LO])
(15.17) o(t) < tAH (0 <tAH < g) ,
one gets an aposteriory estimate

Jim [(e g, g) P < e,

via the angle 6(t).

16. THE QUANTUM ZENO VERSUS ANTI-ZENO EFFECT ALTERNATIVE

In this section we focus our attention on continuous monitoring of massive one-
dimensional particles on a semi-axis. We assume that the Hamiltonian for a particle
with one degree of freedom is the one-dimensional Schrodinger operator

h? d?
 2m da?
in the Hilbert space L?((0,00)). In the system of units where i = 1 and mass
m = 1/2 the Hamiltonian is given by the differential expression

H=-2_
dx?

with appropriate boundary conditions at the origin. It turns out that the results
of frequent measurements for such quantum systems depend on the specific choice
of the boundary conditions at the origin and they differ qualitatively. For instance,
in the case of the Dirichlet Schrodinger operator, any smooth initial state with
#(0) # 0 is an Anti-Zeno state under the continuous monitoring. In contrast to
this, if the quantum evolution is governed by any other self-adjoint realization of
the second order differentiation operator, then all smooth initial states are Zeno
states.

The proper understanding of this phenomenon requires a more thorough analysis
of the decay properties of quantum systems, which we will proceed below.
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We start with a definition of a resonant state under continuous monitoring in a
non-linear time-scale.

Definition 16.1. Let t(¢) be an increasing continuous function of ¢ such that
t(0) = 0.

We say that the state ¢ is a resonant state under continuous monitoring of the
quantum unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ in the time-scale t(t) if

lim [p(t(t/n))]" = e~

where
p(t) = ("6, 0)|?

is the survival probability.

Remark 16.2. If ¢ € Dom(H), then ¢ is a Zeno state by Proposition in the
standard (linear) time-scale

t(t) =1,
but ¢ is simultaneously a resonant state in the non-linear time-scale

t(t) = Vi

as it follows from (|L5.17) (see Subsection where the concept of a prolonged
frequent measurement is discussed).

First, we treat the case of the Schrodinger operator on the positive semi-axis
with the Dirichlet boundary condition at the origin.

Before formulating the corresponding result recall (see [B]) that if A" denotes
the normal distribution

then
(16.1) FU(A)_2[1—N< ;)] A>0,

defines one-sided stable (Lévy) distribution with index of stability % the character-
istic function f(¢) of which is given by

(16.2) F(t) = exp (—a|t|1/2 (1 i %)) .

It is remarkable that along with the Gaussian and Cauchy distributions, the prob-
ability density function of the Lévy distribution is known in closed form [@]
o )1/ 2 1

p(A) = (% Wf

Our first result shows that for a typical initial state ¢ (¢ € WZ((0,00)) such
that ¢(0) # 0) the spectral measure (Eg (d\)g, ¢) of the state ¢ has r-moments for
all » < 1/2 but not for » = 1/2. Here H denotes the Schrédinger operator with
the Dirichlet boundary condition at the origin. In particular this means that such
states are anti-Zeno states under continuous monitoring of the quantum evolution

g

, A>0.
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¢+ e ¢. However, in the time scale t(t) = t? such states do exhibit exponential
decay. Equivalently, short frequent measurements yield
2
lim (eit/”H¢, ¢)‘ Ve — el

n—roo

for some o > 0.

Theorem 16.3. Let H = L*((0,00)) and
d2
dz?
be the Schrodinger operator with the Dirichlet boundary condition at the origin
Dom(H) = {f € W3((0,00)) | f(0) = 0}.
Suppose that ¢ € WZ((0,00)) is such that $(0) # 0 and |¢| = 1.
Then the distribution function N(X) of the spectral measure
vg(dA) = (Er(dA)¢, ¢)

of the element ¢ belongs to the domain of mormal attraction of the one-sided %—
stable Lévy distribution F, (|L6.1)) the characteristic function of which is given by

(L6.9) with
o= 20

In particular, the state ¢ is a resonant state in the time-scale

(16.3) H——

t(t) = 2.
That is,
(16.4) im [p(t(t/n)]" = exp (~20]t])
where

p(t) = ("o, )

is the survival probability.

Proof. Let H be the restriction of H on

Dom(H) = {f € Dom(H) | f(0) = f'(0) = 0}.
It is known that the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M (z) associated with the pair
(H, H) admits the representation [Bg]
M(z)=iV2z+1, ze€Cy.

By the Stieltjes inversion formula, we have that

MG = [ (55 - ) e,

where 1(d)\) is an absolutely continuous measure supported by the positive semi-
axis with the density
du(N) 1 , V2
16.5 ———= = —Im(M(A+1i0)) = —VA, A>0.
Suppose that gy, ||g+|| = 1, are deficiency elements g+ € Ker((H)* F i) such
that

(16.6) g+ —g— € Dom(H).
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In fact, the deficiency elements g+ of the symmetric operator H can be chosen

as (see, e.g., [BY))
(16.7) g+(x) = 9l/4giPe e

In this case, g4 (0) — g—(0) = 0 which shows that ([[6.6) holds.

One can apply Theorem @ in Appendix C to conclude that there is a unitary
map U from L?((0,00)) onto L?((0,00);du) such that UHU ! is the operator of
multiplication by independent variable in L?((0,00); dp).

Since ) holds, from Remark @ in Appendix C it follows that

©
AFi

V2 _—
2T

and g-(z)=gi(z), z2>0.

(16.8) Ugx)(N) =

, A>0,

for some O] = 1.
By the hypothesis, ¢ € WZ((0,00)) = Dom((H)*). Therefore, in accordance
with von Neumann’s formula the element ¢ admits the representation

(16.9) ¢p=ag++Bg-+h

for some uniquely determined a, 8 € C and h € Dom(H) C Dom(H).
We claim that the distribution function N(A) of the spectral measure

vg(dA) = (En(dA)¢, ¢)

of the element ¢ admits the asymptotic representation

2v/2 2

(16.10) 1-N(\) = 2V2a+ P + oA as A — oo
T VA
Indeed, from ([[6.9) and ([6.9) it follows that
a b

16.11 Up)(A\) = —+~—+ Uh)(A
(16.11) VBN = 1= + 55 + UDOV,
where a = O« and b = ©4. In particular,
(16.12) la 4+ b] = |a+ ).

Working out the computations in the model representation provided by Theorem
@, in Appendix C, we obtain for the distribution function N(X) the representation

> du(s)
s2+1

2
a

(16.13) 1_N(A)_/:° S_i+sii+(Uh)(s) azu(s>:|a+b|2/A

+2Rea5/:0 ((S_lm - 5211) dpu(s)

+2Re/:o( 4 i)mdu(s)

s—1 S

+Am|<vh><s>|2du<A>, A>0.

From (|L6.9) it follows

°° du(s) \/§/°° NG 2v/2 1 _3/2
16.14 -V - _
(16.14) /\ 21 = )\ 32+1d8 - \/X+O(/\ ) as A — oo
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Therefore, for the first term of the right hand side of ([[6.13) we have the asymptotic

representation
% du(s) 22\/_ 1 -
a+ b / = AT3/2),
ja o | = o+ 7= =+ 00

s2+1
Here we have used ([16.19).
The remaining three terms in ([16.1) can be estimated as follows

(16.15) /:O

O,

1 / B
(s — )2 52+1 —>\ s2+1

D16
(16.16) A Sil <= \// 52+1 \// (14 s2)|(UR)(s)]2du(s)
5/4
and
1617) [ IOREP ) < 55 [0+ SIORE) Pduts) = oh7?)

as A — oo.
Here, in ([[6.1() and ([[6.17) we have used that h € Dom(H) C Dom(H), so that
Uh € L*(R; (1 4+ A?)du(N)).
Combining ([[6.14) and the asymptotic estimates ([[6.19)-([[6.17), from ([[6.13),

we get

2v2a + B)?
T VA

Next, we evaluate |a + 3|2 via the boundary data |¢(0)|%.

One observes (see ([[6.9)) that the boundary condition

¢(0) = ag(0) + Bg—(0) + h(0)
holds. Now, since h € Dom(H), we have h(0) = 0, so that
6(0) = ag(0) + Bg-(0) = 2'*(a + )
as it follows from ([[6.7). Hence,

(16.18) 1-N(\) = + oA™Y as A — oo

16(0)1*

V2

Now, taking into account that ¢(0) # 0, from ([[6.1) we get the asymptotic
representation

la+ B> =

2 16(0)|?

N =1- SNVE

Moreover, since H is a non-negative operator, we obviously have
N(A) =0, A<O.

By Theorem @ in Appendix H, the distribution N(\) belongs to the domain
of normal attraction of the one-sided stable Lévy distribution F, with the charac-
teristic function

(16.19) F() = exp (—a|t|1/2 (1 i é_|)> ,

(140(1)) as X\ — oo.
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0= \/gld)(o)lz-

Indeed, the distribution NV(3) satisfies the conditions (@) and -) of Theorem
@ in Appendix H with o = %,

where

2
;|¢(O)|2 and ¢ =0.

C1

Therefore, N(A) belongs to the domain of normal attraction of a stable law with
the characteristic function

F(t) = exp (—U|t|1/2 (1 - iﬁ%w (t, %))) .

Here

o= (erted (5) = 2P -a(3).

™ 2
— €1~ ¢ —
p= c1 + co o
1 ™
w (t, §> = tan (Z) = 1,
and
1 T 1
d (5) = 1"(1/2)6051 = 5\/%

The main assertion of the theorem is now proven.
To complete the proof of the theorem it remains to apply the 1/2-stable limit
theorem to see that

. . 9 2n _ 1/2
(16.20) nh_)rrgo |(exp (in*tH) ¢,9)|" = exp( 20|t| ),

which justifies ) by a change of variables.
O

The situation is quite different for any other self-adjoint realization of the free
Schrodinger operator H’ on the semi-axis. In this case, the spectral measure
(Er(d\)¢, ¢) of a typical state ¢ € WZ((0,00)) has r-moments for all r < 3/2.
As a consequence, such states are Zeno states under continuous monitoring of the
quantum evolution ¢ — e /¢. However, ¢ becomes a resonant state in the time
scale t(t) = t2/3. Equivalently, prolonged measurements “unfreeze” the quantum
system and

lim (eit/an), ¢) 2nv/n _ €7<7'\t|3/2

n—roo

for some o’ > 0.

Theorem 16.4. Let H = L*((0,00)), v € R and

[ -
(16.21) H' =

be the Schrddinger operator with the mixed boundary condition at the origin

Dom(H') = {f € W3((0,00)) | f'(0) +7f(0) = 0}.
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Suppose that ¢ € W3((0,00)), |||l = 1, and assume, in addition, that
#(0) +76(0) £0.
Then the distribution function N(X) of the spectral measure
vg(dA) = (En (dX), ¢)

of the element ¢ belongs to the domain of normal attraction of the 3/2-stable law
with the characteristic function

F(t) = exp (=o/It2(1 + isgn(t))

7= 2\ 210 4 2000

In particular, the state ¢ is a resonant state in the time-scale

where

t(t) = t¥/3.
That s,
(16.22) Jim [p(t(t/m))]" = exp (~20]t) .
where

p(t) = ("o, )

is the survival probability.
Proof. Let H be the symmetric restriction of the operator H’ on
Dom(H) = {f € Dom(H")| f(0) = f'(0) = 0}.

Denote by g+, |lg=| = 1, the deficiency elements of the symmetric operator H

(16.23) g+(z) = 9l/4ei o= Fa and g_(z) = g+(2)0,
where O is chosen in such a way to ensure that
(16.24) g+ — g— € Dom(H').

The parameter © can be determined as follows. From ([16.24) it follows that
g+ () — g—(z) should satisfy the boundary condition

(94(0) = g"(0)) +~(g+(0) — g-(0)) = 0

and hence
(16.25) (C—CO)+~(1-1) =0,
where

2
(16.26) (= g(l —1).
Solving ([[6.29) for © yields

0= Q“L_”Y
¢+~

Since ([[6.24) holds, one can apply Theorem [C.] in Appendix C, and the same
reasoning as the one in the proof of Theorem shows that the leading term of

the asymptotics of the distribution function N () is given by

(16.27) 1-N) = | +ﬁ|2/°0 du(s)
A

1 +oAT*) as A — oo
s
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Here p(dX) is the measure associated with the Herglotz-Nevanlinna decomposition
for the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M (z) associated with the pair (H, H')

1 A
M(z) = A Y au
(2) /spec(H’) (/\_Z /\2+1) u( )

and « and 3 are determined by the von Neumann decomposition

(16.28) ¢ =agy + 09— +h, heDom(H).

To justify the asymptotic representation ([16.27) we argue as follows.

First recall, that it is known that the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with
the pair (H, H') has the form
cosa + sina(iv2z + 1)
sina — cosa(iv2z + 1)’
Here the boundary condition parameter v and (the von Neumann extension) pa-
rameter « are related as @]

(16.29) M(z) = zeCy.

(16.30) y=2"12(1-tana), a# g

From ([16.29) it follows that the restriction of the measure u(d)\) on the positive
semi-axis is an absolutely continuous measure with the density given by
dp(N)

1 .

Explicit computations show that

1 ! ina(ivah + 1
Lim(M(A + i0))dh = L S50 sia(VA + 1)
T T sina — cosa(iv2A + 1)

1. (cosa+sina(iv2A+ 1))(sina — cosa(—iv2A + 1))
= —Im
i (sina — cos @)? + 2\ cos? «
B lIm (cos a + sina 4 iv2A sin &) (sin a — cos a + v/ 2\ cos @)
T (sina — cos a)? + 2\ cos? a
1 V2
= — , A>0.
7 (sina — cosa)? + 2A cos? «
Therefore,
1 V2
(16.31) du(X) = A> 0.

7 (sina — cosa)? 4+ 2Acos?2 o

To justify ([L6.27), in particular, to see that the error term is of the order of
0()\_7/4) as A — 00, we argue exactly as in the proof of Theorem . To do so, we
need to estimate the following three integrals (we use the notation from the proof

(s—i)2 241

Of Theorem )
B /
A

~ [TR()
A E gus)

1 1

‘du(S),

11 =

)




DISSIPATIVE AND NON-UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS 91

and
= Uh)(s)|? u(s
III /A [(UR)(8)|” du(s).

We have (as A — o0)

3 [ du(s) —5/2
16.32 1< < = .

Since h € Dom(H) € Dom(H), and therefore Uh € L2(R; (1 + A2)du()\))), we also
have the asymptotic estimates

1 °° du(s) o .
(16.33) 1< X\/A . \//A (14 s2)[(UR)(s)|2du(s) = o(A~7/%)

s2+1
and
1 [ _
(16.34) 1T < 55 A (14 sH)[(UL)(s)*du(s) = o(A™?)
as A — oo.
Therefore,

T+IT+1IT=0A"T%) as \— oo,
which completes the justification of the representation ([16.27).
Next, combining ([[6.27) and ([[6.31)) we obtain
1 V2s ds
1-N\) = 2 — )\77/4
W) = ler+ 6l A w(sina—cosa)z—|—250032a52+1+O( )

V2

3mcos? a

= |a+ B AT32(1 4 0(1)) + oA/

(16.35) :|a+6|2§((\/§7—1)2+1)x3/2(1+o(1))+o(x7/4) as A — oo,

Here we have used the relation

1
— = (VB =12+

that easily follows from ([[6.30). Recall that o # 5 and therefore cos a # 0.
Our next claim is that

(16.36) oo+ B2 = %@wmmon?
From ([L6.2§) it follows that
(16.37) $(0) = ag+(0) + Bg—(0) = ag+(0) + 669+ (0) = (a + §©)2"/*
and
(16.38) ¢'(0) = ag!,.(0) + B9 (0) = (al + B(O)2"/*,

where ( is given by (|L6.26]).
Rewriting ([[6.37) and ([6.39) as
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and solving this system of algebraic equations one obtains

()= 60 (% 7))

Therefore,
1 :
a+f= m[(c@ —)9(0) + (1 - ©)¢'(0)]
_ 1-0© 66 - C /
~ e g 160+ 0]
From ([[6.29) it follows that B
_©-¢
’7 - 1 _ ("') 9
so that
1-06
a+f= Wg_ohﬂo) +¢(0)].
One also observes that
1-0 1
0(¢-¢ ¢+
which yields
la+ B* = \Tl |2|<J5( ) +79(0)[?

= —W(O) +76(0)[%,

and the claim ([L6.3() follows.
Combining ([.6.37) and ([[6.30) and taking into account that ¢'(0) +v$(0) # 0
(by the hypothesis), we finally obtain the asymptotic representation

(16.39) 1—-N(\) =l|a+ ﬁFQ((\/% — 12+ DA 32(1 4 0(1))

_ 1 \/_(\/_7_—1) / 2—3/2 o
B V2 3m (7_4)24_% |9(0) + ¢ (0)["A (I1+0(1))

- %W(o) +90(0)PA32(1 + o(1)) as A — oo,

Notice that for v < 0 the operator H' has a simple eigenvalue \g = —v? and
therefore N(A) = 0 whenever A < —v2, and N(\) = 0 for all A < 0 if v > 0.
Therefore,

(16.40) lim |[AP2N(A) =0
A——00

By Theorem @ in Appendix H, the distribution N(\) belongs to the domain
of normal attraction of the one-sided %—stable distribution with the characteristic
function

(16.41) f(t) = exp (‘“/“'3/2 (1 1 ﬂ))

where
_2 z / 2
3\/;|¢ (0) +~v4(0)
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Indeed, the distribution N () satisfies the conditions ([1.4) and ([T.3) of Theorem
m in Appendix H with o = %

€ = 3%|¢'(0) +796(0)*> and ¢ =0.

By Theorem [[I.], N(\) belongs to the domain of normal attraction of a stable law
with the characteristic function

(o (- (3))

where the parameters ¢’ and 8 are given by

7 = (et ed(3) = 200) 20024 (3).

C1 —C2
= = 17
b 1+ C2
with
3 3 1
d <§> - r(—1/2)cos£ = ;v
and

£2) = tan (37 1
— | =tan| — ) = —1.
“\"2 1
Now ([L6.41]) follows.
To complete the proof of the theorem it remains to apply the 3/2-stable limit
theorem to see that

2n
(16.42) lim (exp (in_2/3tH) o, gb) ‘ = exp (—2a'|t|3/2) ,
n—oo
which justifies ([L6.29) by a change of variables. O

Remark 16.5. The right hand side of ) is the characteristic functions of the
Holtsmark distribution [@] The Holtsmark distribution is a special case of a
symmetric stable distribution with the index of stability & = 3/2 and skewness
parameter 3 = 0 (see Appendix [, egs. ([L..1), ([L.J) with o = 3/2 and 8 = v = 0).

Scholium. The 1/2- and 3/2-central limit theorems, Theorems and [[6.4],
respectively, show that the results of continuous monitoring of the quantum evolu-
tion of a smooth state ¢ are rather sensitive to the choice of a self-adjoint realization

of the Hamiltonian, the Schrodinger operator () and(), respectively.
For instance, for the Schrodinger operator H with the Dirichlet boundary con-

dition at the origin we have

. . _ 1/2
lim [(e"/" g, g)PV = 72

a—fw P

Therefore, if the probability density |¢(0)|? to find a quantum particle at the origin
does not vanish, then the state ¢ is an antl-Zeno state. That is,

lim_|(¢"/"" ¢, )" = 0.
n—oo

where
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In the meanwhile, for the Schrodinger operator H’ with the mixed boundary
condition

f(0) +~£(0) =0,
one obtains that
: it/nH’ 2nym _ =20 |t|*/?
Jim |(77 ¢, 9)] e ,

7= 22160 + 200

lim_|(¢"/" g, 6)[*" = 1.
n—oo

where

Hence,

In other words, any smooth state ¢ is a Zeno state under the continuous monitoring
of the evolution ¢ — /"' ¢ where H' is any self-adjoint realizations of the second
differentiation operator different form the Friedrichs extension H of H.

We summarize the observations above in a more formal way.

Corollary 16.6. Suppose that ¢ € W3((0,00)), ||¢]| = 1.

(i) Let H be the Schrodinger operator with the Dirichlet boundary condition at
the origin. Then ¢ is a Zeno state under the continuous monitoring of the
unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ if and only if $(0) = 0. Otherwise, ¢ is an
anti-Zeno state.

(ii) If H' is any other self-adjoint realization of the differential expression

d2

dz?

different from its Friedrichs extension, then ¢ is a Zeno state under the
continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢.

Proof. (i). If ¢(0) = 0, then ¢ € Dom(H) and therefore ¢ is a Zeno state under the
continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution ¢ + e®*H ¢. If $(0) # 0, by Theorem
the distribution function of the spectral measure of the element ¢ belongs to
the domain of attraction of a 1/2-stable law, and therefore ¢ is an anti-Zeno state
by Lemma .

(ii). Notice that for any self-adjoint extension H’ different from the Friedrichs
extension H the domain of the quadratic form of H' coincides with the Sobolev class
W3 ((0,00)). Since ¢ € WZ((0,00)) C W3 ((0,00)), we have that the distribution
N(A) of the spectral measure (Ep (d\)¢, ¢) of the state ¢ has the first moment and
hence ¢ is necessarily a Zeno state.

O

Remark 16.7. (i). In the case of the Schrodinger operator H with the Dirichlet
boundary condition at the origin, one can slightly relax the smoothness requirement
on the state ¢ that ¢ € W3((0,00)): If ¢ € W} ((0,00)) only and ¢(0) = 0, then the
state ¢ belongs to the domain of the quadratic form of the Schrodinger operator H.
In this case, ¢ is also a Zeno state under the continuous monitoring of the unitary
evolution ¢ — e ¢ by Proposition [15.3.

(ii). From Theorem it follows that the spectral measure

vg(dA) = (En (dN)9, ¢)
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of the state ¢ has moments of order r for all r < % In particular, the state ¢ belongs
to the domain of the quadratic form of H' and therefore, ¢ is a Zeno state under
the continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution ¢ + e*# lqb by Proposition .

(iii). As far as the domain issues are concerned, we have the following inclusions

Dom(H) € Dom(H) C Dom((H)*) = W2((0,00))
and
Dom((F)*) N Dom(H'/2) = Dom(H) = {f € WE((0,00)) | f(0+) = 0}
for the Friedrichs extension H of H, H > 0. For any self-adjoint extension H’
different from the Friedrichs extension H we have
Dom(H) € Dom(H') € Dom((H)*) € Dom(|H'|*/?) = W3((0, o0))
and therefore
Dom((£1)*) N Dom(|H'['/2) = Dom(([1)*) = WE((0,0)).
Notice that for the Friedrichs extension H we have
Dom(H"/2) = { € W2 ((0,00)) | f(0+) = 0} # Dom(|H|/2) = W2 ((0, ),

which explains the peculiar “phase transition” in the relative geometry of domains
(the Sobolev spaces) when replacing the Friedrichs extension H with any other
self-adjoint extension H'.

17. THE QUANTUM ZENO EFFECT VERSUS EXPONENTIAL DECAY ALTERNATIVE

Throughout this section we assume that Y is a metric graph in one of the Cases
(i)-(iii) (see the classification in the beginning of Section 4). Denote by (D, D, D)
the triple of differentiation operators on Y as introduced in Section E

Recall that in Case (i), the metric graph has the form Y = (—o0,0) U (0, ), in
Case (ii), Y = (0,¢), in Case (iii), Y = (—00,0) U (0,00) U (0, ¢). Also recall that
the reference self-adjoint operator D is the differentiation operator on the graph Y
defined on

Dom(D) = {foo S W;(Y) | foo(0+) = _foo(o_)}v
Dom(D) = {fe € W5 (Y)| fe(0) = — fe(£)},

foo(0+) = kfoo(o_) +v1- k2f€(€)
fe(0+)  =VT—F2fc(0-) = kfe(0) |

in Cases (i)—(iii), respectively. Here 0 < k < 1 is the parameter from the bound-

ary condition () (the quantum gate coefficient) that determines the symmetric

operator D in Case (iii).

More generally, see Theorem below, we will also deal with the triples
(D, D, Dg) where Dg, |©] = 1 is the self-adjoint operator referred to in Theo-
rem p.1.

Our main concern is to study small-time asymptotic behavior of the quantum
survival probability

Dom(D) = {foo & fr e Wy (Y)

p(t) = (o, )P as t—0,
where H = D, or, more generally, H = Dg, the magnetic Hamiltonian. We also
assume that the state ¢ belongs to the test space

£ = Dom((D)").
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We obviously have the inclusion

LS Pws(e),

eCY

where the sum is taken over all edges e of the graph Y.
The main goal of this section is to show that the survival probability under
continuous monitoring of the quantum evolution

e, pel,

on the metric graph either experiences an exponential decay or, alternatively, the
quantum Zeno effect takes place. This justifies the complementarity of the Expo-
nential Decay and the Quantum Zeno Effect scenarios for hyperbolic systems first
indicated in [B().

We start our analysis with the observation that the normalized deficiency ele-
ments of the symmetric operator D are resonant states under continuous monitoring
of the unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ where H = D.

Lemma 17.1. Suppose that a metric graph Y is in one of the Cases (i) — (iii) and
D is the symmetric differentiation operator on Y with boundary conditions (EI),
(ED) and (), respectively. Let go € Ker((D)* Fil), |lg+|| = 1, be normalized
deficiency elements g+ of the symmetric operator D. Then g+ are equidistributed,
that is, g+ have the same spectral measure

(17.1) v(dA) = (Eu(dN)g+,9+) = (Eu(dN)g—,9-),

where the Hamiltonian H is given by the differentiation operator D.
Moreover,

(17.2) i A ((A,00) = Tim v (o0, )
1, in Case (4)
= — < coth £, in Case (i)

/ . ...
coth &5, in Case (iii)

Here, in Case (iii),
1
¢ =log —
5k
and 0 < k < 1 is the quantum gate coefficient from the boundary condition (@)
that determines the symmetric operator D in Case (ii7).
In particular, the deficiency elements g+ are resonant states with respect to the

continuous monitoring of the unitary dynamics g+ — e g,

In this case,

(17.3) lim |(e”/"Hgi,gi)|2” = eiTlt‘,

n—roo
where the decay constant T is given by
1, in Case (i)
T =24 coth &, in Case (ii) .

AV
coth 5=, in Case (iii)
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Proof. Let M(z) be the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (D, D).
By Corollary @,

(17.4) M) = [ (52 - 15 ) v

where the measure p(d)) is given by

d, in Case (i)
1
(175) HdA) = T 2Z coth £ 34 c7 0 eern= (dX), in Case (ii)
[2
coth 5P (6X — ) dA, in Case (iii)

Here, in Case (iii),

1—r2

Plg)=— s
(%) 1+72—2rcose

denotes the Poisson kernel.

Recall that by Lemma the operator Disa prime symmetric operator. There-
fore, Theorem @ in Appendix C ensures the existence of a unitary map U from
L?(Y) onto the Hilbert space L?(R, du), where u(d)) is given by ([L7.5), with the
following properties:

(i) UDU! coincides with the operator of multiplication by independent vari-
able and
(ii) the deficiency elements g+ get mapped to simple fractions

Ug+)(\) = )\6—; for some |©4]=1.

In particular, for any Borel set 6 C R we have

Eu0)91.9:) = EnlO)g-9-) = [ G,

which shows that g4 are equidistributed and hence the spectral measure v(d)) in
(IL7.1)) is well defined.
It follows that

M((\, 0)) = )\/:O j;‘f)l

In Case (i), in view of ([[7.1]) we have the following asymptotic representation

<1 ds 1
)\1/(()\,00))—)\/A ;524_1—;(14—0(1)) as A — 400,

which proves that the first limit in ([L7.9) exists and coincides with the right hand

side of (|L7.9).
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In Case (ii), by ([79),

2 l 1
)\V(()\,OO)) = )\Z coth — — <3
2 (thl)wz)\ (W) _|_1

(L)' [ oy

2w

2
= 7 coth

2

12

1 14
= — coth 5 (1+0(1)) as A— +oo,
T

~ N s

proving the first equality ([L7.9) in Case (ii).
Finally, in Case (iii), using (|L7.5) we have

1 L+ > ds
Av((A, 00)) = - coth A/\ Py (s —m) 71
!
= lCOthé_Fé (1—|—0(1)) as A\ — +OO7
T

which shows that the first limit in ([[7.9) exists and coincides with the right hand
side of ([[7.d). Here we used that the Poisson kernel admits the representation

1—72

P(s= ——M—F——
(5) 14172 —2rcoss

=14 G, (s),
where G,.(s) is a bounded 27m-periodic function with zero mean over the period such
that
) ° ds
lim A Gefg/ (ES — 7T)2— =
Aotoo Jy s +1
Notice that the equality above can be justified by integration by parts.
In a completely similar way one shows that in all Cases (i)-(iii) the second limit
in ([[7.9) exists and coincides with the right hand side of ([[7.2).
O

Remark 17.2. In Case (i), one can apply the residue theorem to see that the survival
probability amplitude (e**”g., g+ ) itself is exponentially decaying as

; 1 1% ¢ dA _
(ethiagi):;/ eAt/\2+1:e It

which in particular implies () In this case the result of continuous monitoring
of the corresponding quantum system on the time interval [0,¢] and a “one time
observation” at the moment of time ¢ are identical. That is,

(/" Pgy,g0)" = (e"Pgs,g1)
and therefore

|(eit/nD |2n — |(eitD

g+, 9+) g+,9+)]* forall t.

In this exceptional (resonant) case the continuous monitoring can neither stop nor
modify the evolution.
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To understand better fine decay properties of a particular state from the test
space L = Dom(D*) we need a comprehensive information about the boundary
functionals associated with the von Neumann decomposition of the test space

(17.6) £ = Dom((D)*) = Ker((D)* — iI)+ Ker((D)* + iI)+Dom(D).

Lemma 17.3. Suppose that a metric graph Y is in one of the Cases (i)-(iii) and
D is the symmetric differentiation operator on Y with boundary conditions (EI),
(@) and (@), respectively. Denote by g+ the deficiency elements of the symmetric

operator D referred to in Lemma .

Assume that ¢ € L = Dom((D)*) and let

(17.7) ¢ =agy +Bg-+f, ¢€Dom((D)"),
be the decomposition associated with von Neumann’s formula (L7.4), where o, 8 € C

and f € Dom(D).
Then

Poo(0—) + oo (0+), in Case (i)
(178) a+8= \/% JJtanh £ (66(0) + éx(6)) in Case (ii)

\/tanh % (@(f) — —¢”(O+)%f52°°(07)) , in Case (ii7)

1
¢ =log -
ng

where, in Case (iit),

and 0 < k < 1 is the quantum gate coefficient from the boundary condition (@)
that determines the symmetric operator D in Case (iii).

Proof. In Case (i), we have

Poo () = V267X (_o0,0)(T) + BV26 " X(0,00) (7) + f()

for some f € Dom(D).
Since f(0—) = f(0+) = 0, we have
boo(0—) = /2 and ¢ (0+) = SV2.

Therefore
Poo(04) + Poo(0+)

7 :

a+ =
proving ([[7.g) in that case.

In Case (ii),
2 T 2 l—x
do(z) = o 1¢ +p ST + f(x)
a+ef= \/ 622_ 1¢g(0)
ela+ B = \/ 6262_ 1¢g(€).

et =1¢0(0) + pe(£) ¢ $0(0) + ¢e(f)
a+p= P 7 = tanh§ 7\/5 ,

and therefore

and

Hence
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proving ([[7.d) in Case (ii).
In Case (iii), the elements ¢ and f from the von Neumann decomposition ([[7.7)

are the two-component vector functions

_ (9= _ ([~
o= (%) wa 1= ().
From () it follows that
z) = V1 — k2€"X(—o0,0)(®) — BEV L — k2" X (0,00)(7) + foo(®), T ER,

and

bo(x) = ale® + BEke ™ + fo(z), x €0,0),
where the norming constant £ is given by

2
§= 20 _ L2

In particular,

=) = abV1 k2 + foo (0-),
Do (04) = —BEVT — k2e" + foo (0
$e(0) = age’ + kBE + fo(0).
Since f € Dom(D), the boundary conditions
foo(0+) = kfoo (0-),
= V11 fw(0-),
fell) =

—)=alV1—k?+7,
Do (0+) = —BEVT — k2 + kv,
de(0) = age’ + kB¢,
where we use the shorthand notation
7 = foo(0-).

Combing the obtained equations we arrive at the following system of equations

V1—k2 0 1 af T
0 —e'1-k2 k BEl=1vy],

hold and hence

e’ k 0 v z
where
x oo (0—)
z oe(0)

Taking into account that the inverse matrix of the system is of the form

X 2 k TR
ket —et —kv1— k2

20 _ .2 _ 2
(€ = ROVI—k2 \ 20 T92 _pyT=R2  —ef(1 — &2)
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one easily obtains that

 —Kz+ky+eV1—k%z kefx — ety — kv1 — k22

Y SN
Therefore,
OZ+[3 — 5*1 (kel — k2)17 + (k — el)y_F (el _ k)mz

(€ — k21— k2
(ke — k) hoo (0=) + (k — €)oo (04) + (e — k)V/T — K2 (L)

=¢ (@ — VIR

— 1 ¢oo(0+> — k¢m(0_)
=£ 1m (Qbe(@— ) >
RN | 9u(04) — ks (0-)

which completes the proof of ([L7.9) in Case (iii).

The main result of this section is the following

Theorem 17.4 (EXPONENTIAL DECAY-QUANTUM ZENO EFFECT ALTERNATIVE).
Suppose that a metric graph Y is in one of the Cases (i)-(iii). Let D be the sym-
metric differentiation operator given by (1)), (L) and (L), respectively. Assume,

in addition, that ¢ € Dom((D)*), ||¢|| = 1.
Let H = Dg, |©] = 1, be the (magnetic) Hamiltonian referred to in Theorem

]

Then
(17_9) lim |(eit/nH¢7 ¢)|2n — e—'r(@)\t|, teR,
n— o0
where the decay constant 7(©) is given by
[9¢00 (0—) + oo (04) %, in Case (i)
(17.10) 7(0) = { 19¢¢(€) + ¢4(0)[?, , Case (ii)
Oy (l) — %\/%(0—) , in Case (iti)

Here 0 < k < 1 is the quantum gate coefficient from the boundary condition (@)
that determines the symmetric operator D in Case (iii).

In particular, the state ¢ € L = Dom((D)*) is a resonant state under continuous
monitoring of the quantum unitary evolution ¢ — e ¢ if and only if

¢ ¢ Dom(H) = Dom(Dg).
Otherwise, the state ¢ is a Zeno state.

Proof. Part 1. First, we prove the assertion in the particular case of © = 1, where
the Hamiltonian H is given by the differentiation operator D, i.e.,
H =D = Dglo=1.

Since ¢ € Dom((D)*), by the von Neumann formula, the element ¢ admits a
unique decomposition

(17.11) ¢ =agy + Bg-+ f,
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where «, 8 € C, f € Dom(D). Here we choose the deficiency elements g+ to be

given by (£4), (-7), and finally by ([£d) and ([£.9) whenever the graph Y is in Cases
(i), (i), and (iii), respectively.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that the operator H = D is already
realized in its model representation in the Hilbert space L?(R;du) as the operator
of multiplication by independent variable with the measure p(d\) determined by
(). |

Indeed, the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M (D,D (z) associated with the pair (D, D)
and given by ([.I]) admits the representation ) with the measure u(d\) from
(L7.5). By Lemma , the symmetric differentiation operator D is prime and
therefore the Hamiltonian H = D is unitarily equivalent to its model representation
in the Hilbert space L%(R;du) by Theorem in Appendix C. By Lemma ,

g+ — g— € Dom(H) = Dom(D).

Therefore, one can also assume that the decomposition ([L7.11)) takes place in the
model Hilbert space L?(R;du), where the deficiency elements g+ are given by the
partial fractions (see Remark @ in Appendix C)

g+ = AER p—ae,

1
and
(17.12) f e L?(R; (1 + MA)du(N).

The spectral measure (Eg(d\)@, @) of the element ¢ can be evaluated as follows

2
(%@%@:A

dp(A),
with 6 C R a Borel set.
Therefore,

(17.13) (Ex(0)$,¢) = o+ B

1 1
3= T W

dp(A)
5 A2 1

+2Rea3/6<()\_1i)2 - /\QIJrl)du(A)

+ 2Re/ <a% + ﬂi) FN)du(N)

s —i PN+
+Aww%m»

It turns out that the first term in ([[7.13) determines the leading term of the
asymptotics in the heavy-tailed distribution of the spectral measure (Eg(d\)o, @)
whenever

a+ 3 #0.
Indeed, we have
1 1 du(s)

2
I =: — d < - .
‘/|s>>\ (s—i)? s>+ 1‘ uls) < A ~/|s>>\ s2+1

By Lemma , the following limit exists,
d
lim A / u(s) < 00
|

A——+oo HESY 52 —+ 1
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and therefore
I=0\2%) as \— 4oo.

f(s)
/|>/\ Edu(5)|

1
SX\/ o>a 57 +1 \//>A1+S2 F(s)duls)

=o(A%?) as A — +o0,

where we have used ([[7.12).

Finally,

Next,

Il =:

= S 2 S
11 = /Im F($)[? dpu(s)

i 52 s)|? s)=0o(A"%) as 00
<5 [ 0 DIt =00 a5 A0

Therefore,
T+ IT+1IT=0A"%%) as \— +oo

and from ([[7.1) we obtain
AEn(Ovo0)ond) = o+ 572 [ P4 o012 as Ao
A

In a similar way one proves that

2 - du(s) —1/2
)\(EH((—OO, _)‘))¢7 ¢) = |Oé + ﬁ| A 82 T 1 + 0()\ ) as A — 00.
By Lemma ,
_ 1 in Case (i)
oo d A d )
)\hIE /\/ 52#—(1—5)1 = )\hIE )\/ SQM—(S>1 = ( coth £, in Case (i) .
—+00 —+00
A o coth z+e , in Case (iii)
Therefore,
lim A(Ex((A,00))¢,¢) = Tim AEx((—00,—A))¢, ¢)
A——+oo A——+oo
) 1, in Case (i)
= —|a+ B>} coth &, in Case (ii) .
T

coth “—2/, in Case (iii)
On the other hand, from Lemma, ] it follows that

) e (0—) + ¢oo(0+)| ; in Case (i)

(17.14)  Ja+ B> = 3 tanh § |¢¢(0) + ¢ (€)]? in Case (ii)

, 2
tanh 55 ‘(bg(f) - %\/%”(0_) , in Case (iii)

Here, in Case (iii),
1
¢ =log —.
g ¢

103
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Hence
Jm AEr((A,00))¢,¢) = lim A(Eg (=00, —A))¢, ¢)
oo (0—) + doo (04) % in Case (i)
= L L 1600) + ge0), | in Case (i)
T
‘@(5) - %\/%(0—) , in Case (iii)

To complete the proof of () in case © = 1 it remains to apply Theorem .
Part 2. Now we can treat the general case of an arbitrary O, |©] = 1.
Let H = Dg be the magnetic Hamiltonian in Case (i). Denote by Ug the unitary
operator in L?(Y) = L?(R) defined as

(Ue f)() = OX (—o0,0)(2) f(2) + X(0,00) () f ().
One verifies that
Dg = UegDU§
and therefore
lim |(ezt/nH¢7 ¢)|2n = lim |(eit/nD@¢7 ¢)|2n = lim
n—00 n—00 n—00
By Part 1 of the proof,
lim (" PUE, U59) > = exp (—|(U¢e0)(04) + (U doo) (0-)[[2])

= exp (—|¢Oo(0+) + 9¢oo(0_)|2|t|) .

(eit/"DUé¢, Ué¢)|2n

Therefore,
7(0) = [0 (0+) + Odoo (0-) [,
which proves ([[7.1(]) in Case (i).

In Cases (i) and (iii), we have the commutation relation (cf. (.4))
s
where Ug the unitary multiplication operator in L?(Y) given by

(Uod(x)) = e “F%¢(x), ze€V.

D@—U@<D+M

Therefore,

lim |(eit/nH¢, ¢)|2n — lim |eit“f£® (eit/nDU*(jﬁ, U*¢)|2n
n—o0 n—00

= lim |(€it/"DU*¢, U*¢)|2n.

n—oo

Now the claim ( follows by applying the result of Part 1 of the proof to the
state U*¢.

To complete the proof it remains to show that under the hypothesis that ¢ €
Dom((D)*) the decay constant 7(©) vanishes if and only if ¢ € Dom(Dg). Indeed,
if ¢ € Dom(De) C Dom(|Dg|/?), then ¢ is a Zeno state (by Proposition [[5.3) and
hence 7(©) = 0. One can also see right away that the boundary conditions (f.1]),
() and (&) imply 7(©) = 0. |

The converse (under the hypothesis that ¢ € Dom(D)*)) is also true. It is
obvious in Cases (i) and (ii). In Case (iil) the equality 7(0) = 0 implies

(17.15) O(0) T
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and since ¢ € Dom((D)*), from ([.4) it also follows that
(17.16) foc (0-) — e 3o0(04) — /T — k2 6(0) = 0.
Multiplying ([[7.19) by k and using ([[7.14) we obtain

o k¢00(0+) _ kz(boo (O_)

~ Poo(0=) = VI = k2 $4(04) — E* ¢ (0—)
a V1- k2

= V1= koo (0—) = ¢4(0),
which shows that
(17.17) ?0(0) = V1 — k2050 (0—) — kO (¥).
From ([L7.15) and ([L7.17) we get
<¢w(o+)> _ ( k V1— k?@) (%(o-))
be(0) VI—k2 kO bo(0)
and hence (f.J) holds proving that ¢ € Dom(Dg). O

Let D be the maximal dissipative differential operator defined by (@) (with
k = 0) whenever the graph Y is in Case (i) and by (B.4) and () whenever the
graph Y is in Cases (ii) and (iii), respectively. Assume, in addition, that the initial
state ¢ is such that ¢ € Dom(D) U Dom(D*).

The following lemma shows that under these assumptions the decay rate of the
state ¢ under continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution

(17.18) ¢ et

is determined by the state only and is, in fact, independent of the self-adjoint
realization H = Dg of the symmetric differentiation operator D.

Lemma 17.5. Assume the hypothesis of Theorem . Let D be the mazimal
dissipative differential operator defined by (E) (with k = 0) whenever the graph
Y is in Case (i) and by (B]) and (B.]) whenever the graph Y is in Cases (ii) and
(1i1), respectively.

Then, the decay constant T = 7(0) given by (17.10) does not depend on © if and
only if

¢ € Dom(D) U Dom((D)*).
In this case,
|oo (0—)|?, in Case (i)

~

(17.19) T =1 |oe(0)?, in Case (ii) , whenever ¢ € Dom(D),
loe(0)]?, in Case (i)
and
|Poo (0+)]2, in Case ()
(17.20) 7= < |¢e(0))%, in Case (ii) , whenever ¢ € Dom((D)*).
|¢°°(O+)likkﬁ°°(o_)|2, in Case (iii)

Here, in Case (iii), k is the quantum gate coefficient.
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Proof. Tt is easily seen from ([L7.1(]) that the decay constant 7(©) does not depend
on O if and only if either

$oo(04) =0, in Case (i)
(17.21) ¢e(0) =0, in Case (ii) ,
oo (04) = koo (0—), in Case (iii)
or
$oo(0—) =0, in Case (i)
(17.22) de(£) =0 in Case (ii)
¢e(£) =0, in Case (iii),
or both.

Recall that the boundary conditions (B.])) (with & = 0), (B4), and (B.9) for the
dissipative differentiation operator D yield

(17.23) o0 (0+) =0 (in Case (i)
¢¢(0) =0 (in Case (ii))

and
$oo(0+) = koo (0—) .
(17.24) {@(0) TR (0-) (in Case (iii)).

Notice that in Case (iii) the first condition in ([[7.24) implies the second one when-

ever ¢ € Dom((D)*). Indeed, the membership ¢ € Dom((D)*) means that
d)oo(o_) - k¢00(0+) —V1-k? ¢E(O) =0

by Lemma and the claim follows by a simple computation.
Now,. it is straightforward to see that under the hypothesis that ¢ EAE =
Dom((D)*) the boundary conditions ([[7.21)) hold if and only if ¢ € Dom(D). In

this case ([L7.19) follows from ([[7.1(]) in Theorem [[7.4]
Next, the boundary conditions for the adjoint operator (D)* (P.13)) (with k = 0),

(p.14), and (0.19) can be rewritten as
(17.25) $oo(0—) =0 (in Case (i))
=0

oe(0) (in Case (ii))
and
Poo(0—) = koo (04) + V1 = k2¢0(0) .
(17.26) {@(6) ~0 (in Case (iii)).

By Lemma [L.9, the first condition in ([[7.2) simply means that ¢ € Dom((D)*).
Therefore, the boundary conditions ([[7.29) hold if and only if and ¢ € Dom(D*),
In this case ([17.2(]) follows from ([17.1(]) in Theorem [L7.4.

O

If the initial state ¢ is taken from the somewhat narrower test space

~ ~ .

M = Dom(D) U Dom((D))* € Dom((D)*) = L,

then Lemma [[7.] states that continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution ([L7.18)
is universal (in the sense that the corresponding decay rate 7 referred to in Lemma
is independent of the choice of the magnetic Hamiltonian H).
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In this case, i.e. if @ € M, the universal exponent 7 can also be recognized as
the decay rate associated with continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution

(17.27) ¢ eithep

in an extended Hilbert $ containing L?(Y) as a proper subspace. Here ) = L?(X),
where X is the full metric graph: X = YUY if the metric graph Y in Cases (i) and
(iii), and X can be identified with R if Y = (0,¢) is in Case (ii), the Hamiltonian H
is a self-adjoint dilation of the dissipative differentiation operator ﬁ, and the new
state (;AS € L3(X) of the extended quantum system is identified with the initial state
¢ being naturally imbedded to the space = L?(X).

The precise statement is as follows.

Corollary 17.6. Let H be a self-adjoint dilation in the Hilbert space $ = L?(X) of
the dissipative differentiation operator D. Assume that

~ ~

¢ € M =Dom(D)UDom(D*), |¢|=1.
Denote by a a state in $ such that

~ -~

¢ = PLQ(Y)¢ and (I — PLQ(Y))¢ = 0,
where Prz(yy is the orthogonal projection from the Hilbert space L2(X) onto its
subspace L*(Y).
Then

(17.28) lim |(e/™Mg, @) =e ™M, teR,
n—oo

where the decay constant 7 is given by ([7.19) if ¢ € Dom(D) and by ([7.20) if

~

¢ € Dom((D)*), respectively.

~

Proof. Suppose first that ¢ € Dom(D).
Denote by D the differentiation operator i% on

Dom(D) = @D W3 (e),
eCY

where the sum is taken over all edges e of the graph Y.
Integration by parts for ¢ € Dom(D) yields

|¢oo(0_)|2 - |¢oo(0+)|2
(17.29) Im(Dg, ¢) = 3 [Ge(O)[* = |pe(0)?
P00 (0=)* = [hoo (0-F)* + B2 (0)[> — [¢¢(0)

~

in Cases (i), (i) and (iii), respectively. Since ¢ € Dom(D), taking into account the
boundary conditions ([[7.23) and ([7.24), from ([[7.29) we obtain
|¢o0(0-)[%,  in Case (i)
Im(D¢, ¢) = Im(D¢, ¢) = B | (€))?, in Case (ii) .
| (€))?, in Case (iii)

Therefore,
2Im(D¢, ¢p) = T,

where 7 is given by ([[7.19).
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By Lemma ,

. itD 2n _ ,—2Im(Dé,¢)t
Jim [(e"7¢, )" = e

~

, t>0, ¢€Dom(D),

and therefore

(17.30) Tim_ (/"D ¢)|2" = e, t>0, ¢ € Dom(D),
where 7 given by ()
Since H dilates D, we have
(17.31) (e"/"6,6) = (¢*P,6), 120,
and therefore
(17.32) Jim (€6, Q)P = lim |(e"/"Po, @) = e T, 0.

To complete the proof of ([L7.2§) for ¢ € Dom(ﬁ) it remains to observe that the
return probability p(t) = |(e®/"™¢, $)|? is an even function in t.
Next, suppose that ¢ € Dom((D)*).

As above, by Lemma ,
(17.33) lim |(e=#/"MD)" g §)|2n = MDY 60t ¢ >,

n—oo

Since ¢ € Dom((D)*), one can use boundary conditions ([7:29), ([17.29) and the
equality ([[7.29) to obtain that

Im((~D)*¢, ¢) = Im((~D)¢, )

oo (04)[2, in Case (i)
D) |6¢(0)]%, in Case (ii)
|00 (0=)]2 = |doo (0+)|2 — |#¢(0)|?, in Case (iii)

(In Case (iii), we took into account the second condition in ([[7.26) that ¢,(¢) = 0).
Now, using the first condition in (), one computes
V1—k? ’

2

|00 (0= = [doo (04)[* — [d2(0

which shows that

|hoo (04) ]2, in Case (i)
2Im((D)* ¢, ¢) = — { 16¢(0)]?, , in Case (ii) =7,
—%(Oﬂ/%f,f;o ) } , in Case (iii)

where 7 is given by ([L7.20).
Again, by Lemma [15.14],
lim |(e‘it(5)*¢, )P = ezlm((ﬁ)*‘b"b)t, t>0, ¢eDom((D)*),
n—o0

and therefore

(17.34) lim |(e /P g, ¢)" =™, >0, ¢ e Dom((D)"),
n—r oo
where 7 given by ([L7.20).
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Since H dilates B, we obtain
. —it/n(D)* 2n _ 1 —it/n(D)*\x \(2n __ 1 it/nD 2n
Tim (e ¢, )" = lim [(¢, (e )" O)[T = lim |(e"/" 70, )

— i (g, )P = T 10,
n—r oo
which proves ([[7.29) for ¢ € Dom((D)*) with 7 given by ([[7:20) and then, by
symmetry, for all t € R.
O

~ ~ .

Remark 17.7. We remark that if ¢ € Dom(D) N Dom((D)*) = Dom(D) and there-
fore ¢ € Dom(Dg) for all |©] = 1, then ¢ is a Zeno state under continuous moni-
toring of the dynamics ¢ + €' ¢ for any self-adjoint realizations H = Dg of the
differentiation operator. Therefore, in this case the corresponding decay constant
7 =7(0) =0 is ©-independent for an obvious reason.

Also notice that under the requirement that ¢ € M = Dom(ﬁ) U Dom((ﬁ)*)
the boundary data that determine the decay constant ([L7.19)) and (|L7.20]) can also
be evaluated as follows.

Assume, for instance, that the metric graph Y is in Case (iii) with its main
vertex at the origin (1 = 0). Denote by X the full metric graph containing Y as its
subgraph and let H be the self-adjoint dilation in the extended Hilbert space L?(X)
of the dissipative operator D in L2 (V).

Suppose that a two-component vector-function ¥ = (Zﬁ) € L2(X) is a contin-
L
uation of the function ¢ from the graph Y onto the full graph X,
(17.35) U(z) = ¢(x), z€Y,

such that ¥ € Dom(H).
Then the decay constant () can be evaluated via the second component of
the vector-function ¥ as

= oy (O)].
Indeed, since ¥ € Dom(H), the two-component vector-function ¥(z) is continu-
ous, so is its second component ¢, (x). In particular, U(¢) = ¢(¢), so that

(17.36) Pe(€) = ¢, (£)
and hence
T = |ge(O)]* = oL (0.

Moreover, for the decay constant ([[7.2(]) we have a similar expression
(17.37) 7= ¢, (0-)[%

Indeed, since ¥ € Dom(H), by ([1.5) we get

<¢¢(0+)> _ ( ko —V1- kz) (%(0—))
@1 (0+) V1-—k? k ¢ (0—-) )"
In particular,
P1(0+) = kg (0-) = V1 = k29, (0-).

Hence

(17.38) py(0—) = E2107) = 81(0H) _ Kdoo(0-) — Geo(04)

V1-—k? V1-—k?
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By (7.20),

_ | oo (0-) — doe(04) |
a 1- k2

which together with ([L7.39) proves ([7.37).

T )

18. PRELIMINARIES. PROBABILITIES VERSUS AMPLITUDES

To discuss applications of the continuous monitoring principle in connection
with the exponential decay phenomenon in quantum mechanics, we need to warm
up with some preliminaries.

Recall that “when we deal with probabilities under ordinary circumstances, there
are the following “rules of composition”: 1) if something can happen in alternative
ways, we add the probabilities for each of the different ways: 2) if the event occurs
as a succession of steps - or depends on a number of things happening —‘concomi-
tantly” (independently) - then we multiply the probabilities of each of the steps (or
things)” [B1, Ch. 3].

Apparently, under certain circumstances the probability P of an event that can
be realized in two (at first glance mutually exclusive) alternative ways A; and A,
is not necessarily equals the sum of probabilities P; and P, of the events A; and
AQ, that iS,

P # P+ P, (in general).

A more detailed analysis of the experimental data shows that the concept of an
alternative should be analyzed more carefully and one has to distinguish between
exclusive and interference alternatives. The latter occurs if there is no (experi-
mental) evidence available to answer the question of how the final event has been
realized, via the occurrence of A; or A3? In other words, “when alternatives cannot
possibly be resolved by any experiment, they always interfere” [@, page 14].

If the alternative ways of a realization of the event are exclusive, one has the
usual addition law of probabilities

(18.1) P..= P, + P,.

In the case of an interference alternative, the rules of composition should be
applied to the amplitudes of probability instead. Recall that there are complex
numbers ¢, ¢1, ¢o (the probability amplitudes), obtained, for example, by solving
a kind of wave equation, such that

P = [6]>, Pr=¢1[> and P =|¢o|?.
In particular, the addition law for (probability) amplitudes

(18.2) ¢ = ¢1+ P2
yields
(18.3) Pt = |¢]* = |¢1 + ¢2|>  (# Pex in general).

In this context it should be stressed that the (experimental) knowledge of the
probabilities P o (but not the amplitudes ¢1,2) only gives the two sided-estimate
for the probability P, of the final event

P1 + PQ — 2\/ P1P2 S Rnt S min{l,P1 + PQ + 2\/ P1P2}.
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All of this is well known and has been extensively discussed in detail in connection
with the two slit experiment (see, e.g., [@, @, @], also see [@, Q] for the concept
of interaction-free measurements).

Our goal is to provide a solid mathematical background for understanding the
phenomenon on a simple one-dimensional example of a quantum system and develop
a framework where the concepts of exclusive and interference alternatives can be
rigorously discussed

19. MASSLESS PARTICLES ON A RING

Consider a quantum system the configuration space of which is a ring S obtained
by identifying the end-points of a finite interval [0, ¢]. The dynamics of the system
is described by the strongly continuous group of unitary operators U (t) = e~%/"H
where the Hamiltonian H is given by the differentiation operator on the ring, or,
equivalently, by the differentiation operator on the finite interval [0, ¢] with periodic
boundary conditions. That is,

d
(19.1) H = ich—— on Dom(H) = {f € W, ((0,€))| £(0) = f(£)}.
To motivate the choice of the Hamiltonian we use the energy-momentum relation
E? = (cP)? + (mc*)?

and assume that we are dealing with a massless particle (m = 0) and then choose
a square root brunch of (cP)? to define the energy operator H as (cf. [[121])

H = —cP.

Here P denotes the momentum of a particle moving with no dispersion at the speed
of light on the ring S in the direction from “x =0 to x = £.”

In order to save ourselves from inventing new words such as “wavicles”, we have
chosen to call these objects “Sx-particles” (cf. [@, p. 85]). In our opinion, 5
particles may, for instance, serve as a one-dimensional prototype of low energy
electrons in the vicinity of an impurity in a zero-gap semiconductor. Recall that
such electrons can formally be described by the two-dimensional Dirac-like Hamil-
tonian

H=—icho-V+V, with c=vp,

where vp is the Fermi velocity, o = (04,0y) are the 2 x 2 conventional Pauli
matrices and V' is a short range “defect” potential [@] In this simplified model we
will imagine these electrons as fake spin-zero electrons which, however, can carry
the charge e.

Suppose that ¢ € L?((0,£)), ||¢|| = 1, is a wave-function describing the initial
state of the quantum system with the Hamiltonian

d
H= zcﬁ%
with periodic boundary conditions ([L9.1)). If no observation is made whatsoever,
the time evolution
U(t)¢ — e_it/hH(b
of the state ¢ is given by the family of unitary transformations

(Ut)¢)(x) = p(x +ct), z€0,f], teR.
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Here ¢ denotes the periodic extension of the function ¢(z) from the interval [0, ]
onto the full real axis. In other words, the wave packet U(t)¢ is confined to move
at the speed of light ¢ without dispersion on the ring S of radius ¢/27, obtained
from the interval [0, ¢] by identifying its end-points.

In this case, the survival probability

p(t) = (e~ ¢, ¢)|?

to the initial state ¢ is a periodic function with the period T' = ¢/c.

In the forthcoming sections we will learn that under continuous monitoring the
quantum system on the ring S becomes an open quantum system, the particles can
be emitted and the whole system can be considered as a kind of quantum antenna.

20. CONTINUOUS MONITORING WITH INTERFERENCE

Throughout this section we assume that the initial state ¢ is a W3 ((0,£))-
function that is allowed to have a discontinuity (jump) at the point of the ob-
servation = 0 = /, that is,

?(0) # ¢(¢),in general.

Notice that although ¢ € W3 ((0,/)), the initial state ¢ is not required to belong
to the domain of the Hamiltonian H in general. That is, it is not assumed that
¢ € W4(S), with S the ring obtained by identifying the end-points of the interval
[0, 4]

The decay properties of states with a unique jump-point on the ring under con-
tinuous monitoring are described by the following result.

Theorem 20.1. Suppose that Y is the metric graph Y = (0,£) in Case (ii). In the
Hilbert space H = L*(Y) denote by H the differentiation operator

(20.1) H = ich-s on Dom(H) = {f € W}(0,0)| f(0) = F(0)}
Ifé € W((0,6)) and ||| = 1, then

(20.2) lim. [(em®/ (B H g py)2n = =7l ¢ e R,

where

(20.3) T = c|Ag|* = c|g(0) — ¢(0)/*.

Proof. Let Dg be the differentiation operator id% on the finite interval [0, £] defined
on

Dom(De) = {f € W5(0,£)| £(0) = —©(0)}.
Since H = chDg, with © = —1, by Theorem (see ([L7.1() in Case (ii) with
O = —1) we have

lim [(e="*/ "W H g, g)|* = Lim |(e= P, ¢)
n—r oo n—oo

_ 00O Peltl — el ApPll
which proves (R0.9). O

More generally, just repeating the proof presented above for an arbitrary O,
|©]| = 1, we have the following
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Corollary 20.2. Let H®, ® € R, be the self-adjoint realization of the differential
exTpression

H® = ich%
on
Dom(H?®) = {f € W;((0,6))| f(0) = e™** f(O)}.
Then,
(20.4) li_)rn |(e—it/(hn)Hq’¢7¢)|2n _ e—'rq,|t\7
where
(20.5) o = c|Aad|’ = cle™P¢(¢) — $(0)]*.

In particular, if
e o(0) # $(0),
then ¢ is a resonant state under continuous monitoring of the unitary evolution
(b — 67it/th>¢
governed by the Hamiltonian H®.

Remark 20.3. Notice that the magnetic Hamiltonian H® is unitarily equivalent to
the operator H + eA(x) with

e [
o= E/(J A(z)dz.

Here ¢ is the “charge” of the Dx-particle, A(z) is the magnetic potential (we assume

that A(z) is a piecewise real-valued continuous function), and foé A(z)dz is the flux
of the field through the ring.
Indeed, denote by U the unitary multiplication operator

(UW)(z) = exp [zih/ A(s)ds} U(z), e L2((0,0)).
ch Jo
Then
U*(H + eA(x))U = H®,
which follows from the equality

(ich% + eA(:E)) E(x) - ¥(z)] =E(x) - ich%\ﬂ(m),

where
E(x) =exp [icih/o A(s)ds] ,
and the observation that
Dom(H) = U(Dom(H®)) = U ({f € W5 ((0,0)) | f(0) = e f(0)}) .

Theorem and Corollary clearly suggest that continuous observation
over a quantum system should rather be treated in the framework of open quantum
systems theory. Below is a suitable model for that.
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Theorem 20.4. Given ® € [0,27), in the Hilbert space H = L*((0,£))&®C introduce
the mazximal dissipative operator H® defined on

Dom(H®) = {(i >

2 (0) = (0 =% )

If ¢ € H is a state such that ¢ € Dom(ﬁ{)),

feWy((0,0), c= f(O)}

as

¥4
/0 6(z)Pdx + |BO) = 1,

then

(20.6) Tim (/T g, )P = e,
where

(20.7) o = e (€) — ¢(0)[*.

Proof. We have

¥/
(P, f) =i / (@) F@)de +i(£(0) — e~ F(0))F(0), f € Dom(H).
In particular,

i (21, £)) = 5FOF = S1FOF + FO) - Re (e~ (1) 0))

= e (0~ FO)F 20,

which shows that H?® is a dissipative operator. To complete the proof it remains
to check that the lower half-plane belongs to the resolvent set of H®, so that H®
is a maximal dissipative operator, and then use the same reasoning as the one in

the proof of Lemma .
O

Remark 20.5. The idea to add to the original Hilbert space H a one-dimensional
“vacuum” subspace C is due to Schrader [[14], also see [[], P4 and [[L17], where
such extensions of a non-densely-defined symmetric operators found applications in
modeling three-body systems with d-like interactions that are free of the “fall to
the center” phenomenon. For the general extension theory for non-densely-defined
operators and its applications we also refer to @, @, , ]

20.1. Discussion. The decay law (R0.9) shows that continuous monitoring eventu-
ally triggers an exponential decay of the system. Meanwhile, the explicit expression
(R0.]) for the decay constant 7, 7 = c|Ay|?, suggests that we are dealing with an
interference alternative, which means that we cannot apply the laws of probabilities
() and have to count on the composition laws of amplitudes ([[8.4). Indeed, a
particle arriving at the junction point, the point of observation, has two options:
a) either to stay on the track or b) be emitted. However, there is no way to “exper-
imentally” confirm which option has been realized in reality. That is, we are not
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certain about what happened at the junction point x = 0 = ¢, and consequently,
the description of motion becomes an interference alternative.

On the quantitative level, the reasoning presented above can be supported by
the following considerations.

The incoming ¢(¢), outgoing ¢(0) and emission amplitudes ¢en are to satisfy
the “interference” relation

(20.8) B(l) = Pem + ¢(0).
Since the quantity c|dem|?t asymptotically describes the probability that the

emitted particle can eventually be detected during the time interval [0,¢], ﬂ the
probability P(t) of staying on the ring should fall off exponentially as

(20.10) P(t) = emcloenl®t = g=ldelt ¢ >
where
(20.11) |dem” = |A¢]* = |6(€) — ¢(0) [,

which gives a heuristic justification of decay law (R0.4) in Theorem P0.1]
Notice that if ¢ € Dom(H ), then the wave function is continuous at the junction
point, that is,

(20.12) 6(6) = 9(0).

1This can be justified as follows. Suppose we put in an ideal detector that counts particles
passing through the point ¢ in the interval (0, ¢). If the initial state ¢ is a smooth function in a
neighborhood of zg, the probability pz,(t) that the detector will detect a particle during the time
interval ¢ is asymptotically given by

(20.9) Dag (t) = clo(zo)|*t +o(t) as t— 0.

To justify the claim, recall that in accordance with the probabilistic interpretation of the
wave-function, the probability to find the particle inside the interval § C [0, ¢] is given by

Pr{“particle” € 6} = / |p(z)|da.
5

In particular,
x

0
Pr{“particle” € [zo — €, z0]} = / |(x)|>da

To—€
= |¢(z0)|?c + 0(e) as & — 0.

If we repeat the experiment Noo times, the quantity
zQ
AN = Noo/ | ()2 d
ro—e

gives the (average) number of outcomes when the (quantum) particle is accommodated by the
interval [zg — €, zo].

One can change the point of view and assume that we are dealing with a beam of particles and
that initially there were Noo particles in the system. Therefore, AN would have the meaning of
the averaged number of particles in the interval [zg — €, zo]. For the quantum system in question
wave-particle duality is exact and hence we may assume that the particles are moving to the right
with speed of light ¢. Therefore, in time

t=-=
C

all the particles will leave the interval [zo — ct, zo] and will eventually be counted by the detector.
Finally, the probability that the detector will go off within the time interval [0, ¢] is asymptot-
ically given by

pro@ ~ 50 = [ (o) Pde = o) P+ o) as 10,

~N — =
A%o o—ct

which justifies the claim (0.9).
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Therefore, |¢em|? = 0 by (20.11]) and hence there is no emission of particles. In this
case, the dynamics is frozen by the continuous monitoring and we face the quantum
Zeno effect.

However, in the situation in question, in view of Corollary and Remark
one can unfreeze the evolution (stopped by continuous monitoring) by switching
on the magnetic field through the ring. Indeed, since the configuration space of
the system (the ring S) is not a simply connected set, the effect of the magnetic
potential will be to produce the phase shift of the wave function [E] at the junction
point even if the magnetic field is absent in a neighborhood of the ring S (the
Aharonov-Bohm effect)

$(0) = d(L)e™?,

where

e [t
o= Ei/o A(z)dz.

Here ¢ is the “charge” of the 53-particle and foe A(z)dz is the flux of the field through
the ring.
In this case, the interference relation ( should be modified as
e H(l) = Gem + ¢(0).

Therefore, the decay properties of the state under continuous monitoring are de-
termined by the quantity

(20.13) |Apg|* = e p(0) — (0)[%,
which finally leads to the decay law
P(t) = e~ demlct = o=l8uslPet 4

for the probability P(t) to detect a particle remaining on the ring.

In particular, under the assumption that [¢(¢)| = [¢(0)|, it follows from (P0.13)
that the decrement |Agd|? experiences quite typical Aharonov-Bohn oscillations
which are periodic with respect to the flux of the field. That is,

|Aq>¢|2 — |efi<beiarg¢(l) _ eiargq§(0)|2 . |¢(€)|2

(20.14) = 4sin? <w> g(0)]%,

where
Aarg¢ = arg ¢({) — arg (0).

The above discussion provides a physically motivated example of a quantum

system with the decay law (20.4), (20.3), see Corollary 0.2

21. CONTINUOUS MONITORING WITH NO INTERFERENCE

Continuous monitoring of open quantum systems leads to a completely different
understanding of decay processes.

We will assume that the time evolution of the system is governed by a semi-group
of contractive transformations generated by a dissipative differentiation operator
such that the initial state belongs to the domain of the operator.
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Theorem 21.1. Suppose that Y is the metric graph Y = (0,¢) in Case (ii). Given
|3¢| < 1, in the Hilbert space H = L*(Y) denote by H,. the dissipative differentiation
operator

ﬁ% = ich%
on
(21.1) Dom(H..) = {f € W3((0,0)| f(0) = »f(0)} .
Assume that ¢ € Dom(H,,) and [|¢|| = 1.
Then
(21.2) lim (/"™ g, )2 = 7, 1> 0,
where
(21.3) 7 = Al = el — [6(0)P).

Proof. Integration by parts yields

¢ o ¢
/ ¢ (2)¢(x)da = o) — |6(0)[ —/ ¢(x)¢/ (x)da,
0 0

and therefore

_ f @ @o@)dr + [] ¢'(@)6(@)de
2

_ w >0 (for ¢€ Dom(ﬁ%)'

Since ¢ € Dom(ﬁ%), as in the proof of Lemma one obtains
lim |(eit/(nh)ﬁ%¢7 )" = e—2h*11m(ff”¢,¢)t7 £>0,

n—00

Z —_
Re/o @' (x)p(x)dx

with
~ e [
2hMm(H,.¢, $)t = 2cIm (z / ¢’(x)¢(x)d:v>
0

= c(|o(O)]” = 16(0)*) = .
O

One can go back from the reduced description of the open quantum system to
the full one following the extended Hilbert space approach presented below.

Consider an open quantum system prepared in the state ¢ € L*(S) = L%((0,¢))
the time evolution of which generated by the dissipative operator ]?I,{ with the
boundary condition parameter s, |s| < 1, referred to in Theorem .

Suppose that ¢ € W, ((0,£)) is such that the radiation condition

(21.4) [¢(0)] > |¢(0)]
holds. Assume, in addition, that ¢ € Dom(ﬁ%), that is,
)
o(0)

Along with the open quantum system in the state space L2((0,¢)) introduce
a new quantum system in an extended Hilbert space $ containing L2((0,¢)) as
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a (proper) subspace. For the Hamiltonian H of the new system in the extended
Hilbert space we choose a (minimal) self-adjoint dilation of the dissipative operator
H .. and the new state of the system (;AS € 9 is a clone of ¢ considered as an element
of the extended Hilbert space §.

The results of continuous monitoring of the quantum evolution a — et/ Wa
generated by the self-adjoint Hamiltonian H in the Hilbert space $) can be described
as follows.

Corollary 21.2. Suppose that Y is the metric graph Y = (0,£) in Case (ii). Given
|3¢| < 1, in the Hilbert space H = L*(Y) denote by H,. the dissipative differentiation
operator

~ . d
H, = zchﬁ
(21.5) Dom(H,.) = {f € WJ((0,0))] £(0) = >f(0)} .

Let H be a self-adjoint dilation of the dissipative operator H,, in an extended
Hilbert $) space containing the original Hilbert space H as a (proper) subspace H =
L?((0,€)) C . Suppose that

peH, |l =1
Then
lim_[(e™/" Mg, g)[" = Lim_|(e"1/PW g, g), t € R,
n—00 n—00
provided that at least one (and therefore both) of the limits exist.

In particular, if

¢ € Dom(H,,),

then _
lim |(efzii/(?‘m)[l—4¢7 ¢)|2n _ 677-157 t>0,
n—oo

where the decay constant T is given by

(21.6) 7= c(|o(0)]* = [6(0)*).

21.1. Discussion. The decay law (P1.9), (B1.) suggests that the interference ef-
fects are definitely absent. In order to get an adequate explanation for the phe-
nomenon, instead of applying the composition law of amplitudes ) one has to
use the calculus of probabilities

(21.7) SO = [dem|* + [6(0)[*.
Here is an argument supporting () a particle arriving at the junction point
still has two options: a) either to stay on the track or b) be emitted. However, the
transition from the open quantum system with state space H = L?(S) referred to
in Theorem (RL.1)) to the closed one in the extended Hilbert space §) containing H
as a proper subspace and discussed in Corollary assumes that an additional
scattering channel  © H is added and the emitted particles as well as the ones
stayed on the track can eventually be counted. In other words, we are dealing with
an exclusive alternative.

From the experimental viewpoint in this case, the arrangement of the corre-
sponding Gedankenexperiment involves the installation of two additional detectors
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Dy and Dy that count the particles that pass through the point x = £ and x = 0. In
other words, we accept the experimental condition that the emitted particles can
eventually be counted (by combining the readings of the two detectors).

Given ), arguing as in Section 19 we arrive to the exponential decay law

(21.8) P(t) = e 1PemlPet — g=cAlOPt 4 >

where P(t) stands for the probability to detect the particle on the ring at the
moment of time ¢ and

(21.9) [bem|* = Alg]* = [6(£)]* — [6(0)[*.

Below we offer an heuristic explanation of the law ) based on purely classical
interpretation of the nature of a S3-particle.

When we watch the beam of S:particles by observing the readings of the two
detectors, we indeed deal with an exclusive alternative. Denote by N (t) the total
amount of particles on the ring at the moment of time ¢ and let N; be the amount
of particles that passed through the point z = ¢ and arrived at the check point
2 = 0 during the time interval [0,¢]. The arrived particles “have” the alternative:
either to keep moving on the ring or to be emitted. By checking the readings of
the detector Dy we know that Ny out of N, particles stayed traveling along the
ring. Next, taking into account the readings of the detector Dy, we conclude that
the remaining AN = N, — Ny particles have beed emitted during the time interval
[0,t]. (Here we implicitly assume that there is no other mechanism that causes the
particles to radiate. Why this hypothesis is consistent with the way of the suggested
reasoning will be explained later).

Given the wave-function probabilistic interpretation above, it is easy to see that

Ne _ 2 No _ 2
N~ clp(l—)["t +o(t) and N clp(04+)|*t + o(t) as t—0.
Therefore,
AN
S = (90O ~ 60)) et + ofe).

Repeating that monitoring over and over, in the limit ¢ — 0, we arrive at the

differential equation
dN 9 9
S == (I8P - 6O)) N,

N(0) = Neo,
that governs the counting process.
Therefore, under continuous monitoring with detectors that are going off, the
total number of particles N(t) as a function of time falls off exponentially as

(21.10) N(t) = Noge cAlelt,

where the decrement A|@|? > 0 is given by (R1.9) (provided that |¢| has a jump at
the point x = 0).

Notice that if the state ¢ is a continuous function on the ring, then no emission
is observed and then the quantum Zeno effect takes place.

Summarizing, we arrive at the conclusion that the computation of the emission
probability for the quantum system (H, ¢) referred to in Theorem requires the
application of the composition law of amplitudes (20.§) (the interference alternative
scenario). Meanwhile, the decay rate for the open quantum system (ﬁ%, ¢) referred
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to in Theorem :21. or for the quantum system (H, g/b\) in the extended Hilbert space $)
(see Corollary P3.9) can be evaluated using the rules of the calculus of probabilities
(RL.1) (the exclusive alternative scenario).

22. THE SELF-ADJOINT DILATION

The self-adjoint dilation H of the dissipative operator I;T% referred to in Corollary
can be described explicitly as the differentiation operator on the metric graph
Y with appropriate boundary conditions. However, the geometry of the metric
graph that determines the configuration space of the quantum system depends on
whether or not the parameter sz in the boundary condition () vanishes.

If 5 # 0, as it follows from Theorem , the extended Hilbert space can be
chosen to coincide with $§ = L2(Y) = L%(Y) where Y is the metric graph

Y = (—00,0) LI (0,£) LI (0,00)  in Case (iii)

and Y denotes its one-cycle completion, the configuration space of the extended
quantum system, while the self-adjoint dilation H, the Hamiltonian, coincides with
the differentiation operator on the graph

d
22.1 H = ich—
(22.1) ich-—

defined on the domain of functions satisfying the boundary conditions

Fl0D) _ [ I TP (fl0-)
(222) (M®>_(6TEP > )(nw)'

In the exceptional case 3 = 0, the boundary condition (R1.1]) that determines
the dissipative operator ﬁo is local. Therefore, it is convenient to assume that the
configuration space for the corresponding open quantum system (if s = 0) is the
finite interval (0,¢) rather than a ring. Consequently, in this case the extended
Hilbert space may be chosen as ) = L?(Y) where Y is the metric graph

Y = (—00,0) U (0,£) U (¢,00) in Case (4).

The self-adjoint dilation (the Hamiltonian) H of the dissipative operator Hy can be
chosen to be the differentiation operator on the graph

d
22.3 H=1ich—
(22.3) ich——
with the self-adjoint boundary condition
(22.4) fit+)=06f(-), [e]=1,
with an arbitrary choice of the unimodular extension parameter ©.
Notice that in the limit >z — 0 along the ray » = —|3|© the boundary conditions

(R2.2) split as
foo(0+) = Ofe(0)
and
(22.5) foo(0=) = fe(0).
In view of (£2.9), the one-cycle graph Y “unwinds” to a straight line
Y = (—00,0) L (0,¢) L (£,00)
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which can naturally be identified with the real axis. One can show that the corre-
sponding self-adjoint dilations of the dissipative operators H —|»|e approach (in the
strong resolvent sense) the operator (P2-3) with the boundary condition (P2.4).

Notice that emission amplitude ¢gy from () can be evaluated by directly
solving the Schrodinger equation

0
(22.6) ihg ¥ = HY

on the one-cycle graph Y.
Indeed, representing the initial state ¢ in the extended Hilbert space $§ = L*(Y)
as the two-component vector function

(5)-(0) sero

denote by W(t,z), z € Y the solution of the Schrédinger equation (R2.6]) with the

initial condition
~ 0
\Ij|t:O = ¢ = (d)) .

We claim that emission amplitude ¢¢, can be evaluated as the limiting value of
the first component W (¢,0+) of the solution ¥ as t — 0.
Indeed, since

P00 _ (1A VIR (0
ipipeea = () - <\F—|%|2 . ) (6i0):

Gem = Voo (0+,04) \/1—|%|2
Therefore, the probability density of the event of emission of a particle is given by
|fem|® = (1= [5*)[(O* = [6(O)]” — [¢(0)]* = Alg|?,
which agrees with (B1.9), (B1.J) (cf. Remark [[7.7). Here we have used that the

boundary condition

<)

we have

$(0) = 2(()
holds, that is,
¢ € Dom(H,.).
Notice, that in the exceptional case, that is, if the initial state is such that ¢(0) =

0, the dissipative operator EIO associated with the corresponding open quantum
system has the domain

Dom(Ho) = {f € W3((0,£)) | f(0) = 0}.

In this case, the differentiation operator H on the whole real axis,
d
H= ichd— on Dom(H) = W, ((—o0, 00)),
T

dilates f[o. Therefore, the configuration space of the extended quantum system is
just the real axis Y = R, not the one-cycle graph Y. The corresponding solution
W(z,t) of the Schrodinger equation (P2.0) with the initial data

Uli—g = ¢
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(here we do not distinguish the function ¢ on [0, ¢] and its extension by zero on the
whole real axis R) is a one-component function given by

U(z,t) = ¢p(x — ct).
In this case the emission amplitude ¢e, can be evaluated as
Pem = (z — ct)|o=¢,t=0 = ¢({),
so that again
[feml® = [6(0)]7 = |6(0)] = 6(0)]* = Alg|*.

It is also worth mentioning that the decrement A|¢|? given by (R1.9) and referred
to in Theorem is gauge invariant while |A¢|? defined in (R0.11)) is not.
Indeed, if

(22.7) (V@) =e*@f(x), 2€(0,0),
is a (unitary) gauge transformation, where A(x) is a differentiable function on [0, ],
then
AV = Algl?
and
[AVO? = [ (€)= ¢(0)|* # |A¢l*  (in general).
Here,

¢
d
o=\ —\0) = /0 dxx\(:z)d:z.
is a shift of the relative phase of the wave function.
As we have already pointed out, if the wave function is continuous at the junction
point, that is

then

Alg* = |Ag¢]* = 0.
In this case the quantum Zeno effect takes place regardless of whether both of the
detectors Dy and Dy go off or only one of them does. Moreover, if V' is a gauge
transformation, we also have that

AVl = Alg]> =0

that shows that the Zeno effect is stable with respect to the gauge transformations
when both of the detectors Dy and Dy go off. The situation is quite different in
the experiment when only one of the detectors goes off. A tiny variation of the
phase of the wave functions can easily transfer the system from the quantum Zeno
mode to the exponential decay regime with the decay rate given by the “magnetic”
decrement
[Aad|* = e o(€) — $(0)[*.

We remark that

(I6(0)] = 16(0)))* < [Asgl* < (J6(0)] + [#(0)])*.

Moreover, by changing the “flux” @, the upper and as well as the lower bound for
the magnetic decrement can easily be attained. In particular,

0 < |Asg|* < 4|g(0)[,
whenever the continuity condition (R0.19) at the junction point holds.
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23. GENERAL OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEMS ON A RING

Notice that while considering open quantum systems (ﬁ%, ¢) on a ring referred
to in Theorem P11, we assumed

¢ € Dom(H,,).
This requirement can be relaxed and we arrive at the following more general result.

Theorem 23.1. Suppose that ¢ € W1((0,¢)) is a state, ||¢|| = 1. Given || < 1,
in the Hilbert space H = L2(Y), Y = (0,¢), denote by

fI% = ichd%7
the differentiation operator with the boundary condition

f(0) = 5 f(0),
that is,

Dom(H,.) = {f € W5((0,0))| f(0) = 5f(0)} .
Then
(23.1) lim [(e/"Hxg )20 = e, >0,
n—oo

where
(23.2) 7= [6(0) = ()] + (1 — |s<*) 6 (0) .

Proof. Without loss we will assume that we work in the system of units where ¢ = 1
and i = 1.
It is sufficient to prove the asymtotic representation

(23.3) Re(eitfg, ¢) =1 — %Tt +o(t) as t]O.

Denote by W (t) = eitfl the contractive semi-group generated by the operator
fAI%. Notice that
W(t+0) = =W(t), t>0,
with
W (Od() = {%¢(€+x—t), 0<z<t
o(x — 1), r<t</t

Assume that ¢ € W}((0,¢)) is the (absolutely) continuous representative of the
element ¢ (denoted by the same symbol). We have

t ¢
(W (t)p, ¢) = /0 sp(0 + x — t)p(x)dx + /t oz — t)p(x)de = I + J,
where .
I= %/0 o+ —t)p(x)dx
and ,
J= /t bz — t)p(x)dz.

Since ¢ is a continuous function, we get

I =txp(0)p(0) +0(t) as t]O0.
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Moreover, the membership ¢ € W3 ((0,/)) ensures the representation
dx —t) = d(z) —td' (z) + me(z), forae. z€[l—t/]

where ¢’ denotes the generalized derivative of ¢ and

[mell z2((e—t,00) = o(t) as t]O0.
Therefore,

/¢ dx—t/¢ & @da + oft)

/qs dw—/¢ d:c—t/¢ )& (@)da + o(t)

/¢> o)z — t]6(0) /qs )& @ + o(t)
=1—t[|¢<o>|2+ / O(@)F (@)

Here we have used that ¢ is a state, that is,

16]2 = /¢ F@)de = 1.

Combining the asymptotic representations for I and J we get

+o(t) as tl]O.

4
I+J—1—t[|¢(0)|2+/0 o(x)¢' (x)dx — »p(£)(0) | + o(t) as t 0.

Since
b=\ 202 = [6(0)]?
Re ( / ¢><x>¢><x>dx> — AT~ e,
we have
Re(eitf= ¢, ¢) = Re(W (t)é, ¢) = Re(I + J)
=1- %Tt—I—O(t) as tJ0.
Here
™= [6(0) + [9(D] - 2Re (26(0)5(0) )
= [9(0) = 2 (0)]* + (1 — |5*)|p(0) 7,
which proves (P3.3).

O

Remark 23.2. Notice that Theorems and (with ¢ = i = 1) are particular

cases of the obtained result. Indeed, if || = 1 and therefore the operator H,, is
self-adjoint, then the expression for the decay rate 7 in (£3.) simplifies to

7 =16(0) — 26(0)* = |0

(cf. Theorem (3 =1)).
On the other hand, if

¢ € Dom(H.,),
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we have that ¢(0) = »¢(¢) and therefore the general expression (£3.9) for the decay
rate reduces to

(23.4) 7= (1= [0 = [o(O) —[6(0)]* = Alo/?
(cf. Theorem PI.1)).

Applying Corollary and taking into account that the self-adjoint dilation of
the dissipative operator H,, is now explicitly available, see Section 21, in view of
Theorem , we arrive at the following two results. It is convenient to threat the
case » # 0 and the exceptional case » = 0 separately.

Theorem 23.3. (3¢ # 0) Suppose that Y is the metric graph in Case (iii),
Y = (—00,0) L (0,¢) U (0,00).

Given 0 < || < 1, in the Hilbert space H = L*(Y) denote by H the differentiation
operator

.. d
(23.5) H= whd_x

defined on the domain of functions satisfying the boundary conditions

(f?e((%;_)) B <\/1|i4|%|2 _\/iwﬁg (f?e((%_))

Suppose that ¢ = (2)) € 9 is a state (||@]| = 1) such that

(23.6) € W3((0,€)) C L2(Y).
Then
(23.7) lim [(e=®#/ (Mg Gy2n — =7l ¢ e R,
where
(23.8) 7 = ¢|9(0) = p(O)* + (1 — |*)|o(0)*.

Theorem 23.4. (3 = 0) Suppose that Y is the metric graph Y = (—o0,0) U (0, £) U
(¢,00) in Case (i). In the Hilbert space H = L*(Y) denote by H the differentiation
operator

d
23. H = ich—
(23.9) ich——
defined on W2(Y).
Suppose that ¢ € W((0,£)) C L*(Y) and ||¢]| = 1.

Then,

(23.10) lim. [(e=®/ (g p) P = 77t e R,
where

(23.11) 7 = c(|¢(0)]* +[6(0)[*).

Below provide an independent (illustrative) proof of Theorem based on a
direct application of the Gnedenko-Kolmorogov limit theorem.
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Proof. Let (E denote the Fourier transform of the state ¢,

’\ —z)\;ﬂ 1 ‘ —iAw
A(A \/%/ ¢(x)dx E/o e " p(x)dx

Under the hypotheses of ¢ € W ((0,¢)), we integrate by parts and obtain the
asymptotic representation

S B0 —g0) | (1Y N
(;5(/\)—\/% 3 + <|)\|> s A = o0

‘We have

oo o] 2 2
/ |¢(S)|2d82 i/ |¢(€)| 'i;|¢(0)| ds
A 2 A S
— [ d 1
— 9Re {¢(z)¢(o> / it } +o <_>
A S Al
2 2
LBOPHOORL 1Y
27 1Al
In a completely similar way one shows that
A 2 2
_ [o(OF +1¢(0)F 1 1
ds = P TIOTIE - — — .
|t OOE Lo () s Ao
Therefore, the distribution function F(x) of the (absolutely continuous) probabil-

ity measure |g/b\(33)|2d3: satisfies the hypotheses ([L.4) and (.7]) of Theorem [ in
Appendix H with a =1, h(z) =1 and

_ [2OF + 1) 7 _ [0 +[6(0)*

27 2 4
Therefore, the law F'(x) belongs to the normal domain of attraction of the sym-
metric 1-stable law the characteristic function of which is given by

—51U@ P +6(0)*)]¢]
In particular,
i 2n _ ,~1(16(O12+16(0)*)]t]
nli{%o |®(t/n)] e ,
where
D(t) = / e AF(x)
R
is the characteristic function of the probability distribution |$(x)|2dz. Since
(e_it/hH(bv (b) = (I)(_Ct)a

we conclude that
ILm |( —it/(hn)H o, ¢)|2n _ hm |(I)( Ct/n)|2n :efﬂt\’

where 7 is given by (R3.11)). O

The main idea of the proof (with appropriate minimal adjustments) can be used
to obtain the following more general result.

Suppose that the state ¢ is a piecewise continuous function with discontinuity
points a1 < az < ...,an such that

¢ € Wy ((—00,a1)) ® Wy ((a1,a2)) ® - & Wy ((an—1,an)) ® Wy ((an, 00)).
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Then ‘
lim |(e—zt/(ﬁn)H¢7 ¢)|2n — e—7’\t|7
n—oo
where
N
= Ad(a)
k=1
and

Ag(ar) = d(ar +0) — ¢(ay —0), k=1,2,...,N,
is the jump of the piecewise continuous representative of the state ¢ at the point
ag.

23.1. Discussion. The decay law (P3.1)) shows that the decay rate (P3.) splits
into two terms,

T = Texcl T Tinters

where

(23.12) Texel = ¢(1 = | %) |¢(€)
and

(23.13) Tinter = ¢|(0) — 50 (£)[*.

Recall that the configuration space of the open quantum system referred to in
Theorem is the ring S obtained from the interval [0, ¢] by identifying its end-
points. As the result of gluing the ends of the interval, a “point defect” occurs which
can be perceived as a kind of membrane which can be characterized by a quantum
gate coefficient s, the amplitude that the particle goes through the membrane.
Arguing as a pure probabilist, one can conclude that the particle penetrates through
the membrane with probability |s¢(¢)|? and therefore with probability proportional
to (1 — |5]?)|¢(¢)|? it should be emitted. In other words, the law of probabilities is
applicable

(23.14) () = |9 12 + | (0).

However, a secondary emission mechanism is available: the amplitude »¢(¢)
that the particle can be found to the right from the membrane interferes with the
amplitude ¢(0) to stay on the ring S. So composition law for amplitudes

(23.15) #)(0) = o™ + 6(0)

should be take into account.
It remains to recall that the emission amplitudes and the corresponding decay
constants are related as

(23.16) Texal = |y |

and

(23.17) Tinter = ¢| i |

and then (P3.12) and (R3.13) follow from (P3.14), (£3.14) and (£3.19), (R3.17),
respectively.

Summarizing, we arrive at the following descriptive understanding of the decay
processes under continuous monitoring. A 9}-particle moves along the ring from 0 to
{ as a particle, hits the membrane and with some probability is emitted following
the classical scheme () discussed in Section 20. After the collision with the
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membrane, the particle transforms into a wave, interferes with itself and experiences
the secondary emission following the radiation szenario described in Section 19.

The suggested interpretation allows one to enhance the status of informal rea-
soning that led to the decay law ): set

_ ¢(0)

0
and observe that
Tinter = |¢(O) - %¢(€)|2 =0

whenever the initial state ¢ belongs to the domain of the dissipative operator ﬁ%.
This is what was implicitly assumed in the derivation of the law (PI.1(]). Having
these remarks in mind, one can consider that derivation being an informal retelling
of the rigorous time-dependent proof of Theorem in the case where the initial
state ¢ belongs to the domain of ﬁ% .

23.2. Random Phase method. The traditional way of deriving the laws of prob-

abilities ([[3.1]) from the law of amplitudes ([[3.7), ([[3-]) is based on the hypothesis

that “the performance of the corresponding experiment will necessarily alter the
phase” [@] of the wave function by an unknown amount which eventually, after
averaging, yields the law of probabilities )

We suggest the following mnemonic rule for heuristic derivation of the decay law

b5

when dealing with the open system referred to in Theorem P3.1].
Start with the Kirchhoff rule for the amplitudes (see (20.5))

Pem = ¢(£) — ¢(0)

and rewrite the rule in the following equivalent form

Pem + 20(L) = $(£) + (6(€) — 6(0)).

The performance of the corresponding experiment assumes counting incoming and
emitted particles by observing readings of the corresponding detectors.
Rewrite as

OcmPem + 20(€) = Op({) + (2¢(L) — ¢(0)),

where O, and O, are unimodular independent random variables with zero mean.
After the corresponding averaging we get

E[Ocmem + 2(€)|* = E[O5(0) + (50(£) — $(0))[%,

where E denotes the corresponding mathematical expectation. Since O¢py, and Oy
are independent with zero mean, we arrive at the law

|fem® + [ (0)]7 = |¢(0)]* + |56 (£) — p(0)[*.
Hence
[deml* = (1 = [#)|6(O)] + [520(€) — H(0)?,
which coincides with the decay rate 7 given by (3.2).
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24. OPERATOR COUPLING LIMIT THEOREMS

We say that a dissipative operator A belongs to class D(H) if Ais a quasi-
selfadjoint extension of a symmetric operators A with deficiency indices (1,1) (see
Appendix G). Recall that in this case the symmetric operator A can be recovered
from A as

(241) A= A|Dom(A\)ﬁDOm((A\))*'

Definition 24.1. We will say that two dissipative operators A; € D(H;) and
Ag € D(Hz2) coincide in distribution (are equally distributed), in writing

A 24,
if there are appropriate self-adjoint reference operators A; 2 such that the charac-
teristic functions of the triples (Al, Ay, Ar) and (Ag, As, As) coincide. That is,

S(Al,ﬁl,Al)(Z) = S(A%X%Az)(z), z € Ch.
Here the symmetric operators A1 o (A12 C A 2) are defined by (R4.1)).

Recall that an operator A in the Hilbert space H is completely non-self-adjoint
if H cannot be represented in the form of an orthogonal sum of two subspaces H;
and Hy # 0 with the following properties, see, e.g., [B]

1) H; and M, are invariant relative to A;
2) A induces in Hg a self-adjoint operator.

It is worth mentioning that if completely non-selfadjoint operators El € D(H1)
and A\g € ©(H2) are equally distributed, then they are unitarily equivalent. Indeed,
in this case the corresponding symmetric operators ALQ are prime and then the
claim follows from the Uniqueness Theorem @ in Appendix C.

Definition 24.2. We say that a sequence of dissipative operators {/Aln}?f:l, /Aln €
D(H,,) converges in distribution to a dissipative operator A € ®(H), in writing,
lim A 4 A,
n—oo
if one can find a sequence of reference self-adjoint operators A,, = A} in H,, and A =

A* in ‘H such that the corresponding characteristic functions converge pointwise.
That is,

lim S(An,ﬁn,An)(z) = S(A,X,A)(Z)v z€Cy.

n—oo

As long as convergence in distribution for a sequence of operators is introduced,
the next natural question is to understand the behavior of the n-fold coupling of
an operator with itself as n — oo.

The following limit theorem sheds some light on the typical behavior of n-fold
couplings of operators from the class D (H).

Theorem 24.3. Suppose that A is a mazimal dissipative operator from the class
D(H). Assume that the characteristic function S(z) = S,/ a) (2) associated with

the triple (A, A, A) for some (and therefore with all) reference self-adjoint extension
A admits an analytic continuation to the lower half-plane in a neighborhood of a
point p € R.
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() £ 1S()| = 1, then
lim n (K—ul)w(ﬁ—ul)w---w(ﬁ—ul) Zdﬁn(f)’

n—00

n times

where D 11(£) is the dissipative differentiation operator on the finite interval
[0, £] with

Dom(Dy1(£)) = {f € W3((0,£)) | £(0) = 0}

and
1d
(24.2) = Y log Sz 4y (1) > 0.
(i) If |S(p+140)| < 1, then
(24.3) lim n (A—pl)w(A—pl)w---w(A—pul) < D;(0),
n—00

n times

where 131 (0) is the dissipative differentiation operator on the real axis on
Dom(D;(0)) = {f € W3 ((—00,0)) & W3 ((0,00)) | f(0+) = 0}.
Proof. (i). Introduce the n-fold coupling

n
B, = H—J n(g— wl).
k=1
Combining the invariance principle (see Theorem @ in Appendix F) and the Mul-
tiplication Theorem @ in Appendix G, one ensures the existence of the corre-
sponding reference operators B,, and unimodular factors ©,, such that

S (B BB (7) = On (S(A737A) (Z + M))n

By choosing a possibly different sequence of reference operators B!, one obtains
that

S(Bn,én,Bil)(z> = (1 + ié% + o(nfl)) as n — 0o,

where £ is given by (P4.7).

Therefore,
: y
’ﬂll)lr;o S(Bn7§n,3;)(2) =", z2€eC..
To complete the proof it remains to notice that
_ it
S(DILEII(Z),D”)(Z) =e"*, zeCy,

where (D;7, D;;(£), Dyp) is the triple (D, D(€), D) referred to in Lemma .1 in Case
(ii).

(ii). From Theorem EI in Appendix F it follows that there exists a sequence of
unimodular factors |©,| = 1 such that

A
SbwAfunxmﬁ>unnwA7unﬂz)::@nSQ£AA>(g‘*“)'

Since .
lim S 5.4 (5 +1) =S(u+i0), zeCy,

n— 00 n
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one can always choose reference operators A/, such that

(24.4) W S A pn) m(A—pn)m(ar—ury (2) = [S(n +i0)] = k.

n—oo
Since k < 1, we have that
(24.5) nll)rrgo (S(n(A—uI),(n(Z—uI),n(A—uI))(Z)) =0 forall zeC;.

However, by Lemma @, we have that

S :0, ZECJ,_,

(D1(0).5:(0).01(0)) ()

and hence (P4.7) means that the sequence of operators

By=(A—pul)w(A—pul)w---w(A—pul)

n times

converges to D;(0) in distribution.
O

Remark 24.4. A closer look at the proof shows that (ii) is a simple consequence of

the limit relation (combine (P1.4) and Lemma P.1])
(24.6) lim (n(A — p)I) £ D;(k),
n—r oo

where k = |S(u + i0)| and Dy (k) is the dissipative differentiation operator on the
real axis on

Dom(Dr(0)) = {f € W3 ((—00,0)) & W3 ((0,00)) | f(0+) = kf (0-)}.

Remark 24.5. Borrowing the terminology from probability theory, we will say that
an operator A has a (strictly) stable distribution if for arbitrary constants ¢; and
co there exists a constant ¢ such that

~ ~ 4 -~
c1 A1 WAy = CA,

whenever
24,4 A
In particular, the operator Dy (£) has a stable distribution since
(24.7) c1D11(6) W eaDy1(¢) 2 eDy(¢)
with
1 1 1
24.8 -—=—+—
( ) C C1 C2
The stability laws (P4.7) and (P4.d) in particular imply
(24.9) n-ﬁ]](ﬁ)UD[[(@ UD]](@ 4 B[[(é)
n times
and
1
(24.10) E-ngwwmwvg%vg,
~—_———
n times

which is in a good agreement with limit Theorems and Theorem (see
below).
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Although the distribution laws for the operators BI (k),0 < k< 1,and ﬁ]]](k, £)
are not stable, nevertheless corresponding laws are infinitely divisible in the sense
that

n-D;(kY™) & Dr(kY™) - w Dy (kY™) £ Dy(k),

n times

where D 1(k) is the dissipative differentiation operator on the real axis on
Dom(Di(k)) = {f € W5 ((~0c,0) ® W3 ((0,00)) | f(0+) = kf(0-)},

and
n-Dirg (kl/nﬂ”b_lf) W WDy (kl/n, n_lf) 4 ﬁlll(kae)a

n times
with Dy, 1(k, £) the dissipative differentiation operator on the metric graph
Y = (—o0,0] L [0,00) LU0, 4]

on

Dom(Dyr;(k, 0)) = {foo @ foe Wi(Y)]| {foo(()—l-) =kfeo(0-) } .

fe(0+) = V1 —k?f(0-)
It is also worth mentioning that by Lemma EI and the Multiplication Theorem

in Appendix G, the basic differentiation operators D; (k), ﬁn(ﬁ) and ﬁIU(k, f)
have the “addition” laws with respect to the operator coupling

(24.11) Dy(k)w Dy(k") 2 Dy(kk'),
while
(24.12) D (0)wDy(¢) 2 Dyp(6+10).

One also gets the following spectral synthesis rule
(2413) B[[[(k, é) (] B[[[(kl, 6’) 4 B[[[(kkl, 0+ él)

Notice that in the first two cases one can even state that the equalities in distribution
imply the unitary equivalence of the corresponding operators.

The Limit Theorem (i) has its natural counterpart for the class ©o(H) (see
Appendix G for the definition of the class).

Theorem 24.6. Suppose that Ae Do(H) is a mazimal bounded dissipative opera-
tor. Then

1 ~ ~ ~
(24.14) lim —~AWAY---wA LV,
N300 ] e e’
n times

where V; is the Volterra operator in L?((0, 1))

Vef) () =i / CJ(d, f e 12((0,0)),

and

£ = 2tr (Im(A\)) .
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Proof. Since

1 . I 2

%(Vl V) (z) = 3 ft)dt - xp,q(x), f€ L((0,4)),

0
where
Xp,q(z) =1 on [0,4],
the imaginary part of V4 is one-dimensional and therefore V, € Do(L?((0, £)).
Next, we evaluate the characteristic function of the (bounded) operator Vo (see

(A1) in Appendix A). We have
Svi(z) =14+i(Vy* — 2I) " X0, X[0,0))-

Since

((Vé* - zI)flx[O)g]) (z) = (;1)e§(m*f)7 x € 0,4,

we finally get that

1t l
Sy,(2)=1—= [ ez Ddr =exp (—i—) , z€Cy.
iz Jo z
Next, since Ae Do (H), we have the representation
A=A+ i(-9)g
for some g € H, g # 0. Therefore, the characteristic function S 3 has the following
asymptotics

z z

52(2)21—1—22'((2)*—zI)_lg,g):1—2iM+o<l> as z — 00.

Set

AYAW.--- WA
p, = 4949 94

n
Using the invariance principle, Theorem m in Appendix F, and the Multiplication
Theorem [G.4 in Appendix G, one concludes that

Im(A 1\ )"
lim Sp, (z) = lim S3(nz) = lim <1 - 21’M +o (—))
n—roo n—o00 n—o0 nz n

= exp (—g) , z€Cs.

Therefore, lim,,—, o Sp, (2) coincides with the characteristic function of the Volterra
operator V; which completes the proof. (I

Remark 24.7. Notice that the addition laws with respect to operator coupling

(PL11)-(R£19) can be extended by the following rule
VoW Ve 2 Vi,

which can be deduced from () applying the invariance principe combined with
the observation that
Vi =—Drr(0)".

In particular, the operator V; has a stable distribution:

(Vo) ¥ (Vi) 2 ¢V,
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with
d=d +d.
We conclude this section by the discussion of the limit distribution universality

of the real part of n-fold couplings (as n — oo) of bounded dissipative operators
from the class Do (H).

Corollary 24.8. Suppose that Ae Do(H) is a mazimal bounded dissipative oper-
ator and ¢ = 2tr (Im(/T)) Let

1 ~ ~ ~
Bh=-AwAw. - wA
1)) e e

n times

denote the “averaged” n-fold coupling of the operator A with itself.
Let M, (z) be the Weyl-Titschmarsh function of the self-adjoint operator Re(By,),

1 ~ ~
Ma(2) = —————tr ((Re(By) — 21) "' Im(Bo) ) -
(2) m(B.) (Re(Bn) — zI)""Im(By)
Suppose that p, (dN) is the probability measure from the representation theorem
dpn(N)
My(z)= | ——, Cs.
(2) R ze by

Then the sequence of the measure {u, (d\)}22 converges weakly to the pure point
probability measure p(dX\) given by

1

4
241 d\) = —= — 4, ,
( 5) n(dA) 2 Z (2k + 1)25 « (dX)

kez

with the “Dirac masses” ¢, (dA) at the points

1 2

=-—7—, keZ
T+ D

That is,
Jim i (=00, A)) = p((=00, A))
at every point of continuity of the function F(\) = p((—o0, A)).
Proof. From Lemma @ in Appendix A it follows that
S5 (2)—1
M, (z) = 'LL,
it, S (2) +1

where Sz (2) is the characteristic function of B, and

tn = tr(Im(By)) = tr(Im(A)) = g
Applying Theorem we get that
nl;rrgo Sg, () =exp <—§>
and therefore
lim M, (z) = EM = ——tangz zeCy
n—s00 ilexp (—4) +1 14 27
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Since
o0

tan(z) = _2;0 (W)

and hence

1 > z
—tan; _220<1—(k—i—%)wz)(l—i—(k—i—%)Wz))7

k
it is easy to see that

—Etanfz:/dﬂ()\) z € Cy,
t R

2 A=z’
with u(dX) given by (4.17). Since p, and p are probability measures and
. o dpn(X) [ dp(N)
(24.16) nhﬁn;QMn(z)—7111&{)1()/[R N, —/[R P z € Cyq,

the pointwise convergence of the Stieltjes transforms () ensures the weak con-
vergence of u, to u by an analog of the Lévy continuity theorem [@
O

APPENDIX A. THE CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION FOR RANK-ONE PERTURBATIONS

In this section we introduce a characteristic function of a maximal dissipative
operator A in the case where the domains of the operator and its adjoint coincide

[ B B3 63 3 73 b1 (1), that s,

(A1) Dom(A) = Dom((A)*).
For instance, if the operator Ais bounded, condition (@) holds automatically.

We will treat the simplest case where A has a rank-one imaginary part of the
form

Im(A) = 2-(A~ (A)") = tP,

where ¢ > 0 and P is a rank-one orthogonal projection,

P={(.,9)9, lgll=1
Denote by A the real part of 27
1~ ~ ~
A =Re(4) = §(A +(4)"), Dom(A) =Dom(A) = Dom((A)*),
so that R
A=A+itP.
The resolvent of A is described in the following lemma.
Lemma A.1 (cf. [[17]). Let A be a mazimal dissipative operator with a rank-one
imaginary part,
A=A+1itP,
A=A, P=(,9)9 llgll =1, and t > 0.
Denote by
M(Z):((A_Zl)ilgag)a ZEP(A),
the M -function associated with the real part Re(;l\) of the operator A and the unit
vector g.
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Then the following resolvent formula

(A2) A=z =(A—2D)"" —p(z)(A—2I)"'P(A— 21",

z € p(A) N p(A),

holds, where

p(z) = M T
In particular,
~ M(z

(A3 (A=) 1g.0) = i)

Moreover,
(A.4) spec(A) C {z : 0 < Im(z) < t}.
Proof. To prove the resolvent formula ([A.9), one observes that
(A.5) (A—z)" V= (A—zD)"' —it(A—2I)"'P(A— 2I)7",
and hence

(A—z)'g=(A—z2D)'g—it((A—2I)"'g,9)(A - zI)"'g,
which yields the representation
(A= zD)"tg=(1+itM(z))" (A —zI)"g.
Substituting this equality back to ), one obtains
Aoyl (A—apyto
(A== =(A=2l)" — 75

which proves (A.9).
Now, it is easy to see that the non-real spectrum of A coincides with those z

that satisfy the equation

(A—zI)"'P(A—2D)"1,

1

= + M(z) =0, Im(z)#0.
i

To complete the proof, we use the inequality

1
< — .
|M(2)| < ()’ zeCyp

Therefore, {z : Im(z) > t} C p(A), which proves (9. O

Theorem A.2. Let A be a mazimal dissipative operator with a rank-one imaginary
part

A=A+1itP,
A=A* P=(,9)9, llgll =1, and t > 0. Then A is completely non-self-adjoint if

-~

and only if the element g is generating for the self-adjoint operator A = Re(A).
Proof. Introduce the subspace,

Hy = spansepw){Ea(d)g}, with B(R) the Borel o-algebra.

Only If Part. Suppose that Ais completely non-self-adjoint. Assume that g is not

-~

a generating element for the self-adjoint operator A = Re(A). Then the orthogonal
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complement H, reduces the real part A and since the element g is orthogonal to
H;‘ of H, one obtains that

Ah = Ah for h e H}.

Since H, reduces A, the subspace ’H_(J]' reduces A as well. Furthermore, the part of

Aon ’H,gL is a self-adjoint operator. Therefore, A is not completely non-self-adjoint.
We get a contradiction.

If Part. Suppose that g is a generating element for the self-adjoint operator
A= RQ(A\). Assume that A is not completely non-self-adjoint and let Hy be its

reducing subspace such that the part of A in this subspace is a self-adjoint operator.
Given 0 # h € Hy, using the resolvent formula ([A.9), one obtains that

((A —iyl)"*h,h) = ((A —ityl)"'h, h)
~ ((A—ityD)" h, g)((—ityl)""g,h)
7+ M(iy) ’
lyl >t, yeR.

Therefore,
3(y)

A. = _

(A.6) Hi(y) = f2(y) @)

where the functions fi, k = 1,2, 3,4 are given by
fl( ) (( _ZyI) 1h7h)7

ly| > t,

(y)
fs(y) = (A—ityI)""h, g)((A —ityl) g, b)),
(y)

faly) = = + M (iy)
One observes that
(A7) fk(y) = fk(_y)u Y < |R7 |y| > t7 k= 17273'
However,
(A.8) fa(y) # fa(—y)
for

Filw) = -+ M) = 2 aaiy) £ L iy = ).
Inequality () together with (A7) is inconsistent with ([A.{), provided that
f3(y) # 0. Finally, the fact that the function f3(y) is not identically zero eas-
ily follows from the assumption that the element g is generating for A.

The obtained contradiction shows that there is no reducmg subspace such that
the part of A in this subspace is self-adjoint. Therefore, Ais completely non-self-
adjoint.

O

Theorem A.3 (cf. [d)). Assume that A is a mazimal dissipative operator with a
rank-one imaginary part, A= A+ itP, A= A", P = (-,9)g, |llg|l =1, and t > 0.
Assume, in addition, that A is completely non-self-adjoint.
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Let p(dX) be the probability measure from the representation

(A—=zI)"'g,9) = . c/i\u_()\z),

ZEG:J,_.

Then the operator A s unitarily equivalent to the operator B of the form

(BF)(A) = Af(N) +it(f,1)1(N),

Dom(@) = { 1 € 2R | [ 7PN < o0}
R
in the Hilbert space L*(R;du), where
(A.9) 1(N) =1 for p-a.e. A €R.

Proof. By hypothesis A is completely non-self-adjoint and therefore, by Theorem
, the real part A has simple spectrum and the vector g is generating for A.
It follows that the spectral measures

v(dA) = (Ea(d)\)g, 9)
and

u(dA) = (Ep(dA)1,1),
where B is the self-adjoint operator of multiplication by independent variable in
L2(R;dp) and 1()) is given by (A.9), coincide. Since B has simple spectrum and
1(\) is a generating vector for the self-adjoint operator B, the Spectral Theorem for
self-adjoint operators yields the existence of a unitary operator U : H — L?(R; du)
such that

UAU™ =B and Ug=1.
Hence
UAU! = B,

which completes the proof. O

Given a non-self-adjoint dissipative operator A with a rank-one imaginary part,
A= A+itP, A = A*, P = (-,9)g, |lgll = 1, and ¢ > 0, denote by S(z) the
characteristic function of operator A following [d]

(A.10) S(z) =1+ 2it (((21)* - zf)*lg,g) . zeCy.

Lemma A.4. Let A be a mazimal dissipative operator with a rank-one imaginary
part, A=A+ itP, A= A*, P=(-,9)g, llgll =1, and t > 0.
Then the characteristic function S(z) of A admits the representation

Sy = Lt itM(2)

11— itM(z)’
where M(z) is the M-function of Re(A) = A given by
M(z) = ((A-=21)""g.9), =€ p(A).

€ C+a

Proof. Introduce the function

C_,ift>0

M(2)=(A—2)""g,9) = (A+itP— 2I)"'g,g), z€
t(2)=((A—=z2I)""g,9) = (A +i zI)7g,9), = {C+,ift<0
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From the resolvent formula ([A-9) one gets that

My(z) M(z) Ze{@, ife>0

1 +aitM(2)’ Cy, ift<0
and hence
. 1+itM(z)
S(z)=1+4+2itM_ =" C
(Z) + 2 t(z) 1_ltM(Z), zely,
completing the proof. O

Theorem A.5 ([id)). The characteristic function of a completely non-self-adjoint
operator with a rank-one imaginary part uniquely determines the operator up to
unitary equivalence.

Proof. Suppose that Aisa completely non-self-adjoint operator with a rank-one
imaginary part so that

A=A+it(-,9)g
for some |lg|| =1, A =A* and t > 0.

In view of Theorem [A.d, it suffices to show that the characteristic function
uniquely determines the parameter ¢ and the (probability) measure p from the

representation for the M-function (in the case in question, u(R) = ||g||> = 1)
dp(A
(A1) ME) = ((A-2D g0 = [ B Lcc,
R A—

Indeed, by Lemma ,
L+atM(z)  1—itz"" +o(z7") 2it .
(2) 1—itM(z) 1+itz T +o(z 1) 2 +o(z7Y), z— o0,
and hence

3 lim z(S(z) — 1) =t

Z—00
which uniquely determines the perturbation parameter ¢. Since
1 S(z) -1
M(z)= — .22~
G =g 3o+
the knowledge of the characteristic function S(z) also uniquely determines the prob-
ability measure (d)) in (JA_11]) by the Stieltjes inversion formula. O

APPENDIX B. PRIME SYMMETRIC OPERATORS

Recall that a densely defined linear operator A in a Hilbert space H is called
symmetric if

(Az,y) = (z,Ay) for all z,y € Dom(A).

Definition B.1. A symmetric operator A is called a prime operator if there does
not exist a (non-trivial) subspace invariant under A such that the restriction of A
on this subspace is self-adjoint.

If a symmetric operator is not prime, it is useful to separate its self-adjoint part
from its prime part.
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Theorem B.2. Let A be a closed symmetric operator with equal deficiency indices
in a Hilbert space H. Then the Hilbert space splits into the orthogonal sum of two
subspaces

(B.1) =KoL,

where

K = spany,, ()0 Ker((4)* — z1I)
and
L= ﬂ Ran(A — z1).
Im(z)#0
Both of the subspaces KC and L reduce the symmetric operator A Moreover, the
part Alz of A in L is a self-adjoint operator and the part Al of A in K is a prime
symmetric operator.

Proof. Since by hypothesis the operator A is a closed symmetric operator, Ran(A —
zI), Im(z) # 0, is a closed subspace and hence £ being the intersection of closed
subspaces is a closed subspace itself.

Assume that h € £ and hence

(B.2) h € Ran(A —zI) forall z€ C\R.
Since
(B.3) H =Ker((A)* —zI) ® Ran(A — 2I), ze C\R,

from (B.4) and (B.3) one concludes that h is orthogonal to the subspace Ker((A)* —
zI) for any z € C\ R. Hence h is orthogonal to K, which means that

(B.4) L£cKt.
Now, assume that an element h is orthogonal to K.

Since the linear set D = span,¢c\g Ker((A)* — ZI) is a dense subset in K, the
element h is orthogonal to Ker((A)* —ZI) for any z € C\ R. Therefore, by (B.J),

heRan(A—zI) forallze C\R
and hence h € £ which means that
(B.5) Ktcc.
Combining (@) and () completes the proof of ()

To prove the remaining assertion of the theorem, we show first that the subspace
L is A-invariant. .
Indeed, assume that f € £ N Dom(A) and hence

(B.6) f€Ran(A —2I) forall zeC\R.
Then from (B.4) follows that
Af =(A—2D)f + 2f € Ran(A — zI) for all z € C\R,

and hence Af € £ by the definition of the space L.
Next, we will show that

(B.7) (A—z2I)(LNDom(A)) =L forany z€ C\R.
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To see this, take an f € £. Then f € Ran(A — zI) for any z € C\ R, and
therefore, for any z € C\ R there exists an element g, € Dom(A) such that

f=(A-2zD)g..
We claim that

g. L Ker((A)" —2I) forall zeC\R.

Indeed, let A be a(ny) self-adjoint extension of A (recall that A has equal defi-
ciency indices and therefore A admits self-adjoint extensions). Then

f=A=zl)g. =(A-z])g:
and hence
(B.8) g-=(A—2D)"'f, 2€C\R.
Fix a z with Im(z) # 0. For any element f such that

fgeKeI‘((A)*—CI), CGC\[Rv
with ¢ # Z, one gets that
(921 o) = (A= 2D, fo) = (F, (A=ZD) 1 f¢)
(B.9) = (A= DA =31 )~ (£ £0))

P
By assumption f € £ and hence f L K by the first part of the proof. Since
(A= CI)(A—ZI)" fe € Ker((A)* —zI) C K,

f; € Ker((A)* — ¢y € K,
and f L K, from (B.9) follows that (g., fc) =0, i.e.,

(B.10) 9. LKer((A) —¢I), ¢ #7 Im(Q) #0.
It remains to show that
(B.11) g. L Ker((A)* —zI).

Indeed, for any fz € Ker((A)* — zI) we have that
(A= 2)(A = D)™ f= € Ker((A)" = (D).
Therefore, by (|B.10),
(9:5(A=ZD(A-CD)T f2) =0, (#7 Im(()#0.
Hence,

(92, fz) = %g(gza (A—z)(A—CD)7 ) =0, forall fre Ker((A)* —zI),

which proves ([B.11])
From (B.1]) follows that g, € £ which justifies (B.7) for g. was chosen to be an

element of Dom(A).
Denote by B the restriction of A on

Dom(B) = £ N Dom(A).

Our next claim is that Dom(B) is dense in L.
Indeed, let f € £ and f L Dom(B), that is,

(f,g) =0 forall ¢ € Dom(B).
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From ([B:7) follows that f € Ran(B — iI) and hence f = (B — iI)h for some
h € Dom(B). Thus, for all g € Dom(B) one obtains that
(B.12) (f,9) = (B —il)h,g) = (h,(B +il)g) = 0.
On the other hand, ([B.7) yields
Ran(B+il) =L

and therefore from ([B:1J) follows that h = 0 and hence f = (B —il)h = 0.

So, we have shown that the operator B is a densely defined symmetric operator
in the Hilbert space £ such that Ran(B=+il) = £ which means that B is self-adjoint.

Now suppose that a subspace Ky reduces A and that the part A| K, 18 self-adjoint.
Then

Ran(A|;c0 — ZI’C()) =Ko, z€C \ R,

which means that Ko C £, proving that the part A in the subspace K is a prime
symmetric operator.

The proof is complete.
O

Remark B.3. In the situation of Theorem @ the operator A|;< is called the prime
part of the symmetric operator A.

Recall that an element h € H is said to be a generating element for a self-adjoint
operator H in the Hilbert space H if
Spa'nlm(z);éo{(H - ZI)ilh} =*H.

We also say that a self-adjoint operator has simple spectrum if it has a generating
element.

Corollary B.4 (cf. [[29)). Let A be a closed symmetric operator with equal defi-
ciency indices in a Hilbert space H.
Then A is a prime operator if and only if

H = spanyy, ..o Ker((A)* — zI).
If, in addition, A has deficiency indices (1,1), then A is a prime operator if
and only if for any self-adjoint extension A of A a deficiency element 0 # g4 €

Ker((A)* —iI) is generating, that is,
(B13) H = spanlm(z#o(A — 21)7194,.

In particular, in this case, any self-adjoint extension ofA has simple spectrum.

Proof. The first assertion has already been proven in Theorem @
To prove the remaining statement, one proceeds as follows.
Suppose that ([B-13) fails to hold and therefore the orthogonality condition

(B.14) (A—=zI)"'g,h)=0 forall z€C\R
holds for some element h € H, h # 0. Since
(A= =21)""ga,h) = (A= 21) "', (A+iD)(A+il)"'h)
= (A= il)(A = 21)""gy, (A+iD)"'h),
one concludes that
(B.15) (A—il)(A—20)"Yg,,9)=0 forall zeC\R,
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where
g=(A+il) " h.
Observing that
(A—il)(A—2I)"g, € Ker((A)* — 2I),
the hypothesis that A has deficiency indices (1,1) yields the orthogonality condition

g L spany,, .y Ker((A)* — 21),

and therefore A is not a prime operator by Theorem @
Conversely, suppose that A is not a prime operator and therefore ([B.15) holds
for some 0 # g € ‘H. In particular,

(B.16) (9+.9) = 0.
Using the first resolvent identity,
A=z —(A—i) ' = (z =) (A —il) (A - 2D,
one obtains
(A—i)(A—zI)" P =T+ (z—d)(A— 2D~
Therefore,
(A=iD)(A=20)""g4,9) = (94,9) + (z = )(A = 2I) gy, 9)
for all z € C\ R. Using (B17) and (B.18), this equality yields
(A—zI)"tg1,9) =0 forall 2€C\R, =z#i,

and therefore, by continuity,

(A—zI)"'gy,g)=0 forall z€C\R,

which shows that

H # spanyy, .y z0(A — 21) gy
So, we have shown that A is a prime operator if and only if ) holds.
The proof is complete. O

We will also need a variant of the first part of this corollary in case when A has
deficiency indices (0,1) or (1,0).

Lemma B.5. Let A be a symmetric operator with deficiency indices (0,1) in a
Hilbert space H. Then A is a prime operator if and only if

(B.17) H = spany,, () Ker((A)* — 21).

Proof. “Only if ” Part. Without loss one may assume that A is a closed operator. It
is well known (see, [E, Theorem 2, Ch.VIII, Sec. 104]) that A is unitarily equivalent
to the differentiation operator on the positive semi-axis with the Dirichlet boundary

condition at the origin. So, without loss of generality, one may assume that H =
L?(R) and

: d
(B.18) (Af)(x):—%@f(x) a. e x€Ry
on
Dom(A) = {f € W5 (Ry), f(0) =0}.
Clearly, the functions ‘
ho(z) = e,z € (0,00),
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generate the subspaces Ker((A)* — zI), Im(z) < 0.
Now, if f € L?((0,00)) is orthogonal to h, for all z € C_, then

/ e f(z)dr =0 forallzeC_.
0
In particular,
H(s) = / e f(x)dr =0, s>0,
0

and hence f = 0 by the uniqueness theorem for the Laplace transform (see, e.g.,
@, Th. 5.5]. Therefore, () holds which completes the proof.

“If 7 Part. Suppose that A is not a prime operator. Thereofre, by Theorem @,

H # spany,, .o Ker((A)* — 21).

Since A has deficiency indices (0,1),

P2y 0 Ker((A)7 — 21) = 5pang ) <o Ker((A)” — 21),

and hence

H # spanyy,(.) <o Ker((A)* — zI).
Therefore, ) fails to hold, which completes the proof of the “If 7 Part. O

In a similar way one proves the following statement.

Lemma B.6. Let A be a symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,0) in a
Hilbert space H. Then A is a prime operator if and only if

(B.19) H = spany,,,yo Ker((A)* — 21).

APPENDIX C. A FUNCTIONAL MODEL OF A TRIPLE

Recall the notion of a functional model of a prime dissipative triple parameterized
by the characteristic function [[7).
Given a contractive analytic map S(z),

s(z) —
ws(z) — 1’

(C.1) S(z) = zeCy,

where || < 1 and s(z) is an analytic, contractive function in C; satisfying the
Livéic criterion [[7] (also see [[7], Theorem 1.2]), that is,
(C.2) 5(1) =0 and lim z(s(z) —e**) =oc0 forall a € [0,7),
Z—00
0<e<arg(z) <m—g¢,

introduce the function

(C.3) M(z) =

1 1
_.'S(Z)+ ZECJr.
1

s(z) =1’

One observes that

M) = [ (525 - ) du. zece

for some infinite Borel measure,

(C.4) HW(R) = oo,
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such that

(C.5) /£ dp(A)

14+ X2

In the Hilbert space L?(R;du) introduce the (self-adjoint) operator B of multi-
plication by independent variable on

€6 Dom(B) = {7 € PFidn)| [ FIFNP) < ox.
Denote by B its restriction on
1) Dom() = { € Dow(B) } [ st <o,

and let B be the dissipative quasi-selfadjoint extension of the symmetric operator
B on

P . 1 1
(OF] Dom(B) = Dom(B)+li -
(C.8) om(B) om( )—i—lnspan{/\_l_ %/\—l—i}’
where the von Neumann parameter s of the triple (5, g, B) is given by
»x = S(i).
Notice that in this case
. 1 1
c9 Dom(B) = Dom(B)+li - .
(C.9) om(B) om( )—i—lnspan{/\_l_ /\—|—i}

We will refer to the triple (B, g, B) as the model triple in the Hilbert space
L2(R; dy).

Let A be a densely defined symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1), A
its self-adjoint (reference) extension and A a maximal non-selfadjoint dissipative
extension of A.

Denote by Sy(z) = S(AA ) (z) the characteristic function of the triple 2 =
(A,E, A) as introduced in Section Jj by eq. (@) Notice that the characteristic
function S (2) of the model triple M = (B, B, B) is given by €.

The following uniqueness result shows that the characteristic function of a triple
(A,g, A) is a complete unitary invariant of the triple whenever the symmetric
operator A is prime, equivalently, the dissipative operator A is completely non-
selfadjoint.

Theorem C.1 ([@, Theorems 1.4, 4.1]). Suppose that A and B are prime, closed,
densely defined symmetric operators with deficiency indices (1,1). Assume, in ad-
dition, that A and B are some self-adjoint extensions of A and B and that A and B
are mazimal dissipative extensions of A and B, respectively (A # (A)*, B # (B)*).
Then

(i) the triples A = (A, A, A) and B = (B, B, B) are mutually unitarily equiv-
alenf] if, and only if, the characteristic functions Sy (z) = S(AX’A)(Z) and

Sw(z) = S(B,E,B)(Z) of the triples coincide;

2We say that triples of operators (A',A7 A) and (B7 E, B) in Hilbert spaces H4 and Hp are
mutually unitarily equivalent if there is a unitary map U from #H 4 onto H p such that B = UAU 1,
B=UAU"' and B=UAU".
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(ii) the triple (A, E, A) is mutually unitarily equivalent to the model triple
M = (8,5, 5)

in the Hilbert space L*(R;du), where u(d)) is the representing measure for
the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M(z) = M4 ay (2) associated with the pair
(A, A).

In particular,

iii) the pairs (A, A) and (B, B) are mutually unitary equivalent if and only i
Y Y Y

M(A,A)(Z) = M(B’,B)(Z)'

Remark C.2. Notice that in view of ([C.), if ¢ is the unitary operator from the
Hilbert space H onto L?(R;du) that implements mutual unitary equivalence of the

triples (A,/Al, A) and (B,g, B), then
)
(Ug)(N) =

AFi
provided that g+ € Ker((A)* T iI) are normalized deficiency elements of A such
that
(C.10) g+ — g— € Dom(A).

Indeed, for the normalized deficiency elements g+ and Ug4+ of the symmetric oper-
ators A and B, respectively, we have
Oy

U N) = 5=

Since B = UAU~', from ([C.10) it follows that the function h = U(gy — g_) given
by

for some |©] =1,

for some |©4|=1.

04 e_
M =3 e AER
belongs to Dom(B) = L?(R; (1 + )\Q)du()\)) and therefore
/‘A_z = (1+/\2)du(>\)<oo.

Taking into account that by (@) the measure p(dA) is infinite, one necessarily
gets that ©4 = ©_ and the claim follows.

APPENDIX D. THE SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF THE MODEL DISSIPATIVE OPERATOR

In the suggested functional model for a triple in L2(R;du), the eigenfunctions
of the model dissipative operator B from the model triple (B, B, B) given by €9)-
(£:9) look exceptionally simple [77].

Lemma D.1. Suppose that M = (B,g, B) is the model triple in L*(R;du) given
by (@)-(@) Then a point zp € C4 is an eigenvalue of the dissipative operator
B if and only if

ngz(ZQ) = S(B,E,B) (Zo) = 0.
In this case, the corresponding eigenfunction f is of the form

1
f(A) = ——  for u-almost all X € R.
)\ — 20
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Proof. Suppose that zo € C, is an eigenvalue of B and f € L?(R;dp) is the corre-
sponding eigenvector,

~

Bf =zf, f € Dom(B).
Since f € Dom(l?)7 the element f admits the representation

1) = o)+ K (55 =5 )

where fo € Dom(B), K is some constant and s = Sy (¢). Then

0:((g_201)f)()\):()\—Zo)fo()\)—i-K(i_Zo H—ZO).

N TNt

Hence,

- K i—ZQ i+ZO
oV = =373 ()\—i +%)\+i>'

Since fo € Dom(B), one obtains that

Aﬁ@MMMZO

and hence

1 i—ZO ’L+ZO
0= dp (A
/[RA—ZO ()\—i +%)\+i) HY)

:_/[R<)\—1z0 _Al—i)du(/\)+%/u? (A—le_A1+i>d“(A)

= — M (20) + M(i) + 5(M(z0) — M (1))

= —M(z0) + i+ »(M(z20) + 1),
where M(z) = Mg 5)(2) is the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the
model pair (B, B).
Therefore,
M(Zo) —1
* M) 71 Sws ()

where 5 5 (2) is the Livsic function associated with the pair (B, B). Hence, the
characteristic function Sg(z) vanishes at the point zo,

S/ Z — X
_ swp(0) —x
Snlo) = 755y (70) =1 !

In this case,
1 1 1 i—Zo Z+ZO
A=K — —
JA) K)\—i %)\—i—i) A—ZO<A—¢+”A+¢>}
1 i—ZO 1 ’L+ZO
= 1-— — 1
L\—i< /\—zo) %/\—H'( +)\—zo>}

1
:K(l—%)~/\_zo.
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So, we have shown that if zy is an eigenvalue of g, then

ng (Zo) = 0,
with the corresponding eigenelement f of the form
1
D.1 A) = .
(D.1) R
Repeating the same reasoning in the reversed order, one shows that if Sop(z0) =
0, then the function f given by (D.1]) belongs to Dom(B) and Bf = zf. O

For the resolvents of the model dissipative operator B and the self-adjoint (ref-
erence) operator B from the model triple 9 = (B,B,B) one gets the following
resolvent formula [[7).

Theorem D.2. Suppose that M = (B, g, B) is the model triple in the Hilbert space

L*(R; dp) given by ([C.9)-CI).

Then the resolvent of the model dissipative operator B in L?(R; du) has the form

(D.2) (B—=2I)"" = (B—=2I)"" = p(2)(-, 92)g-,
with

1\ 7!
(D.3) p(z) = <M(8,B)(z) + i 1) ,

-~

z € p(B) N p(B).
Here My ) (z) is the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (B, B)

continued to the lower half-plane by the Schwarz reflection principle, s is the von
Neumann parameter of the triple M, and the deficiency elements g.,

g. € Ker((B)" —zI), ze€C\R,

are given by

(D.4) g:(A\) = /\L for p-almost all A € R.
—z
Proof. Given h € L%(R;dp) and z € p(B), suppose that
(D.5) (B—2zI)f =h for some f € Dom(B).
Since f € Dom(l?)7 one gets the representation
1 1
06 1) = 5o + K (525 = #55)

for some fy € Dom(B) and K € C. Eq. (D.]) yields

(A= 2)fo(N) + K (1__’? + %;*j) — h())

and hence

(D.7) fo(A) = -

Since fy € Dom(B),
AEMMMM=0
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Integrating ([D.7) against the measure u(d)), one obtains that

(D.8) K/{R Aiz (:__Zz +%::j) du(N) _/R)}\L(_/\)Zdu(/\).

Observing that

/[R ) : (;__ZZ + %iij) dp(\) =i — M(z) + (M (2) + ),

—Zz

with M(z) = My 5 (2), and solving (D.d) for K, one obtains
1 h(X)
K = dp(X).
(e — )M (2) +i(1+ 2) /[R N
Combining (D.d) and (D.7), for the element f we have the representation

_ h(¥) K (A—z A—z i—z i+z
TN =353 ()\—i i {)\—i+%)\+i]>
_h(N) k1
-2z K)\—z
(D.9)
e 41\ "1 h(A)
T A—z (M(Z)—i_z%—l) /\—Z/R/\—zdu()\)’

-~

z € p(B) N p(B),
where we have used (D.g) on the last step.
To complete the proof, it remains to recall that f = (B—2I)~'h and to compare

(D3 with (D.9).

O

Remark D.3. Using (), it is easy to see that the poles of the function p(z),
defined in (D.d), in the upper half-plane coincide with the roots of the equation
s (2) =2 z€Cy,

provided that sc # 0 and M (z) # i identically in the upper half-plane. Therefore,

the zeros of the characteristic function Son(z) = S(B,l?, B)(z) in tile upper half-pane

determine the poles of the resolvent of the dissipative operator B (cf. Lemma [D.1]).
We also remark that if 2 = 0 and M(z) = i for all z € C4, then the point

spectrum of the dissipative operator B fills in the whole open upper half-plane C. .

Given a triple (A, A, A) satisfying (1) and (P-]), the following corollary provides
an analog of the Krein formula for resolvents for all quasi-selfadjoint dissipative
extensions of the symmetric operator A with deficiency indices (1, 1).

Corollary D.4 ([(7]]). Let A = (A, A, A) be a triple satisfying R and PR9).
Then the following resolvent formula

(D.10) (A—zD)'=(A—2D)"1=p(2)(-, 9)9=,

z € p(A) N p(A),
holds.
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Here
(a) the function p(z) is given by
e+ 1\ 7
D.11 =M, )
( ) p(2) ( (A,a)(2) + e 1>

-1
S z)+1
(D.12) _i< (A,A)( ) _ %+1> :

saa(z) =1 x—1
(b) M4 4)(2) and s 4 4y(z) are the Weyl-Titchmarsh and the Livsic function

of the pair (A, A), respectively;
(c) g. are deficiency elements of A,

g. € Ker((A)* — 2I),
satisfying the normalization condition

(D.13) oot = ( [ 12 )1/2

RIA— 2

-~

(the deficiency elements g, can be chosen to be analytic in z € p(A)Np(A));
(d) p(dX) is the measure from the Herglotz-Nevanlinna representation

Mian(e) = /[R (ﬁ - H%) du(N);

(e) s is the von Neumann parameter of the triple (A, A\, A) which characterizes
the domain of the dissipative extension A in such a way that

-~

(D.14) g+ —g— € Dom(A) and g4+ — »xg— € Dom(A),

where g+ = g+.
Remark D.5. We would like to stress that the von Neumann parameter s of the
triple 2 = (A, A, A), the Livsic function s 4 4)(2), and the Weyl-Titchmarsh func-
tion M4 4 (z), can easily be recovered from the knowledge of the the characteristic

function S(z) = Sa(z). (Recall that the characteristic function S(z) is a complete

unitary invariant of the triple 2 = (A, /Al, A), provided that A is a prime operator).

Indeed,

»x = S(3),
S(z) — 2
S(4,A) (2) = 7%5(z) -1’

1S4 z)+1
M a(2) = = - M,

(4, i S(AﬁA)(Z)—l

FAS CJ’_,

with M (4,A) (z) continued to the lower half-plane by the Schwarz reflection principle

Myja(2) = M 0B, z€C.

Remark D.6. The resolvent formula (D-10)—(D-11) also holds if || = 1 and hence
A is self-adjoint. In this case, it coincides with the Krein resolvent formula for
self-adjoint extensions of A.
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Remark D.7. If two triples (A,/All,A) and (A,A\27A) with the same reference op-
erator A satisfy (R.1) and (P-J) and have the von Neumann parameters s; and
o, respectively, then one gets the following resolvent formula for the dissipative
extensions gl and A\g refining, in the rank-one setting, a result in ]:

(A = 217" = (Ay = 2D) 7" = q(2)(, 92)9-,
where ¢(z) = p2(z) — p1(2) with

2 € p(A) N p(Ay) N p(Ay).
We recall, see (P.d), that if S3(z) and S(z) are the characteristic functions of the
triples (A, Ay, A) and (A, As, A), respectively, then
_ Sk(2) —
S(A,A)(Z) - %_ksk(z) 1
Corollary D.8. Suppose that 9 = (B,B\, B) is the model triple in L*(R;du) given
by (C.9)-(CJ). Assume that z = 0 is a regular point for both the dissipative operator
B and the (reference) self-adjoint operator B. Then the inverse B~1 is a rank-one

perturbation of the (bounded) self-adjoint operator B=1. That is,
B =B"—pQ,

k=1,2.

where

(D.15) p= (M(O)+i%+1)_1,

w—1

Q is a rank-one self-adjoint operator

@ =5 [ Taus, wae rer,

m.zd M(0) is the value of the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair
(B, B) at the point zero.

APPENDIX E. TRANSFORMATION LAWS

In this section we discuss the dependence of the Livsic, Weyl-Titchmarsh and
characteristic functions upon the reference operator.

Lemma E.1. Assume that A is a symmetric, densely defined, closed operator with
deficiency indices (1,1) and A its mazimal dissipative extension such that A # (A)*.

Suppose that g+ € Ker((A)* Fil), ||g+|| = 1. Given o € [0,7), denote by Ay a
unique self-adjoint extension of A such that

(E.1) g+ —€**g_ € Dom(A,).

Let sa(z) = $(4.4,(2), Ma(z) = M4 4 (2), and Sa(z) = S(A,X,Aa)(z) be the
Livsic function, the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (A,Aa),
and the characteristic function associated with the triple (A, A, A,), respectively.
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Then
(E.2) sal(z) = P s4(2),
_ cos(f — a)Mq(z) —sin(B — «)
(E-3) Mp(z) = cos(f — a) + sin(f — a)My(2)’
(E.4) So(z) = X P70 G4(2).

Proof. Suppose that the deficiency elements g+ € Ker((A)* F 1), ||g+|| = 1, are
such that

g+ — »#g— € Dom(A).
for some s, |»| < 1. Denote by A, the reference self-adjoint extension of A such
that

9+ — g— € Dom(4,),
and let s.(2) = 5.4 4,)(2), Mi(2) = M4 4.,(2) and S, (z) = S(A,E,A*)(Z) be the
corresponding Livsic, Weyl-Titchmarsh and the characteristic functions, respec-
tively. From the definition of the Livsic function s, (z) it follows that

Sa(2) = e %%, (2).

By (£-4) we have

= M*(Z)_Z —2ia 7Ma(z)—7,

54(2) = Mo(2) + and  sq(2) = e 2%, (2) = e
and hence

M, (z) = cos(a) M, (z) — sin(a)(z2)
a cos(a) + sin(a) M, (2)
From (E) it follows
Therefore,
e2i0g, (2) = e (2) — e % 5, (2) —e oy 60

(e 20s0)e2ias, (2) —1 (e Z030)s,(z) —1

which proves (E.2), (E.3), (EA) first for 5 = 0 and hence for all 3 taking into

account that the transformations a — s, My, S, are one-parameter groups. ([l

Our next result shows that the concept of a characteristic function of a triple is
essentially determined by the corresponding dissipative operator only rather than
by the triple itself (cf. [f, f7)).

Proposition E.2. Let (A, /Al, A) and (B, E, B) be two triples satisfying the hypoth-
esis of Lemma @ Suppose that the dissipative operators A and B are unitarily
equivalent.

Then the characteristic functions of the triples (A, A, A) and (B, B, B) coincide
up to a constant unimodular factor.

In particular, the absolute values of the von Neumann parameters X(4i,A,A) and
of the triples (A,//l\, A) and (B, E, B) coincide,

#(B,B,B)

(E.5) 4, 3.0) = 5.8,
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Proof. To be more specific, assume that U is a unitary operator such that
B=u"'AU.
That is, R R
U(Dom(B)) = Dom(A)
and R R ~
UBf =AU for all f € Dom(B).
Literally repeating the proof of Lemma one shows that
(B)* =U~(A)*U.
Therefore, the symmetric operators A and B are unitarily equivalent
B=U"'Au,
since
A= A\|Dom(A\)ﬁDom((A\)*) and B = §|Dom(§)ﬁDom((§)*)'

Moreover, the operator B’ = U~ Al is a self-adjoint extensions of B.
By Lemma [E.1], the characteristic functions S(B,§,B)(z) and S(B,é,B/)(z> of the

triples (B,E,B) and (B,E,B’) are related as
8(3733)(2) = GS(B,ﬁ,B’)(Z)’ S CJr,
for some constant ©, |©] = 1. Since the tripes (B, B, B') and (4, A4, A) are mutually
unitarily equivalent by construction, we have
Si,8.8)(2) =S4ia4(2), z€Cy,
by the uniqueness Theorem [C.I|. Therefore,
S(B,ﬁ,B)(Z) = GS(A,E,A)(Z)v z€Cy,
which completes the proof of the first assertion of the proposition.
To prove ([E.5), we use the relation (P.§) to conclude that
|%(A,X,A)| = |S(A,X,A)(i)| = |S(B’,§,B)(i)| = |%(B,1§,B)|-
O

Our next goal is to establish a transformation law for the Livsic function under
the affine transformations of the pair (4, A4),

(A, A) — (aA+bI,aA+bIl), a,beR, a>0.

Lemma E.3. Let A be a symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1) and A
its self-adjoint extension. Suppose that f(z) = az + b with a,b € R, a > 0 is an
affine transformation.

Then the Livdic function associated with the pair (f(A), f(A)) admits the repre-
sentation

(E.6) Sy, rean(#) =
where

m(z) = M(f~1(2))
and M(z) = M(AyA)(Z) is the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair
(A, A).
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Proof. By Remark , without loss of generality one may assume that A is a prime
symmetric operator. Let M(z) = M4 4)(2) be the Weyl-Titchmarsh function

associated with the pair (4, A). Next, we may assume that A is the multiplication
operator by independent variable in L?(R, du) and A is its restriction on

Dom(d) = { £ € Dom()| [ sau(x) =0}

where 11(d)) is the representing measure for M(z) (see Theorem [C.1]).
Introduce the family of functions

G0 = 3=y () 0
Clearly,
G. € Ker((f(A)*) — zI), Tm(z) # 0.
Set

G+ = Gf—l(i) and G_ = fol(fi)-
One easily checks that

Gl =G, Gx € Ker((f(A) F ),

and that
G+ — G- € Dom(A) = Dom(f(A)).

Therefore, the Livsic function S(F(AY£( A))(z) has the representation

z—1(G,,G_
(E.7) %ﬂ&ﬂ@ﬂ”‘Qﬁ?LmGJ'
We have
du()
G..G )= L
(G2 6-) / C— SN T (D)
and

B dp(A)
(G Gl = / A= 1) - F1G)

where p(d)) is the measure from the representation

M(z) = /R <$ - ﬁ) du()), Tm(z) # 0.

Therefore,

(E.8) (z—ixGmCL):(z_ixé du(N)

A= f1)A = F71@)
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and

(E.9) (z4+1)(G;,Gy) = (Z"i‘i)/[R = fl(z(jl)i((/i\)— F=1(=1))

— —a (M(f7(2)) = M(f (=) -
Now (), (EJ) and (E) yield

s = NG MU T ) -
which completes the proof.

Next, we discuss the transformation law under the affine transformation of the
pair (A, A) given by
(A7 A) (_A7 _A)

Lemma E.4. If A is a closed symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1) and
A its self-adjoint extension, then the Weyl-Titchmarsh functions M1 (z) associated
with the pairs (XA, £A) are related as follows

(E.10) M_(2)=—-M;(-2z), ze€p(A).

In particular, for the Lisic functions associated with the pairs (A, A) and (—A, —A)
we have

(E.ll) S(fA,*A)(Z) :S(A,A)(_E)7 z e CJ,_.
Proof. Let n be a unit vector in Ker((A)* —iI) and
(E.12) m=(A—il)(A+il)"'n

Then m € Ker((A)* 4 iI) = Ker((—A)* — iI). By the definition of the Weyl-
Titchmarsh function one obtains that
M_(z) = ((—Az+I)(—A—zI)"'m,m) .

Therefore,

~M_(-%2) = ((Az + I)(A —zI)"'m,m)
=((AZ+ D(A-ZI)" YA —iD)(A+iD)'n, (A—iD)(A+il)"'n)
(A= i) (A+i) Y (AZ+ I)(A —ZI) " 'n, (A —iD)(A+il)"'n)
(E.13) =((AZ+ )(A—2I)""n,n) = M, (2) = My (2).

Here we have used the Schwarz symmetry principle for the Weyl-Titchmarsh func-
tion

My(2) = V1), 2 € plA),
and the observation that the Cayley transform (A — iI)(A + iI)~! is a unitary

operator commuting with the operator A. Finally, (E.1(]) follows from (E.1J) by
the substitution z — —Z.
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To prove the last assertion, we use the relation (@) to conclude that
M_(z)—i  —M(-2)—i ———
S(—4 z) = - = =5 1 (—2),
(7A,7A)( ) M,(Z) +i —M+( ) Iy (A,A)( )
completing the proof. (I

APPENDIX F. THE INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

The main goal of this section is to establish an invariance principle for the charac-
teristic function of a triple of operators under linear transformations of the operators
from the triple.

Introduce the class ©(#H) of maximal dissipative unbounded densely defined
operators A, (A # (A)*), in the Hilbert space H such that

A= E|Dom(2)mDom(X*)
is a densely defined symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1,1). In this case,
Ac Ac (A
and therefore A is automatically a quasi-selfadjoint extension of A (see, e.g., [@])
If f(z) is the affine transformation f(z) = az + b, introduce the triple f(2) as

FQA) = (f(A), F(A), F(A)).

Theorem F.1. Let A = (A,/Al, A) be a triple such that Ae D(H). Suppose that
f(z) =az+b with a,b € R, a > 0, is an affine transformation.

Let M(2) be the Weyl-Titchmarsh function associated with the pair (A, A). Then
the von Neumann parameters » and > of the triples 2 and f(21) are related as

14+ m-—i+m

(F-1) 1—%21'(1—%’)7
where
m = M(f7(i)).
Moreover, the characteristic functions Sy (2) and Su(z) are related as
(F.2) Sy (f(2)) = ©5Su(2), z€Cy,
where

1—3\ " 1-3
O = — : —.
1-% 1—5
is a unimodular factor. In particular, ©f continuously depends on f.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma , from the very beginning one can assume that
Ais a prime symmetric operator.

Let u(dX) denote the representing measure for the Weyl-Titchmarsh function
M (z). Without loss of generality (see Theorem [C.1)) one may assume that A is the
multiplication operator by independent variable in L?(R, dp) and A coincides with
its restriction on

Dom(A) = {h € Dom(A) ’ / h(\)du(\) = 0} .
R
In this case, from Theorem [D.] (see (D.4)), we know that the functions

g = —— and g (A) = —

A—1 A+
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form a basis in the deficiency subspace,

g9+ € Ker((A)" F4I), g+l =1.
From ([C.9) is also follows that
(F.3) g+ — g— € Dom(A).

Clearly, the functions
1
N =

have the properties

G € Ker((f(A)") F1), NGl = G-I,
and
(F.4) G+ — G- € Dom(A) = Dom(f(A)).

From the definition of the von Neumann parameters s, ' € D for the triples 2
and f(2) it follows that

-~

(F.5) g+ — »#g— € Dom(A)

and

(F.6) Gy — #'G_ € Dom(f(A)) = Dom(A).
Introduce the function

(£.7) m(z) = M(f71(2)), Tm(z) # 0.

In order to establish the relationship @) between the von Neumann parame-
ters, notice that

(F.8) Gy — [m(ii)g+ 2_2,9* + 2 ;g} € Dom(f(A)),

that is,

[ (6209 - [ 2000 00 £0-00T) 1

Indeed, since

g+N)—g- () _ 1 gr(MN+9-() A
2i A2+ 17 2 A2+ 17

and
1

Gi(\) = )

one needs to verify the equality

/[R (/\ - f:(io N {M(if;(fi)) + Aﬁ 1D dp(A) =0,

which simply follows from the observations that

| ) = mr( i)
1

and

/[R <A — fi(Ei) )\21 1) dp(A) = M(f " (&i)).
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Combining (F.q) and (F.d) we get that

g+ —9- |, 9+ +9g- i (—9+ —9- | 9+ +g-
h= -
(m 2% T 2 ) ”(m % 2 )
m—xm+1i— iy i —ix —m+xm ~
= % g+ + % g— € Dom(A).

Therefore, in view of (F.]),

(F.9) %:m—%’m—i—i—i%’:m—i—%’(m—i)

m—sxm+i—ix m+i—x(m+1)

and (E.])) follows.
From ([.5) and (F.0) it follows that the characteristic function Sy (z) associated
with the triple 21 = (A, A, A) (see (P:@) can be evaluated as
Soia(2)—
7S (4, A) (z) —

Representing s 4 4)(z) via the Weyl-Titchmarsh function M (z),

50 (2) = M(z)—i
(4,4) M(z)+1i’

one concludes that
M(z)—1

M (z)+1 -
T L

Therefore, taking into account (m), one obtains

m(z)—1

- — X
(F.10) Sa(f1(z)) = &~
Ay 1

In a similar way, using that
G4 —G_ € Dom(f(A)) and Gy — Gy € Dom(f(A)),

one also gets

Suiran®) —

2S5y pan () = 1
By Lemma @,
m(z) —m
Sensan) = e T
so that
mem
(F.11) Spay(z) = 2T 7
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From ([F.1(]) one gets that

m(z)—i

“1yy = meF F m(z) —i— x(m(z) +19)
2 SO = o = S ) - m(z) 1)

(A =sgm(z) —i(1+) 1_%.m(z)—i}f—z

CFE-Um(z) —i(14+3) 71 m(z)+iEZE
A similar computation for the right hand side of (F.L1]) yields

m(z)—m ’ o
w7 m()—m—#(m(z) )
F13)  Sre(®) = Snotn ] = Sm) ) (] 79

m(z)—m
(1 =35)m(z) — (m — 'm) _1- o m(z) — =R

(= )m(z) + (M —3'm) 5 =1 p(z)+ Bxm

1—sc

- = ’ 142
w -1 m(z)—l—zﬁ

where we used the relation (F.1f) on the last step.
Comparing ([F.19) and ([F.1]), we obtain

1—

-1
Span(f(2) = (E) :
which proves ([F.J).

O

We conclude this section by establishing an invariance principle under the anti-
holomorphic transformation (involution) of the triple

A= (A, A, A) — A = (—A,—(A)", - A).
Theorem F.2. Let A be a densely defined, closed symmetric operator with defi-
ciency indices (1,1), A its self-adjoint extension and A quasi-selfadjoint dissipative
extension of A.
Then the characteristic functions associated with the triples A = (A,/T, A) and
—A* = (—A, —(A)*, —A) are related as follows

(F.14) S_g-(2) = Su(—2).

Proof. Let g4+ be normalized deficiency elements of A,

g+ € Ker((A)* F 1),
such that

g4+ —g_ € Dom(A) and g, — g_ € Dom(A).
Clearly,

g+ € Ker((-A)* £ 1),

g— — g+ € Dom(A) = Dom(—A4),
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and

-~

g- — 79+ € Dom((A)*) = Dom((~A)").

Hence, using Lemma E, one obtains

S_i_a(2) =% s(A,A)(-%)-%=
S o () = A=A 1:( )(2
#5a- () 1 s 4 (=7) - 1
= 591(—?).
The proof is complete. O

APPENDIX G. THE OPERATOR COUPLING AND THE MULTIPLICATION THEOREM

Introduce the class Do(H) of maximal dissipative densely defined operators Ain
the Hilbert space H of the form

A= A+itP,

where A = Re A\) is a self-adjoint operator, ¢t > 0, and P is a rank-one orthogonal

projection [, [, (.

Introduce the concept of an operator coupling of two operators from the classes

@0(7‘[1) and @0 (7‘[2)

Definition G.1. Suppose that A, € Do(H1) and Ay € Do(Hz) are maximal
dissipative operators acting in the Hilbert spaces H1 and Ha, respectively.

We say that a maximal dlss1patlve operator A from the class Do(H1 @ He) is
an operator coupling of A1 and Ag, in writing,

AZAlL'UAg,

if A— (A1 <) Ag) is a rank-one operator, the Hilbert space H; is invariant for A
and the restriction of A on H1 coincides with the dissipative operator A1 That is,

Dom(A) N'H; = Dom(A;)
and

A|HmDom(Zl) = Ay

Theorem G.2 (cf. [, [@ [, [). Let A = A, w Ay be an operator coupling of
two mazimal dissipative operators A € Do(Hr), k = 1,2. Then the characteristic

function of an operator coupling Ay W As coincides with the product of the ones of
Al and AQ,
(G.l) SEIMEQ(Z)ZSEI(Z)-SEQ(Z), z€Cy.
Proof. Suppose that
Ak:Ak+i('7gk)gku k:1727
where Ay = A, gr € Hi. Denote by Py (k = 1,2) the orthogonal projections
onto the subspaces Hy, respectively. From the definition of an operator coupling it
follows that
A=APr+ AP+ (,9)g
for some g,g € H1 @ Ho and that
AP, = A, P;.
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In particular,

-~

(A) Py = (A2)* Py

and therefore

(G.2) geHs and g€ H.
First we show that
Im(A) = (-, 9)9,

where
(G.3) ¢ = (0191) © (O292)
for some |Of| =1, k = 1,2. Indeed, we have

1 ~
(G.4) (91)g1 + (- 92)92 + o ((,9)9 = (.9)9) = (-, 9)o.
Introducing

o = Pr¢,  k=1,2,
from ([G.9) and (G.4) it follows that
(gk> 91| = [(gr, )| = |(gr, D), Kk =1,2,

and then we get ([5.1).
Rewrite the equality ([G.4) one more time

(91)91 + (-, 92)92 + % ((v9)9 = (9)9) = (-, (0191) © (O292))(O191) @ (O292).
We get,

(- 2)g — (. 9)i) = 8Os (.1)g2 + 0,83, g2

and therefore
('7 g)g = 22(7 ¢2)¢1-

In particular, we have that

A= (A1 +i(,01)01)Pr + (Ag + (-, $2)ba) P + 2i(-, o)1,

-~

Im(A) = (-, (¢1 + ¢2)) (o1 + ¢2)

and we arrive at the definition of an operator coupling as presented in , eq.
(2.1)]. Literally repeating step by step the proof of the Multiplication Theorem
[L3, Theorem 2.1] one justifies ([5.1). O

Remark G.3. We remark that an operator coupling of two dissipative operators
from the classes Do(H1) and Do(H2) is not unique. In fact, we have shown that
an operator coupling A; W Ay of two dissipative operators

Ay = A +i(, go)gr, k=12,
is necessarily of the form
(G.5) Ay w Ay = (Ay+i(,90)91)Pr + (A2 + (-, 92)g2) P + 210, g2) g1,

for some |@|=1. Moreover, for any choice of © such that |©| = 1 the right hand
side of ([5.9) meets the requirements to be an operator coupling of A; and As.
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Recall that the class ©(H) consists of all maximal dissipative unbounded densely
defined operators A, (A # (A)*), in the Hilbert space H such that

A= A|Dom(ﬁ)mDom((ﬁ)*)

is a densely defined symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1, 1) (see Appendix
Definition G.4 ([[J]). Suppose that A; € D(H;) and Ay € D(Hy). We say that
a A€ D(H1 @ Hz) is an operator coupling of A; and A, in writing,

A=Ay Ay,

if
(i) the Hilbert space H; is invariant for A and the restriction of A on 4
coincides with the dissipative operator A;, that is,
Dom(A) N, = Dom(A4, ),
A|HmDom(Zl) = A,
and

(ii) the symmetric operator A = A\|Dom(A\)ﬁDom((A\)*) has the property
A C A\l ©® (A\Q)*

The corresponding multiplication theorem for the class () can be formulated
as follows (see [7d, Theorem 6.1, cf. Theorem 5.4]).

Theorem G.5. Suppose that A= /All W 22 is an operator coupling of two max-
imal dissipative operators A € ©D(Hy), k = 1,2. Denote by A, Ay and Ay the
corresponding symmetric operators with deficiency indices (1,1), respectively. That

18,

A= A|Dom(2)mDom((2)*)
and

A = A pom k=1,2.

A)NDom((Ag)*)?

Then there exist self-adjoint reference operators A, A1, and As, extending A, A,
and As, respectively, such that

(G.G) S(A,Elwﬁg,A)(z) :S(Al,ﬁl,Al)(Z)'S(AQ,EQ,AQ)(Z)’ z € C+.
Moreover, for any operator coupling A of /All and A\Q, the multiplication rule
(G.7) R(A) = R(Ay) - R(Ay)

holds. Here K(-) stands for the absolute value of the von Neumann parameter of a
dissipative operator defined by (R.10).

Corollary G.6. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem @ Then the von Neumann
logarithmic potential T 7(z) (see Definition PA) is an additive functional in the
sense that

Fgl&h%(z) = Fgl(z) —|—Fg2(z), 2€pz, NPa, VPR WA, NCy.
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APPENDIX H. STABLE LAws

Recall (see, e.g., B0, [, [30)) that a distribution G' (of a random variable) is
said to be stable, if a linear combination of two independent random variables with
this distribution has the same distribution, up to location and scale parameters.
That is, for any by, by > 0, there exist a b > 0 and a € R such that

“i)e(m)=o ()

where * denotes the convolution of distributions (see [B(, Ch. V.4]).
It turns out that a (non-degenerated) law G is stable if and only if the logarithm
of its characteristic function has the representation [[30, Theorem B.2]

(H.1) log g(t) = o (m e (1 _igLtu, a))>

12|

for some 0 > 0, —o0 < v < 0,

0 <a <2, (the index of stability)

(H.2) —1<p <1, (the skew parameter).
Here
t z 1
(H.3) w(t,a) = a§(20‘)’ azl,
—=loglt|, a=1.

The skew parameter 3 is irrelevant when a = 2.

Recall (see, e.g., [[L3(]) that a distribution F is said to belong to the domain of
attraction of a law if there are constants A,, and B, > 0 such that the following
non-zero limit

lim log [f(t/By)]" "
n—o0

exists, where f(t) is the characteristic function of the distribution F,

fi) = /[ReitzdF(:zr).

In this case the limit coincides with the logarithm of a stable law (FL.1)) for an
appropriate choice of the parameters «, 5, v and o.
Recall that a positive function h(z), defined for z > 0, is said to be slowly varying
if, for all ¢ > 0,
h(t

T )

00 h(;c)
Also, by the Karamata theorem (see, e.g., [@, Appendix 1] for an exposition of
the Karamata theory), a slowly varying function h which is integrable on any finite
interval can be represented in the form

h(z) = c(z) exp {/m @dt} )

where

lim ¢(z) =c#0 and lim e(z) =0.
Tr—00 Tr—00

A key result in this area is the following Gnedenko-Kolmogorov limit theorem.
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Theorem H.1 ([[id, Theorem 2.6.1]). A distribution F belongs to the domain of
attraction of a stable law (H.1]) with exponent o, 0 < o < 2, and parameters o, 3
and v if and only if
1
(H.4) - F(a) = 250y o s
:Z:OL
co + 0(1)
(—x)*
as |x| — oo, where ¢1,¢3 > 0, ¢1 + c2 > 0 and h is slowly varying in the sense of
Karamata.
In this case,

(H.6) o= (a+ Cg)d(a),

where

(H.7) d(a) = {

(H.5) F(z) = h(-z), z<0

(1 —a)cos(ima), a#1

s 40
b a=1

and

(H.8) =22

c1+ co

Remark H.2. The (tauberian type) relationship between the set of data (cq, ¢z, h)
and (a, 3,7,0) referred to in Theorem [[I.] (also see ([I.J)) can be described as
follows: if a distribution F' belongs to the domain of attraction of the stable law

(FL1)), that is,

lim log[f(t/B,)]" et = o (itw — |t + iﬁiw(t, a))

for some constants A,, and B,, > 0, then (see, e.g., , Theorem 2.6.5])
t
log f(t) = i7t — o|t|*h(1/t) <1 - iﬁmw(t, a)) (14+0(1)) as t—0,

where 7 is in general not necessarily the same as . Recall that in this case the
norming constants B,, necessarily satisfy the relation

lim nB, “h(B,) = 1.
n—oo

If in the hypothesis of Theorem @ the slowly varying function h(z) has the
property that lim h(xz) =1, then the scaling factors B,, can be given by

Tr—r 00
B, = nl/e.

Under this hypothesis, the probability distribution F' is said to belong to the domain
of normal attraction of a stable law. In particular, every stable law belongs to the
normal of its own normal attraction.
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