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ABSTRACT. We revisit the Krein—von Neumann extension in the case where
the underlying symmetric operator is strictly positive and apply this to derive
the explicit form of the Krein—von Neumann extension for singular, general
(i-e., three-coefficient) Sturm-Liouville operators on arbitrary intervals. In
particular, the boundary conditions for the Krein—von Neumann extension of
the strictly positive minimal Sturm—Liouville operator are explicitly expressed
in terms of generalized boundary values adapted to the (possible) singularity
structure of the coefficients near an interval endpoint.
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1. INTRODUCTION

While the principal objective of this paper is to derive the explicit form of the
Krein—von Neumann extension for singular (three-coefficient) Sturm-Liouville op-
erators on arbitrary intervals with strictly positive underlying minimal operator,
we briefly pause and first describe the abstract Krein—von Neumann extension of a
nonnegative symmetric operator in complex, separable Hilbert space in a nutshell.

A linear operator S : dom(S) C H — H in some complex, separable Hilbert
space H is called nonnegative if

(u,Su)y =0, wu € dom(S) (1.1)

(in this case S is symmetric). In addition, S is called strictly positive, if for some
e >0, (u, Su)y = €||ul|3,, u € dom(S). Next, we recall the order relation 0 < A < B
for two nonnegative self-adjoint operators in H in the form (see, e.g., [27, Section
1.6], [44) Theorem VI.2.21])

0< A< B ifand only if (B4 aly) ' < (A+aly)™! foralla > 0. (1.2)
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In the following 0 < S is a linear, unbounded, densely defined, nonnegative
operator in H, and we assume that S has nonzero deficiency indices. In particular,

def(S) = dim(ker(S* — 2Iy)) € NU {0}, ze€ C\[0,00), (1.3)

is well-known to be independent of z (and if S > el for some € > 0 then the
independence of def(S) of z extends to z € C\[e,00)). Moreover, since S and
its closure S have the same self-adjoint extensions in H, we will without loss of
generality assume that S is closed in H.

The following is a fundamental result that cements the extraordinary role played
by the Friedrichs and Krein—von Neumann extensions of .S, to be found in M. Krein’s
celebrated 1947 papeill [44] -

Theorem 1.1. Assume that S is a densely defined, closed, nonnegative operator
in H. Then, among all nonnegative self-adjoint extensions of S, there exist two
distinguished ones, Sk and Sg, which are, respectively, the smallest and largest
(in the sense of order between nonnegative self-adjoint operators) such extensions.
Furthermore, a nonnegative self-adjoint operator Sisa self-adjoint extension of S
if and only zf§ satisfies

Sk <5< Sp. (1.4)
In particular, (L4) determines Sk and Sp uniquely.

In addition, if S > eIy for some € > 0, one has Sp = €Iy, and

dom(Sp) = dom(S) + (Sp) " ker(S*), (1.5)
dom(Sk) = dom(S) + ker(S*), (1.6)
dom(S*) = dom(S) + (Sr) ™! ker(S*) + ker(5*)
= dom(Sp) + ker(5*), (1.7)
in particular,
ker(Sx) = ker ((Sx)'/?) = ker(S*) = ran(S)*. (1.8)

Here the operator inequalities in (L)) are understood in the resolvent sense,

(Sp+aly) ™t < (§—|— aIH)_l < (Sk +aly)™! for some (and hence for all) a > 0
(1.9)
(an alternative approach employs quadratic forms).
Thus, Sk and S are distinguished self-adjoint extensions of S, representing, in
particular, extremal points of all nonnegative self-adjoint extensions S >0 of S.
We will call the operator Sk the Krein—von Neumann extension of S. See [46]
and also the discussion in [3], [8]. It should be noted that the Krein—von Neumann
extension was first considered by von Neumann [69] in 1929 in the case where S
is strictly positiveﬁ, that is, if S > eIy for some ¢ > 0. However, von Neumann
did not isolate the extremal property of this extension as described in ([4) and
(C9). M. Krein [46], [47] was the first to systematically treat the general case
S > 0 and to study all nonnegative self-adjoint extensions of S, illustrating the
special role of the Friedrichs extension (i.e., the “hard” extension) S of S and the
Krein—von Neumann (i.e., the “soft”) extension Sk of S as extremal cases when

LSee also Theorems 2 and 5-7 in the English summary on page 492.
2His construction appears in the proof of Theorem 42 on pages 102—-103.
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considering all nonnegative extensions of S. For more results on the Krein—von
Neumann extension of a strictly positive symmetric operator S > eIy we refer to
the beginning of Section

However, the principal aim of this paper are (three-coefficient) generally singular
Sturm—Liouville differential expressions of the type

1 d (a:)di +q(z)| forae. z € (a,b) CR, (1.10)
x

_@ _ﬁp

on a general interval (a,b) C R and their various L?((a,b); rdx)-realizations, with
the coefficients p, ¢, r satisfying Hypothesis 21l In particular, the minimal operator
Tnin associated with 7 (cf. (ZH)), assumed in addition to be strictly positive,
plays the role of S above, and the corresponding maximal operator Tyq. (cf. (22)))
represents S*. The explicit forms of the Friedrichs and Krein extensions of T,,;, are
then of the form (3:24) and (3:29), (3:20), B28)), (B:29)), respectively. Moreover, the
corresponding boundary conditions are explicitly expressed in terms of generalized
boundary values adapted to the (possible) singularity structure of the coefficients
near an interval endpoint with the help of principal and nonprincipal solutions of
the underlying Sturm-Liouville equation.

Briefly turning to a sketch of the content of each section, we note that Section
focuses on the basics of Sturm-Liouville operators in L?((a,b); rdz) and the un-
derlying Weyl-Titchmarsh—Kodaira theory, including self-adjoint extensions and
generalized boundary values (and conditions) in the singular case. Section Bl then
contains the bulk of the new material in this paper. After continuing a discussion of
the abstract Krein—von Neumann extension of a symmetric, strictly positive opera-
tor S > ely, an elementary characterization of the Krein—von Neumann extension
Sk as the unique self-adjoint extension of S containing ker(S*) in its domain is de-
rived in Lemma [3.2] This result is then applied to derive an explicit description of
the Krein—von Neumann extension of a strictly positive minimal Sturm—Liouville
operator T),;, in terms of generalized boundary values. We conclude this paper
with three nontrivial and representative examples in Section [} including a gener-
alized Bessel operator, a singular operator relevant in the context of acoustic black
holes, and the Jacobi operator.

Finally, a few remarks on the notation employed: Given a separable complex
Hilbert space H, (-, )% denotes the scalar product in A (linear in the second
factor), and I3 represents the identity operator in H. The domain and range of
a linear operator T' in H are abbreviated by dom(7T") and ran(7T"). The closure of
a closable operator S is denoted by S. The kernel (null space) of T is denoted by
ker(T'). The spectrum, point spectrum (i.e., the set of eigenvalues), and resolvent
set of a closed linear operator in H will be abbreviated by o(-), o,(), and p(-),
respectively. If U; and Us are subspaces of a Banach space X, their direct sum is
denoted by U + Us. We also employ the shortcut Ng = NU{0}. If the underlying

L2-space is understood, we denote the corresponding identity operator simply by
1.

2. THE BAsics oF WEYL-TITCHMARSH-KODAIRA THEORY

In this section, following [30] and [33, Ch. 13], we summarize the singular Weyl-
Titchmarsh-Kodaira theory as needed to treat the Krein—von Neumann extension
for singular, general Sturm-Liouville operators in the remainder of this paper.
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Throughout this section we make the following assumptions:

Hypothesis 2.1. Let (a,b) C R and suppose that p,q,r are (Lebesgue) measurable
functions on (a,b) such that the following items (i)—(iii) hold:
(i) r>0 ae. on (a,b), r € L ((a,b);dz).

(ii) p >0 a.e. on (a,b), 1/p € L}, ((a,b);dz).

loc

(ii1) q is real-valued a.e. on (a,b), ¢ € L} ((a,b);dx).

loc

Given Hypothesis 2.1l we study Sturm-Liouville operators associated with the
general, three-coefficient differential expression

- % —%P(w)% +q(x)| for ae. x € (a,b) CR, (2.1)

and introduce maximal and minimal operators in L?((a,b);rdx) associated with 7
in the usual manner as follows.

Definition 2.2. Assume Hypothesis 21l Given T as in 2.1)), the maximal operator
Trnaz in L?((a,b);rdx) associated with T is defined by

Trnacf =71,
fedom(Thas) = {g € L*((a,b); rdx) ‘g,gm € ACpoc((a,b)); (2.2)
g9 € L*((a, b);rdz)}.
The preminimal operator Tmm in L?((a,b);rdx) associated with T is defined by
7gminf =7/,
f € dom (Tmm) = {g € L?((a,b); rdx) ’g,gm € ACoe((a,d)); (2.3)
supp (g) C (a,b) is compact; Tg € L*((a,b);rdz)}.
One can prove that Tmm is closable, and one then defines the minimal operator
Toinin as the closure of T in -

The following facts then are well known:

(Tmzn)* = Tma;ﬂa (24)
and hence T}, is closed and T} = Tmm is given by
Toninf =7,
f e dom(Tin) = {g € L?((a,b); rdx) }g,gm € ACjoc((a,b)); (2.5)

for all h € dom(Tinaz), W(h, g)(a) = 0=W(h,g)(b); g € L*((a,b);rdz)}
= {g € dom(Taz) | W(h,g)(a) =0=W(h,g)()for all h € dom(Tmaz)}.

Moreover, Tmm is essentially self-adjoint if and only if T),,, is symmetric, and

then Tmzn = Lmin = L mazx-
Here the Wronskian of f and g, for f,g € ACj,.((a,b)), is defined by
W(f,9)(x) = f(x)g" (x) — fM(2)g(z), = € (a,b), (2.6)
with

y(z) = pla)y'(z), =€ (ab), (2.7)
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denoting the first quasi-derivative of a function y € ACjs((a,b)).
The celebrated Weyl alternative then can be stated as follows:

Theorem 2.3 (Weyl’s Alternative).
Assume Hypothesis 21 Then the following alternative holds: Fither,

(i) for every z € C, all solutions u of (1 — 2)u = 0 are in L*((a,b);rdz) near b
(resp., near a),

or,

(79) for every z € C, there exists at least one solution u of (T — z)u = 0 which is
not in L*((a,b);rdx) near b (resp., near a). In this case, for each z € C\R, there
exists precisely one solution uy (resp., uq) of (T—2z)u =0 (up to constant multiples)
which lies in L*((a,b);rdx) near b (resp., near a).

This yields the limit circle/limit point classification of 7 at an interval endpoint
and links self-adjointness of Ty (resp., Tinae) and the limit point property of 7
at both endpoints as follows.

Definition 2.4. Assume Hypothesis 211

In case (i) in Theorem 23|, 7 is said to be in the limit circle case at b (resp., at a).
(Frequently, T is then called quasi-regular at b (resp., a).)

In case (ii) in Theorem 23|, 7 is said to be in the limit point case at b (resp., at a).
If T is in the limit circle case at a and b then 7 is also called quasi-regular on (a,b).
Theorem 2.5. Assume Hypothesis 2], then the following items (i) and (ii) hold:
(2) If T is in the limit point case at a (resp., b), then

W (f,9)(a) =0 {(resp., W(f,g)(b) =0) for all f,g € dom(Tpaz)- (2.8)
(i1) Let Trin = Tmin. Then

Ny (Tonin) = dim(ker(Thar F 1))

2 if T is in the limit circle case at a and b,
1 if T is in the limit circle case at a (2.9)
and in the limit point case at b, or vice versa,

0 if 7 is in the limit point case at a and b.

In particular, Thin = Tmax 1S self-adjoint (i.e., Tmm is essentially self—adjoint) if
and only if T is in the limit point case at a and b.

Next, we turn to a description of all self-adjoint extensions of T},p.

Theorem 2.6. Assume Hypothesis 211 and that 7 is in the limit circle case at a
and b (i.e., T is quasi-regular on (a,b)). In addition, assume that v; € dom(Tmax),
7 =1,2, satisfy
W (TE, v)(a) = W(IT, o) (8) = 1, W(5,0;)(a) = W (55, 0,)(8) = 0, j = 1,2.
(2.10)
(E.g., real-valued solutions vj, j = 1,2, of (T — N)u = 0 with A\ € R, such that
W (v1,v2) = 1.) For g € dom(Tyae) we introduce the generalized boundary values

gi(a) = =W(va,g)(a),  g1(b) = =W (v, 9)(b),

g2(a) = W(v1,9)(a), G2(b) = W (v1, g)(b). (2.11)
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Then the following items (i)—(iii) hold:
(i) All self-adjoint extensions Ty 5 of Tynin with separated boundary conditions are
of the form

Tysf=1f ~,0€l0,m),
f € dom(T,5) = {g € dom(Tnaz) | sin(v)g2(a) + cos(v)g1(a) = 0; (2.12)
sin(8)g2(b) + cos(6)g1 (b) = 0}.

(13) All self-adjoint extensions T, g of Tmin with coupled boundary conditions are

of the type
R

Tga,Rf = Tfu

[ edom(T, r) = {g € dom(Thaz)
where p € [0,2m), and R is a real 2 X 2 matriz with det(R) =1 (i.e., R € SL(2,R)).
(7i1) BEvery self-adjoint extension of Tyin is either of type (i) (i.e., separated) or of
type (i) (i.e., coupled).

Remark 2.7. (¢) If 7 is in the limit point case at one endpoint, say, at the endpoint
b, one omits the corresponding boundary condition involving § € [0,7) at b in
(Z12) to obtain all self-adjoint extensions Ty of Tyip, indexed by v € [0, 7). In the
case where 7 is in the limit point case at both endpoints, all boundary values and
boundary conditions become superfluous as in this case Ty, = Tinas is self-adjoint.

(i) Assume the special case where 7 is regular on the finite interval [a, ], that is,
suppose that Hypothesis 2] is replaced by the more stringent set of assumptions:

Hypothesis (7 regular on [a, b].)
Let (a,b) C R be a finite interval and suppose that p, ¢, r are (Lebesgue ) measurable
functions on (a,b) such that the following items (i')—(éi7") hold:

(i) r > 0 a.e. on (a,b), r € L'((a,b); dz).
(ii") p > 0 a.e. on (a,b), 1/p € L*((a,b); dz).
(iii') q is real-valued a.e. on (a,b), ¢ € L*((a,b); dz).
In this case one chooses v; € dom(Tynaz), j = 1,2, such that

on(z) = {90()\,:10,(1), for = near a, va(z) = {(bo()\,x,a), for x near a, (2.14)

B Oo(\,x,b), for x near b, do(\, z,b), for x near b,

where ¢g (A, -, d), Op(A, -,d), d € {a,b}, are real-valued solutions of (7 — \)u = 0,
A € R, satisfying the boundary conditions

do(\,a,a) = 951](/\, a,a) =0, 6p(\a,a)= gb([Jl}(/\, a,a) =1, (2.15)
do(A.b.0) = 001\, b.5) =0, Bo(Ab,b) = @b (A b,b) = 1. '

Then one verifies that

gi(a) =g(a), G1(b) =g(b), Ga(a) = g(a), G2(b) = g (1), (2.16)

and hence Theorem [Z0in the special regular case recovers the well-known situation
of separated self-adjoint boundary conditions for three-coefficient regular Sturm-—
Liouville operators in L?((a, b); rdz).



THE KREIN-VON NEUMANN EXTENSION REVISITED 7

(797) In connection with (ZTII]), an explicit calculation demonstrates that for g, h €
dom(Taz),

G1(d)ha(d) — Ga(d)hi (d) = W (g, h)(d), d € {a,b}, (2.17)

interpreted in the sense that either side in ([2I7) has a finite limit as d | a and
d 1 b. Of course, for (2I7) to hold at d € {a, b}, it suffices that g and h lie locally
in dom(7}q,) near x = d. o

In the special case where T},;, is bounded from below, one can further analyze
the generalized boundary values ([2I1)) in the singular context by invoking principal
and nonprincipal solutions of 7u = Au for appropriate A € R. This leads to natural
analogs of ([2.I0) also in the singular case, and we will turn to this topic next.

We start by reviewing some oscillation theory with particular emphasis on prin-
cipal and nonprincipal solutions, a notion originally due to Leighton and Morse
[49], Rellich [57], [58], and Hartman and Wintner [38, Appendix] (see also [19], [24]
Sects 13.6, 13.9, 13.0], [37, Ch. XI], [52], [72 Chs. 4, 6-8]).

Definition 2.8. Assume Hypothesis 211
(1) Fiz ¢ € (a,b) and A € R. Then 7 — X is called nonoscillatory at a (resp., b),
if every real-valued solution w(\, <) of Tu = Au has finitely many zeros in (a,c)
(resp., (¢,b)). Otherwise, T — X is called oscillatory at a (resp., b).
(ii) Let \g € R. Then Tyin is called bounded from below by Mo, and one writes
Tmin = )\017 lf

(u, [Tmin — AOI]U)L%(a,b);rdm) >0, we dOm(Tmin). (218)

The following is a key result.

Theorem 2.9. Assume Hypothesis Bl Then the following items (i)—(iii) are
equivalent:

(1) Tonin (and hence any symmetric extension of Tyin) is bounded from below.

(79) There exists a vy € R such that for all X < vo, T — X\ is nonoscillatory at a and
b.

(#i7) For fized ¢,d € (a,b), ¢ < d, there exists a vy € R such that for all X < vy,
Tu = Au has (real-valued) nonvanishing solutions ug(\, -) # 0, Ug(X, -) # 0 in

the neighborhood (a,c] of a, and (real-valued) nonvanishing solutions up(\, ) # 0,
up(A, ) # 0 in the neighborhood [d,b) of b, such that

W (g (A, <), ua(A, 2)) =1, ug(\,z) = o(Ug(A ) as z | a, (2.19)

W (ap(A, - ),up(N, <)) =1, wup(Nz) = o(up(A\ x)) as z T b, (2.20)
c b

/ dr p(x) tug(\, x) "2 = / dx p(x)  tup (N, 2) 72 = oo, (2.21)
a d
c b

/ de p(z) Y ha (N 2) "% < o0, / dz p(z) (A, ) 7 < oo (2.22)
a d

Definition 2.10. Assume Hypothesis 211, suppose that Ty is bounded from be-
low, and let X\ € R. Then ug(X, -) (resp., up(N, -)) in Theorem 29I(iii) is called
a principal (or minimal) solution of Tu = Au at a (resp., b). A real-valued solu-
tion Uq (A, -) (resp., up(A, +)) of Tu = Au linearly independent of uq(\, -) (resp.,
up(A, +)) is called nonprincipal at a (resp., b).
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Principal and nonprincipal solutions are well-defined due to Lemma 2TT] below.

Lemma 2.11. Assume Hypothesis 2 and suppose that Tpin is bounded from
below. Then uq (A, -) and up(A, ) in Theorem R9I(iii) are unique up to (nonvanish-
ing) real constant multiples. Moreover, uq(X, -) and up(A, ) are minimal solutions
of Tu = Au in the sense that
u(\ ) tug(N ) = o(1) as x | a, (2.23)
u(\, ) Fup(N, ) = o(1) as x 1 b, (2.24)
for any other solution u(\, -) of Tu = Au (which is nonvanishing near a, resp., b)

with W (uq (A, <), u(A, +)) # 0, respectively, W(up(A, - ), u(A, -)) #0.

Given these oscillation theoretic preparations, one can now revisit and comple-
ment Theorem as follows:

Theorem 2.12. Assume Hypothesis 211 and that T is in the limit circle case at a
and b (i.e., T is quasi-reqular on (a,b)). In addition, assume that Tyim = Aol for
some Ao € R, and denote by ug (Mo, ) and ug(Xo, - ) (resp., up(Ao, ) and up(Ao, +))
principal and nonprincipal solutions of Tu = Agu at a (resp., b), satisfying

W (ta(Aos - )sua(Xo, -)) = W(up(No, - ), up(Aoy ) = 1. (2.25)
Then the following items (i)—(iii) hold:
(1) Introducing vj € dom(Tynas), = 1,2, via

Ua(No,x), for x near a, ug (Mo, ), for x near a,
o) = {ﬂb()\o,x), for x near b, va() = {ub()\o,x), for x near b, (2:26)
one obtains for all g € dom(T 4z ),
g(a) = =W(vz, 9)(a) = g1(a) = =W (ua(Xo, - ), 9)(a)
=lim —/—— é(]iw) )
zla Uy (Mo,
(6) = —W(v2,9)(8) = 32 (8) = ~W (us(ho. -), (1) (2:21)
= lim _9(@)
a1 Up(Ao, )’
g'(a) = W(v1,9)(a) = gz2(a) = W(Ha(Xo, ), 9)(a)
@)~ §(@)0.2)
zla ua(Xo, ) ’ (2.28)

g'(b) = W(v1,9)(b) = g2(b) = W(tn(o, -), 9)(b)

o g) — G 0.a)
z1Th ub()\o, 117)
In particular, the limits on the right-hand sides in (ZZ1), (Z28) ewist.

(1) All self-adjoint extensions Ty s of Tmin with separated boundary conditions are
of the form

T’Ya(;f = va s 5 S [Oa ﬂ-)v
f € dom(Ty 5) = {g € dom(Tinaq) | sin(7)g"(a) + cos(y)g(a) =
sin(6)g’(b) + cos(8)g(b)

0; (2.29)
0.
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Moreover, o(T 5) is simple.

(i13) All self-adjoint extensions Ty g Of Tmin with coupled boundary conditions are

of the type
(ga)ZWRG%D}= (2.30)

Tga,Rf = Tf7
fedom(T, r) = {g € dom(Thmaz)

Moreover, under the hypotheses of Theorem 2T2] relation (23] implies that the
minimal operator takes on the form

Trinf =T,

[ € dom(Toin) = {g € dom(Trnax) ‘ g(a) = 5/(@ =0=g(b) = g/(b)}

The Friedrichs extension T of T),;, now permits a particularly simple charac-
terization in terms of the generalized boundary values g(a), g(b) as derived by Kalf

[42] and subsequently by Niessen and Zettl [52] (see also [58], [59] and the extensive
literature cited in [30], [33, Ch. 13]):

where ¢ € [0,27), and R € SL(2,R).

(2.31)

Theorem 2.13. Assume Hypothesis 211 and that T is in the limit circle case at a
and b (i.e., T is quasi-reqular on (a,b)). In addition, assume that Tyim = Nol for
some A\g € R. Then the Friedrichs extension Tr of Ty is characterized by

Tpf=1f, f€dom(Tp)={g€ dom(Tiaz)|g(a)=0=g(b)}. (2.32)
In particular, Tr = Tp 0.
Remark 2.14. (i) As in (ZI1), one readily verifies for g, h € dom(Tymqz),
g(d)h’(d) — g (d)h(d) = W (g, h)(d), d € {a,b}, (2.33)

again interpreted in the sense that either side in ([2:33)) has a finite limit as d | a
and d 1 b. In particular, if 7 is regular at an endpoint then Remark 2.7(i¢) shows
that the generalized boundary values in [2:27), (Z28) reduce to the canonical ones
in (2Z10).

(4¢) While the principal solution at an endpoint is unique up to constant multiples
(which we will ignore), nonprincipal solutions differ by additive constant multiples
of the principal solution. As a result, if

aa()\o, ) —>aa()\0, -)—i—Cua()\o, '), CER,

then (o) — §(@), §'(a) — 7'(a) — C3la), 234

and analogously at the endpoint b. Hence, generalized boundary values g’(d) at
the endpoint d € {a,b} depend on the choice of nonprincipal solution @g(Ag, -) of
Tu = Nu at d. However, the Friedrichs boundary conditions g(a) = 0 = g(b) are
clearly independent of the choice of nonprincipal solution.

(741) As always in this context, if 7 is in the limit point case at one or both interval
endpoints, the corresponding boundary conditions at that endpoint are dropped
and only a separated boundary condition at the other end point (if the latter is a
limit circle endpoint for 7) has to be imposed in Theorems and In other
words, the generalized boundary values (2Z11]) and [2.27), (228) are only relevant
if the endpoint in question is of the limit circle type. In the case where 7 is in the
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limit point case at both endpoints, all boundary values and boundary conditions
become superfluous as in this case T = Tinas 1S self-adjoint. o

All results surveyed in this section can be found in [30] and [33, Ch. 13] which
contain very detailed lists of references to the basics of Weyl-Titchmarsh theory.
Here we just mention a few additional and classical sources such as [2, Sect. 129],

21, Chs. 8, 9], [24, Sects. 13.6, 13.9, 13.10], {1, Ch. I1I], [50, Ch. V], 52, [55,
Ch. 6], [60 Ch. 9], [70, Sect. 8.3], [71l Ch. 13], [72, Chs. 4, 6-8].

3. THE KREIN—VON NEUMANN EXTENSION OF T}, > 0

In this section we derive the Krein—von Neumann extension for T},;, under the
assumption Ty, = €l for some € > 0. We continue with some more abstract facts
on the Krein—von Neumann extension of strictly positive symmetric operators in a

complex Hilbert space and refer to [2 Sect. 109], [3], [, [7, [8], [@], [10], [11], [12I,
[13], [I5, Sect. 5.4], [16], [22], [23], 27, Part II1], [34], [35, Sect. 13.2], [39], [40],
I@L IML ImL Iml’ I@I’ ml’ Iml’ I@I’ Iml’ m’ Iml’ Iml’ and the references Cited

therein for some of the basic literature in this context.
Denote by

ny(T) = dim(ker(T* F ily)) = dim (ran(T +ily)") € No U {oo}, (3.1)

the deficiency indices of a densely defined, closed, symmetric operator 7' in the
complex, separable Hilbert space H.

The Krein—von Neumann and Friedrichs extension of a densely defined, closed,
symmetric operator S with ny(S) > 0, satisfying

S =0, (3.2)
are denoted by Sk and Sp, respectively. If, in addition,
S>ely (3.3)
for some £ > 0, then one also has
ny (S) = dim(ker(S™)), (3.4)
Sp 2 ely,

and
dom(Sk) = dom(S) + ker(5*),
Skf=S5"f, fe&dom(Sk).

For completeness we also recall that under hypothesis (B3]
dom(Sr) = dom(S) + (Sp) 'ker(S*), Spf=S"f, fedom(Sr), (3.7)
dom(S*) = dom(S) + (Sp) ' ker(S*) 4 ker(S*), (3.8)
ker(Sk) = ker(S*).

Here the notation + addresses the direct (not orthogonal direct) sum in the sense

that if X7, X are linear subspaces of a Banach space X, then X3 + X5 denotes
the subspace of X given by

Xi+Xo={zeX|z=u+x0, 2; € X, j=1,2}, (3.10)
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assuming

X, N X,y = {0}. (3.11)

Remark 3.1. If S > eIy, € > 0, then dom(S) + ker(5*) is well-defined since
f € dom(S) Nker(S™) (3.12)
implies 0 = S*f = Sf, and hence f =0 as S > ely, € > 0. o

Lemma 3.2. Suppose S is densely defined, symmetric, and for some € > 0, S >

ely. If S is a self-adjoint extension of S such that dom (S) D ker(S*), then

S =Sk.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that S is closed. By definition,

dom (§) D dom(S), and by assumption, dom (S) D ker(S*), hence dom (S) )

dom(S) + ker(S5*) = dom(Sk). Utilizing the facts S = S*}dom(g) and Sk =
S*‘dom(SK), one infers that
S’dom(SK) = S*’dom(g')ﬂdom(SK) = S*’dom(SK) = SK’ (313)

that is, S D Sk. Since self-adjoint operators are maximal in the sense that Sg has
no proper symmetric extensions, one concludes that S = Sk. O

Remark 3.3. (i) From the outset, ([B.6]) implies (89, that is, ker(Sk) = ker(S™*).
Lemma B2 now implies a converse in the sense that if ker(S) = ker(S*) (and hence
lies in dom (g)), then S = Sk. One notes that Lemma 3.2 does not a priori assume
that S is bounded from below.
(i) The fact (B9) has been isolated in [3] as uniquely identifying the Krein—von
Neumann extension (under the hypothesis S > I3 ) (see also [10] eq. (2.39)]), as
a byproduct of an entirely different quadratic form approach that characterizes all
nonnegative self-adjoint extensions of S. Here we derive this uniqueness aspect
with entirely elementary means only.
(#41) Applications to 2mth order regular differential operators: Suppose Tp,in =
, then T

T2m| Co((ah)) min. = Imaz, that is, no boundary conditions are necessary
0 ’ -

in dom(Tyqz). Then T, a self-adjoint extension of Ty, in L2((a,b); rdx) equals

Trnin. i, the Krein extension of Ty, in L?((a,b); rdz), if and only if

dim (ker (7)) = 2m. (3.14)
Of course, dim(ker(T,,q2)) = 2m since we assumed Ty, to be regular.

(iv) Relation BI4)) only holds if T, is indeed minimally defined, that is, as
the closure of Tgm’ 0% (b)) If some of the possible zero boundary conditions are
0 3

missing in dom(7},4,) then they will reappear in dom(Ty0: = T,
in (3I4) has to be diminished accordingly.

(v) The 2m solutions giving rise to (BI4) (in the regular case) are simply generated
by solving the ordinary differential equation of 2mth order

Tamy =0 (3.15)

in) and hence 2m

in the distributional sense. o



12 G. FUCCI, F. GESZTESY, K. KIRSTEN, L. LITTLEJOHN, R. NICHOLS, AND J. STANFILL

To demonstrate that ¢ > 0 is necessary for Lemma to hold, we recall the
following (counter) example.

Example 3.4. Let H = L?((0,0);dz), and

7O =
f € dom ( mm) ={g € L*((0,00);dz) | for all R > 0: g g € AC([0, R]); (3.16)
9(0) = ¢'(0) = 0; ¢" € L*((0,00); dx)},
Ton = —8/d2?[ e (0 o)) (3.17)
Then

7 >0 (3.18)

mwn

but there is no € > 0 such that Tﬁ?i)n
7(0) f= (T(O.) )*f —_—

max mwn

f€dom (T0),) = {g € L*((0,00); dz) | for all R > 0:g,¢' € AC([0,R]); (3.19)
g ELQ((O,OO);dJJ)},

> el. Moreover,

and
mzn f T O)f -
" ) " o (3.20)
fEdOHl( man_T ) {QEdom Tmam ‘g 70}
Furthermore, consider self-adjoint extensions T of mm gien by
TVf =—f", aec0,00)U {OO} (3.21)
f € dom (Téo)) = {g € dom( maw ‘g = ag(O)}. -
Then
ker (7)) = ker (T}, o = TV = Ti) = ker ((T,)" = TR) = {0}, (3.22)
and
o(T") = [0,00), € [0,00)U {oo}. (3.23)

Thus, Lemma B2 requires ¢ > 0. For the fact B.20) see, for example, 29, Corollary
5.6] (choose v = /2, q(x) =0, and note that m{/ (z) = iz'/%, hence m{’ (0) = 0).
Of course,

T(o:) f= T(O-) _ T(O)f - //
f € dom (T(O) {gEdom( mam) ‘g *O},

represents the Friedrichs (resp., Dirichlet) extension of T,S?Z)n

(3.24)

Combining [20] and [30] one can now extend the description of the Krein exten-
sion from the known regular case to the singular case as follows:

Theorem 3.5. In addition to Hypothesis 21, suppose that Ty > €l for some
e > 0. Then the following items (i) and (i) hold:

(1) Assume that ny(Timin) = 1 and denote the principal solutions of Tu = 0 at a
and b by uq(0, -) and up(0, - ), respectively. If T is in the limit circle case at a and
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in the limit point case at b, then the Krein-von Neumann extension T, of Ty 1S
given by

TVKf = Tfu
f €dom(T,, ) = {g € dom(Tjaz) | sin(yx)g'(a) + cos(yx)gla) =0}, (3.25)
cot(vi) = —u;(0,a)/up(0,a), K € (0,7).

Similarly, if T is in the limit circle case at b and in the limit point case at a, then
the Krein—von Neumann extension Ts,. of Tpin 1S given by

Tsi f =71/,
f €dom(Ts,.) = {g € dom(Tnaz) | sin(dx)g’(b) + cos(dx)g(b) = 0}, (3.26)
cot(dx) = —u,(0,0)/1.(0,b), &k € (0,7).
(73) Assume that nay(Tmin) = 2, that is, T is in the limit circle case at a and b.
Then, introducing a basis for ker(Tinas), denoted by ui(0, -), u2(0, -) as follows,
Tu;(0,-) =0, j=1,2,
@1(0,a) =0, @ (0,0) =1, (3.27)
u2(0,a) =1, w2(0,b) =0,

the Krein—von Neumann extension 1o r, of Tmin 5 given by

To,pi f =71,
f € dom(Tp py) = {g € dom(Tinas) (gﬁ%) — Ri ( 5/(8)) } (3.28)
Ric = == ( —u(0,0) ! ) . (3.29)

u{(0,a) \u1(0,a)uz(0,b) = u(0,b)uz(0,a) ui(0,b)

Alternatively, employing the nonprincipal solutions g (0, -) and up(0, -) of Tu =0
at a and b, respectively, satisfying [223) and used to introduce the generalized
boundary values (Z21), 228), Rx can be characterized in terms of principal and

nonprincipal solutions by
Ua(0,5) (0,0
Ry = <Z,E ) i‘/( )> : (3.30)

a(0,0) 1, (0,0)

where

equivalently, by

_fﬁ; (07 a’) fﬂvb(oa a)

Ry = ( w(0.0) —ab(o,a)> . (3.31)

Proof. (i) It suffices to prove [B.25]), the proof for (B:26]) being entirely analogous.
Since ker(T},q.) is one-dimensional, and 7 is in the limit point case at b, one con-
cludes that only the smallest solution of 7u = 0 near b, that is, the principal
solution, u4(0, - ), can lie in ker(Thaz),

ker(Tnaz) = lin. span{uy(0, - )}. (3.32)

One also notes that by 227), (Z28),
Ty(0,b) =0, wL(0,) = 1. (3.33)
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Since the Krein extension is now necessarily associated with separated boundary
conditions, in fact, a self-adjoint boundary condition at the endpoint a only, (3.9)
implies that u(0, -) must necessarily satisfy the boundary condition at a which
defines the Krein extension of T},;, in this case. Thus, the underlying boundary
condition parameter vx € [0,7) is determined via

sin(yx )y (0, a) + cos(vk )up(0,a) = 0. (3.34)
If 4y (0, @) = 0, then together with (232) and (B3 this would imply that us(0, -) €
dom(Tr = Tp) in the notation of (Z29) (one notes that no boundary condition

is required at b due to the limit point property of 7 at b). Thus, 0 € 0,(TF),
contradicting Tp > eI. Hence vx > 0, completing the proof of (B2H).

(4i) Since the limit circle case is assumed at the endpoints a and b, all solutions
u(0, -) of Tu = 0 satisfy u(0, - ) € dom(T}nas) and hence the generalized boundary
values ([227)), [228)) with ¢ = u(0, ) are well-defined. Introducing a basis for the
null space of Tyq, as in [B27), one notes via (Z33) that

W(u1(0, -),u2(0, -)) = _61/(07 a) = 17'2/(07 b). (3.35)

Next, introducing Ry as in (329) and employing ([B.27) and (B35 one computes
that

det(Ry) = —w4(0,b)/u/(0,a) = 1, that is, Rx € SL(2,R). (3.36)

Thus, (28] represents one of the self-adjoint extensions of T},;, characterized by
¢ =0 and R = Rk according to Theorem [ZT2(#ii), and hence it remains to show
that this extension is precisely the Krein—von Neumann extension of T},,;,.

For this purpose we turn to Lemma [3.2] next: Since

dom(T, g, ) = dom(Tpin) + ker(T%,;,,) = dom(Tmin) + ker(Thaz), (3.37)

min

and since T}, is characterized by the vanishing of all generalized boundary values
as depicted in ([Z3T]), it suffices to verify that us(0, -) and u2(0, - ) both satisfy the
boundary conditions in B28), given [B.29) (see also Remark B3(iii) with m =
1). This verification reduces to the following elementary computations, employing

BZ10) and B35) once more,

u1(0,a)) 1 ~ (u1(0,0)
e (ihfo.m) = (a0) = (50 o)
R (@(0,@) _ ( 0 ) _ (ag(o,b)> '
*\u3(0,a) u3(0,b) u3(0,b) )
completing the proof of (B28), (329).
Next, choosing
u1(0,2) = ug(0,2)/1,(0,0),
~ = - (3.39)
u2(0,2) = Ua (0, 2) — [6,(0,0)/1q(0,)]uq(0, x),
noting that 4,(0,b) # 0, one easily verifies that ([B.27) is satisfied since
u1(0,a) = u,(0,a)/u,(0,b) = 0,
’(Nl, ( ) - ua(o b)/ua(o b) - 1
(0, a) = a( )= (3.40)
Ti2(0,b) = g (0,b) — ua(O b) =0,
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proving ([330). Expression ([331)) is proved analogously by using the principal and

nonprincipal solutions near x = b and choosing
up (0, 2) = 1y (0, ) — [Up(0, @) /s (0, a)|up (0, z), (3.41)
u2(0,z) = up(0, z) /Up(0, a).

O

Relations (328), (B:29)) extend [20, Example 3.3] in the regular context to the
singular one.

4. THREE EXAMPLES

In this section we illustrate Theorem with three examples, including a gen-
eralized Bessel and Jacobi-type operators.

We start with the generalized Bessel operator following the analysis in [32, Sec-
tion 6].

Example 4.1 (A Generalized Bessel Operator). Let a =0 and b € (0,00) in (21),
and consider the concrete example

ple) =27, r(x) =2 q(x)= @ta-h) Z i ) zP=2 (4.1)

a>-1, <1, v=0, z€(0,b).

Then

o 4 pd  2+a=B)P-(1-p)? 5,
Ta, By =T _d_xxﬁd_x + 1 z? ) (4.2)
a>-1, <1, v=0, z € (0,b),
is singular at the endpoint O (since the potential, q is not integrable near x = 0)
and is reqular at x = b. Furthermore, 7o 5, 15 in the limit circle case at x = 0 if
0 < v <1 and in the limit point case at x =0 when v > 1.
Solutions of 7o, 5,yu = zu are given by (cf. A3, No. 2.162, p. 440])

Y, pn (2, 2) = 02T (221204002 (2 a = B)), 420,

x=0)12 ] (2:1/24C+e=B)/2 /(9 4 o — B)), ~ ¢ Ny,
pros(e ) = { A /( ). 7 #No

20,
x(lfﬁ)/ZY’Y (221/2x(2+a*ﬁ)/2/(2 +a— [3)), v € No, K
(4.3)

where J,(+),Y, () are the standard Bessel functions of order v € R (cf. [I, Ch. 9]).
In the following we assume that
Yve,1) (4.4

to ensure the limit circle case at x = 0. In this case it suffices to focus on the
generalized boundary values at the singular endpoint x = 0. For this purpose we
introduce principal and nonprincipal solutions ug.q,p,~(0, -) and Uo,a,8,4(0, -) of
Ta,gyt =0 at x =0 by

U0.0,5(0,) = (1= )~ el =PRI e o,),
B (0,2) = { (1=Pl2+a = ) allCramill2 e 0,1), (o
o (1= Bz~ (1), 7=0,
a>-1, <1, 2€(0,1).
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The generalized boundary values for g € dom(Timaz,,8,4) ot = 0 are then of the
form

5(0) = W (u0.0,4(0, ), 9)(0)
) {nmm 9@)/[(1 = B2+ a — ) el =P=Era=t0/2] e (0,1),

limg o g()/[(1 = B)z*=A/2In(1/x)], =0,
(4.6)
9'(0) = W (Ho,a,6,4(0, ), 9)(0)
limy 1 [g(z) — G(0)(1 = B)[(2 + o — B)y] ~Lall=A=(Fa=fnl/2]
B x[(1— B)~talt=-B+Cra=mm/2 =t ~ e (0,1),
lim, o [g(x) — 9(0)( )x A/2n(1/z)]
X[(]‘ B) 1 ]_17 ’Y:O
(4.7)
Choosing
ul(Ov‘T) = uO,aqﬁ)’Y(Ov‘T)/UO,aﬁﬁ,’Y(Ov b)’ Y€ [07 1)a
aoyan@ﬁ(ov :E) - (1 - ﬁ)z[(2 +oa— ﬁ)ly]71b7(2+a75)7u070«37’7(07 .’L‘),
u(0, ) = 7€ (0,1),
Uo,0,5,0(0,2) — (1 = 8)*In(1/b)ug,a,5,0(0, ), =0,
a>-1, <1, 2€(0,b), (4.8)

in B27)-B29) yields the Krein—von Neumann extension To ryc.a.8,~ Of Tmin,a,8,~
in the form

To,ric,0.8,7.f = Tapy, [ (4.9)

J € dom(To, ryc,a,8,4) = {g € dom(Tmaz,a,8,7) (g’%?)) = RKk,0,8,7 (g;gv,(((z)))) },

where
plB—1—(2+a—B)]/2
iblfﬁ Lb175+(2+a7ﬁ)'y
% 2+« o By 1-5
-8 1-8 F (2+a_g)q y(EHa—b)y
Ria gy = 22+a—pB)y 2 2 2(1— B)
o v €(0,1),
(1= B)n(1/b)b(-2/2 ﬁb(l—ﬂ)ﬂ
o , v=0.
(L=p’W(1/0) =20 = B) 5 112 Lyso1)e
2 2
(4.10)

One verifies that det(R o,5,v) = 1.

For the Krein extension of the standard Bessel operator on the half-line (0, c0)
(e, a = =0,a=0,b=00) we also refer to [I7] (see also [5], [6]).

Next, we turn to a singular operator relevant to the phenomenon of acoustic
black holes, following [14].
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Example 4.2 (Acoustic Black Hole). Let a = 0 and b € (0,00) in (ZI) and
consider

p(CL') = pO(x)xav T(‘T) = TO(ZE).”L'B, Q(‘T) =0, ze€ (Ovb)v (4'11)

where a, f € R are fixed and py and o are continuous real-valued functions on (0,b)
that satisfy for some m, M € (0, 00),

m<po(z) <M, m<ro(z) <M, ze(0,b). (4.12)

Then
1 d

d
N * 2 4 BER, 0,b). 4.13
Tp(h 0, 7ﬂ T‘Q(.’L‘)!Eﬂ d,’EpO(x):E d.’L‘ Qv /3 € € e( ) ( )

Linearly independent solutions y;(0, -), j € {1,2}, of the differential equation
Tpo,ro,,8Y = 0 are given by

b
dt
70,0 07 :17 70, 07 = YRR ) R7 07b7
Panrnns0.0) =1 taproap00) = [ —oz afeR s e
(4.14)
and they satisfy
W (Y2,p0,70,0,8(05 ), Y1,p9,70,0,8(0; +)) = 1. (4.15)
Ezxplicit calculations reveal that
yly;DoyTo,Otﬁ(Oa ’ )a y21P01T070¢1ﬁ(07 ’ ) € L2((0’ b); To(x)xﬂd‘r)v (4'16)

that is, Tpy r,a,3 18 in the limit circle case at x = 0, if and only if B > max{—1, 2a—
3}. In addition, Tpy ro,a.8 s reqular at © =b. To avoid the scenario where Tpy r.a,8
is in the limit point case at x = 0, we thus assume that o and 3 satisfy B >
max{—1,2a — 3}. To avoid that Tp,ro,ap s also reqular at x = 0 (and hence
reqular on (0,b)), we now also assume that o > 1. (There is no need to discuss
the Krein—von Neumann extensions in the regular case as that can be found in [20,
Example 3.3]). Altogether, this means we are assuming

a>1 and > 2a—3. (4.17)

Under the assumption o > 1, y1(0, -) and y2(0, -) are principal and nonprinci-
pal solutions, respectively, of Tpyro,a,8t = 0 at x = 0. Thus, in accordance with
Theorem 2.9, one chooses
0.0 =1, Tommas0e)= [
u y L) =1, u y L) = YR
0,po,70,,3 0,po,70,,3 . po(t)ta (4.18)
azl, B>2a-3, x€(0,D).

The generalized boundary values for g € dom(Tmaz,py,ro.a,8) are then of the form

3(0) =t | [ o ] (4.19)

zl0 po(t)t™
-, . N b
7'0) =ty o)~ 300) [ ], (4.20)
50) = lim g(z) = 9(0), (1.21)
g'(b) = lim[pg'](x) = [pg](b) = po(b)b"g'(b). (4.22)

xTh
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A basis for ker(Tmaz,po,ro,a,8) Which satisfies B27) is given by

b
dt
ro.cv O, - 1, 70,00 07 - ?
U1,po,ro, ﬁ( *T) U2,pg,ro, ﬁ( ‘T) /w po(t)ta (4_23)

azl, f>2a—-3, x€(0,b),
and explicit calculations using (II8), @20), and @22) reveal

a{,po,ro,a,ﬁ(o’ O) =1, aé,po,ro,a,ﬁ(07 0) =0, (4 24)
all,po,ro,a,ﬁ(o’ b) = 07 aé,po,ro,a,ﬁ(ov b) =-L

Using [A24) in B29) then yields
RK,po,ro,a,B = <_01 (1)) ; o> 17 6 > 200 — 37 (425)

and hence the Krein—von Neumann extension To gy po.ro.a.8 Of Tmin.po,ro.a,8 S
characterized by

T07RK7;D07T0><17,3f = TPUWU,%ﬂf? (426)
dom(To, Ric po.ro,8) = {9 € dom(Tinaz,po.re.a8) | 9(b) = '(0), gM(b) = =5(0)}.

Finally, we turn to the Jacobi operator referring to [31] for a much more detailed
analysis.

Example 4.3 (Jacobi Operator). Let
a=-1, b=1,
p(x) = pas(@) = (1 —2)*F (L +2)", q(z) = gas(x) =0, (4.27)
r(@) =rap(@)=(1-2)*1+2)", ze(-1,1), a,BeR

(see, e.g., [1, Ch. 22|, [18], [25, Sect. 23], [26], [28], [36], [45], [48], [54, Ch. 18], 66,

Ch. 1IV]) and consider the Jacobi differential expression

Tap = —(1 —2)" (1 +2) 7 (d/dz) ((1 — 2)** (1 + 2)7*1) (d/dx),

(4.28)
e(-1,1), a,B e R

To decide the limit point/limit circle classification of 7o 3 at the interval endpoints
+1, it suffices to note that if y1 is a given solution of Ty = 0, then a 2nd linearly
independent solution yo of Ty = 0 is obtained via the standard formula

ya(z) = y1(2) /w da’ p(z") 'y ()72, e,z € (a,b). (4.29)

Returning to the concrete Jacobi case at hand, one notices that

n)=1, =ze(-1,1),

y?(fE) — Am dx’ (1 _ ‘r/)flfa(l + :E/)flfﬁ7 = (_17 1), (430)

and hence

y2(2) (4.31)
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2717ep 14+ ) P[1+O(1 +2)]+ O(1), a€R,BeR\{0}, asz | —1,
=27t In(1 +2) + O(1), acR, =0, asx ] —1,
)2t a1 —a) 14+ 01 —2)] +0(1), acR\{0},B€R, asxt+1,

—271BIn(1 — 2) + O(1), a=0,B€eR, asx 1 +1.

Thus, an application of Theorem 23] Definition 24, and Remark 2(ii) implies
the classification,

reqular at —1 if and only if « € R, g € (—1,0),

in the limit circle case at —1 if and only if « € R, B € [0,1),

in the limit point case at —1 if and only if « € R, § € R\(—1,1),

reqular at +1 if and only if « € (—1,0), 8 € R,

in the limit circle case at +1 if and only if « € [0,1), f € R,

in the limit point case at +1 if and only if « € R\(-1,1), g € R.
(4.32)

The fact [@30) naturally leads to principal and nonprincipal solutions ui1,q,5(0, x)
and Ux1,0,58(0,2) of Ta,py = 0 near £1 as follows:

Ta,8 18

[ ) P+ 0L+ )], B € (—00,0),
u—l,aﬁ(O’x) - {1, ﬂ S [0,00),
1, e (=00, @€R
U1.0,5(0,2) = { 270~ n((1 + 2)/2), p=0,
27757 (14 2) P[L+ O(L +a)], B e (0,00),
(4.33)
and
[ -0 i 00 - 1)), ek (—o0,0)
Ui1,0,5(0,7) = {17 a € [0,00),
1, aE(—OO,O)a B eR.
a+1,a,ﬁ(07‘r) = 2_'6_1111((1 - JJ)/2), a=0,
_27ﬁ71a71(1 —;L')ia[l-f-o(l —.’I])], o€ (0700)7
(4.34)

Combining the fact [A32) with Theorem 23, the preminimal operator Tmma,g
corresponding to 7o is essentially self-adjoint in L*((—1,1);74.pdx) if and only
if a,8 € R\(=1,1). Thus, boundary values for the mazimal operator Taz.q.8
associated with 7.5 at —1 exist if and only if « € R, B € (—1,1), and similarly,
boundary values for Taz.ap at +1 exist if and only if o« € (—1,1), B € R.
Employing the principal and nonprincipal solutions (£33), ([E34) at £1, accord-
ing to @27), @28), generalized boundary values for g € dom(Tiax.a,5) are of the
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form
g(—l), B e (_170)7
g(=1) = § =20+ limg—y g(2)/In((1 +2)/2), B =0,
2ot lim, 1 (1 + 2)Pg(x), Be(0,1),
a € R,
g[l](_l)v ﬂ € (_Lo)v
g'(=1) = { limgy—1 [g(z) +g(=1)27* 'In((1 + 2)/2)], B =0,
hmmi*l [g(.f) - 5(_1)2_a_1ﬂ_1(1 + ‘r)_B]v ﬂ € (07 1)5
(4.35)
9(1)7 o€ (_170)7
g(1) = < 28+ lim4q g(x)/In((1 — 2)/2), a =0,
— 26 limgeq (1 — 2)%g(x a
2 1 x (1 ) g( )7 € (Ovl)a ﬁ cR.
g[l](l)v o€ (_170)7
9'(1) = { limgp [g(x) — g(1)27 7 n((1 = 2)/2)], a =0,
limg1 [g(z) + g(1)277ta™ (1 —2)], a€(0,1),
(4.36)

For a detailed treatment of solutions of the Jacobi differential equation and the
associated hypergeometric differential equations we refer to [31, Appendix A].

To shorten the presentation of this example and hence avoid case (i) in Theorem
where 14,5 1s in the limit point case at —1 or +1 and in the limit circle case
at the opposite endpoint (i.e., the cases where ny(Tiin,a,3) = 1), we now assume
that 7o g is in the limit circle case at £1 (i.e., ne(Tin,a.8) = 2 as in case (it) of
Theorem BA)). Thus, we assume that

a,f e (-1,1) (4.37)

in the following. Next, we consider two linearly independent solutions of 74,5y =0
near r = —1 given by

yl,aﬁ,*l(ov‘r) - 1a
Y2,0,6,-1(0,2) = (L+ 2) PF(1+a, 81— B;(1+2)/2), Be (-1,1)\{0},
a€(=1,1), z € (—1,1). (4.38)

Furthermore, using the connection formulas found in [1, Eq. 15.3.6, 15.3.10] yields
the behavior of y2 a.5,-1(0,x) near v =1,

(1+ x)—ﬁ—r(li(:i)f([;)a) F(l+a,-Bi1+a;(1—2)/2)
—(14+2)7P(1 —x)" 2% 1BF(~a — 3,1;1 — o; (1 — 2)/2),
Y2,0,8,-1(0,2) = a e (=1, 1)\{0},
) P8 w4 1)~ v - )
n=0 ’
—In((1 —2)/2)](1 — )™, a =0,
Be (=1, 1\0}, z € (~1,1). (439
Here F(-,-;-;-) denotes the hypergeometric function (see, e.g., [1 Ch. 15]),

() =T"(-)/T(+) the Digamma function, yg = —(1) = 0.57721... represents
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Euler’s constant, and

(C)O = 17 (C)n = F(C + TL)/F(C), ne N7 C € C\(_NO)v (440)

abbreviates Pochhammer’s symbol (see, e.g., [I, Ch. 6]).
Similarly, we consider linearly independent solutions of T, 8y =0 near x =1,

Y1.0,6100,2) =1,
y27a,371(07 T) = (1 - x)_aF(l +8,—a;1 — (1 - ;C)/2)7 o€ (_17 1)\{0}7
ge(-1,1), z € (-1,1), (4.41)

noting one can show that

(- x)_a—r(;(iz)f(ﬂ_)ﬁ) F(1+ 5,051+ 6; (1 +2)/2)
—(1— @) (1 +2) P28 aF(—a — B,1:1 - B; (1 +2)/2),
Yo.a5.1(0,2) = B e (-1, 1)\{0},
—(l-z)a) 2(;(33)"2 [Y(n+1) —(n—a)
n=0 '
(14 2)/2))(1+ )", =0,

ae (1L, D\{0}, z € (~1,1). (4.42)

For a, p € (—1,1), the following five cases are associated with a strictly positive
minimal operator Tpmin.o.5 (see, [B1]) and we now provide the corresponding choices
uy, ug in B27)-B29) that yield Ri o p and the Krein—von Neumann extension

To,Ri.0,8 Of Trmin,a,
To,Rx 0.8 = Ta,pf (4.43)

f € dom(To.py.a8) = { g € dom(Tmas..p) ‘ <@€7,((11))) — Ricas (g,((__ll))) }

(I) The regular case o, 3 € (—1,0): Choosing

ui(0,2) = 2ﬁ%yzwl(o,@, up(0,2) = 1 —ug(0,2),  (4.44)
yields
1 27&7671F(_Q)F(_ﬁ)
Ri,ap = I(~a—-p3) |, opec(-10). (4.45)

0 1

(IT) The case o € (—1,0), 8 € (0,1): Choosing

I(—a)l(—
u(0.8) =1, us(0,2) = B2 052 (0,0) + 2001 LOTED

yields

e palCANCR)
Ry op = I'(—a—pB) , ae(=1,0), B (0,1). (4.47)
0
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(III) The case a € (0,1), B8 € (—1,0): Choosing

u1(0,2) = 87127 tyy 0 5 1(0,2), uz(0,7) =1, (4.48)
yields
0 -1
Ri.ap = | 9—a—p-1 (—a)T'(=B) |, a€(0,1), B€(-1,0). (4.49)
[(—a—p)

(In cases (II) and (III) we interpret 1/T(0) = 0.)
(IV) The case a« = 0, B € (—1,0): Choosing

u1(0,7) = 87127 a0 5.-1(0,7),  ua(0,2) =1, (4.50)
yields
0 -1
Rio,p = <1 2B 1[yp +1/)(—ﬂ)]) , a=0,p5¢ec(-1,0). (4.51)
(V) The case a € (—1,0), B8 = 0: Choosing
u1(0,2) =1, u2(0,2) = —a 127 Y9 4.0.1(0,2), (4.52)
yields
—a—1 _
Ri.ap = (2 [VE_IF V(=] (1)> , ae(-1,0), B=0. (4.53)

Obviously, det(Rr.o.5) = 1 in all five cases.

Remark 4.4. In the remaining four cases in Example 3] given by all combinations
ofaa=0, =0, a €(0,1),and 8 € (0,1), one observes that Theorem [3.His not ap-
plicable as the underlying minimal operator, Ti,in,a,8, is not strictly positive. This
is easily seen by considering the Jacobi polynomials and the boundary conditions
they satisfy. The nth Jacobi polynomial is defined as (see [53, Eq. 18.5.7])

(a+1),

Ps"ﬁ(:z:) = p

F(-n,n+a+g+1;a+1; (1-1)/2),
neNy, —a¢N, —n—a—-F—-1¢N,

(4.54)

and can be defined by continuity for all parameters a, 3 € R. We note that P (x)
is a polynomial of degree at most n, and has strictly smaller degree if and only if
—n—a—pFe{l,...,n} (cf. [66, p. 64]). It satisfies the differential equation

Tas PP (2) = Ay P PP (), (4.55)
where
AP =pn+14+a+p6), neNp. (4.56)

One verifies that the Jacobi polynomials are solutions of the Jacobi operator eigen-
value equation 7,8y = A2y with Neumann boundary conditions in the regular
case where «, 8 € (—1,0), and the Friedrichs boundary conditions in the present
case under consideration where «, 8 € [0, 1).

In particular, this implies that 0 € 0(Tr ), @, 8 € [0,1), where Tp o 3 denotes
the Friedrichs extension of Ti,in,« 3, and hence Tin.a,3 = 0 is nonnegative, but
not strictly positive when «, 8 € [0, 1). o



THE KREIN-VON NEUMANN EXTENSION REVISITED 23

Acknowledgments. We gratefully acknowledge discussions with Jussi Behrndt.
We are indebted to Boris Belinskiy for kindly organizing the special session, “Mod-
ern Applied Analysis” at the AMS Sectional Meeting at the University of Tennessee
at Chattanooga, October 10-11, 2020, and for organizing the associated special is-
sue in Applicable Analysis.

(1]
2]
3]
[4]
[5]
[6]

7]

(8]

[9]

(10]

11]

(12]

(13]

14]
(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]

(19]

REFERENCES

M. Abramowitz and 1. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions, Dover, New York,
1972.

N. I. Akhiezer and I. M. Glazman, Theory of Linear Operators in Hilbert Space, Volume II,
Pitman, Boston, 1981.

A. Alonso and B. Simon, The Birman-Krein- Vishik theory of selfadjoint extensions of semi-
bounded operators, J. Operator Th. 4, 251-270 (1980); Addenda: 6, 407 (1981).

T. Ando and K. Nishio, Positive selfadjoint extensions of positive symmetric operators, To-
hoku Math. J. (2), 22, 65-75 (1970).

A. Yu. Anan’eva and V. S. Budyka, On the spectral theory of the Bessel operator on a finite
interval and the half-line, Diff. Eq. 52, 1517-1522 (2016).

A. Yu. Ananieva and V. S. Budyika, To the spectral theory of the Bessel operator on finite
interval and half-line, J. Math. Sci. 211, 624-645 (2015).

Yu. M. Arlinskii, S. Hassi, Z. Sebestyén, and H. S. V. de Snoo, On the class of extremal
extensions of a nonnegative operator, in Recent Advances in Operator Theory and Related
Topics, L. Kérchy, C. Foias, I. Gohberg, and H. Langer (eds.), Operator Theory: Advances
and Applications, Vol. 127, Birkhauser, Basel, 2001, pp. 41-81.

Yu. M. Arlinskii and E. R. Tsekanovskii, The von Neumann problem for nonnegative sym-
metric operators, Integr. Equ. Oper. Theory 51, 319-356 (2005).

Yu. Arlinskii and E. Tsekanovskil, M.Krein’s research on semibounded operators, its con-
temporary developments, and applications, in Modern Analysis and Applications. The Mark
Krein Centenary Conference, Vol. 1, V. Adamyan, Y. M. Berezansky, I. Gohberg, M. L. Gor-
bachuk, V. Gorbachuk, A. N. Kochubei, H. Langer, and G. Popov (eds.), Operator Theory:
Advances and Applications, Vol. 190, Birkhauser, Basel, 2009, pp. 65-112.

M. S. Ashbaugh, F. Gesztesy, M. Mitrea, and G. Teschl, Spectral theory for perturbed Krein
Laplacians in nonsmooth domains, Adv. Math. 223, 1372-1467 (2010).

M. S. Ashbaugh, F. Gesztesy, M. Mitrea, R. Shterenberg, and G. Teschl, The Krein—von
Neumann extension and its connection to an abstract buckling problem, Math. Nachr. 283,
165-179 (2010).

M. S. Ashbaugh, F. Gesztesy, M. Mitrea, R. Shterenberg, and G. Teschl, A survey on the
Krein—von Neumann extension, the corresponding abstract buckling problem, and Weyl-type
spectral asymptotics for perturbed Krein Laplacians in non smooth domains, in Mathematical
Physics, Spectral Theory and Stochastic Analysis, M. Demuth and W. Kirsch (eds.), Operator
Theory: Advances and Applications, Vol. 232, Birkhauser, Springer, Basel, 2013, pp. 1-106.
M. S. Ashbaugh, F. Gesztesy, A. Laptev, M. Mitrea, and S. Sukhtaiev, A bound for the
etgenvalue counting function for Krein—von Neumann and Friedrichs extensions, Adv. Math.
304, 1108-1155 (2017).

B. P. Belinskiy, D. B. Hinton, and R. Nichols, Singular Sturm—Liouville operators with ex-
treme properties that generate black holes, Stud. Appl. Math. 147, 180-208 (2021).

J. Behrndt, S. Hassi, and H. de Snoo, Boundary Value Problems, Weyl Functions, and
Differential Operators, Monographs in Math., Vol. 108, Birkh&user, Springer, 2020.

M. Sh. Birman, On the theory of self-adjoint extensions of positive definite operators, Mat.
Sbornik 38, 431-450 (1956). (Russian.)

L. Bruneau, J. Derezinski, and V. Georgescu, Homogeneous Schrodinger operators on half-
line, Ann. H. Poincaré 12, 547-590 (2011).

M. Bush, D. Frymark, and C. Liaw, Singular boundary conditions for Sturm—Liouville oper-
ators via perturbation theory, preprint, 2020.

S. Clark, F. Gesztesy, and R. Nichols, Principal solutions revisited, in Stochastic and Infinite
Dimensional Analysis, C. C. Bernido, M. V. Carpio-Bernido, M. Grothaus, T. Kuna, M. J.



24 G. FUCCI, F. GESZTESY, K. KIRSTEN, L. LITTLEJOHN, R. NICHOLS, AND J. STANFILL

20]

(21]
(22]
23]
[24]

[25]

[26]

27)
28]

[29]

[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]
[34]
[35]
[36]
[37]
[38]
[39]
[40]
[41]
[42]
[43]
fa4]

[45]

Oliveira, and J. L. da Silva (eds.), Trends in Mathematics, Birkhauser, Springer, 2016, pp.
85-117.

S. Clark, F. Gesztesy, R. Nichols, and M. Zinchenko, Boundary data maps and Krein’s
resolvent formula for Sturm—Liouville operators on a finite interval, Operators and Matrices
8, 1-71 (2014).

E. A. Coddington and N. Levinson, Theory of Ordinary Differential Equations, Krieger Publ.,
Malabar, FL, 1985.

V. A. Derkach and M. M. Malamud, Generalized resolvents and the boundary value problems
for Hermitian operators with gaps, J. Funct. Anal. 95, 1-95 (1991).

V. A. Derkach and M. M. Malamud, The extension theory of Hermitian operators and the
moment problem, J. Math. Sci. 73, 141-242 (1995).

N. Dunford and J. T. Schwartz, Linear Operators. Part II: Spectral Theory, Wiley, Inter-
science, New York, 1988.

W. N. Everitt, A catalogue of Sturm—Liouville differential equations, in Sturm-Liouville The-
ory: Past and Present, W. O. Amrein, A. M. Hinz, D. B. Pearson (eds.), Birkhauser, Basel,
2005, pp. 271-331.

W. N. Everitt, K. H. Kwon, L. L. Littlejohn, R. Wellman, and G. J. Yoon, Jacobi Stirling
numbers, Jacobi polynomials, and the left-definite analysis of the classical Jacobi differential
expression, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 208, 29-56 (2007).

W. G. Faris, Self-Adjoint Operators, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 433, Springer, Berlin,
1975.

D. Frymark, Boundary triples and Weyl m-functions for powers of the Jacobi differential
operator, J. Diff Eq. 269, 7931-7974 (2020).

F. Gesztesy, N. Kalton, K. Makarov, and E. Tsekanovskii, Some applications of operator-
valued Herglotz functions, in Operator Theory, System Theory and Related Topics. The
Moshe Livsic Anniversary Volume, D. Alpay and V. Vinnikov (eds.), Operator Theory: Ad-
vances and Applications, Vol. 123, Birkh&user, Basel, 2001, pp. 271-321.

F. Gesztesy, L. L. Littlejohn, and R. Nichols, On self-adjoint boundary conditions for singular
Sturm—Liouville operators bounded from below, J. Diff. Eq. 269, 6448-6491 (2020).

F. Gesztesy, L. L. Littlejohn, M. Piorkowski, and J. Stanfill, The Jacobi operator and its
Weyl—Titchmarsh—Kodaira m-functions, preprint 2020.

F. Gesztesy, R. Nichols, and J. Stanfill, A Survey of Some Norm Inequalities, Complex Anal.
Operator Th., 15, No. 23 (2021).

F. Gesztesy and M. Zinchenko, Sturm—Liouville Operators, Their Spectral Theory, and Some
Applications, book in preparation.

G. Grubb, Spectral asymptotics for the “soft” selfadjoint extension of a symmetric elliptic
differential operator, J. Operator Th. 10, 9-20 (1983).

G. Grubb, Distributions and Operators, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 252, Springer,
New York, 2009.

U. Griinewald, Jacobische Differentialoperatoren, Math. Nachr. 63, 239-253 (1974).

P. Hartman, Ordinary Differential Equations. STAM, Philadelphia, 2002.

P. Hartman and A. Wintner, On the assignment of asymptotic values for the solutions of
linear differential equations of second order, Amer. J. Math. 77, 475-483 (1955).

S. Hassi, M. Malamud, and H. de Snoo, On Krein’s extension theory of nonnegative operators,
Math. Nachr. 274-275, 40-73 (2004).

S. Hassi, A. Sandovici, H. de Snoo, and H. Winkler, A general factorization approach to the
extension theory of nonnegative operators and relations, J. Operator Th. 58, 351-386 (2007).
K. Jorgens and F. Rellich, Eigenwerttheorie Gewohnlicher Differentialgleichungen, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1976.

H. Kalf, A characterization of the Friedrichs extension of Sturm—Liouville operators, J. Lon-
don Math. Soc. (2) 17, 511-521 (1978).

E. Kamke, Differentialgleichungen. Lésungsmethoden und Lésungen. Gewdhnliche Differen-
tialgleichungen, 7th ed., Akademische Verlagsgesellschaft, Leipzig, 1961.

T. Kato, Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators, corr. printing of the 2nd ed., Springer,
Berlin, 1980.

T. Koornwinder, A. Kostenko and G. Teschl, Jacobi polynomials, Bernstein-type inequalities
and dispersion estimates for the discrete Laguerre operator, Adv. Math. 333, 796-821 (2018).



[46]
[47)
(48]
[49]

[50]

[51]
[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]
[56]

[57)

(58]
[59]
[60]
[61]
[62]
[63]
[64]
[65]
[66]
[67)

[68]

[69]
[70]
[71]

[72]

THE KREIN-VON NEUMANN EXTENSION REVISITED 25

M. G. Krein, The theory of self-adjoint extensions of semi-bounded Hermitian transforma-
tions and its applications. I, Mat. Sbornik 20, 431-495 (1947). (Russian).

M. G. Krein, The theory of self-adjoint extensions of semi-bounded Hermitian transforma-
tions and its applications. II, Mat. Sbornik 21, 365-404 (1947). (Russian).

A. Kuijlaars, A. Martinez-Finkelshtein and R. Orive, Orthogonality of Jacobi polynomials
with general parameters, Electron. Trans. Numer. Anal. 19, 1-17 (2005).

W. Leighton and M. Morse, Singular quadratic functionals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 40,
252-286 (1936).

M. A. Naimark, Linear Differential Operators. Part II: Linear Differential Operators in
Hilbert Space, Transl. by E. R. Dawson, Engl. translation edited by W. N. Everitt, Ungar
Publishing, New York, 1968.

G. Nenciu, Applications of the Krein resolvent formula to the theory of self-adjoint extensions
of positive symmetric operators, J. Operator Th. 10, 209-218 (1983).

H.-D. Niessen and A. Zettl, Singular Sturm—Liouville problems: the Friedrichs extension and
comparison of eigenvalues, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 64, 545-578 (1992).

F. W. J. Olver, D. W. Lozier, R. F. Boisvert, and C. W. Clark (eds.), NIST Handbook of
Mathematical Functions, National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), U.S. Dept.
of Commerce, and Cambridge Univ. Press, 2010.

F. W. J. Olver et al., NIST Handbook of Mathematical Functions, |http://dlmf.nist.gov/}
Release 1.0.26 of 2020-03-15.

D. B. Pearson, Quantum Scattering and Spectral Theory, Academic Press, London, 1988.
V. Prokaj and Z. Sebestyén, On extremal positive operator extensions, Acta Sci. Math.
(Szeged) 62, 485-491 (1996).

F. Rellich, Die zuldssigen Randbedingungen bei den singuldren Eigenwertproblemen der math-
ematischen Physik. (Gewohnliche Differentialgleichungen zweiter Ordnung.), Math. Z. 49,
702-723 (1943/44). (German.)

F. Rellich, Halbbeschrankte gewdhnliche Differentialoperatoren zweiter Ordnung. Math. Ann.
122, 343-368 (1951). (German.)

R. Rosenberger, A new characterization of the Friedrichs extension of semibounded Sturm—
Liouville operators, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 31, 501-510 (1985).

G. Teschl, Mathematical Methods in Quantum Mechanics. With Applications to Schréidinger
Operators, 2nd ed., Graduate Studies in Math., Vol. 157, Amer. Math. Soc., RI, 2014.

7. Sebestyén and E. Sikolya, On Krein—von Neumann and Friedrichs extensions, Acta Sci.
Math. (Szeged) 69, 323-336 (2003).

B. Simon, The classical moment problem as a self-adjoint finite difference operator, Adv.
Math. 137, 82-203 (1998).

C. F. Skau, Positive self-adjoint extensions of operators affiliated with a von Neumann alge-
bra, Math. Scand. 44, 171-195 (1979).

O. G. Storozh, On the hard and soft extensions of a nonnegative operator, J. Math. Sci. 79,
1378-1380 (1996).

A. V. étraus, On extensions of a semibounded operator, Sov. Math. Dokl. 14, 1075-1079
(1973).

G. Szegb, Orthogonal Polynomials, 4th Edition, Colloquium Publications, Vol. 23, Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI 1975.

E. R. Tsekanovskii, Friedrichs and Krein extensions of positive operators and holomorphic
contraction semigroups, Funct. Anal. Appl. 15, 308-309 (1981).

M. L. Visik, On general boundary problems for elliptic differential equations, Trudy Moskov.
Mat. Obsc. 1, 187-246 (1952) (Russian); Engl. transl. in Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. (2), 24,
107-172 (1963).

J. von Neumann, Allgemeine FEigenwerttheorie Hermitescher Funktionaloperatoren, Math.
Ann. 102, 49-131 (1929-30).

J. Weidmann, Linear Operators in Hilbert Spaces, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 68,
Springer, New York, 1980.

J. Weidmann, Lineare Operatoren in Hilbertrdumen. Teil II: Anwendungen, Teubner,
Stuttgart, 2003.

A. Zettl, Sturm—Liouville Theory, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, Vol. 121, Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005.


http://dlmf.nist.gov/

26 G. FUCCI, F. GESZTESY, K. KIRSTEN, L. LITTLEJOHN, R. NICHOLS, AND J. STANFILL

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, EAST CAROLINA UNIVERSITY, 331 AUSTIN BUILDING, EAST
FirTH STREET, GREENVILLE, NC 27858-4353, USA

Email address: fuccig@ecu.edu

URL: http://myweb.ecu.edu/fuccig/

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAYLOR UNIVERSITY, SID RICHARDSON BLDG., 1410 S.4TH
STREET, WAco, TX 76706, USA

Email address: Fritz_Gesztesy@baylor.edu

URL: http://www.baylor.edu/math/index.php?id=935340

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAYLOR UNIVERSITY, SID RICHARDSON BLDG., 1410 S.4TH
STREET, WAcoO, TX 76706, USA, AND MATHEMATICAL REVIEWS, AMERICAN MATHEMATICAL SO-
CIETY, 416 4TH STREET, ANN ARBOR, MI 48103, USA

Email address: Klaus_Kirsten@baylor.edu

URL: http://wuw.baylor.edu/math/index.php?id=54012

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAYLOR UNIVERSITY, SID RICHARDSON BLDG., 1410 S.4TH
STREET, WAco, TX 76706, USA

Email address: Lance_Littlejohn@baylor.edu

URL: http://wuw.baylor.edu/math/index.php?id=53980

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS (DEPT. 6956), THE UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE AT CHAT-
TANOOGA, 615 McCALLIE AVE, CHATTANOOGA, TN 37403, USA

Email address: Roger-Nichols@utc.edu

URL: http://www.utc.edu/faculty/roger-nichols/index.php

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAYLOR UNIVERSITY, SID RICHARDSON BLDG., 1410 S.4TH
STREET, WAco, TX 76706, USA

Email address: Jonathan Stanfill@baylor.edu

URL: http://sites.baylor.edu/jonathan-stanfill/



	1. Introduction
	2. The Basics of Weyl–Titchmarsh–Kodaira Theory
	3. The Krein–von Neumann extension of Tmin > 0
	4. Three Examples
	References

