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EXTENSIONS OF SYMMETRIC OPERATORS THAT ARE
INVARIANT UNDER SCALING AND APPLICATIONS TO
INDICIAL OPERATORS

THOMAS KRAINER

ABSTRACT. Indicial operators are model operators associated to an elliptic
differential operator near a corner singularity on a stratified manifold. These
model operators are defined on generalized tangent cone configurations and
exhibit a natural scaling invariance property with respect to dilations of the
radial variable. In this paper we discuss extensions of symmetric indicial op-
erators from a functional analytic point of view. In the first, purely abstract
part of this paper, we consider a general unbounded symmetric operator that
exhibits invariance with respect to an abstract scaling action on a Hilbert
space, and we describe its extensions in terms of generalized eigenspaces of
the infinitesimal generator of this action. Among others, we obtain a Green
formula for the adjoint pairing, an algebraic formula for the signature, and
in the semibounded case explicit descriptions of the Friedrichs and Krein ex-
tensions. In the second part we consider differential operators of Fuchs type
on the half axis with unbounded operator coefficients that are invariant under
dilation, and show that under suitable ellipticity assumptions on the indicial
family these operators fit into the abstract framework of the first part, which
in this case furnishes a description of extensions in terms of polyhomogeneous
asymptotic expansions. We also obtain an analytic formula for the signature
of the adjoint pairing in terms of the spectral flow of the indicial family for
such operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

We begin by describing in informal terms the setting for the problems that this
paper addresses. Let M be a singular manifold. A corner singularity is a point p
with an open neighborhood U(p) C M that is modeled on a neighborhood

Ulpo) C (Ry xY)/({0} xY)

of po = ({0} x Y)/({0} x Y), where the link manifold Y is generally also a man-
ifold with singularities. If Y is closed and compact this is the setting of a conical
singularity. The inferred splitting of variables can be thought of as generalized
polar coordinates, where the manifold Y represents the domain for the spherical
variables, and the variable z > 0 is the radial (distance) variable from the corner
point. The space Ry X Y is a generalized tangent cone equipped with a model cone
metric dz? + x2gy for some metric gy on Y, and locally the map

U(po) \ {ro} = U(®) \ {p}
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may be thought of as a generalized exponential map centered at py from the tangent
cone to the manifold. In particular, an elliptic differential operator A near p on M
can be pulled-back via this map to an elliptic differential operator near pg on the
tangent cone Ry x Y, also denoted by A for the moment. Write

A=z Z CLj(I, Y, Dy)(IDI)J
j=0

near po, where m > 0, and a;(x,y, Dy) is a differential operator on Y of order m—j.
We assume that the coefficients a;(z, y, D,) depend continuously on z up to z = 0.
The tangent cone admits an R -action by scaling the variable z, and pull-back of
functions with respect to this action gives rise to

(kou) (z,y) = u(ox,y), >0, (1.1)
for functions u(x,y) on Ry x Y. Define
Aju = QlLrI;O gfmngflAliQu,

where u has compact support in z. In this way we obtain the indicial operator An,
the model operator associated with A at the corner singularity. The operator Ax
is invariant under scaling in the sense that

A/\ = QmHQAAligla 0 > Oa (12)

by the limit construction; we have
Ay =a"™ Y a;(@D.), (1.3)
j=0

where a; = a;(0,y, Dy).

Our objective here is to describe L2-extensions of the operator A,. The geomet-
ric L2?-space on R, x Y subject to the model metric do? + x2gy identifies with the
weighted space z~*LZ(Ry; L3 (Y; gy)) for a = 4mY+L where L7 denotes the L2-
space on R with respect to Haar measure dm—m. Multiplication by x® : :C_O‘Ll% — Lg
is a unitary equivalence, and because the class of operators A considered here and
the construction leading to A are preserved under conjugation by arbitrary powers
x® we can base all considerations on the Hilbert space L2 (R ; L2(Y; gy)). Observe
that the scaling action (I.I]) is unitary on this space.

If Y is a stratified manifold with boundary/singular set ¥ C Y, generalized
ideal boundary conditions along the lateral boundary Ry x ¥ are required. Ab-
stractly these are vanishing conditions in the form Thu = 0, where T ought to be
thought of as the lateral model boundary condition for A, associated to a lateral
boundary condition Tu = 0 for A. The development of a robust analytic theory of
elliptic ideal boundary conditions associated with singular sets at the implied level
of generality remains the subject of ongoing investigations by the community of
researchers working on singular PDEs, and as of yet only exists for certain configu-
rations or certain specific geometric operators and boundary conditions (references
are discussed below). We will forego this problem by treating the lateral boundary
condition in functional analytic terms and consider the operator ([3]) abstractly as
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an ordinary differential operator of Fuchs type on Ry as
m
An =27 a; @Dy s CF(Ry; By) € LR(Rys o) — LR(Rs: Fo),  (14)
j=0

where Ey and F; are Hilbert spaces such that Fy; < FEj is continuous and dense,
and the a; : By — Ej are bounded. This matches the setting above with Ey =
L?(Y;gy), and E; the common domain of the indicial family

m
plo) = Zajaj : By C Ey — Ey, (1.5)
j=0
considered here a family of unbounded operators in Fy. The space E; encodes the
(lateral) boundary conditior]] along £ C Y.

The closed extensions of the operator (L4) in L?(R4; Ep) are then expected to
encode boundary conditions as x — 0 at the corner point py that are associated
with realizations of the model operator A on R4 X Y subject to previously chosen
lateral boundary conditions, and it is those extensions that we are interested in
here.

We will assume that (4] is symmetric. The general case can often be reduced
to this situation by considering instead

0 A Fy E, E,
AA_{Aﬂ OA]:O;” Ry; & |cLiRy; © | =LE Ry @ |,
A E Ey Ey
where

Al =27y bi(aD,) 1 CF (Rys By) C Li(Ry; Bo) — Ly (Ry; Eo)
§=0
is the formal adjoint operator to A, with indicial family

p(U*)* = ijO’j : El C Ey — Ey,

Jj=0

where 0* = @ — im is reflection about the line J(o) = —%, and E, < Ey is
assumed to be the common domain of the adjoints of (LH]).

Let Dpin be the domain of the closure of (4], and Dpax be the domain of
the adjoint. The expectation from known cases (particularly conical singularities)
is that each u € Dpax has a finite polyhomogeneous asymptotic expansion of the
form

U~ Z €op.; 10g7 ()20 mod Dy as x — 0 (1.6)

00,]
with certain ey, ; € E1 and characteristic values oy € spec,(An) C C, the bound-
ary spectrum of A,, and the domains of extensions Dyin C D C Dpax of Ap
then correspond to placing vanishing conditions on these asymptotic terms which
establishes an explicit correspondence for such operators between their functional

L As we consider the space E1 to be fixed this does not include all relevant boundary conditions.
For example, if Y is a smooth, compact manifold with boundary, the general notion of lateral
boundary conditions ought to include classical Shapiro-Lopatinsky elliptic boundary conditions
on Ry x Y, but fixing the space E; in this case means that the lateral model boundary condition
Tru = 0 cannot differentiate in the x-direction.
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analytic extensions on the one hand, and an analytic notion of generalized bound-
ary conditions by prescribing conditions on the asymptotic behavior of functions
on the other hand.

The asymptotic expansion (L)) is to be understood as

U= eny 108’ ()27 € Do

70,]

where w € C°(Ry) is a cut-off function with w = 1 near = = 0. Observe that the
functions that constitute this expansion for each oy are generalized eigenfunctions
of g = zD, with eigenvalue oy, the infinitesimal generator of the radial scaling
action k, = 0" from (L) in Lg (Ry; Ep). More precisely, after multiplying by w,
these functions render generalized eigenfunctions of g modulo C° in LZ(R; Ep).

In the present paper we investigate indicial operators (L4]) from two points of view.
As only model operators are studied, we are going to shorten notation and write A
instead of A, in the main body of the paper, but stay with A, for the remainder
of the introduction.

In the first, purely abstract part of this paper which spans Sections 2] through
Bl we consider a general unbounded symmetric operator A, that exhibits an in-
variance property ([2) with respect to an abstract unitary R-action k, = 0%
on a Hilbert space. Assuming finite deficiency indices, we describe its extensions
in terms of generalized eigenspaces of the infinitesimal generator g of this action
(modulo Dyip ), which furnishes a correspondence between closed extensions of Ax
on the one hand, and invariants of the underlying dynamics of s, in relation to
the operator A, on the other hand, which can be seen as a generalization of the
notion of boundary conditions via asymptotic expansions (). Among others, we
obtain a Green formula for the adjoint pairing, an algebraic formula for its signa-
ture, and if A is semibounded we find explicit descriptions of the Friedrichs and
Krein extensions. Moreover, for extensions that are invariant under x,, we find an
equivalent characterization of the order relation for semibounded extensions solely
in terms of the boundary condition. Much of the analysis in the first part occurs on
the quotient space é’max = Diax/Dmmin, which is finite-dimensional by assumption.
The scaling action x, induces an action &, = gi@ on aé’max, and the invariance rela-
tion (L.2)) implies that g+ ¢ is selfadjoint with respect to the indefinite Hermitian
sesquilinear form on émax that is induced by the adjoint pairing. Linear algebra for
such spaces, in particular the Canonical Form Theorem in this setting [26], is then
applied.

In the second part we consider operators A, that are slight generalizations of
the differential operators of Fuchs type (L4) in L?(R4; Ep) in that the power of
the singular factor and the order of differentiation are allowed to be decoupled,
and the dilation action k,u(x) = u(px) is considered on L?(R;; Ep). The precise
assumptions on A, and the indicial family (I3 are formulated in Section [6l Our
goal has been to impose minimal ellipticity assumptions. Aside from symmetry,
all assumptions on A, are invariant with respect to conjugating the operator by
arbitrary powers x®. In particular, we are not imposing invertibility assumptions
on (L) along lines (o) = « for specific values of 7, but Fredholmness of (L) and
invertibility for large |R(o)| > 0 with estimates are needed. The objective is to
show that these operators then directly fit into the abstract framework of the first
part, which confirms that extensions are characterized by the asymptotic behavior
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([I0) of functions as z — 0. In particular, all results of the first part apply and
have a direct equivalent in terms of asymptotic expansions as x — 0. The starting
point for the analysis are von Neumann’s formulas

Dmax = Dmin 5> ker(A/\,max + Z) ® keI’(JA/\,m&x - Z)

One of the key arguments is proving that functions u € ker(Aa max £ ¢) are de-
creasing rapidly as ¢ — oo (intuitively, this implies that describing Diax/Dimin can
only be about the behavior of functions as © — 0, as is expected). To achieve
this, left-parametrices for Ax max =% are needed modulo remainders that produce
the required rapid decay as * — oo, and we will obtain these parametrices by
constructing in actuality right-parametrices for Ax min F ¢ and then passing to ad-
joints. The parametrix construction requires a pseudodifferential calculus which
we develop in Appendix [Al In Section [7] we lay groundwork for weighted function
spaces associated with A, in particular in relation to D,, while the main re-
sult for indicial operators that explicitly describes Dyax modulo Dy, in terms of
asymptotic expansions is proved in Section [§ (see Theorem [B.2).

Finally, in Section [91 we prove that the signature of the adjoint pairing of the
indicial operator A, is given by the spectral flow of the indicial family (L) along
the line (o) = — %, where p(0) is selfadjoint and Fredholm by assumption. More
precisely, each indicial root along ¥(o) = —% contributes a piece to the signature
that is described algebraically in the first part of the paper in terms of invariants of
the canonical form for the generator g of the induced scaling action &, on Emax =
Dinax/Dmin and the adjoint pairing, and this piece is shown to coincide with the
contribution of the spectral flow of p(o) across that indicial root. The proof is based
on local arguments in analytic Fredholm and perturbation theory to bring p(c) into
a normal form near an indicial root og with $(og) = —% from which these relations
follow. The details of these arguments are relegated to Appendix [B] and The
normal form for p(o) also implies that semibounded indicial operators A, always
satisfy the sign condition. The sign condition is a technical property pertaining to
the invariants of the canonical form of g on Emax and the adjoint pairing, and is
used in the first part of the paper to obtain complete descriptions of the Friedrichs
and Krein extensions.

This paper addresses problems that have a long history, going back to seminal
contributions by Kondrat’ev [3I], who investigated Fredholm solvability of clas-
sical boundary value problems in domains with isolated conical singularities on
the boundary, and Cheeger [I5, [I6] who initiated geometric and global analy-
sis on singular manifolds. Both contributions seeded independent developments
(e.g. [18][33, 4T] are rooted in Kondrat’ev’s theory, [2] [, [14] draw their inspira-
tion from Cheeger’s works), which have increasingly been merging since the 1990s
[7, 8, 10, 25, 36, B7, B9, 43|, 44, 48, 45, (0L 51, B2 (3], influenced by Melrose
and Schulze. An analytic theory of solvability, regularity in Sobolev spaces with
weights, and asymptotics for differential equations with unbounded operator coef-
ficients with applications to partial differential equations in generalized cones and
cylinders is developed in [32].

This paper is motivated by recent works [I, [3, 27, 28] [37, [38] [44] that contribute
towards developing elliptic theory for operators on incomplete stratified manifolds.
The long-term goal is a robust elliptic theory of ideal boundary conditions asso-
ciated with the singular strata, and the model operator level is essential for this.



6 THOMAS KRAINER

Specifically, our goals for this paper align with Lesch’s book [39], and with the pa-
pers by Gil and Mendoza [25] and Coriasco, Schrohe, and Seiler [17]. Both [25] [39]
investigate extensions of elliptic operators on compact manifolds with isolated con-
ical singularities, and both consider fully general elliptic operators of any order
which distinguish them from other investigations that center on operators of Dirac
or Laplace type that near singularities are amenable to separation of variables and
special function methods; [I7] extends these ideas to conic manifolds with boundary
and classical boundary value problems that satisfy the Shapiro-Lopatinsky condi-
tion. In [25] [39] methods from functional analysis, operator theory, and microlocal
analysis rooted in the Mellin transform are systematically used and developed. One
of the main results in [25] is an explicit description of the domain of the Friedrichs
extension for general semibounded cone operators on compact manifolds, and we
obtain an analogous result for the Friedrichs extension for indicial operators here,
but with a different approach.

Compactness of the manifold and harnessing the standard local elliptic theory
away from the singularities are essential in both [25] [39]; arguments near the sin-
gularities are local as * — 0 and generally do not transfer to noncompact tangent
cone configurations Ry X Y as  — oco. However, for conical singularities where Y’
is closed and compact it is easy to see that uniform elliptic estimates on complete
manifolds [54] are applicable to Ax as * — oo (and likewise is elliptic theory for
scattering manifolds [46] [49]), and therefore no contributions to the extensions of
Aa can originate from x — oo, and the results from [25] [39] apply in this setting.
This point of view does not easily generalize to more complicated link manifolds Y,
and since analyzing the behavior as © — oo is essential for understanding general
operators we take a different approach to this problem that leads to the pseudodif-
ferential calculus in Appendix [Al

Our approach towards extensions in the first part is rooted in operator theory.
Scaling invariance of unbounded operators under sets of unitary transformations
has been used for example in singular perturbation theory; we refer to [4l, 29| [42]
for additional information.

The spectral flow formula for the signature of the adjoint pairing for indicial
operators appears to be new also for conical singularities. Generally, the spectral
flow is related to the signature of crossing forms, and for real-analytic crossings this
relationship has been investigated in [19, 22, 23]. Our proofs in Appendix [Bl and
are not reliant on these references. When combined with elliptic Fredholm theory
on compact manifolds with singularities (for cases that have been sufficiently well
understood), the spectral flow formula at the model operator level can be used to
prove vanishing theorems for spectral flows and the index, generalizing the notion of
cobordism invariance for these quantities. This relation will be pursued elsewhere.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space, and let
A:D.CH—H

be unbounded, densely defined, and symmetric. Then A is closable with closure

A = A**. Let Dpin denote the domain of the closure. Let A* be the adjoint of A,
and let Dyax be its domain. The closed extensions of A are the closed unbounded
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operators given by
A* 5 DCH—H
with domains Duyin C D C Dmax that are closed with respect to the graph norm
induced by the graph inner product
(u,v)a4 = (u,v)g + (A"u, A*V) g, U, v € Dimax-

In the sequel we will abuse notation and write

Amax = A% : Diax C H — H,

Amin =A : Dpin C H — H,

Ap=A"| :DCH—H

D

for these operators. When the domain is not explicitly specified we will simply write
A. While this does not align with standard functional analytic conventions, it is
consistent with defining extensions of (formally) symmetric differential operators A
in L2, initially given on a space of test functiondd. We will assume throughout that
A has finite deficiency indices, which is equivalent to

dim Diyax/Dmin < 00.

In particular Ap is closed for every domain Dpin C D C Dpax.

We furthermore assume that H is equipped with a scaling action, i.e., a strongly

continuous and unitary R-action k, : H — H, p > 0. Specifically:
(1) For every ¢ > 0 we have k, € Z(H) with ;' = 3.
(2) We have Ky = Kok for all g, 0" > 0, and k; = Id.

3) We have lim k,u = v for all w € H.
1 Fe
o—r

Moreover, A is supposed to be invariant under the scaling action in the following
sense:

(4) Ky : D, — D, for all g > 0;
(5) there exists m > 0 such that

A= leiQAligl :D.,— H
for all p > 0.

Lemma 2.1. The group action k, : H — H restricts to strongly continuous group
actions Ky : Dmax — Dmax and Ko : Dmin — Dmin. We have

: Dynax — H, 0> 0, (2.2)

m
Amax =0 KgAmax’iQ

and likewise for Apin. Moreover, we have
[Foll 2(Dpax) < max{l, 0™}, 0> 0.
Proof. Let u € D, and w € Dyax be arbitrary. Then
(Au, kow) = <Ag1Au,w> = gm<Aﬂglu,w> = gm<ng1u,A*w> = (u, 0" K AT W).
2From a functional analytic point of view, we could have instead started from a densely defined

closed operator A = Amax : Dmax — H such that A* C A, and defined A;n = A*. Then A,

is symmetric with A7 . = A, and all intermediate closed operators arise as restrictions of A.
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This proves that K,w € Dimax, and A*k,w = ™k, A*w for o > 0. Consequently, if

v € Dmax, then w = kv = K17V € Dmax, and

)
A = A'kqw = 9" kA w = 0" R Ak, .
This proves (Z2)). We next prove the strong continuity of k, on Dmax. To that

end, let v € Dyax be arbitrary. Then k,v — v in H as ¢ — 1 because of the strong
continuity of k, on H. Likewise,

m
Amaxﬁgv =0 H,QAmaxv — Amaxv

as o — 1 in H, again because of the strong continuity of k, on H. Both combined
now imply that x,v — v as ¢ — 1 in the graph norm on Dy, proving strong
continuity of K, on Dyax. For v € Dyax we have

H“QUH% = H“QUH%{ + ”AmaX“QUH%I = ”’%u”%{ + Q2m||’€QAmaXUH%I
=l + 2™ [ Amactllfy < max{1, o™ }2Jul}
which implies the asserted norm estimate for x,.
Finally, starting from the invariance of Dyax under x, and (Z2]), we obtain with

the same reasoning as in the first part of this proof that the domain of the functional

analytic adjoint A% . = Amin is invariant under the action of k,, and that Ay,

satisfies the analogue of ([2:2]). O

Definition 2.3. A closed extension Ap : D C H — H with Dy C D C Dpax 1S
called stationary or invariant (with respect to k,) if k, : D — D for all ¢ > 0. In
that case

Ap = QmeADngl :D— H, 0>0.
By Lemma 2] both A, and A, are invariant.

Let g : D(g) C H — H be the infinitesimal generator of the group action , on H.
We will make the convention here that

ko=0%:H = H, 0>0,
where

D(g) ={u € H; Ry 3 p— kou € H is differentiable},
g(u) = (0Dyp)kpu - for u € D(g).

Note that references about 1-parameter semigroups, including [20] referenced be-
low, generally consider additive rather than multiplicative semigroups, and, in our
notation, these references generally consider ig to be the generator rather than g.

Since K, is unitary, g* = g is selfadjoint by Stone’s Theorem. In particular,
spec(g) C R. The restrictions

Ko : Dmax = Dmax, and K, : Dmin = Dmin

are generated by the part of g in Dyax or Duin, respectively, i.e., the operators that
act like g with domains

{u € D(g) N Dmax; gt € Dmax} and {u € D(g) N Duin; g8 € Drin },

see [20, 11.2.3].
The norm estimate for x, in Lemma[2.T] (both for 1 < p < 0o and for 0 < p < 1)
in conjunction with the Hille-Yosida Generation Theorem (see [20, II.3]) implies
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conclusions about the resolvent of the parts of the generator g in various subspaces
of H. In particular, we get the following:

Remark 2.4. (1) For every o € C with S(0) # 0 and every v € H the equa-
tion (g — o)u = v has a unique solution u € D(g).
(2) For every o € C with (o) ¢ [-m,0] and every v € Dyax the unique
solution u € D(g) to the equation (g — o)u = v belongs to Dyax. Moreover,
if v € Dy then so is u.

Let

émax - Dmax/Dmin - {'& =u-+ Dmin; u € Dmax}
be the quotient space. We will generally utilize hat-notation for objects that are
associated with the quotient space. This is a Hilbert space, canonically isometric to
the orthogonal complement &ax 0f Dmin in Dmax with respect to the graph inner
product induced by Apax. The group k, induces an R, -action on the quotient

f%g : éémax — (’émaxa 0 >0,
Fo[t + Dmin] = Kot + Dinin-

The action &, is strongly continuous on émax with generator

g(u + Dmin) = gu + Dmin for u + Dmin S ’D(ﬁ),
D(@) - {u + Dmin; (VRS D(Q) N Dmax; gu € Dmax}v

see [20] 11.2.4]. Because we assume dim Erax < 00 we in fact have D(§) = Emax,
and &, = 0" : Enax — Smax is uniformly continuous.

Proposition 2.5. We have spec(g) C {o € C; —m < (o) < 0}. If op € spec(g)
with S(og) =0 or S(og) = —m, then og is semisimple.
Moreover, if k, : H — H is such that

é%(ngu, v)g =0

for alll u,v € H, then spec(§) C {o € C; —m < (o) < 0}.

Proof. Let mmin € -Z(Dmax) be the A-orthogonal projection onto Dy,in, and let
Tmax = 1 — Tmin be the A-orthogonal projection onto &pax = Drﬁin. For 0 =
U+ Dmin € Emax We have

||'%g@||g»mx = [|TmaxkoTmaxtl[ 4 < ”’%”f(Dmax)HWmaX“HA < max{l, Qm}H@ngmx

by Lemma 21 Thus ||#,|| < max{1l, 0™}, which implies the first claim regarding
the eigenvalues of g.

31t suffices to check that lirr%)(ﬁgu, u)g = 0 for w in a dense subspace of H, e.g., for u € D.. To
o—r

see this note that T': H x H 3 (u,v) = {R4 2 o — % [(kou, v) i + (u, k)| } € (Co(Ry), || [loo)
is sesquilinear, Hermitian, and continuous. We have T'(u,u) € Co(R4) for u € D, by assumption
and the unitarity of k,, and by polarization T'(u,v) € Co(R4) for all u,v € D.. Because Co(Ry) C

(Co(R4), | - lloo) is closed we obtain T'(u,v) € Co(R4) for all u,v € H by density and continuity.

The same argument shows that L(u,v) = % [(kou,v)m — (u, k)| € Co(Ry) for all u,v € H,

and so (keu,v)g = T'(u,v) + iL(u,v) € Co(R4) for all u,v € H.
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We next prove the second claim regarding the absence of eigenvalues of § on the
lines ¥(o) = 0 and §(0) = —m under the stated additional assumption on x,. To
this end, observe that the unitarity of x, implies that in fact both

lim(k,u,v)g = lim (k,u,v)g =0
9H0< o™ >H Q_)OO< o™ >H
for all u,v € H. Moreover, for u,v € Dyax we have

Ll)i_r)%(/igu, v)a = £1)i_r)r(13 [(/{Qu, VY + (AmaxKol, Amaxv>H]

= lim [(Kogu, VY + 0™ (KpAmaxU, Amaxv>H} =0
0—0

lim o7 " (kpu,v)4 = lim {Q_m<KQU,U>H + (liQAmaxu,Amawa} =0.
0—00 0—00

For & = u + Dyin and 0 = v + Dpin I Emax We have

(Roll, 0) 4, .

- <7Tmax’{g7rmaxu; 7Tmaxv>A = <’ig77maxu77rmaxv>A7
and thus
Cin A A . Smgp o s
El,%<“9u’v>é”mx 0 and Qli)n(}og (Roll,0) g =0.
Consequently, if §i = o with S(o) = 0, then #,4 = 0" 4 and thus
lal} = [{Ret, )4, | = 0aso—0.

Likewise, if g4 = ot with S(o) = —m, then &, = ¢4 and
A~

<’%Qu7 a>£

Smax

||11||§arnax =lo — 0 as p = .

3. A GREEN FORMULA FOR THE ADJOINT PAIRING

We next consider the adjoint pairing

['7 ']A : Dmax X Dmax — (Cv
1
[u7 U]A = ; [<Amaxu7 U>H - <u7 Amaxv>H} .

This is a Hermitian sesquilinear form (the extra %-term renders it Hermitian rather
than skew-Hermitian), and [u,v]a = 0 for all v € Dpax if and only if u € Dpyin.
Thus [-,-]a induces a nondegenerate Hermitian sesquilinear form
['7 ']gmax : é%max X éémax — C,
[’[1’7 @]é%max = [ua v]A

for & = u+ Din and © = v+ Dpyin. Every domain Dy,i,, C D C Dipax is determined
by its projection

Ep = {’(AI, =u~+ Dmin; u € D} C Emax- (31)
We have (AD)* = Apru), where

iy = 5 = {0 € bmaxs [0,0]; =0V € ép).

In particular, Ap = A}, is selfadjoint if and only if

gAéJ_] - gAD C (Cg)ma)ﬁ [" ']gmax)

is a Lagrangian subspace.



EXTENSIONS OF SCALING INVARIANT OPERATORS 11

Remark 3.2. We will use several results about finite-dimensional complex vector
spaces (V, [, -]) equipped with indefinite Hermitian sesquilinear forms [-,-] : VXV —
C below. We refer to [12] 211 [26] as general references. The invariants of (V[ ])
are (mg, m4,m_) € N3, where

mo = dim{v € V; [v,w] =0Yw € V},
m4 =max[{dimUy; Uy CV, [u,u] > 0V0 # u e Uy} U{0}],
m_ =max[{dimU_; U_ CV, [u,u] <0V0#ueU_}U{0}].
We have mg +m4 +m_ = dim V. The signature of (V,[-,]) is
sen(V,[,]) = my —m_.

For any basis {v1,...,v,} of V consider the matrix G = ([vi,vj])?jzl € M, (C).
Then G* = G, and mg is the multiplicity of the eigenvalue 0 of G, while mo is the
total number (including multiplicities) of the positive and negative eigenvalues of
G, respectively. (V,[-,-]) is nondegenerate if mo = 0.

A subspace U C (V,[-,]) is isotropic if U € U, where
UM ={v e V; [v,u] = 0Vu € U},

and Lagrangian if U = UM, If (V,]-,-]) is nondegenerate then Lagrangian sub-
spaces U exist if and only if sgn(V,[-,-]) = 0. In particular, V must then be
even-dimensional and dimU = di%v.

Lemma 3.3. We have

and

Proof. We have

i[Rol, kgD p = (Amaxhol, KU) — (Kol, Amaxk V)

=" [<K9Amaxu’ ﬁ9v> - <"$Qu7 KQAmaxUﬂ
= Qm [<AmaXU7 'U> - <U, Amaxv>]

proving the first claim. Consequently,

[0,0) 5 = [0 ™%kt 0 ™ ?RpD) s, 0> 0,

max

and thus

=[(g+ i%)Qim/Q’%gﬂv Qim/2’%gﬁ]gé - [Qim/2’%gﬂv (8+ i%)gim/z’%gﬁ]é’max-

Evaluation at ¢ = 1 proves the second claim. ([l
By Lemma 3.3

h:g‘F'L% : Emax — Smax
is selfadjoint with respect to the (indefinite) inner product [,-]z on Enmax, and
consequently the triple (é’max, s ,6) has a canonical form (see [26] Theo-

rem 5.1.1]) that furnishes a complete description of the adjoint pairing in terms
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iR
R
e * > °
° L] L]
—————————————— - ——-—--F(0) =%
® . °
oo . .
S(e) =—m

FIGURE 1. Eigenvalues of §

of the generalized eigenspaces of § as stated below. We will refer to these state-
ments as the Canonical Form Theorem in the sequel, and it plays the role of an
abstract Green formula for the adjoint pairing:

. Let
Coso—o"=5—-—imeC (3.4)

(1) The eigenvalues of § are symmetric about the line $(o) = —

S

denote the reflection about the line $(o) = —%. Then
spec(§) > o — o~ € spec(g),

see Figure [l
(2) For o € spec(g) let &, be the generalized eigenspace for the eigenvalue o.

Then . R R R
gmax = @ gcr S @ [gcr 2 Cgoa’*] 3
o€spec(§) o€spec(d)
S(o)=—2 S(o)<—%

& More precisely,
if 4 € &,, and ¥ € &,, with oy # o then [4,], =0, and

max

[~, .]gmax : ggo X gaga —C

and this direct sum is orthogonal with respect to [-, -]

is nondegenerate.
(3) For every o € spec(g) with S(o) < —% there exist decompositions

by =@y mmd by = D,
=1 i=1

such that for every u; € éo,j and U, € cof"g*k we have [u;, f;k]gmax =0
whenever j # k. Furthermore, for each j € {1,...,m,}, both spaces cof"gyj
and &5+ j are invariant under g, and there exist ordered bases {1, ..., tn, }
of &, and {0, .., Op, } of &y+ ; such that the matrix representation of § in

these bases is given by a single Jordan block of size n; x n; with eigenvalue
o and o*, respectively, and we havd]

A 1 +v=n;+1,
[uu, UV]é’max = 5%”1-‘:-1—1/ = { K ’

0 otherwise.

4The matrix (5H’N+1,,,)fj is called SIP matrix in [26], where the acronym stands for

,v=1
standard involutary permutation.
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(4) For every o € spec(g) with §(o) = —7F there exists a decomposition
mege
bo =P éu;
j=1
such that for every 4; € &,; and o € &, we have [4j,00] 5, =0
whenever j # k. Furthermore, for each j € {1,...,mq}, é%a,j is invariant
under g, and there exists an ordered basis {1, ...,n,} of & ; such that

the matrix representation of § is given by a single Jordan block of size
nj X n; with eigenvalue o, and we either have

o 1 p+v=n;+ 1,
T P 3.5
[dy, ]gmax oy +1 {0 otherwise, (35)
or
o -1 p+v=n;+1,
Gy ln] s = —0pnit1y = 3.6
[ W ]é’max syl {0 otherwise. (3:6)

The resulting collection of signs +1, associated to the canonical form (B3],

—1, associated to the canonical form (B8), for &, is unique in the sense
that different decomposmons of &, into subspaces &, w,; as above that result
in Jordan blocks for g, are orthogonal with respect to [,-]  , and furnish
the canonical forms (3.5) or (B.6) for [-,+] s  associated with each Jordan
block, yield the same total collection of plus and minus signs for Jordan
blocks of equal sizes. Following [26], this collection of signs is referred to
as the sign characteristic of g with respect to [-,-] s . Note that the sign

characteristic is associated to eigenvalues with 3(o) = —% only.
We further elaborate on the sign characteristic for eigenvalues located on the line
3(0) = —F and proceed to describe it invariantly: Let n, € N be such that

S, =ker(§ —0)"" 2 ker(g — a)n"fl 2 ... 2ker(g— o) 2 {0}.

For each £ € {1,...,n,} consider
[, ]e: ker(ﬁ — o)é X ker(ﬁ — o)g — C,
o . P (3.7)
[U,U]g = [(g ) (0 U]g

max

This is a Hermitian sesquilinear form. Let (mg,m4,m_) be its invariants.
Proposition 3.8. We have
. . 41 . . ¢ . . -1
mg = dim ker(g — a) — dim ker(g — a) + dim ker(g - a) ,
and
my + m_ = Number of Jordan blocks of size £ x ¢ for the eigenvalue o.

The sign characteristic associated with the eigenvalue o and Jordan blocks of size
¢ x ¢ is then given by (my,m_), where my is the number of +1 signs, and m_ is
the number of —1 signs.

Proof. The proposition can be deduced from [26] Theorem 5.8.1], but we choose to
give a direct proof here.
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We first show the claim regarding mg. To that end, we are going to prove
that if 0 € ker(§ — o)é such that [@,0], = 0 for all @ € ker(g — o)é then ¢ €
ker(ﬁ — o)é_l + ran(ﬁ — 0) N ker(A — U)é, and vice versa. Indeed, if

) lolg,,, =0
N A 1 A =14 - £9[L]
for all & € ker(g — o), then (§ — 0)"'% € [ker(§g — o) ]
5 E—l,[)

[@,0]e = (6 —0) M0, 0)g, =[0, (30

= ran(g — O')Z.
Consequently, there exists @ € &pnax such that (§ — o) = (§ — 0)d, so
L o . -1
o— (g — o) =19 €Eker(g—o) . Thus

b=t + (§ — o) € ker(§ — U)Z_l +ran(g — o) Nker(g — o)é.
Conversely, if

b=+ (§— o) € ker(g — o) +ran(§ — o) Nker(§ — o),
then (§ — )19 = (§ — 0)%0 and so

[0, 0)¢ = [0, (§ — o) "0, =0

for all @ € ker(§ — 0)". Now
dim [ran(@ — 0) N ker(ﬁ — U)ﬁ = dim ker(ﬁ — U)Hl — dim ker(g — o)
as g —o: ker(ﬁ — U)Hl — ran(ﬁ — 0) N ker(ﬁ — U)e is surjective. So
mo = dim [ker(g — U)e_l +ran(g — o) Nker(g — a)ﬁ
= dimker(ﬁ — a)g_l + dim[ran(ﬁ — U) N ker(ﬁ — o)ﬁ
— dim[ran(§ — o) Nker(§ — o) ]
— dimker(§ — o) — dimker(§ — o) + dimker(§ — o).
Furthermore,
m4 +m_ = dimker(§ — U)é — my
= [dimker (g — o)é — dimker(g — 0)£—1]
— [dimker(§ — o) — dimker(§ — 0)']
= Number of Jordan blocks of size ¢ x ¢ for the eigenvalue o.

Now apply the Canonical Form Theorem from [26] Theorem 5.1.1] as previously

described, and write
m4+m_

@ ; C ker g—a)g,

where this direct sum is orthogonal with respect to [-, -] é...» and the éa ¢ . are asso-

ciated to ¢ x ¢ Jordan blocks for g with eigenvalue o. Moreover, let U.le ..., 1y be

a Jordan basis of @M for each j = 1,...,(m4 +m_) as described in the canonical

form, such that for each j we either have [Gj.0,Tjele =1 or [, 50l = —1. Let
Uy = span{ie; [0, Ujele = 1},

U_ = span{t;e; [tj¢,jee = —1}.
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Because [4;¢, Uk le = 0 for j # k we then have [a,u]e > 0 for all 0 # @ € Uy,
and [G,1]y < 0 for all 0 # 4 € U—-. Thus my > dimUy, but because m4 +
m_ =dimU; + dimU_ we have m1 = dim UL, proving the claim about the sign
characteristic associated to Jordan blocks of size ¢ x £ for the eigenvalue o. O

In the sequel we will also write mg(o,£) and m4(o,¢) for the invariants of the
Hermitian sesquilinear form ([B.71) when the context warrants specific reference to
the eigenvalue o and the size £. The Canonical Form Theorem implies the following
algebraic signature formula and results about the existence of selfadjoint extensions
of the operator A (see also [26, Corollary 5.2.1]).

Theorem 3.9. (1) The signature of ( maxs [ )2

max

e (Gmaxs [, ) = D, Y (my(o,0) —m_(0,0)).

o€spec(g) £ odd
S(o)=—%

) is given by

In particular, the operator A admits selfadjoint extensions Ap = A}, if and

only if
Z Z m4(0,0) —m_(0,0)) =0

oespec(§) £ odd
S(o)=—%

(2) The operator A admits an invariant selfadjoint extensions if and only if

Z (m4(0,0) —m_(0,0)) =

¢ odd

for every o € spec(g) with (o) = -4

Proof. Let (0, My, M_) be the invariants of the form [-,-], . We have

max

gAmax = @ g S @ g 2 Cgoa'*

o€Espec(d o€Espec(g)
%(0):—% S(o)<—%
where this direct sum is orthogonal with respect to [-,-] 2 , and the restriction of

[, ] . to each of the direct summands is nondegenerate by the Canonical Form
Theorem [26] Theorem 5.1.1]. Consequently,

M+_M— = Z (M-l-(@éa)_M—(é%U))'i_ Z (M-l-(é%a@ga*)_M—(é%a@é%a*))a
Serecs) Sretd)

where M. (U) are the invariants of the restriction |-, Jo U x U — C to the
indicated subspace U. For each o € spec(g) with (o) < — 1 the Canonical Form
Theorem implies that &, C (@Eag ®E, e ) is Lagrangian, and thus

My (&, & ép) — M_(Ey ® Ey) = 0.

m

For o € spec(g) with S(o) = —2 we prove next that

M () = M_(&,) = (my(0,0) = m_(0,0)).

£ odd



16 THOMAS KRAINER

By the Canonical Form Theorem we have

& =Mé,;

@

<
Il
-

which is orthogonal with respect to [-,-] s, the restriction of [-,-] s  to each of the

direct summands is nondegenerate, and each é’g,j is associated to a Jordan block
that either contributes a +1 or a —1 to the sign characteristic. We have

Mo

Mo (&) = M_(,) = > (M (érj) — M_(é55)).

j=1
If dim &, ; is even and spanned by {i, ..., fgx} with either (35) or (B0), then

U = span{dy, ..., 4} C ((?UJ, [z )

max

is Lagrangian and consequently M (cof"gyj) - M_ (éw-) = 0. If dim éo,j is odd and
spanned by {@1, ..., og4+1} with either (B3] or ([B.6]), then

1 in case of (33,
—1 in case of (B.0)).

has (k + 1)-times the eigenvalue +1

My (bpj) — M_(&,;) = {

.. . 2k+1
This is because the matrix (5u,2k+2—u)#71,:1

and k-times the eigenvalue —1. Consequently,

M (é;) = M_(&,) = (my(o,0) —m_(0,0))
£ odd
as desired, proving the first claim.

We next prove the second claim regarding the existence of invariant selfadjoint
extensions. Note that Ap = A}, is an invariant selfadjoint extension if and only
if U =épC (émax, [, ] g:max) from B.1) is Lagrangian and invariant under §. We
thus have to show that invariant Lagrangian subspaces exist if and only if

Z (my(o,0) —m_(0,0)) =0

¢ odd

holds for every o € spec(g) with J(o) = —3.

Suppose first that UcC é)émax is Lagrangian and invariant under g. Then

U= @ [énU]

o€spec(§)

= @ [Entle @ ([bnU]eé& nT)).
o€espec(g) o€spec(d)
S(o)=—2 S(o)<—%

Every subspace
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is isotropic, and for dimensional reasons must be Lagrangian. In particular, for

every o € spec(g) with (o) = —% we must have

My (é;) = M_(é,) = > (my(0,0) —m_(0,0)) = 0.
¢ odd

Conversely, assume that M (&,) — M_(&,) = 0 for every o € spec(§) with $(o) =
—4. We proceed to prove that each space admits a Lagrangian subspace U, C &
that is invariant under g. Then

oEespec(§d) oespec(q)
S(o)=—"¢ S(o)<—%
is a Lagrangian subspace of ((?max, [, ] éamx) that is invariant under g as desired.

Write
Mo
be =D
j=1
according to the Canonical Form Theorem with mutually [-, -] & -orthogonal direct

summands, where each doég,j is associated to a single Jordan block, and pick bases
for each coég, ; with either (B8) or (3.6). By assumption, the odd-dimensional blocks
(if any) equally distribute among the signs +1 and —1. Now divide the odd-
dimensional spaces éw‘ up in pairs of the form (V, W), where V' contributes +1
and W contributes —1, and set

U(f/ Wy = Span{ﬁdim\7+l + W gim w1 }7
’ 2 2

where the two vectors 0 g, v41 and W g w41 are the middle vectors in the Jordan
2 2

bases for V and W, respectively, and define

Mo dim &, ; .
UUZ@{‘%J%GF(@—U)L : JJ] & D Uiy
J=1 (V,W)
Then U, has the desired properties, and the proof is complete. ([

4. SEMIBOUNDED OPERATORS AND THE FRIEDRICHS EXTENSION

Suppose that A, is semibounded from below in the sense that there exists a
constant ¢ € R such that

(Au,u) > clu,u)
holds for all u € Dyjn. By Lemma 2.1] and Lemma [4.1] below we in fact must have
Amin > 0 which we are going to assume for the remainder of this section. Since
we assume A, to have finite deficiency indices, we note that every selfadjoint
extension Ap = A%, is semibounded from below, see [II, Theorem 9.3.7].

Lemma 4.1. Let Ap : D C H — H be invariant and bounded from below, i.e.,
(Au,u) > clu,u)
for all w € D for some c € R. Then
(Au, u)

inf =0,
0£u€D  {(u,u)
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i.e., Ap has lower bound 0.

Proof. Let

L= inf (A%Y
0£ueD {u,u)

For 0 # u € D we have

<Au7u> = Qm<KJQA'DKJQ_1U,U> = Qm<A’DKJQ_1u7 K;g_lu>7

and thus
(Apu,u) _ <AD/§;1u, n;1u>
(u,u) (kg!
using the fact that , is unitary. Consequently, passing to the infimum over all

0 # u € D on both sides, we get L = ¢ L for all p > 0. This leaves only L =0 or
L = —o0, and since L > —oo by assumption we must have L = 0. ([l

u, kg u)

Proposition 4.2. Let Hrp — H be the completion of Dyin with respect to the norm
|ulf = (u,u) + (Au, u), u € Dnin.

Then k, restricts to a strongly continuous group action k, € L (Hr) with
[#oll 2 (aer) < max{1,0™?}, 0> 0.

In particular, the Friedrichs extension

Ap=A*| :DpcC H— H,

Dr

Dr = Dmax N HF,
18 1nvariant.
Proof. We show that
Ko : (Dmin7 | - |F) — (Dminv |- |F)

is continuous, and consequently extends by continuity to a bounded operator in
Z(Hr). Because Hr — H and k, € Z(H) this bounded extension is necessarily
the restriction of k, to Hp. Indeed, for u € Dy,i, we have

|kgult = (Kou, kou) + (Argu, Kku) = (u,u) + 0™ (ko Au, K u)
= (u,u) + 0" (Au,u) < max{1, 0"} - [ulF,
proving the desired continuity as well as the asserted norm estimate. This implies
that A is invariant.
It remains to show the strong continuity of x, on the Hilbert space Hr. Because
ko is a group and {r,; 3 < o <2} C Z(Hp) is bounded, it suffices to show that

Kot — u with respect to | - |p as ¢ — 1 just for u € Dyin (see |20, 1.5.3]). Because
Kot — u with respect to || - ||z we thus have to prove that

(A(kou —u), kpu —u)g — 0 as p — 1.

But this follows because A(k,u — u) = ¢"k,Au — Au — 0 as ¢ — 1 with respect
to || - ||a- O
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The restriction &, : Hr — Hr of the group action is generated by the part of the
generator g in Hp, i.e., the operator that acts like g with domain

{ueD(g) NHp; gu € Hr},

see |20, 11.2.3]. The norm estimate for , in Proposition @2l both for 1 < p < oo
and for 0 < ¢ < 1, in conjunction with the Hille-Yosida Generation Theorem [20),
I1.3] now implies that for every o € C with (o) ¢ [—m/2,0] and every v € Hp
the unique solution u € D(g) to the equation (g — o)u = v belongs to Hp. This is
in addition to the properties for g previously discussed in Remark 2.4

Our next goal is to give an explicit description of the domain of the Friedrichs
extension Ap in terms of the generalized eigenspaces of §. In this context, consider
the following definition derived from [26].

Definition 4.3. We say that A satisfies the sign condition if for every o € spec(g)
with (o) = =% the following two conditions hold:
e my(o,0) =m_(o,¢) =0 for all odd ¢ € N. Thus § does not have odd-sized
Jordan blocks associated with the eigenvalue o.
o Either m4(0,0) =0 or m_(o,¢) =0 for all even ¢ € N. Thus the sign char-
acteristic associated with the eigenvalue o is entirely negative or positive
for all Jordan blocks of g.
Here m (o, ¢) are the invariants of the Hermitian sesquilinear form ([B.7)), see Propo-
sition B.8 Note that the sign condition is trivially fulfilled if spec(g) N {o €
C; (o) =—-%}=0.

We note that the sign condition holds for semibounded indicial operators con-
sidered in the later sections, see Theorem

If the sign condition holds, [26, Theorem 5.12.4] implies that for each o € spec(g)
with &(o) = — there exists a unique Langrangian subspace &s1 C (&5, [, ']é?’mx)
that is invariant under g. More precisely, write

b =D é,,
j=1

according to the Canonical Form Theorem with mutually [-,-] ; ~-orthogonal direct

summands, where each éw‘ is associated to a single Jordan block of size (2n;) x
(2n;). Then

@f;_é =P[é,; nker(g — o)™ ],
j=1

so @E"m 1 is spanned by the first halves of the Jordan basis elements associated to

each Jordan block in the canonical form for the triple (é%a, [, ] b g— U).
Theorem 4.4. Let & = {a € Enax; U=+ Dmin, u € Dr}. Then

(oéF: @ [é%gﬂégp] &) @ (oég.
oEspec(d) o€spec(g)
S(o)=—"7% (o) <—%
If A satisfies the sign condition, then & Nép = coég)% for all o € spec(g) with

S(o) = —F.
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Pmof By Proposition [£.2] the Friedrichs extension is invariant. This implies that
&p is invariant under A ke, and consequently é”p is also invariant under the generator
g. Hence

oespec(d)

We will next prove that if (o) < —%, and @ € Erax With (ﬁ — U)ﬁ € égp, then
i€ Ep. Indeed, by assumption there exists u € Dyax N D(g) with & = u + Diin,
and v € Dg such that (g — a)u = v. Because v € Hr we have u € Hp, and thus
u € Hp N Dpax = Dp, so 4 € (/)@F as stated. Consequently, if (g - U)k’& = 0 for

some k € N, we have @ € &r, showing that &, C & for 3(0) < —2. Because the
adjoint pairing

[ g, 1 s X bp > C

is nondegenerate and & is Lagrangian we must necessarily have &« N &p = {0}
for S(o) < —%.

Finally, note that &N & T C (é%a, [, ] éamx) is Lagrangian and invariant under g
for 3(0) = —75. Consequently, if A satisfies the sign condition, we must necessarily
have 52, N ép = ém 1 The theorem is proved. [l

5. THE KREIN EXTENSION AND THE ORDER RELATION FOR INVARIANT
SELFADJOINT EXTENSIONS

We continue to assume that Anin > 0. The Friedrichs extension Ar and the Krein
extension A are distinguished in the sense that Ax < Ap < A for all nonnegative
selfadjoint extensions Ap = A}, > 0. Recall that for two selfadjoint operators

T; = TF > 0 the order relation Ty < T, holds if and only if D(T#) C D(T}) and

HTléuH o < HTéuH u for u € D(TQ%). The latter is an inequality for the quadratic
forms associated with the T}, while the domain of the nonnegative square root in
each case coincides with the domain of the quadratic form. We refer to [5 6, [9]
for information on the Krein-von Neumann extension (but note that A, is not
strictly positive by Lemma [£1] which is compensated for by the invariance of A
under scaling in our investigation).

Our goal in this section is to prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 5.1. Let & = {a € Ernaxi =1+ Dmin, u € Dic = D(Ak)}. Then

k= P [Enéle P &

o€espec(§d) o€spec(gd)
S(o)=—2% S(o)>—2

If A satisfies the sign condition, then &, N &x = &, 4 for all o € spec(g) with
S(o) = -5
Theorem 5.2. Suppose A satisfies the sign condition, and let
b= @ é
o€espec(g)
S(o)< -2
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(1) For every subspace U C &_ that is invariant under Ko there exists a unAique
sAelfadjoint invariant extension Ap : D C H — H of A such that EpNé&E- =
U.

(2) Let Ap, = A}, j = 1,2, be invariant selfadjoint extensions. Then Ap, <
Ap, if and only if &p, N E- C Ep, N E-, or equivalently if and only if
DiNDr CDyNDp.

We note that the first part of Theorem is just [26l Theorem 5.12.4] when

applied to the present context.
Given Ap = A} > 0 we let Hp — H be the domain of the quadratic form

1
associated with Ap. We have Hp = D(A}), which equivalently can be described
as the completion of D with respect to the norm

lul3, = (u,u) g + (Apu,u) g, u € D.

Because |u|p = |u|r for u € Dpin the embedding (’HF,| . |F) — (HD, | - |p) is an
isometry. Moreover, the codimension of Hr in Hp is finite, where more precisely
dimHp/Hr < %dim & ax, SCO [11, Theorem 10.3.7]. We write Hx for the domain
of the quadratic form associated with the Krein extension Ax = A¥.

Lemma 5.3. Let Ap = A}, > 0. Then Hp = D + Hr, and this sum is direct
modulo D N Dp.

Proof. Because D C (Hp, |- |p) is dense we have that (D + Hr)/Hr C Hp/HF is
dense, and by finite dimensionality we must have (’D +H F) /Hr =Hp/Hr. This
shows that Hp = D+ H g, and because Dy,.x N HE = Dp the sum is direct modulo
DNDp. O
Lemma 5.4. The Krein extension Ax : Dx C H — H 1is invariant.

Proof. This follows from a more general result by Makarov and Tsekanovskii [42],
but we give an independent proof here. We have Ax = A* , where the domain

Dk
of the Krein extension is given by

Di = {u € Dmax; Jug € Din : (A%?uk)k C H is Cauchy, klim Amintg = Amaxt},
— 00

see Ando and Nishio [9]. We need to show that if u € Dk, then also k,u € Dg. Let
1
Ug € Dmin such that klim Apintur = Amaxu, and such that (AZug)x is a Cauchy
—00
sequence in . Now k,u; € Dmin, and we have

khjn Aminkoup = hm 0" Ko Amintr = 0" KoAmaxt = AmaxKoU.

Moreover, we have

(A F“g(uk l)aAI%:/fg(Uk —u)) g

= (Aminko(ur — Ul)aﬁg(uk —w))H

= (0" K g Amin (ur — ul)a“g(uk —w))H
= 0" (Amin(ur — wp), up — w) g

1
||AF“9uk Af?“gul||H

1
= 0" | Afur — Aful}.

and thus (A}%;ngk) C H is Cauchy. This shows that k,u € Dk and finishes the
proof of the lemma. ([
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Lemma 5.5. Suppose spec(g) N{o € C; (o) = =3} = 0. Then the inclusion
map Dmax — Hi is well-defined and continuous. We have Dyax = Dx + Dp, and
this sum s direct modulo Dmin -

Proof. We have Dp C Hr C Hx. Moreover, let Dyin C D C Dpax be such that

ép= P é.

oespec(§)

S(o)>—%
Then Ap = A} is selfadjoint by the Canonical Form Theorem and our present
assumption that g does not have eigenvalues on J(0) = —%. Moreover, Ap is also
invariant, and therefore Ap > 0 by LemmalZIl Thus Ax < Ap by the fundamental
property of the Krein extension which shows that D C Hp C Hg. Consequently,
Dr + D = Dpax C Hi. Continuity of the embedding Diyax < Hi follows from
the Closed Graph Theorem.

By Lemma B3 every u € Dpax now has a representation u = ux + @ with
ug € D and @ € Hp. But @ = u — ug € Dmax N Hr = Dp, which shows that
Dinax = Dk +Dr. We thus have cof"max = CgA()K + CgAaF, and for dimensional reasons this
sum must be direct. The lemma is proved. ([l

Proof of Theorem [51l. We first consider the case that
spec(g) N{o € C; J(o) = -5} =0.
By Lemma we have a direct sum &pax = &k © Ep. Now let
ice P b Cémax
o€spec(d)

S(o)>—2

be arbitrary, and write @ = ux + up with tx € CgA()K and Up € CgA()F Then

aK=a+(—aF)el P éle| P 4|,
o€espec(g) o€spec(d)
S(o)>—12 S(o)<—%

see Theorem B, but because &x is invariant under #, by Lemma [5.4] we have

bi=| @ Bnédle| @ [6né
o€Espec(g) og€spec(d)
S(o)>—2 S(o)<-%

Consequently both @, tp € é)éK, and so necessarily tr = 0 and 4 = Ux € éA”K. Thus

@ gg C gK,
oespec(§)
S(o)>—3
and for dimensional reasons these two spaces must be equal which proves the the-
orem in the present case.
We next consider the general case. Let Dyin C Dy C Dpax be such that

(oépo = @ [(oég N (oéK] ,
o€spec(g)

S(0)=-4
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and consider the operator B, = Ap, : Do C H — H. Note that Dy = D(Bmin)
is invariant under x,, Bmin is symmetric, and satisfies all the general assumptions
imposed on Apin. We have Bpax = A}, where

D(A*Do)/’Dmin (A) = @ Géo ® @ é%g &) é)éDO
o€spec(§) oespec(g)
S(e)>=% S(e)<—%

by the Canonical Form Theorem, and consequently

D(Bmava(Bmm)f:“[ S &le| @ &
o€spec(g) o€spec(d)
S(o)>—12 S(o)<—%

is the spectral decomposition of the quotient D(Biax)/D(Bmin) associated with the
generator of the induced group action. By what we have shown above, the Krein
extension By of B, has domain given by

D(Bk)/D(Buin) = P &
o€Espec(g)
S(o)>—-3
and we have A = B as both extend Ap,i, and By, and are each minimal among
the nonnegative selfadjoint extensions of these operators. In conclusion,

b= @ [bnédo @ &

oespec(d) oespec(d)
S(o)=—"12 S(o)>—2

as desired. Lastly, if A satisfies the sign condition, we necessarily must have &N

Ex = coég)% for 3(o) = —F because @E”a’% C (@50, [, -]éamx) is the unique Lagrangian
subspace that is invariant under &,. 0

Proof of Theorem[5.2 For every invariant extension Ap = A}, we have

bp=| P [népl|le| P [nélle| P [Enépl,
o€Espec(g) o€spec(§) o€spec(§)
S(o)>—% S(o)<—2 S(o)=—12

and because A satisfies the sign condition we have & nNép = coég)% for every o €

spec(g) with (o) = —%. Thus o 51,1% is part of every invariant selfadjoint
ogespec(g
S(o)=—%2

extension. Consequently, by replacing the minimal extension Anin with Ap, as in

the proof of Theorem [5.1]if necessary, where cofopo = & é, 1, We may without

oespec(§)

S(0)=-%

loss of generality assume that
spec(g) N{o € C; S(o) = -2} =0.

As previously mentioned, the first part of Theorem follows from [26], Theo-
rem 5.12.4]. It is in fact an immediate consequence of the Canonical Form Theorem.
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Given an invariant subspace U C &_ as stated in the assumptions, the domain D
of the unique selfadjoint extension with & N &_ = U must necessarily be

-] @ wooel]e] @ @on
o€spec(d) o€spec(d)
S(o)>—12 S(o)<—%

We now proceed to prove the second part of the theorem. Let Ap = A} be
invariant. According to Lemma we have Hp = D 4+ Hp, and because D is
invariant we conclude from Theorem [£.4land Theorem[B.Ilthat Hp = DNDx +HFr,
and this sum is direct modulo D,,i,. We also note that DNDyx C ('H,D, |-|D) is dense.
Consequently, for invariant extensions Ap, = A}BJ_, j =1,2, we have Hp, C Hp,
if and only if Do N D C D; N Dk, which by the Canonical Form Theorem is
equivalent to D1 NDr C D2 NDp. Moreover, whenever Hp, C Hp, the embedding
(Hps,| - |py) < (Hp,,| - |p,) is continuous by the Closed Graph Theorem, and

HA%luHH = ||A%2u||H for u € Hp,. To see the latter norm identity note that it
is true for w € Dy N Dy D Dy N Dg, which is dense in Hp,, and so it extends by
continuity to all of Hp,. Consequently, Ap, < Ap, if and only if Hp, C Hp, if
and only if D1 NDp C Dy NDp. The theorem is proved. [l

6. INDICIAL OPERATORS

In the remaining sections we will discuss applications of the previous results to
indicial operators. As discussed in the introduction, indicial operators arise as
model operators associated with singularities of corner type. Taking an operator
theoretical point of view, we consider indicial operators of the form

I
A=z a;(@D,) : C Ry Br) C Ly (Ry; Eo) — LY (Ry; Eo), (6.1)
j=0

where m, u € N and Ey and E; are Hilbert spaces such that E; — Ej is continuous
and dense, and the operators a; : £y — Ey are continuous for j = 0,..., . The
(vector-valued) space L7 is the L?-space with respect to the Haar measure df on

the half-line. The indicial family of A

"
p(o) =Zaj0j:E1 — Fy, oceC

Jj=0

is a holomorphic family of Fredholm operators in Z(E1, Fy) and satisfies suitable
ellipticity assumptions, detailed below, and when considered an unbounded opera-
tor acting in Ey with domain E; we require

p(U*)* :p(g) B C Ey — Ey

to hold for the Hilbert space adjoints for each ¢ € C, where c* = @ — im denotes
reflection about the line (o) = =7, see also ([3.4). The latter assumption ensures
that the operator A as given in (6.I)) is symmetric in H = L}(Ry; Ey) with dense
domain D, = C*(R;; F1). On H = LZ(R; Ey) we consider the R -action given
by

rkou(r) = u(ox), 0 >0, u € L. (6.2)
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This is a strongly continuous and unitary group action on L7 that leaves C2°
invariant, and we have A = gmngAn;1 : D. — H for all p > 0. The infinitesimal
generator of this group action is g = zD,,.

For indicial operators associated with cone or corner singularities we typically
have p = m in (6]), but we allow these parameters to be decoupled here to include
more general singular behavior; this requires anisotropic estimates. We fix the
following notation:

0= (ty, ) = (n,m)
(N 0)y = (1422 4 g20) T3 = (14 )2 4 2) T
for (\,0) € R?, see also Appendix [Al

The following standing assumptions are imposed on the indicial family p(c):

(A-1) p(o) : By C Ey — Ey is closed, densely defined, and Fredholm for ¢ € C,
and the map C > o — p(o) € Z(Eh, Ep) is holomorphic.

(A-2) We have p(c*)* = p(o) : E1 C Ey — Ej as unbounded operators in Ey,
where 0* =7 —im.

(A-3) For (\,0) € R? and |\, 0| > R > 0 sufficiently large p(c) £i\™ : By — Ey
is invertible, and the inverse satisfies

\A,S;IIER{O\ g m“”( i”‘m) Hx(Eo + H i’)‘m Hx(Eo El)} R

(A-4) For (\,0) € R? and R>> 0 as in (A=3) and every k € {1,...,u} we have

sup (A, o) [05p(0)] (p(o) + ix™) !
I\o|>R

(6.3)

HE(EO) < o0
Note that we are not imposing assumptions regarding the deficiency indices of the
operator ([G.I]), and neither do we place any assumptions on the invertibility of p(o)
along a line (o) = v for any specific value of v € R, nor on the embedding of the
spaces E; < Fjy other than continuity and density.

Assumptions (A=3]) and ([A=4)) are ellipticity conditions on p(c). To illustrate this
we briefly discuss conical singularities in Example below.

Example 6.4. Let Y be a closed compact Riemannian manifold and consider an
indicial family of the form

M:

a;y O (Y) = CF(Y),
) =0

<.

where a;(y, D,) € Diff* 7 (Y) for j = 0,..., . We assume that the parameter-
dependent principal symbol

m
Yy, mio)=> ola
=0
is invertible for (y,m;0) € (T*Y x R) \ 0, and that o (p)(y,n;0) = a(p)(y,n;0)*.
Then the family p(c) satisfies both assumptions (A=3) and (A=) with Eq = L?(Y)
and By = HA(Y).
To see this note that a(y,n; A, o) := a(p)(y, n; o) £ iA™ satisfies

a(y, 0™n; "X, 0"o) = o™ a(y,m; A, o), 0>0,
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and is invertible for (y,m; \,0) € (T*Y x R?)\ 0 by the symmetry and invertibility
assumptions on @ (p)(y,n; o). Thus p(o)£iA™ is an elliptic family of order my that
depends anisotropically on the parameters (), o) € R?, and the standard parametrix
construction with anisotropic parameters furnishes a parametrix b(\, o) of order
—my such that

(p(o) £iA™)b(A,0) — 1, b(A, 0)(p(o) £iA™) —1 € L(R*¥™2(Y)).  (6.5)
Locally, b(\, o) is quantized from symbols b(y, n; A, o) that satisfy anisotropic sym-

bol estimates of order t = —myu of the form
(D50, by 0, )| S [(L+ [ A2 g2y 7iz ] TR g )

for a € N3™Y and 8 = (31, B2, B3) € N&™Y x Ny x Ny, while p(c) £ i\™ is based
on such symbols with ¢ = mu and principal symbol a(y,n; A, o) above.
The symbol estimates ([6.6]) for b(y,n; A\, o) with ¢ = —mp imply
(B DS by, ;A )] S ()7,
(P Dg o by, m A, )] S 1,

and so
SUP{O‘v U>§WHb()‘v U)Hx(Hs(y)) +[b(, U)HDS,”(HS(Y),HSML(Y))} <0

for every s € R, in particular for s = 0, and because of ([6.5]) we can replace b(A, o)
by (p(o) £ i)\m)fl for |\, | > 0 large enough in these estimates, showing (A=3).
The composition

(0505 (p(0) +iX™)] (p(o) £iX™) "1 C=(Y) = C=(Y)

is an anisotropic family of pseudodifferential operators depending on (), o) of order
t = (mp — pl —mk) + (—mp) = —pl — mk by the composition theorem, and so
locally is based on symbols that satisfy the estimates (G.6]) with this value of t.
Consequently,

sup {</\, U}éﬁ”mk (| [040% (p(0) £iX™)] (p(0) £ iA™)
[A,o|>R>0

for every s € R, showing (A-).

< 0

-1
||$<HS<Y>>}

We proceed to further discuss the assumptions in the abstract setting:
First observe that (A=3) and (A=4)) imply that

sup (A o) [[0405 (plor) £ X)) (p(0) £ iN™) T i } < 0
X, 0|>R>0
holds for all k,l € Ny, which at first sight may appear stronger than (A=4)). In the
abstract setting, assumption (A=4]) serves a dual purpose as an ellipticity assumption
and as a replacement for the notion of order for the coefficients a; in (G.I]).

Next note that for every v € R we can conclude that p(o +iy) £iA™ : By — Ep
is invertible for large enough |X\,o| > 0, (A\,0) € R?, and the estimates stated
for p(o) in (A=3) and (A=4) are equally valid for p(o + i7). This means that the
ellipticity conditions (A=3]) and ([A=4) are invariant with respect to shifting p(c) in
the complex plane, or, on the operator level, that these conditions are invariant
with respect to conjugating the operator A in (6.1]) by weights Y Az~" for any
~v € R. Only the symmetry assumption ([A=2)) depends on weights. Moreover, the
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lower bound R >> 0 for the invertibility, and the estimates in (A=3) and (A=4) for
p(o + i7) in place of p(o), are uniform as v € R varies in compact interval

In particular, for A = 0, we see that the indicial family p(c) : EFy — Ejy is
invertible for sufficiently large |3 (o )|, and the lower bounds for invertibility can be
chosen locally uniformly with respect to $(o). Let as usual

spec,(A) = {o € C; p(o) : E1 — Ej is not invertible}
be the set of indicial roots of A. Each strip in the complex plane of the form
—T < $(o) < T then contains only finitely many indicial roots by (A=) and
analytic Fredholm theory. We also note that spec,(A4) is symmetrical about the

line (o) = =3 by (A=2).

In order to describe the extensions of A we will use von Neumann’s formulas
Dmax - Dmin ) ker(Amax + Z) ) ker(Amax - Z) (67)

as a starting point. One of the main ingredients needed for proving the Classification
Theorem B2 for extensions is showing that the functions in ker(Apax £ i) decay
rapidly as * — oo, which will be accomplished via the construction of parametrices
for both A & i and is largely relegated to Appendix [Al In particular, we will need
to use Mellin pseudodifferential operators. To fix notation we are going to write

dx

(Mu)(o) = /000 % (x) — O€ R,

(M~ ')(z) = L /}Rxwv(a) do, x>0,

27

for the Mellin transform and its inverse. Mellin pseudodifferential operators, in
most general form, are written as

[opas(a)u :%// a(z, 2, o)u(z )dida

for a compound symbol a(z,2’, o)

7. THE SPACE (R4 ; E1) AND THE MINIMAL DOMAIN

Lemma 7.1. (a) Along every line (o) = « in the complex plane the operator
plo +iv) : By — Ey, o0 € R, is invertible for |o| > 0 sufficiently large, and
the corresponding lower bounds for invertibility can be chosen locally uniformly
with respect to v € R. We have

plo +i7)7! € STH(Ry; L (Ey)) N S (R L (Eo, Bv))

for |o| > 0 with locally uniform symbol estimates with respect to v € R.
(b) For~; € R, j=1,2, we have

(05p) (0 +iv2)p (0 +im) € STF(R,; Z(Ep))
for|o| >0, k € Ny.

5These statements are not immediately obvious. For a proof we refer to Lemma [A16] in
Appendix [Al In the terminology of this appendix, assumptions (A=3) and (A=4) imply that

p(o) £ iz™ € Sm”‘e(R x C; Z(E1, Eo)) is right-hypoelliptic of order (mpu,0) in the sense of
Definition [A.13] The symbolic parametrix q(w o) defined there via the kernel cut-off construction
belongs to SOZ(R x C; Z(Fo, E1)) N S must (R x C; Z(Ep)). We have (p(o) £ iz™)q(z,0) — 1 €
S5 (R x C; Z(Eop)) and q(z,0)(p(0) :I: iz™) —1€ S5 R x C; £(E1)), and combined with the
estimates for the derivatives in Part (b) of Lemma [A-16] we obtain all stated properties.
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(¢) There is a holomorphic family q(o) : C — Z(Fy, E1) such that
q(0 +iv) € STMRo;.ZL (Ep)) N S°(Ro; £ (Eo, B1))
with locally uniform symbol estimates with respect to v € R such that
r(0) = p(0)™" = q(0) : C — Z(Ey, Ex)

is meromorphic on C with at most finitely many poles in each strip of the form
{0 € C; =T < (o) < T} for every T € N, and if x € C*°(C) is an excision
function for the poles we have (xr)(c + i) € L (Ry; L (Fo, E1)) with locally
uniform estimates with respect to v € R.

Proof. This follows from Lemma[A.T6lin Appendix[Al To apply that lemma observe
that

a(x,a) = p(o) £ iz™ € SE™(R x C; Z(E1, Eo))
is right-hypoelliptic of order (mu,0) by our standing assumptions, and

q(z,0) € S (R x C;.L(Eo, E1)) N S5 (R x C; £ (Ey)).
All assertions follow when restricting to = 0. O

Definition 7.2. Fix 79 € R such that p(oc + i79) : E1 — Ey is invertible for all
o € R and define

A (R ; E1) = Range of op,,(p(o + 7)) ") : LE(Ry; Ey) — Li(Ry; Ey).
Note that p(o +i70) ! € S°(R,; Z(Eo, E1)), so
opu(p(o +iv0) ") : Ly (R Eo) — Li(Ry; Er)

is bounded. This operator is also injective, and consequently we can describe
2 (Ry; Ev) equivalently as

u€ H(Ry; B <= uc L}Ry; Er) and opy(p(o +ivo))u € LI (R, ; Ep).
Note that op,,(p(c+ivo)) : Hy *(Ry; E1) — H, (R4 Ep) is bijective with inverse
opp(p(o +i70) 7).

Proposition 7.3. (a) 5 (Ry; E1) is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner prod-
uct

(u, v) 7 = (0P (P(0 + i70))u, 0P (P(0 + 170))V) L2 (R, o) -
(b) Let v € R be any other value such that p(o +ivy) : By — Ey is invertible for all
o € R. Then s (Ry; Eq) can equivalently be defined as

A (Ry; Er) = Range of op y(p(o +i7)™") : Ly (Ry; Eo) — Ly (Ry; E),
and the inner product
(u,0) 5 = (opp(p(o +i7y))u, opp(p(o + )V L2 (R o)

induces an equivalent Hilbert space structure on ' (Ry; Ey) (i.e. the norms

|-z and || - ||, are equivalent).
(c) CX(Ry; Er) C A (Ry; En) is dense and continuously embedded.
(d) H (Ry; Er) = H(Ry; Er) — Hf (Ry; Bo) N Lj(Ry; Ev), and

H(Ry; Er) = HY (Ry; Eo) N Ly (Ry; Ex)

if and only if opp(p(o + iv0)) : Hf (Ry; Eo) N Li(Ry; Ex) — Li(Ry; Ep).
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Proof. Assertion (a) follows at once from the boundedness and injectivity of

opy(p(0 +iv0)7") s Li(Ry; Bo) = Li(Ry; En) = Ly (Ry; Ey).
As both

plo+iv)p(o +iv) ", plo +ivo)p(o +i7) " € S°(Ro; L (Eo))
by Lemma [T.T] we have that

op(p(o +iy)p(o +iv0) ") : Ly (R Eo) — Li(Ry; Eo)
is bounded and invertible with inverse op;(p(c + ivo)p(o + iy)~'). Consequently,
the operators op,(p(c +iv)™!) : LE2(R4; Eo) — LZ(Ry; Ey) and
0P (P(0 +i70) ) = 0Py (p(e +i7) " )opy(p(e + i7)p(o +iv0) )
t Ly (R Bo) — Ly (Ry; Br)

have the same range, proving (b).
For (c) note that

opy(p(o +1i0)) : T (Rys Er) — T (Rys Eo)

is continuous and invertible with inverse op,,(p(c + i79)~'). Here 7 denotes the
space of functions u(z) on Ry such that u(e’) is a Schwartz function on R. Thus
T (Ry; Ey) < H#(Ry; Ey), and the density of 7 (Ry; Ey) C L2(Ry; Ep) implies
the density of 7 (Ry; Ey) in S(Ry; Ey). Because C°(Ry; Ey) — J(Ry; Ey) is
dense (c) follows.

Lastly, (d) follows because

opu(p( +iv0)) + Hy (Rys Br) — Ly (R Eo),
opu(p(o +i70) ") 1 Li(Ry; Bo) — Hy' (Ry5 Bo) N Ly (Ry; Bn)
are bounded by Lemma [T.1] O
Remark 7.4. A typical situation in applications is that
A (Ry; Br) = HI'(Ry; Eo) N LE(Ry; Ey). (7.5)
Let A : By C Ey — Ey be selfadjoint and invertibldﬁ, and define for o € R
t(o) = (o) +iA: E1 — Ep.

Then t(0) € SH(R; £ (F1,Ep)) is invertible for all o € R, and by the Spectral
Theorem we have that v(o) ™! € S7#(R; Z(Ep)) N S°(R; £ (Eo, E1)). Thus

opy(v) : HY (R; Eo) N Ly(R+; Ex) — Li(Ry; Eo)

is an isomorphism with inverse op,,(t™1). Our assumptions on p(c) and Lemma [7]]
imply that

t(o)p(o +iv0) " = (0)'plo +iv0) " +iAp(o +ivo) " € S°(R;.Z(Ey)).

If the latter happens to be an elliptic operator valued symbol then p(o+ivyp)r(o) ™! €
SO(R; Z(Ey)), and therefore the identity (Z.5) holds in this case.

The space 52 (R4 ; E1) naturally arises from an unbounded operator perspective.

6For example, we may choose oo € C with S(op) = — '3 such that A = p(o9) : E1 — Eo is
invertible and selfadjoint by (A=2]).
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Proposition 7.6. For every v € R the operator
opy(p(o + 7)) : C°(Rys 1) © Ly(Rys Bo) — Ly (Ry; Eo)

is closable, and the closure is op(p(o + 7)) : #(Ry; Er) — LE2(Ry; Ey). More-
over, the adjoint of this operator as an unbounded operator acting in L (R ; Fy) is
opu(plo — iy +m))) : A (Ry; Er) — Li(Ry; Eo).
Proof. We note first that op,(p(c+iv)) : #(Ry; E1) — L (Ry; Ep) is well-defined
and continuous because p(o + iv)p(o + ivo) ! € SO(R; £ (Ep)) by Lemma [Tl
Writing H = L(R4; Ep) we have

lullg + [lopar(p(o +17))ulla < llopm(p(o + ivo))ulla = |lull#

for u € S (Ry; Er) in view of u = opy(p(o + iv0) " op(p(c + ivo))u. On the
other hand, with ¢(¢) from Lemma [T we have

p(o +iv0) = p(o +iv0)q(o + iy)p(o +iv) — plo + ivo)l(o + i),
where p(o +iv0)q(o +iv) € S°(R; £ (Ep)) and p(o +ivo)l(o +iv) € S (R; £ (Ep)),
and therefore
lull e = llopa(p(o + iv0))ullar < llopar(p(o +iv))ulle + llulla
for u € A (R; Eq). This proves the first part of the proposition.
To prove the claim about the adjoint we consider

. E1 Eo EO
97 (U) _ 0 p(U + 2'7):|

= , & C B - B .
plo —i(y +m)) 0

E, B, Eo
Then 2., (0) = £,(7)* by (A-2)), and

A (Ry; En) Eo Eo
opy(Py) @ c L} <R+; ® ) — L3 (R+; @ )
H(Ry; Ey) Eq Ey

is symmetric and closed. We need to show that this operator is selfadjoint, which
follows if we show that both

%(R.{.,El) EO
opy(Py) Li: & — L? <R+; @ )
%(R+,El) EO

are invertible. In case v = 7o the operator op,,(Z,,) is invertible by choice of o
and (A=) with inverse op,, (2 "'), and so op ) (P,) is selfadjoint. For general y

the operators (o) +i : E} — EZ are invertible for all ¢ € R, and ||[2(0) +

il 71”2(%) < 1 by the Spectral Theorem. Writing

[2,(0) £i] " = %(U)—l(1 i P, (0) ii}‘l)
for large |o| > 0 and Lemma [Tl show that
[2,(0) £4] " € S°(R; L(E3, E})) N S™H(R; Z(E})),
P (0)[ P4 (0) £i] ' € SOUR; Z(E2)).

Thus
g1
oppl[P4(0) 4] ) : Li(Ry; EF) — H(Ry; EY)
inverts op,,(#?,) £ ¢ and the proposition is proved. O
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We next prove that the space (R ; Eq) allows localization and microlocaliza-
tion and has good approximation properties. The latter is based on the following
familiar continuity criterion for the strong operator topology in L%-spaees:

Let S°(R; x R; Z(F,G)) denote the space of global operator-valued Mellin sym-
bols of order 0, where F and G and Hilbert spaces, i.e., a(z,0) € C®(R; X
R; Z(F,Q)) belongs to S°(R; x R; Z(F,G)) if and only if for all a, 3 € Ny there
exists a constant Cy g > 0 independent of (z, o) such that

I(zD2)*9;a(w,0)|l 2(r,6) < Caplo) .

The best constants in these estimates give rise to the seminorms for the symbol
topology on S°(R, x R; Z(F,Q)).

If {a;(x,0)}32, C S°(Ry xR; Z(F,G)) is a sequence that is bounded in the sym-
bol topology and converges pointwise on Ry xR to a(z,0) € S°(Ry xR; Z(F, G)),
then op(a;) — opy(a) strongly as j — oo, i.e., opy(a;)u — opy(a)uin LE(Ry; G)
as j — oo for every u € LZ(Ry; F).

We quickly review the steps of the proof of this criterion (without loss of gener-
ality assume that a(z,0) =0):

o Let u € 7 (Ry; F) (recall that this means that u(e!) € 7 (R; F)):

— From the boundedness of the {a;(z,0)} and dominated convergence
we first get that [op,,(a;)u](z) — 0 in G pointwise on Ry .

— As SO(Ry x R; Z(F,G)) > a v~ opyla)u € 7 (R4;G) is continuous
we can bound any continuous seminorm of opy(a;)u on 7 (Ry;G)
by a constant independent of j. This observation gives rise to an
integrable majorant of the form F(z) = K(logz)~? € L'(R;; %)
such that [Jopy(aj)u(z)||Z < F(x), and in conclusion op(a;)u — 0
in L(Ry; G) as j — oo by dominated convergence.

e Continuity of the map

S° Ry x R; Z(F,G)) 3 0+ opy(a) € L(LERy; F), LE(R4; G))
shows that {opy(a;)}32, is bounded in Z(L{(Ry; F), Li(Ry;G)), and
opyla;)u — 0 as j — oo for w in the dense subspace J (R4;F). Thus
ops(a;) — 0 strongly as j — oo.
The relevant application of this criterion for us are mollifiers in the case F = G
and scalar symbols a;(z, o), where we specifically choose

a;(@,0) = $(J) exp(—£2) (7.7)

with ¢ € C2°(R4) such that ¢ = 1 near x = 1. Note that a;(z, o) is holomorphic
ino, {aj(z,0 +iv); jEN, |[y| <K} C S°(R; x R,) is bounded for every K > 0,
and aj(z,0) — 1 as j — oo pointwise on Ry x C. An application of the above
continuity criterion combined with the analyticity and estimates on the symbols
with respect to o yield that for every a € R and every u € z*LZ(R; F') we have
opylaj)u — u as j — oo in z*LE(R; F). Note that the extensions by continuity of
opys(a;) to weighted L?-spaces for different values of a, @’ € R are consistent on the
intersection z*L2 N z® L2, and thus op,,(a;) is unambiguously defined. Observe
also that op,,(a;)u € C(Ry; F) for every j € N.

Proposition 7.8. Let a(x,0) € S°(Ry xR) be a global scalar Mellin symbol. Then
opas(a) : ARy i) — ARy F)
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is continuous. Moreover, if {a;(z,0)} C S°(R4 x R) is a sequence of such symbols
that is bounded in the global symbol topology, and such that a;(x, o) converges point-
wise to the global Mellin symbol a(x,0) € S°(R4 x R), then opy(a;) — opyla)
strongly in L(H(Ry; Er)), ie., opylaj)u — opyla)u in S(Ry; Ey) for each
u e f%ﬁ(R_i_; El)

Proof. To prove the first claim we need to show by definition of J# (R ; F;) that
opr(p(o + i70)opar(@)opp(p(o +iv0) ") : Ly (Rys Eo) — Li(Ry; Eo)
is bounded. Now
0P (p(0 + i70)0p ps(@)op s (p(0 +i70) 1) = op ([0 + ivol#[ap(o + i) '),

where
[p(o + iv0)|#[ap(a + iv0) ']

— Z %(3517(0 +i70) ([(zDa)*alp(o + i70) L)

=3 %([3519(0 +i70)]p(0 +iv0) ) ((xDx)*a(z, o).

Lemma [ZT] now implies that
[p(0 + ino)|#lap(o +iv0) '] € S (Rt x R; Z(Eo)),
and consequently the Mellin pseudodifferential operator
opar([p(o + ivo)l#lap(o +iv0) ]) : Ly (R Eo) — Li(Ry; Eo)

is bounded.

To prove the convergence statement note that boundedness of the a;(x, o) in the
symbol topology implies, in particular, that the {a;} form a bounded sequence with
respect to the standard Fréchet topology of C*° (R4 x R). The Montel property of
C* (R4 x R) together with the pointwise convergence of the a; then implies that
a; = a in C*°(R4 x R). Then

{Ip(o +in0)l##lap(o +ino) 71152y € S°(Ry x R; Z(Ey))
is bounded and
[p(o + in0)|#a;p(o +iv0) '] = [p(o +iv0)]##lap(o +iv0) )
pointwise by (9], and so
oppr([p(o + iv0)l#lajp(o +iv0) 1) = opy([p(e + iv0)]#lap(o +iv0) ™))
strongly in Z(L?(Ry; Ep)), thus proving that op,.(a;) — opy(a) strongly in
L(H (Ry; Er)). O

Corollary 7.10. C°(Ry; Ey) is dense in 27 (Ry; Er) N a*LE(Ry; Ey) for all
a,7 €R.

Proof. Let aj(x, o) be the sequence of mollifying symbols from (T.7). For every u €
2V (Ry; E1) Na®LE(Ry; Ey) we have opy(aj)u — u as j — oo in 2L (Ry; Ep),
and opy(a;)u = zVopyla;(xz,0 —iy))(z " Yu) = v as j — oo in V(R ; E1) by
Proposition [7.8 O
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Theorem 7.11. We have
l’m%(RJ,_, El) n Lg(RJ” EO) — Dmil’n

and Din = ™A (Ry; E1) N L2(R4; Ey) if and only if p(o —im) : By — Ey is
invertible for all o € R.

Proof. The operator A : C®°(Ry; Ey) C LE(Ry; Ey) — LE(Ry; Ep) extends to a
bounded operator A : 2™ (Ry; E1) — LE(Ry; Ep) via

Au = opy(p(o —im))(z™™u) (7.12)

for u € 2™ (Ry; Ey) by Proposition [[.6 Consequently, writing H = LZ(Ry; Ejp),
we have

luller + [[Aull e S llulla + [[ullomse
for u € C2°(R4; Ey) which proves that ™ (Ry; E1) N LE(Ry; Eg) <> Diin by
Corollary

If p(o—im) : By — Ej is invertible for all 0 € R, Proposition[l.3land (Z.12)) imply
that || Au|| g is an equivalent norm on 2™ (R, ; E1). Consequently, the graph norm
[lu|l g + || Au|| g and the norm ||u|| g + ||u||zm ¢ are equivalent on C° (R4 ; Ey), and
therefore Dpin = 2™ (Ry; E1) N LE(R4; Ep) by the density of C°(Ry; Ey) in
both spaces.

Conversely, if there exists o9 € C with S(og) = —m such that p(og) : E1 —
Ey is not invertible, we will show in the proof of Theorem in Section [§] that
Dumin contains elements of the form u = we;x*°°, where 0 # e; € E; and w €
C(R,) is a function with w = 1 near x = 0. Such functions u are not contained
in 2mL(Ry; Ey) and thus u ¢ 2™ (Ry; Ey), and s0 Dyin # 2™ (R4; E1) N
L3 (Ry; Ep). O

8. THE MAXIMAL DOMAIN

Fix w € C®°(R,) with w = 1 near z = 0. For each oq € spec,(4) let

k
s ={u=w e;logl(x)z"; ke Ny and ¢, € E,
0 { Jgo J g( ) 0 J 1 (8.1)
and p(c)(Mu)(o) is holomorphic at o = o¢}.

By analytic Fredholm theory this space is finite-dimensional. Theorem B2ldescribes
the structure of the maximal domain.

Theorem 8.2. We have
Dmax = Dmin ® @ éaao .

oo€Especy, (A)
—m<S(00)<0
In particular, dim &pay < 00. For each oy € specy(A) with —m < $(o0) < 0 the
space @Eogo = &y, + Dmin is the generalized eigenspace to the eigenvalue oy of the
generator § of the induced action &, from [G.2) on Enax-
If ug; € &, for o € specy(A) with —m < I(o;) < 0 for j = 0,1, then the
adjoint pairing between these functions is given by

[Uogs Uy |4 = T€85=0, (P(0)[Mtg,] (), [Mug, |(07)) Ey, (8.3)

where 0* =@ — im is reflection about the line (o) = —1%.
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This means that every u € Dyax has an asymptotic expansion of the form

kog
U~ Z Z €a0,j 1ogj (3:):1:”0 as r — 0 mod Dy,

op€Espec,(A) j=0
—m<S(0p)<0

and vanishing conditions placed upon these asymptotic terms are boundary condi-
tions as x — 0 that determine extensions. In particular, the abstract theory of the
first part of this paper is applicable to the indicial operator (6.1).

The proof of Theorem requires some auxiliary results.

Lemma 8.4. We have
H(Ry; B1) N Diax = {u € H#(Ry; E1); opy(p)u € ™ Ly (Ry; Eo) N L (Ry; Eo)},
and Amaxtt = 27 ™0p (p)u for u € H(Ry; E1) N Dimax-

Proof. Let u € ' (Ry; E1) and v € CP(Ry; Ep) be arbitrary. Using Plancherel
and our standing assumptions we get

(Av,u) = (opy(p(- — im))(z~"v), u)

= o [ ol — im) M 0))(0), [Mul(0) 5, do
R
= o [ MG )(0), plo) Mu)(0) 5, do
T JR
— oo opyp)ud = [ (ol o opa(p)ul@)e,
0

Consequently, if z7™op,(p)u € LE(Ry; Ey), then u € Dyax and the last integral
can be rewritten as the pairing (v, Apaxu) with Apaxu = 27 ™op(p)u. Conversely,
if u € Dpax, we have (Av, u) = (v, Apaxu), and so

| @) emopu@le) s, = [0, Ansata))s,
0 0

X

for all v € C°(R4; Ey). This shows 27™opy(p)u = Amaxu € L _(Ry; Ep), and
thus 27 ™op (p)u = Amaxt € LZ(Ry; Ep). O

Lemma 8.5. For every oy € specy(A) with S(og) < 0 we have &, C F(R4; E1)N
DmaX'

Proof. We have &,, C H°(Ry; E1) C #(Ry; Eq), and for every u € &,, we have
opp(p)u € CF°(Ry; Ey) C 2™ Ly (Ry; Eg) N Ly (R Ey).
The claim now follows from Lemma [8.4] O

The following proposition is one of the main ingredients for the proof of Theo-
rem It relies on the pseudodifferential calculus in Appendix [Al

Proposition 8.6. We have
ker(Amax 1) C 2 (Ry; Ey) N (1) 27 Hg® (R 5 Eo).

7<0
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Proof. We consider ker(Amax + 1), the case of ker(Amax — @) is analogous. Using
the pseudodifferential calculus in Appendix [A] we will show that there exists a
continuous operator @ : LZ(Ry; Ey) = Dmin — LZ(Ry; Ep) such that

(Amin —9)Q = 1+ G : Ly (R4; Eg) — Ly (Ry; Eo) (8.7)
with G € V(R4 Z(Ey)), ie.,
G, G* : 2 Hi (R Eo) — = Hi (Ry; Eo)

for all a, 5,5’ € R, and all @’ < o, where the adjoints refer to the L? (R ; Ey)-inner
product. Passing to adjoints in ([87)) then shows that

Q* (Amax +1) = 14+ G* : Dyax C LE(Ry; Ey) — LE(Ry; Eyp).

In particular, if u € ker(Amax + 7), then u = —G*u € () "H{°(Ri; Ey) by the
7<0
mapping properties of G*. We proceed with the construction of Q.

Consider

a(z,0) = p(o) —iz™ € SH(R x C; Z(Ey, Ey)),
where the anisotropy vector ¢ is given by (63). By our standing assumptions,
a(z, o) is right-hypoelliptic of order (mpy,0) in the sense of Definition [A.13] Thus
there exists b(z,0) € S’?jg(R x C; Z(Ey, E1)) with a#b ~ 1, see Theorem [A 17
Now define

Q = opp(b(x,0))a™ : C®(Ry; Eo) = C(Ry; En),

where as in Appendix [A] we denote by C*> the space of functions on R4 that
vanish to infinite order at x = 0 and are rapidly decreasing as * — oco. Because
Amin : Din C LE(Ry; Eog) — L (Ry; Ep) is symmetric we have

1(Amin = 8)ull o, mp) = | Amintllza@, mp) + lullZz e, 5 @ € Donin:

Now Q : C®(Ry; Ey) — C®¥(R,;F;) and C®(Ry; E1) < Dyin with Apinu =
2~ ™op y(p)u for u € C°(Ry; Eq) by Theorem [Z.11] Thus
(Amin — 1)Q = 7" (oppr(a(, 0))op p (b(x, o)) "™
=2 M1+ G)z™ =14+G: C®(Ry; Ey) — C(Ry; Ep)
by Theorem [A.17] and because this operator extends to a continuous operator
L3(Ry; Ep) — LE(Ry; Ep) we obtain that Q : L} (R4; Ep) — Dpin is bounded with
B as asserted.

It remains to prove that ker(Ap.x +1) C #(Ry; Eq). Let u € ker(Amax +4) be
arbitrary. Then

2™ Apaxt = —ix™u € L (Ry; Eo)
by what we have already shown. For all v € C°(Ry; E1) we have
(v, 2™ Amaxu) = (2™, Amaxu) = (A(z™v),u) = (opy(p(o — im))v, ).

Consequently, u is in the domain of the adjoint of the closure of op,,(p(c —im)) :
Ce(Ry; Ey) C LE(Ry; Ey) — Li(Ry; Ep), and thus u € 5(R4; Ey) by Proposi-
tion [.6l The proposition is proved. O



36 THOMAS KRAINER

Lemma 8.8. Let u € ker(Amax £ 7). Then there exist uy, € &5,, 00 € spec,(A)
with —m < $(op) < 0, such that

U — Z Ugy € Drmin.
ooEspecy, (A)
—-m<S(00)<0
Proof. This follows via the standard argument to establish asymptotic expan-
sions utilizing the Mellin transform. Without loss of generality we consider u €
ker(Amax — ¢) in this proof. Then

opy(p)u = iz™u € ﬂ LY (Ry; Eg) C m 2L (Ry; Eo)
a>0 a>0

by LemmaBdland Proposition[86l In particular, the Mellin transform M (ix™u)(o)
extends to an analytic Ep-valued function in the half-plane $(o) > —m, and the
function R 3 o — M(iz™u)(o + i) belongs to L?(R,; Eo) N Co(R,; Ey) with
continuous dependence on v > —m. Now

Mu(o) = plo) ™" M(ia™u)(0),

which is a priori analytic in $(o) > 0 and via this identity extends meromor-
phically to (o) > —m with possible locations of poles at points in spec,(A),
and because Mu(o) € L*(R;Ep) this function cannot have poles on R. Con-
sequently, there exists € > 0 such that Mu(c) is analytic in (o) > —e with

Mu(o+iv) € L*(Ry; Eo) N Co(Ry; Ep) for v > —g,s0u € () 25 *LE (R4 ; Ep) and
a>0
therefore

opy(p)u = ia™u € () 2™ LR Ry Bo) € () 2™ LY Ry Fo).
a>0 a>0

This shows that Mwu(o) extends meromorphically further to $(o) > —m — e, and
by choosing € > 0 small enough we can assume that spec,(A)N{oc € C; —m —e <
S(o) < —m} = 0, so all possible poles for Mu(o) in S(o) > —m — € are located
in —m < $(o) < 0. Note also that Mu(o) is an Ej-valued meromorphic function
in §(o) > —m — e. Consequently, there exist uy,, € &s,, 0o € spec,(A) with
—m < (o) < 0, such that both

M {u - Z ugo} (0) and p(o)M [u - Z ugo} (o)
oo €Especy (A) op€specy (A)
—m<S(00)<0 —m<3(00)<0
are holomorphic in §(o) > —m — ¢, and along every line (o) = v these functions
are L2 N Cy with values in E; and Ej, respectively, with continuous dependence on
v > —m —¢e. Now choose —m —e < v1 < —m < 0 < 79 such that p(o) : E1 — Ey
is invertible along (o) = v;, 7 = 1,2. From the above we then obtain that

u— Z Uy € 2~ N (Ry; Er) Na™ 2 (Ry; Eq)

oo€Especy, (A)
—m<S(09)<0

= [ 2HR:E).

—Y2<v<-m
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Note that the last equality is true because of Proposition [7.8l Thus

u— Y Uy €A (R Er) N LRy Ey) C Dy
oo €Especy (A)
—m<S(00)<0
by Theorem [Tl The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem[83. By von Neumann’s formulas (6.7)) and Lemmas and B8
we have

Dmax = Dmin + E éaao .
oo€Especy, (A)
—m<S(0p)<0

In particular dim cof"max < oo and A has finite deficiency indices, so the abstract
theory from the first part of the paper is applicable.
Let g = 2D, be the generator of the scaling action &, from (6.2). We have

g: gffo + CEO(R+;E1) - @@Uo + OSO(RJHEI)
for every g € specy(A) per the defining relation (81), and
(9= 00)" : €5y + CF(Ry; B1) — CF(Ry; Br)

for N large enoug}ﬂ This shows that é%go = &5y + Dmin C é’max is the gener-
alized eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue oy € spec,(A4) for the generator
g : Emax — Emax. In particular, g has no real eigenvalues, and by the Canonical

Form Theorem from Section Bl then also has no eigenvalue with (o) = —m. This
shows that &, C Duin for every og € spec,(A4) with S(og) = —m, and we get
Diax = Dmin + Z éaao . (89)
opEspecy, (A)
—m<S(0p)<0

We next show that this sum is direct. The argument is based on formula ([83]) for
the adjoint pairing. To prove this formula we use Plancherel and write

1 1

3 Amaxtion, Uon) = 325 | plo = im)[Mug, (o —im), [Muz,](0) 5, do
- % <p(0)[Mu<70](U)7 [Mum](a*»Eo do
S(o)=—m
- (M )(0), p(0*) Mt (o)), o
S(o)=—m
oy Amactin) = 5= [ ([Muay)(0), plor = im) Mg, (o = i)} 5, do
R
= o [ (M0, 1(0). 20" M 10, (")) 5, o
T Jr

The function ((Mue,](c), p(c*)[Mus,|(0*)) g, is meromorphic on C with a possible
pole only at ¢ = 0g, and it is rapidly decreasing as |R(c)| — oo locally uniformly

"Note that the action of g corresponds to multiplication by o on the Mellin transform side.
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with respect to (o). Consequently,
1

[ufmv U’UI]A = ; [<Amaxudoau01> - <udoaAmaXut71>]

— o b (Mun)(0).p(0") M, )0, do
™ Ce.(00)

— o b BOMug)0). Muo (o) 5, do
YA CE(UO)

= I€So=0, <p(0)[Mqu](0)7 [MuUl](o*)>E0
after shifting the integration contour from the two lines R and (o) = —m to a

small positively oriented circle C.(0g) centered at og, showing (83). In particular,
[Ugys Uy |a = 0 for o1 # 0. In case 01 = of consider

E E
Poy=| 0 et g Y
p(og + ) 0 B Fy

near ¢ = 0. By Theorem the pairing on the space (&) of meromorphic
germs at o0 = 0 that are annihilated by &?(¢) modulo holomorphic germs discussed
in Appendix [B]is nondegenerate, but we have (%) = &5+ @ &,, and by what we
have just shown the pairing on J#(4?) under this isomorphism is expressed by

[(uof’;vvoo)v (UUS ) ugo)] = [Uao,vag]A + [uof’;vuoo]A-

Consequently, [,-]a : &, X & — C is nondegenerate. Using these pairings and
their nondegeneracy for o1 = o and orthogonality for o # o then shows that the
sum (89) must be direct. The theorem is proved. O

9. THE SIGNATURE OF THE ADJOINT PAIRING AND THE SIGN CONDITION

By Theorem the abstract theory from the first part of the paper applies to
indicial operators (6.1). In particular, the Canonical Form Theorem implies an
algebraic Green formula for the pairing [-,] ¢, as discussed in Section Bl For
indicial operators the Mellin transform and indicial family provide an additional
analytic counterpart that is not available in the operator theoretical setting of the
first part of this paper that we can harness to prove an analytic formula for the
signature of the pairing [,-] 4 in terms of the spectral flow of the indicial family
p(o) : By C Ey — Ey, S(0) = —%. By our standing assumptions this is a family of
selfadjoint unbounded Fredholm operators, invertible everywhere except at finitely
many indicial roots. It therefore makes sense to consider the spectral flow across
each indicial root separately. We refer to the survey by Lesch [40] for general
information about the spectral flow, see also [I3] and Appendix [Bl For an indicial
operator we therefore obtain both an algebraic formula for the signature of the
adjoint pairing as in Theorem [3.9] in terms of the invariants of the generator on
generalized eigenspaces with 3(op) = —%, and an analytic formula in terms of the
indicial family.

Theorem 9.1. The signature of (@E"max, [ e, ) is given by

s (Gmass [, )= D Y (my(00,6) —m_(00,0)).

“2max
opEspec, (A) £ odd

S(o0)=—%
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For every oo € specy,(A) with S(o9) = —% we have

Z (m_:,_(Uo,f) — m_(Uo,f)) = SFU:(TO [p(o) . E1 C EO — EQ, S(U) = —%]
£ odd

In particular,

sg0(Gmax [ ]2 ) = SF[p(0) : By C Eg — Eo, (o) = —12].

Proof. The algebraic statement follows from Theorem The analytic formula
for the signature in terms of the spectral flow is based on formula ([83) and is
discussed in the appendix; specifically, this is Theorem Note that the action
of g is transformed to multiplication by ¢ on the Mellin transform side. O

If (Au,u) > 0 for u € C°(Ry; E1) we have seen in Sections @l and [Bl that the sign
condition is needed to give satisfactory classifications of the Friedrichs and Krein
extensions, see Definition For indicial operators this condition is satisfied.

Theorem 9.2. Suppose (Au,u) > 0 for uw € C°(R4; Ey). Then the invariants
m+(00,£) of (Emax, [ -]égmx,@) for every oy € specy(A) with (oo) = —5 satisfy
m4 (00,¢) =0 for ¢ odd, and m_(o9,¢) =0 for { even.

Proof. The assumption (Au,u) > 0 for u € C°(R4; Eq) is equivalent to p(o) > 0
for (o) = —%. The theorem thus follows from Theorem [B.3l O

APPENDIX A. A PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS
Let £ = (£1,05) € N2, and define
(2,07 = (1+ 2% + o) 73 (A1)

for (z,0) € R2. Note that Peetre’s inequality

/ s |s| EAABNE
<CE+.’II,0’+U>[§2 <£L',O'>Z<!E,U>Z

holds, and there exist ¢, C' > 0 such that
c<x,0>@1i@2 < (z,0); < Clz, o) 1.

We consider anisotropic symbols ag(z, ) taking valued in the bounded operators
between Hilbert spaces that are based on (A.J]) such that

1D 0 ao(w, 0)|| < Cayslw, o)™ 177 (A.2)
for a, 8 € No. Write S#¢(R?) for these symbol spaces; the Hilbert spaces are
understood from the context and not included in the notation in this section. Note
that the usual rules of symbol calculus are valid for these symbol classes. These
symbols are such that C*°-functions that are anisotropic homogeneous of degree
in the large in the sense that

ao(0" @, 0"20) = 0"ag(z, 0)

for o > 1 and large |z, 0| belong to S#¢(R?). In particular, for what follows it will

be relevant that the function z € Sll?E(RQ). We also note that (z, 0)? € S‘“E(RQ).
The estimates (A2) for ag(x, o) imply that

it

l(@D2)* 0 ao(w, 0)|| S (z, 005" < () & (o) 77, (A.3)

S
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”w
where p4 = max{p,0}. Consequently, restricting to = > 0, (:v)fﬁao(x,o) is a
standard global Mellin symbol of class .S 5 (R4 x R).
We will need to work with symbols that depend holomorphically on o € C.

By S%‘(R x C) we denote the symbol class of functions a(z,0) € C®(R x C)
taking values in the bounded operators between Hilbert spaces such that a(z, o)
is holomorphic with respect to o € C, and such that for every v € R the function
R? 5 (2,0) = a(z,0 + ivy) belongs to S**(R?) with symbol estimates that are
locally uniform with respect to =, i.e., for every a,8 € Ny and R > 0 there are

constants Cqy g, g > 0 such that

HD?@?G(.’L‘, o+ 7/7)” < CO!;B,R<x7 0>g—éla—€26
for all (z,0) € R?, and all v € R with |y| < R.
The real symbols obtained by restriction of a(x, o) to different lines (o) = 7
and (o) = 72 are related by asymptotic expansion

. - (72 — i’Yl)k k . 100 (2
a(x,o +iys) ~ Z T((?Ua) (z,0 +1im) € SH(R?). (A4)
k=0 '

This is both an exact pointwise representation via Taylor expansion in view of
analyticity, and an asymptotic expansion with respect to the filtration by order
in the symbol classes. Taylor’s formula shows that the symbol estimates for the
remainder terms of this asymptotic expansion are locally uniform with respect to
(FYla 72) S =

Every symbol ag € S"¥(R?) has a representative a € SEYR x C) modulo
S7°°(R?). This follows by employing the kernel cut-off construction (this con-
struction is frequently used in the symbol calculus in Schulze’s theory [52]): Let
¢ € C*(R) with ¢ = 1 near t = 0, and .%, .Z ! be the Fourier transform and its
inverse on tempered distributions, respectively. Then a(z,0) = .F;_,6(t).Z, 5, a0.
The idea of this construction is that the Schwartz kernel of the Kohn-Nirenberg
quantized pseudodifferential operator with symbol ag(z, o) is localized near the di-
agonal using ¢ (which also explains why a — ag belongs to S~°°), and analyticity
of a(x, o) in o then follows from the Paley-Wiener Theorem. To analyze the kernel
cut-off operator in more detail it is convenient to rewrite it as an oscillatory integral
in the form

a(z,o+1iy) = % // e T e p(t)ag (x, 0 — T) dtdr (A.5)

for real z, o, and . The standard regularization procedure applied to this inte-
gral reveals that a(x,c + i) depends smoothly on (x,0 +iv) € R x C, that the
Cauchy-Riemann equations hold with respect to o + iy € C, and from the symbol
estimates for ag we obtain the resulting estimates for a. While kernel cut-off as an
operation on symbols only acts on the variable o, the representation (AB]) shows
that if additional parameters are present for a symbol ag that satisfy suitable joint
estimates with o, such as the variable x in our case, then these joint estimates are
typically preserved for the resulting analytic symbol a along lines parallel to the
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real axis. Finally, from

ao(z,0) — a(z,0) = i =17 (1 — ¢(8))ao(z, 0 — 7) dtdr
-/

/ / —itr 1 [8ka0](w o — 1) dtdr, k € Ny,

we obtain that a — ap € S™°°(R?). Detailed technical proofs of these statements,
albeit for a different symbol class, can be found in [34, Section 3].

Kernel cut-off allows performing real variable symbolic manipulations along one
line §(o) = 7, such as manipulations that utilize excision functions, and then
pass to a holomorphic representative of the resulting symbol modulo S~°°(R?).
An example for this is a proof that asymptotic expansions exist in the analytlc

category: Given p; — —oo and a; € Sg]’ (R x C), there exists a(z,0) € S“’ (
o0

C), 4 = maxpu;, such that @ ~ > a; in the sense that for every R > 0 there
j=1

k ~

exists kg € Ny such that a — Y~ a; € SgR;E(R x C) for k > kg. To see this first
j=1

restrict all aj(x, o) to R?. By the standard Borel argument for real symbols there

exists ao(z,0) € S‘“E(RQ) with ag(z,0) ~ Y a;(z,0). Now use the kernel cut-off

7j=1
construction and define a € S%*(R x C) via (AF). Since a —ag € S~ (R?) we still
o0
have the asymptotic expansion a(z,0) ~ > a;(z,0) as real symbols. Consequently,
j=1

Zaj e S~RIR2) N SELR x C)

for k > ko. But S~R(R2)NSE (R x C) = S5/ (R x C) by (&), thus establishing
the desired result.

The following is another closely related application of the kernel cut-off construc-
tion.
Lemma A.6. Leta € S” é(R x C). Then there exists a sequence a; € S, (R x C)
such that a; — a in S‘u (]R x C) as j — oo for every ' > p.

Proof. Let x € C*°(R?) be a function with x = 0 for (|z|?* + |U|2e1)2@11’»’2 <1 and
1
x =1 for (|z|*2 + |0]?*1)7% > 2, and define

bj(z,0) = X(j%, j%)a(:z,a) IS S‘“E(R2), jeN.

Then b; — 0 in S#'(R2) as j — oo for every y/ > p, and a — b; € S~(R?). Now

let ¢; € Sg;e(R x C) be defined by applying the kernel cut-off operator (AJ) to b;.
Then b; — ¢; € S7°(R?), and by the continuity of the kernel cut-off operator we

have ¢; — 0 in Sg/;Z(R x C) for p > p. The lemma then follows with
a;j=a—cj € Sg;Z(R x C) N S™(R?) = S;°(R x C)
and (A4). O
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Given a € Sg;e(R x C) we consider the Mellin pseudodifferential operator
opp(a) : C=(Ry) = C=(Ry),

where C™ is the space of (Hilbert space valued) smooth functions on R, that
vanish to infinite order at x = 0 and are Schwartz functions as x — oco. Analyticity
of the symbol a(z,o) and the estimates (A.3) along lines parallel to the real axis
ensure that the action of op,,(a) preserves this space. The map

Sg;e(R x C) x C*®°(Ry) 3 (a,u) — opy(a)u € C®(R,)

is continuous.
We assume in the sequel that the reader has some familiarity with standard
(global) Mellin pseudodifferential calculus (see [24] 35 4T} 52]).

Definition A.7. By \I/g;z we denote the operators of the form
opy(a) + G : C(Ry) — C=(Ry)

with a € S%‘(R x C), and the operator G : C=(R,) — C°(R,) and its formal
adjoint G* : C*°(Ry) — C*°(R;) with respect to the L? and Hilbert space inner
products in the target and range spaces extend to bounded operators

G, G* : 2Hy (Ry) — 2 HY (Ry)

for all a, s, € R, and all @ < a. Thus G and G* are smoothing and produce
Schwartz behavior as  — oo while maintaining the same order of growth as  — 0.

Lemma A.8. Let a € Sg;é(R x C), n <0. For j € Ny with p+ ¢1j <0 we have

opy(a), opy(a)” : x®Hy(Ry) — a®H, 7 (Ry)

for all s,a € R, where opy(a)* : C®(Ry) — C(R,) is the (formal) adjoint to
opy(a) : C(Ry) = C=(Ry).
Proof. By assumption on p and j, 2/a(z, o) is a standard global Mellin symbol of

pt+e13

class S 2 (R4 xR), which shows the asserted mapping property for op,(a). Now

2’ lopp(a)]" = [opy(a)e’]" = [alopy(alz, o — if))]" : CF(Ry) — C=(Ry),

where z/a(x,0 —ij) € S %2 (Ry x R). Consequently,
s— nteyd

wlfopy(a)]* : 2 Hy (Ry) — z*H, = (Ry),

and the lemma is proved. (I

Theorem A.9. Let opyla) + G € \11’5?[, Then the formal cidjomt of this operator

with respect to the L inner product belongs to the class \If’gg, where more precisely

(op(a) + G)" = opy(a®) + G': CF(Ry) = C=(Ry),

and a* € Sge(R x C) has the asymptotic expansion
af(x,0) ~ (xD,)f 0% [a(z,7)*]. (A.10)

1
k!
k=0
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Proof. Let first a € S;°°(R x C). In particular, a € S™°(R4 x R) and is analytic,
and from the standard global Mellin pseudodifferential calculus we have an exact
representation of the formal adjoint op,,(a)* = opy(b) : C®(R;) — C®(Ry),
where for every N € Ny

dy
b(x,0) // “a(xy, T +1n)* —d77
o

=Y b obate. 7]+ rle.o)
k=0
=by(z,0) +ry(x,0)
with
_ ! (1 —7,17
TN(a:,J)_/O r// (—zD)NoNa)(zy,7 + On)* —dnd9

For j € Ny we take advantage of the analyticity of the symbols to shlft the integra-
tion into the complex n-plane and write

@'y (z,0) _/0 %(7// “M2l[(~xD,)N 07 a)(xy, T + On)* dydﬁcw
1 — . .
:/0 %// y~ " (ay) [(—aDy) O a](wyﬁ+9<n+ij>>*d—dnd9
— ' (1 *“7 J d
_/0 27r( // @7 (—aD,)NOY a](wy,7 + 0(n +ij))" —dnd@

From these formulas we see that for any given u’ € R, jo € Ny, and po < 0 there
exists Ng € N such that for N > Ny and 0 < j < jo the map S;(R x C) >

a(z,0) — 2/ry(z,0) extends to a continuous map Sgl;e(R x C) = S*(Ry x R),
and the same is true for the map a — 277y (7,0 —ij). For these values of the
parameters we then have

opy(rn) : 2 Hy (Ry) = 2~ Hy ™ (Ry),
opy(rn)* = opy(a?ry(z,0 —if)" : aHy (Ry) — 27 Hy " (Ry)
for all a, s € R.
Now let a € S%4“(RxC). By Lemmal[A6lthere exists a sequence a,, € S5 (RxC)
such that a, — a in Sg/*Z(R x C) as v — oo for ' > p. Then
(oppr(a)u, v) 2 +— (opar(av)u, v) 2 = (u, 0py(ay) v) 2
= (u, (0p (b .w) + 0P pr(rN.))0) 12 — (u, (0P pr(bN) + 0P (rv))v) 12
for u,v € C*(R4) and N € N large enough, where the extra v-parameter indicates
that we use the previous formulas for a,, while its absence means that the formulas
are applied to the symbol a(x, ). In particular, op,,(a)* = op,,(bn)+o0p,,(rx) for
N large enough with the above mapping properties for op,,(rn). Consequently, if
at € §%¢(RxC) has the asymptotic expansion (AI0), then G = opy,(a)* —op(a)
satisfies
Go, G§ : 2 Hy (Ry) — =% Hy (R4)
for all ,s,s" € R, and all ¢/ < o by Lemma [A.§ and the mapping properties of
opy(rn) (as N — 00). The theorem is proved. O
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Theorem A.11. Let opy(a;) +G; € \I!gj;g, j=1,2. Then
(0par(ar) + G1) o (0py(az) + G2) = opylar#as) + G : CF(Ry) — C(Ry)

with opy(a1#a2) +G € \Ilglﬂme, and a1#az € Sglﬂtz;e(R x C) has the asymptotic
expansion

(a1#az)(z,0) ~ Z% Ok a1)(x, 0)[(xDy)Fas)(z, o). (A.12)
k=0

Proof. The composition G1G2 € ¥, in view of the defining mapping properties
of the G;. We next prove that the compositions op,,(a1)G2 and Giop,,(az) belong
to U5, Let w € C°(R) with w = 1 near = 0, and decompose

a;(z,0) =wa;(z,0) + (1 —w)aj(z,0) = ajo(x,0) + aj,0(z, 0).

The symbols a;o(z,0) and a; o (x, ) no longer satisfy the joint symbol estimates

(A2) in (z,0), but we have

ajo(z,0), 750, 0(x,0) € 57 (Ry x R)

for K large enough by (A3). Combined with the analyticity in o this shows that
)
opplajo) e Hy(Ry) = 2 H, " (Ry),
s i
opar(ajee) e Hy (Ry) = 2 H, ™ (Ry).

Now Gropy(ago) : 2 Hf (Ry) — z* H (Ry) for all 5,5, € R and o/ < a by the
mapping properties of Gy. Likewise, G10p y(a2.00) : ¥ Hy (Ry) — 2 H} (Ry) for
all s,s’,a eRand o <a+ K, and so Giopy(ag) : 2 Hf(Ry) — 2% Hy' (R,) for
all s,8',a € Rand o/ < a.

/I»Ll

We have Go 1 x*H} (R+) -z H T (R4), and so op(a1,0)Ga : z*H{ (Ry) —
' Hy' (R+) for all s,5’,a € R and o < a. We likewise have Ga : z*H}(Ry) —
x® _KH e (R), and thus opy(a1,00)Ga : o*HF(Ry) — = Hy (R.), which

shows that opy,(a1)Gy : zHf (Ry) — z® H (R) for all s,5',a € R and o < ov.
For the formal adjoints we have

[G1op(az)]” = opy(az)*GT and [opy,(a1)Ga]® = G5op(a1)”,

and because op(a;)* € \Ifgj;e by Theorem [A.9] we finally obtain with the above
that op,,(a1)G2, Giopy(az) € ¥ 5>

It remains to consider the composition op(a1)op,,(az). Let first a; € S5 (R x
C). Then op,,(ai)opy(az) = opy(c) by the standard Mellin pseudodifferential
calculus, where for every N € Ny

1 - d
(o) = 5= [ [ w0+ matey.0) Ly

Nl1

= Y k(@ o)@D.) asl(x,0) + rx(w,0)
k=0

en(z,0) +ry(x, o)
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with
1 N-1
(1-9) —i dy
rn(z,0) =/0 w11 /)Y "85 ar](z, 0 + 0n)[(x D) Y as)(zy, o) ?dnd&

Into this formula for ry(x,0) we substitute the splitting as = a2, + a2,00 from
before and obtain ry(z,0) = rno(z,0) + rn,c0 (2, 0) which we process separately.
Let j € Ny be arbitrary. Then 2/ry o(z, o) is given by

11 _ g\N-1 o
/0 %// yﬂ”[:ﬂ@é\’al](:ﬂ,a+9n)[(xDI)Na2,o](:Ey,U) %dnd@,

and from this formula we see that for any given uf, ub € R, jo € Ng, and po < 0
there exists Ny € N such that for N > Ny and 0 < j < jg the map

S5 (R x C) x S5™(R x C) 3 (a1,a2) — 2 ry,o(z,0)

extends to a continuous map

SEER x C) x S19T(R x ©) =+ §" (R, x R),

and the same is true for the map (a1, as) — x9ry o(x,0 —ij). For these values of
the parameters we then have

op (i) : 2 H (Ry) — %7 H M (Ry),
OPM(TN,O)* = xijOpM(IjTN,O(Ia o —ij))*: l’aHzf(RJr) - ‘Tafszf_Ho (Ry)

for all a, s € R just as in the proof of Theorem [A.9l
To analyze 277N 00 (2, 0) we take advantage of analyticity and shift the integra-
tion in 7 into the complex plane and obtain

i - 1(1_9)N—1
X T'N7OO(£L',O')—‘/O m

/ / Y~ 2K 9N ay) (2,0 + 0(n — iK)) o~ K (2Dg)N az.00) (2, 0) d—yydndt?-

Consequently, given uf, uh € R, jo € No, and po < 0, we first choose K € N large

7. M
enough such that x=#(1 — w)S’gQ’Z(R x C) < S”f_g(RJr x R), and can then find
Ny € N such that for N > Ny and 0 < j < jo the map (a1, a2) — 277N o0(z,0) is
continuous in . .
SEFR x C) x S92 (R x C) — S#° (R x R),

and the same property holds for the map (a1,a2) — 2/ry oo(z,0 — ij). Thus
0P (TN 00) and op,(rn,00)* have the same mapping properties as previously stated
for opys(rn,0) and op(rn,0)* for N large enough, and therefore also op,,(rx) and
opy(rn)* have these properties.

Now let a; € $4°(Rx C). By Lemma[A.0 there exist sequences a;,, € S5 (R x
C) such that a;, — a; in ng;é(R x C) as v — oo for p} > p;. For every u €
C*>(R,.) we then have for N € N large enough

opps(a1)op ps(az)u «— opyyla . )opy(az,,)u
= opp(enw)u + 0op (T, )u — opy(en)u + opp(ra)u,

where the extra v-parameter indicates that we use the previous formulas for a;,,,
while its absence means that the formulas are applied to the symbols a;(z, o).
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In particular, ops(ai)opy(az) = opylen) + opy(rn) for N large enough, and
opy(rn) has the mapping properties previously shown. Consequently, if a1#as €

SEt#2 (R C) has the asymptotic expansion (AIZ), then Gy = opy(a1)opy(az)—
op (a1 #a2) satisfies

Go, Giy : 2“Hy (Ry) — =z Hy (Ry)
for all a,s,s" € R, and all o’ < a by Lemma [A.8 and the mapping properties of
opy(rn) as N — oo. The theorem is proved. O

Definition A.13. A symbol a(z,0) € S‘“Z(RQ) is right-hypoelliptic of order (u, ')
if a(x, o) is invertible for sufficiently large |z, | > 0, and the inverse satisfies

la=" (@, 0)]| S (w007, (A.14)
and for every «, 8 € Ny we have

(D55 a)(w, o)a(z,0)] || S (w, o) ;1077 (A.15)

We call a(z,0) € SS;Z(R x C) right-hypoelliptic of order (u, u') if its restriction to
R? is right-hypoelliptic of order (i, u').

Suppose a(x,0) € S’g;g(R x C) is right-hypoelliptic of order (u,u’). Let x €
C*(R?) be an excision function such that x = 0 near (0,0) and x = 1 for large
|z, 0| so that x(z,0)a(x,0)~! is defined on R?. The estimates (AI4) and (AI5)
show that y(z,0)a(z,0)~' € S~#¢(R2?). We then apply the kernel cut-off operator

(AZ3) to this symbol to obtain a holomorphic symbol ¢(x, o) € 5’5“/;2(}1% x C) which
has the following properties:

Lemma A.16. (a) We have a(x,0)q(x,0) — 1, q(z,0)a(z,0) —1 € S5;7(R x C).
(b) For~; € R, j =1,2, we have
[D202a)(x,0 + in2)[DS 02 q)(w,0 +im) € S TR w )
for all a, o/, B, B’ € No.
(c) a(z,o +iv) € SHE(R?) is right-hypoelliptic of order (u, ') for every v € R.
Proof. We have q(z,0) — x(x,0)a(x,0)~! € S™°(R?), and so
a(z,0)q(x,0) — 1 € SUHIHIR x C) NS~ (R?) = S5 (R x C)
by (A4); here (u — p')+ = max{p — p/,0}. For the same reason we also have
q(xz,0)a(x,0) —1 € S5 (R x C), proving (a).
To prove (b) we first consider 7; = 75 = 0. By (AT%) we have
(D20 al(x, ) (DY 07 (xa™)](w, 0) € SO HEHII(R?),

and because ¢ — ya~! € ST°(R?) we can replace ya~! by ¢. Taylor expansion
(A4) then shows that

[D232a)(z, 0) (D2 02 g)(z,0) € Sgl e+ =G+ R ),

and translation proves (b) for general 3 = 2. For 1 # 72 we first use (A4]) and
get

D20zl + i) ~ 3 LI (pegtia) (0,6 + i),
k=0
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Now multiply from the right by [D 97 q](z,o + iy1). The resulting asymptotic
expansion then shows that (b) also holds in the case v1 # 2.

Finally, (c) follows from (a) and (b). By (a), a(z,0 + i7) is invertible for suf-
ficiently large |z,0| > 0, (z,0) € R? and the inverse differs from g¢(z,0 + i7)
by a rapidly decreasing function in (z,s). Both estimates (A.14) and (AIE) hold
for q(x,0 + i7) instead of a(z,0 + iy)~! and are stable with respect to rapidly
decreasing perturbations. The lemma is proved. O

Theorem A.17. Let op,(a) + G € \11‘5?[7 and suppose that a € S’g;[(R x C) is
right-hypoelliptic of order (u, ). Then there exists op,(b) € \IJ;)M;E such that

(opps(a) + G) oopy(d) =1+ G : C°(Ry) — C(Ry)
with G € U5,

Proof. With the symbol ¢(x,0) € 5’5“/;2(}1% x C) we have
— 1
(a#q)(z,0) ~ Z E [0Fa)(x,0)[(xD,)*q](z,0) = 1 + r(z,0)
k=0

with r(z,0) € S’_ZQ;Z(R x C) by Lemma [A16 Now apply the formal Neumann
series argument and get r'(z,0) € S, il (R x C) such that (1+7)#(1+7") ~ 1. Let

b(z,0) €S, ' Z(RX(C) with b(x, o) ~ q#(1+7r"). Then a#b ~ 1, and Theorem [AT]]
implies the assertion. (|

Analogous considerations apply to left-hypoellipticity, but left-hypoellipticity is
not used in this work.

APPENDIX B. AN INDEFINITE SPACE ARISING IN ANALYTIC FREDHOLM THEORY

Definition B.1 ([26, Section 4.5]). Let (V,[-,-]y) and (W,[-,-]w) be finite-di-
mensional C-vector spaces equipped with Hermitian sesquilinear forms [, -]y and
[-,-]w, respectively. Let further ¢ € End(V) and h € End(W). Then the triples
(V, [, -]V,g) and (VV, [ Jws h) are unitarily equivalent if there exists an isomor-
phism 7 : V — W such that both

[Tu, Tvlw = [u,v]y Yu,v € V and h = TgT*
hold.

The Canonical Form Theorem [26, Theorem 5.1.1] classifies triples (V, [, ]y, g)
for ¢ € End(V) that are selfadjoint with respect to nondegenerate [-,-]y up to
unitary equivalence. The generalized eigenspaces &,, C V of g associated with real
eigenvalues oy € R are particularly interesting. By the Canonical Form Theorem
we can localize to (é”go, [ v, g—oo) to further study these spaces. In this appendix
and Appendix [C] we discuss an indefinite space from analytic Fredholm theory that
arises as unitarily equivalent to (@@UO, [ ]v, g—ao) for indicial operators. We refer to
[19] 22, 23] 25] for related investigations and results. Information about the general

theory of Fredholm operator pencils and applications to differential equations can
be found in [32].
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Suppose Ey and E; are separable complex Hilbert spaces such that F; — FEj is
densely and continuously embedded, and let

P BE(O) — Z(El,Eo)

be a holomorphic operator function defined on the open disk B.(0) C C for some
e > 0. We assume that &?(o) is Fredholm for all ¢ € B.(0) and invertible for all
o # 0. We consider each operator #(o) : By C Ey — Ey an unbounded operator
acting in Ey with domain E;. Under the stated assumptions, (o) is closed and
densely defined. We assume that
9(3)* = 9(0') By C Ey — Ey

holds. In particular, & (o) is selfadjoint for real o. We denote the set of germs of
such operator functions & (o) by Psa(E1, Ep).

With every P (o) € Psa(E1, Ep) we associate its spectral flow across o = 0 as
follows: Pick g, dp > 0 small enough such that & (o) — A\ : E; — Ej is Fredholm for
—0p <0 < dp and —gp < A < gq, and such that #(0) £ ¢ : E1 — Ey is invertible
for —0g < o < dy. Then
SF—0[2(0) : B1 € By — Bo] = lim_(tr[ITjp..0)(2(0))] = tr[Mp.c0) (2(~0))] ),
where Il ) in each case is the spectral projection onto the spectral subspace of
the operator pertaining to the part of the spectrum contained in [0,£¢). We refer
to the survey by Lesch [40] for details on the spectral flow.

For any Fréchet space F let 9My(F) denote the space of meromorphic germs
of F-valued functions at 0, and let $(F) denote the holomorphic germs. Then
(W/ﬁ)O(F) = Mo (F)/$Ho(F) can be identified with the space of principal parts of
Laurent expansions at 0 of F-valued meromorphic functions. The operator function
P(0) € Psa(F1, Ep) induces a map

P (M/$),(Er) = (M/$),(Eo),
P (o) + Ho(Er)] = P(0)i(o) + Ho(Eo)
for i(0) + Ho(E1) € (M/H),(E1). Define
H(Z) ={u(0) + Ho(Er) € (M/9H)(Er); P(0)i(o) € Ho(Fo)}-

Then ¢ () = ker[2 : (S)'JI/Y))O(El) — (W/ﬁ)O(EO)], and by analytic Fredholm
theory we have dim # (%) < co. We define a pairing

[ gy 1 H(P) x H(P) = C
1
2me

7{0 (P(0)0), 0(0)) 5y do = res,—ol P(0)(0), 0(0))

where C' is a positively oriented circle of sufficiently small radius centered at the
origin. It is easy to see that [, -] 4 (%) is well-defined (i.e. independent of repre-
sentatives @ and ¥ modulo holomorphic germs), and that it furnishes a Hermitian
sesquilinear form on ¢ (). We then consider the triple (£ (), [-,"]¢ (2), Ms),
where

[U, 0] ¢ () =

M, : H(P) = H (L), o)+ Ho(Er) — ou(o) + Ho(Fr).
Note that M, is selfadjoint with respect to [-, -] ().
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For ¢ € N we also consider the Hermitian sesquilinear forms
[l (o), : ker M’ x ker MY — C,
(@8] ¢ (),0 = [My "0, 0] ().

Let (mo(£), m(£),m_(£)) be the invariants of [-, -] (). The numbers m (£) and
m_(¢) yield the sign characteristic for M, associated to Jordan blocks of size £x ¢ in
the Canonical Form Theorem [26] Theorem 5.1.1] for (%(3”), [ ] () Mg), see
[26] Theorem 5.8.1] and Proposition[3.8 The main theorem regarding this triple is
the following.

Theorem B.2. (Ji/(@), [, ~]9g(g)) is nondegenerate, and

Sgn(%(f@), [', ]j/(gz)) = Z (m+(£) — m_(f)) =SF,—o [@(U) By C Ey — EQ},
£ odd

where m(¢) are the invariants associated with the triple (& (), [, "] (2, Mo ).

Proof. We will prove the theorem by reducing it to the finite-dimensional case,
considered separately in Appendix [Cl To this end, let N = ker(£?(0)) and R =
ran(22(0)). We have the orthogonal decomposition Ey = N @ R. Let 7y = 7}y =
7%, € £ (Ep) be the orthogonal projection onto N, and let 7 = 1 — 7y. Because
dim N < oo both ny,7r € Z(E1) by the Closed Graph Theorem, and we get
E, = N @ [RN Ey]. We decompose

N N
po=[Za Zuo) LT
21 22 RN B, R
and note that Paq(0) is invertible for |o| < e for € > 0 small enough.
Now, for 0 <t <1, define % (o) : E; — E; via
1 o] _ N N

U (o) = |:—t3222(0)13221(0') 1 D — D , J=12

RN E; RN E;

Then %/(o) : B:(0) — Z(E;) is holomorphic and invertible, and the same holds
for
N N
1 —tP15(0) Paz(0)~?
U (G)" = {0 12(”)1 22(0) } e - e,
RNE; RNE;

where the adjoint refers to the base Hilbert space Ey. Then

'gzt(a) = %(6)*'@(0—)%(0—) S ,Psa(ElaEO)
is a homotopy within Ps,(E1, Ep) between (o) = & (o) and

911(0’) — 3212(0')3222(0')71921(0) 0
Pi(o0) = { 0 P2(0)

By the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow we have
SFU:O[:@l(U) B C By — Eo] = Sngo[g(U) By C Ey — Eo]
Moreover, the map

(o) 4+ Ho(Er) — 1 (o)i(o) + $Ho(Er)
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furnishes a unitary equivalence
(%('@1)7 ['7 .]%(91)7 MU) = (%('@)7 ['7 ]%/(32)7 Ma)-
It therefore suffices to prove the theorem for & (¢) instead of &(o). Define

p(a) = 3211(0') — 912(0’)922(0’)71921(0') € Psa(N),
so Py(o) = {p(g) P O(U)]. In view of the invertibility of Ha3(0) we have both
22
Sngo[gl(U) By C By — Eo] = SFg:()[p(O') N — N]

and

(‘%/(‘@1)7 ['a ']%(91)7 MU) = (%(p)v ['a ']Jﬁ’(p)a Md)a
where the latter unitary equivalence is induced by projection onto N. The theorem

is therefore reduced to considering the finite-dimensional case for p(o) € Psa(N),
and an application of Theorem thus finishes the proof. O

We conclude with the following theorem about semibounded operators.
Theorem B.3. Suppose P (c) € Psa(E1, Eo) satisfies P(c) > 0 for o real. Then

the following hold:

(1) my(€) =m_(£) =0 for £ odd. The canonical form for M, does not contain
any Jordan blocks of odd sizes, and sgn (% (2), [, "]|x(2)) = 0.

(2) The sign characteristic for the triple (A (), [, "] (#), Mo) does not con-
tain any negative terms, i.e., we also have m_(£) =0 for £ even.

(8) There exists a unique Lagrangian subspace of # () that is invariant under
M,, denoted by %(3”)% Specifically, if

N
2)=Pu;
j=1

according to the Canonical Form Theorem with mutually [-, -] 5 (2)-ortho-
gonal direct summands, and each U; is associated to a single Jordan block
of M, of size (2n;) x (2n;), then

EB (U5 Nker Mz .

j=1

(o) +.60(E1) € ker M¢ be arbitrary. Then
ML Vi) () = rese—o{P(0)i(0), 5 (7)) g, -
) €

$H0(Ep), and consequently

l\)l»—‘

Proof. Let £ € N, and let
[, @) (9),0 = [,
We have Z(o)i(o), oti(o
reso—o(P(0)i(c), 7 1iu(7)) g, = ;11)% o' (P (0)u(o), 1(0)) g,

o real
Note that (Z(0)i(0), (o)) g, > 0 for real o # 0 by assumption. For odd ¢ we thus
get
resy—o(2(0)i(0), 7 (7)) g, = lim o*(P(0)i(0), (o)) m, >0,

oc—0t

resy—o(2(0)i(0),7 (@) g, = lim (P (0)i(o),i(0))m, <0,

oc—0—
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and s0 [1, U] 4 (), = 0, while for even ¢ we have

res,—o(P(0)i(0), 7~ (7)) g, = lim o (P(0)i(0), i(0))m, > 0,
o real

and so [, U] ¢ (), > 0. This proves the first two assertions of the theorem. The
third assertion now follows from [26] Theorem 5.12.4]. O

APPENDIX C. ANALYTIC CROSSINGS AND SPECTRAL FLOW IN
FINITE-DIMENSIONAL SPACES

Let F be a complex finite-dimensional Hilbert space. For a holomorphic opera-
tor function p(o) : B:(0) — Z(F), where ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, we define
its adjoint via p*(o) := [p(@)]* : B:(0) = Z(F) and note that it depends holo-
morphically on 0. By Ps.(F) we denote the collection of all germs of holomorphic
Z(F)-valued functions p(c) defined near o = 0 such that for some sufficiently small
€ > 0 the following two properties hold:

e p(o): B-(0) = Z(F) is holomorphic and invertible for o # 0.

e p is selfadjoint in the sense that p* = p as operator functions on B.(0).
In other words, for real —¢ < o < ¢, the operator p(o) : F — F is selfadjoint and
invertible for ¢ # 0. Thus crossings of negative to positive eigenvalues (or vice
versa) may occur at o = 0 only, while p(o) is analytic near ¢ = 0. The spectral
flow of p(c) across o =0 is

SFo—olp(0) : F = F] = lim (6{IL (p(0))] = tr{IL (p(=0))] ),

oc—0+

where I1, in each case denotes the spectral projection onto the span of the eigenspa-
ces associated with positive eigenvalues of the selfadjoint operator p(c) or p(—o),
respectively.

As in Appendix [B] every p(o) € Pgo(F) induces a map

P (M)9),(F) = (M/9),(F),
p[o(0) + $H0(F)] = p(0)i(o) + Ho(F)
for 4(c) + $Ho(F) € (M/9),(F). Define

JH (p) =ker[p: (M/$),(F) = (M/9),(F)]
= {0(0) + Ho(F) € (M/9),(F); plo)o(a) € Ho(F)}.
Note that dim £ (p) < co. We define a pairing [-, -] ¢ (p) : # (p) X £ (p) — C via
0211 ) = 57  (9l0)000). 0(@)  dor = res,_op(a)i(e). @)

where C is any positively oriented circle centered at o = 0 of sufficiently small
radius. This is a Hermitian sesquilinear form on ¢ (p). We thus associate with
every p(0) € Psa(F) the triple (# (p), [, ] (p), Mo), Where

Mo+ A (p) = H (p),
My :9(0) + Ho(F) — cd(0) + Ho(F).

Note that M, € Z( (p)) is nilpotent and selfadjoint with respect to [-, ] (p)-
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Definition C.1. For p,q € Ps.(F) we write p ~, ¢ if there exists € > 0 and an
invertible holomorphic operator function u(c) : B.(0) — .Z(F') such that u*qu = p
on B.(0), i.e., [u(@)]*q(o)u(c) = p(o) : F — F for o € B.(0).

Note that ~ is an equivalence relation on the set Py, (F).

Proposition C.2. For p,q € Pso(F) with p ~5 q the triples (Jf/(p), [ ]t () Mg)
and (%(q), ] MU) are unitarily equivalent. More precisely, if u*qu = p with
the holomorphic and invertible function u(c) : B.(0) — Z(F), then

T: X (p) = H(q), ©(0)+Ho(F)— u(o)i(o)+ Ho(F)

furnishes a unitary equivalence between these indefinite inner product spaces. More-
over, we have

SF,—o[p(c) : F — F] = SF,—o[q(c) : F — F].

Proof. The proof of the first statement follows immediately from the definitions.
Note that 71 is given by multiplication by u(c)~!, which exists and is holomorphic
near ¢ = 0. Finally, M, commutes with multiplication by holomorphic operator
functions, so T is a unitary equivalence of the triples.

Regarding the spectral flow, we note that if a = a* € Z(F) is selfadjoint,

then [v,w], = {av,w)p is a Hermitian sesquilinear form on F. If (mg,my, m_)
are its invariants, then my = tr(Il4(a)). If b = u*au with an invertible w,
then u : (F,[,-]s) = (F,[,]a) is a unitary equivalence of these indefinite in-
ner product spaces. Consequently, [-,-], and [, -], have the same invariants, i.e.,
my = tr(Ily(a)) = tr(I14 (b)), which implies the invariance of the spectral flow as
claimed. g

The following key lemma is based on several results from analytic perturbation
theory (see [30, [55]).

Lemma C.3. Suppose p € Psa(F) such that p(0) is invertible. Then there exists
an orthogonal projection m = m% = 1* € L(F) such that p(o) ~5 7™ — (1 — 7).

Proof. Choose € > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that with
specy (p(0)) = spec(p(a)) N By—c(+0)
we have spec(p(c)) = spec, (p(0)) Uspec_(p(o)) for |o| < e. Define

n(0) = = (A= p(0)) "L dA € Z(F).
2mi JaB,-.(o)

Then 7(c) = 7*(0) = m(0)? is the Riesz projection onto the generalized eigenspaces
associated with eigenvalues of p(o) that have positive real part for |o| < e. In par-
ticular, for o real, m(o) is an orthogonal projection. Note that 7(o) is holomorphic
in ¢ in view of the Dunford integral representation formula. We’ll see momentarily
that the 7 in the statement of the lemma is going to be 7 := 7(0), but first define
w(o) via

1 1

P ATE(A = p(0) A+ 5— (=N)"F(A = p(o)) " dA.
270 JoB,-(0) 270 JoB,-.(~e)
Holomorphic functional calculus implies that w(c) = w*(¢) is invertible with
w*pw = 7(o) — (1 — 7w(0)), so p(o) ~s w(o) — (1 — w(0)). Now, making e > 0
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smaller if necessary, we may further assume that [[w(0) — 7(0)[| 2 < 1 for all
|o| < e. Let then

= [n(0)7(0) + [1 = m(o)][1 — m(0)]] [1 — - (0)*] 7,

(
= [1=[r(0) = 7(0)]*] * [7(0)m(e) + [1 = 7(0)][1 — m()]]

We have u*(0) = u(o)™t, and u*(o)m(0)u(o) = m(0). Thus 7(o) — (1 — w(0)) ~s
m(0) — (1 — 7(0)). In conclusion,

p(o) ~s m(0) = (1 =7(0)) ~s 7(0) = (1 —7(0)).

=

u(o

Il

)
) _

u*(o

d

Proposition C.4. Let p € Psy(F) be arbitrary. Then there exists N € Ny and an
orthogonal decomposition

N
F=@(Fi o F )
£=0

such that
N

p(o) ~s Z(WF+’Z — 7TF7,£)O'Z,
£=0
where T, ¢ is the orthogonal projection onto Fi o C F. We note that some of the
spaces Fy o may be {0}.

Proof. We prove this proposition by induction with respect to dim F'.

If F = C we can write p(o) = oVjp(0) for some N € Ny, where p(c) € Psa(C)
with p(0) # 0. By Lemma we have p(0) ~s £1, and so p(o) ~g +o?¥, thus
proving the result if dim F' = 1.

We now assume that the proposition is valid for spaces F' up to dimension k for
some k € N. Let then F be (k + 1)-dimensional. We can write p(c) = 0”p(0),
where v € Ny and p(0) € Pgo(F) with p(0) # 0, and proving the claim for p(o)
implies that it holds for p(c) as well. Thus we assume without loss of generality
that v = 0 and p(o) = p(o) in the sequel.

If p(0) is invertible, Lemma implies that p(o) ~s m — (1 — 7) for some
orthogonal projection m, thus proving the assertion in this case. So suppose now
that p(0) is not invertible. Let Fy = kerp(0). Then {0} C Fy € F, so 1 < dim Fy <
k. We decompose p(o) as

Fy Fo
_Ip11(o) pi2(o)
plo) = L921(U) p22(0)] 1‘% K IS‘?

Note that pea(c) € Psa(Fy-) is invertible for |o| small enough. Define

1 o1 fo Fo

W= iy tpmte) 1] E 7 €

22 21 P P

Then u(o) is invertible, and

Fi F

_ -1 0 0
u*(U)_{(l) p12(”)71922(0) } & - @ .

Fy- By
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We have

. _ [p11(0) = pr2(0)paz(0) " 'par(c) 0
u (U)p(a)u(a) — 11 12 0 22 21 p22(0)

where ¢ = p1; — p12p§21p21 € Psa(Fo). Consequently, the proposition holds for p if
it holds for both ¢ € Ps.(Fp) and paa € Psa(Fy-). But the inductive hypothesis is
applicable to ¢, and Lemma applies to pag, thus proving the proposition for p.
This completes the induction and finishes the proof. O

Theorem C.5. Let p € Poo(F) be arbitrary. Then [, -] ¢ (p) : # (p) x H (p) = C
is nondegenerate, and

sgn(%(p), ['a ]Jﬁ’(p)) = Z (m+(€) - m,(f)) = SFo—0o [p(a) tF— F],

¢ odd

where m({) are the invariants associated with the triple (£ (p), [, () Ms)-

Proof. Propositions and imply that it suffices to prove the theorem for the
special case p(o) = o1 : F — F, where N € Ny. In this situation

{ij I+ 50(F); fi € F .

N N
and for 9(0) = > fio77 and w(o) = Y. gro~F we get
j=1 k=1
N fi 9
Z fN-‘rl kagk <J ; > )
=t v o]t
fi fN
where J : FN — FN isgiven by J | : | = | : |. We have J? =L, so J has
I fi

eigenvalues +1, proving the nondegeneracy of the pairing. The dimensions of the
eigenspaces of J depend on the parity of N. Direct computation shows that for IV
even we have dimker(.J —I) = dimker(J 4+ I) = & dim F, thus proving in this case
that

Sgn(%(p)u ['7 ]%/( )) 0= SFU:O [p(O') F = F}

For N odd we have dimker(J —I) = - dim F and dimker(J + 1) = &= dim F,
and thus

sgn(%(p), [, ~]9g(p)) =dim F = SF,—g [p(a) F— F]
Finally, we note that if 9(c) and (o) above belong to ker[M£ : # (p) — 2 (p)],
then
0 ¢+ N,
(fn.gn)p €=N
Thus m4 () = m_(¢) =0 for £ # N, while m4(N) = dim F and m_(N) = 0. The
theorem is proved. O

[Mgil’[)vw]%(p) = {
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