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TOPICS ON FERMI VARIETIES OF DISCRETE PERIODIC
SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

WENCAI LIU

ABSTRACT. This is a survey of recent progress on the irreducibility of Fermi
varieties, rigidity results and embedded eigenvalue problems of discrete peri-
odic Schrodinger operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

The geometry of Fermi varieties plays critical roles in studying many top-
ics of periodic Schrodinger operators. In this article, we will first discuss the
irreducibility of the Fermi variety as an analytic set and then study rigidity
results (inverse problems) and embedded eigenvalue problems of discrete peri-
odic Schrodinger operators. We refer readers to an earlier survey article [32] for
other topics, techniques, and results of both continuous and discrete periodic
Schrodinger operators.

1.1. Fermi, Bloch and Floquet varieties. Given ¢; € Z,,1=1,2,--- ,d, let
I'=qZ®@Zo- & qZ. We say that a function V : Z4 — C is I-periodic (or
just periodic) if for any v € I' and n € Z¢, V(n +7) = V(n).

For n = (ny,ng, - ,nq) € Z% denote by [|n|l; = S0, |ni|. Let A be the
discrete Laplacian on lattices Z?, namely

Aom = S ),

n/€Z%,||n'—n||1=1
Consider the discrete Schrédinger operator on ¢2(Z%)

In this article, we always assume that ¢;, t = 1,2,--- | d, are relatively prime,
V is periodic and Hj is the discrete periodic Schrodinger operator given by ().

Date: February 18, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 39A12 (primary); 14H10, 35J10, 47A75
(secondary).

Key words and phrases. Fermi variety, Bloch variety, analytic variety, algebraic variety, ir-
reducibility, periodic Schrodinger operator, embedded eigenvalue, unique continuation, rigidity
theorem, isospectrality, Floquet isospectrality, Fermi isospectrality.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01062v2

2 WENCAI LIU
Let {e;}, j =1,2,---d, be the standard basis in Z%
€ = (1707 7O>782: (071707"' 70)7"' ,€d = (0707 7071>'

Definition 1. The Bloch variety B(V') of —A+V consists of all pairs (k, \) €
CH? for which there exists a non-zero solution of the equation

(—=Au)(n) + V(n)u(n) = lu(n),n € Z%, (2)
satisfying the so called Floquet-Bloch boundary condition
u(n + gje;) = e iu(n),j =1,2,--- ,d, and n € 2%, (3)

where k = (]{71,]{?2, <. ,kd) e C?.

Definition 2. Given A € C, the Fermi surface (variety) F\(V') is defined as the
level set of the Bloch variety:

F\(V)=A{k: (k,\) € B(V)}.
Definition 3. Let C* = C\{0} and z = (z1, 22, - - , z4). The Floguet variety is
defined as
FAV)={z€(C:z; =" j=1,2,--- ,d k€ F\(V)}. (4)
Clearly,
F\(V) = {k e C4: (2t ¢2mik2 ... o2mika) ¢ F\(V)}.
Namely, z € (C*)¢ € F\(V) if and only if the equation
(—=Au)(n) + V(n)u(n) = Mu(n),n € Z° (5)
with the boundary condition
u(n + gje;) = zju(n),j =1,2,--- ,d, and n € Z° (6)
has a non-zero solution.

1.2. Algebracity of the Floquet variety. Introduce a fundamental domain
W for I':

W:{n:(n:[)nQ,"',nd)GZd:OSanqj_]-,j:]_,2"'-’d},

By writing out —A + V' as acting on the ) = ¢1¢2---qq dimensional space
{u(n),n € W}, the eigen-equation (Bl) and (6) () and (3)) translates into the
eigenvalue problem for a @ x @ matrix Dy (z) (Dy(k)). Let Py (z,A) (Py(k, X))
be the determinant of Dy (z) — Al (Dy (k) — AI).

It is easy to see that

(V) ={keC": Py(k,\) =0}, (7)

and
FaV)=A{z€ (C*)d :Pv(z,A) =0} (8)



Example: d =1

v -1 0 - 0 e~ ik
-1 V(@) -1 - 0 0
0 -1 V(3) - 0 0
Dy (k) = : : : . : :
0 0 0o - Vip-1) -1
e? ik 0 0o - -1 Vi)
It is not difficult to see that Py (z, A) is a polynomial in variables A and z;, z; ', 2,
zt e 2, zd_l. See Lemma [[.I] for a more precise description. In other words,
Py (z,A) is a Laurent polynomial of A and zy, 29, - - , z4. Therefore, the Floquet

variety F(V) is essentially an algebraic set.

1.3. Discrete Floquet transform. Define the discrete Fourier transform V(l),

[l e W by
lin
ZV exp{ 27”(2 ’)}
QnEW j=1 4

For convenience, we extend V(l) to a I-periodic function on Z<¢, namely, for any
[=m modT,

V(l) = V(m)
Let
Dy (2) = Dy (21, 22, -, 240) = Dy (28, 282, | 2%4), 9)
and
Pv(z,A\) = det(Dy(z,\) — M) = Py (28, 282, - -+ 2% ). (10)
Let B
o :€2m'q—§’

where 0 <n; <g¢;—1,5=1,2,--- .d.
By the standard discrete Floquet transform (e.g., [32, 133, |40]), one has

Lemma 1.1. Let n = (ny,ng,--- ,ng) € W and n’ = (n},n,---,nl,)) € W.
Then Dy (2) is unitarily equivalent to A+ By, where A is a diagonal matriz with
entries
) (i (p" - ))5 (11)
A(n;n') = — ) % - n.n!
| j=1 " P
and

By(n;n') =V (ny —nl,ny —nby, -+ ,ng —nl). (12)
In particular,
Py(z,A) = det(A+ By — AI).
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From Lemma [[LT] we have that Py (z,\) is a polynomial in variables A\ and

21,27 0y 2d, 2y, with highest degree terms (up to a + sign),
0 QL _Q Q _Q Q _Q
q1 q1 a2 a2 dd a4
A y 21 9 R y R9" 5y %9 y 5 Rg 9”4 .

1.4. Spectral bands. When V is a real periodic function, Hy is a self-adjoint
operator and Dy (k) is a Hermitian matrix for any & € R For each k € R?
Dy (k) has @ eigenvalues and order them in non-decreasing order

AV (k) < A (k) < - < AP (R). (13)
We call A\J}(k) the m-th (spectral) band function, m = 1,2,---,Q. Let
mabm: 1 )\mk,’ Ay (k ) :1a2>"'> .
[am, b = [min Ay (k), max Ay (k)], m Q

Clearly, a,, and b,,, m = 1,2,--- @, depend on the potential V. We drop the
dependence for simplicity. [apm,,bn|, m =1,2,---,Q, are referred to as spectral
bands. By the standard Floquet theory [33], we have

Oac(Ho) = 0(Hy) = U2 _ | [am, b, 0pp(Ho) = 0se(Hg) = 0. (14)

m=1

For the zero potential, one has that

Oae(—A) = 0(=A) = U2_ [, by] = [-2d, 2d], 0,p(—A) = 04e(—A) = 0. (15)

2. IRREDUCIBILITY OF FERMI AND BLOCH VARIETIES

2.1. Irreducibility of Fermi and Bloch varieties. In this section, we will
discuss the irreducibility of both Fermi and Bloch varieties as analytic sets.

Definition 4. A subset Q C CF is called an analytic set if for any x € Q), there
is a neighborhood U C CF of x, and analytic functions fi, fa,--- , f, in U such
that

QNU={yeU: fily) =0, fa(y) =0,---, fp(y) = 0}.

Definition 5. An analytic set 2 is said to be irreducible if it can not be repre-
sented as the union of two non-empty proper analytic subsets.

From (), one can see that the Fermi/Bloch variety is a principal analytic set,
namely, it is determined by a single analytic function. Since the Floquet-Bloch
boundary condition is unchanged under the shift: k& — k + Z<, it is convenient
to study Fermi and Bloch varieties modulo periodicity. It is widely believed that
the Bloch/Fermi variety (modulo periodicity) is always irreducible for periodic
Schrodinger operators, which has been formulated as conjectures:

Conjecture 1. [33, Conjecture 5.17] The Bloch variety B(V') is irreducible
(modulo periodicity).

Conjecture 2. [33, Conjecture 5.35] [35, Conjecture 12] Let d > 2. Then
F\(V)/Z% is irreducible, possibly except for finitely many X € C.
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We remark that in Conjecture 1, the irreducibility of Bloch variety modulo
periodicity means for any two irreducible components €2; and €25 of B(V'), there
exists k € Z% such that Q; = (k,0) + Q. In Conjecture 2, for fixed A\, F\(V)/Z4
is irreducible means for any two irreducible components ; and Qs of F)\(V),
there exists k € Z¢ such that ; = k + Q.

Conjectures [Il and 2] have been mentioned in many articles [2-4, [15, 131, 36].
See Conjecture 13 in [35] for a “generic” version of Conjecture

The irreducibility of Fermi and Bloch varieties was well understood for d = 2, 3
about 30 years ago. When d = 2, Battig |1] proved that the Bloch variety B(V)
is irreducible (modulo periodicity). In [15], Gieseker, Knorrer and Trubowitz
proved that F\(V)/Z? is irreducible except for finitely many values of \. When
d = 3, Battig 3] proved that the Fermi variety F)\(V')/Z? is irreducible for every
A € C. We refer readers to [0, 13, 139] and references therein for more recent
related results.

In [1-4, 115], proofs heavily depend on the construction of toroidal and direc-
tional compactifications of Fermi and Bloch varieties.

Recently, we introduced a new approach to study the Fermi variety and in
particular proved both conjectures [40]. For any d > 3, we proved that the
Fermi variety at every level is irreducible (modulo periodicity). For d = 2,
we proved that the Fermi variety at every level except for the average of the
potential is irreducible (modulo periodicity). We also proved that for any d > 2
the Bloch variety is irreducible (modulo periodicity).

Our approach focuses on the study of the Laurent polynomial P(z, A). This
approach turns out to be quite robust and has already been used to study the
irreducibility of Bloch varieties of discrete periodic operators on general lat-
tices [12].

Before stating the main results in [40], some preparations are necessary.

A Laurent polynomial of a single term is called monomial, i.e., C2{* 5% - - - 2.,
where a; € Z, 7 =1,2,--- ,k, and C is a non-zero constant.
Definition 6. We say that a Laurent polynomial h (z1, zo, - - - , z1,) is irreducible if

it can not be factorized non-trivially, that is, there are no non-monomial Laurent
polynomials f (21,29, ,zk) and g (z1, 22, -+ , zk) such that h = fg.

Remark 1. When h is a polynomial, the definition of irreducibility in Defldl is
slightly different (allowing a difference of monomial) from the traditional def-
inition (a polynomial is called irreducible if it can not be factorized into two
non-constant polynomials). For example, the polynomial 2*> + z is irreducible
according to Defld.

Denote by [V] the average of V:
1
V] = 3 > V().

neWw
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Now we are ready to state the main results in [40].

Theorem 2.1. [40] Let d > 3. Then for any A € C, the Laurent polynomial
P(z,A) (as a function of z) is irreducible.

Theorem 2.2. [/(0] Let d = 2. Then the Laurent polynomial Py (z,\) (as a
function of z) is irreducible for any A\ € C except for X = [V]. Moreover, if
P(z,[V]) is reducible, P(z,[V]) has exactly two non-trivial irreducible factors
(count multiplicity).

Theorem 2.3. [40] Let d > 2. Then the Laurent polynomial P(z,\) (as a
function of both z and \) is irreducible. In particular, the Bloch variety B(V') is
irreducible (modulo periodicity).

Remark 2. (1) In [40], we actually proved that when Py (z, [V]) is reducible,
Py (2, [V]) = Po(2,0) = ((—1)22 4 (— 1)z, 2 (1)1 4 (—1)nz; %),
where 0 is the zero potential.

(2) Theorem immediately follows from Theorems 2.1 and [2.2 and some
simple facts of the Laurent polynomial P(z,\).

Corollary 2.4. [40] For any d > 3, the Fermi variety F\(V)/Z% is irreducible
for any A € C. For d = 2, the Fermi variety F\(V)/Z? is irreducible for any
A € C except for X = [V]. Moreover, if Fyy(V)/Z? is reducible, it has exactly
two wrreducible components.

Corollary 2.5. [40] For any d > 3, the Floquet variety Fx(V') is irreducible
for any A € C. For d = 2, the Floquet variety F\(V') is irreducible for any
A € C except for X = [V]. Moreover, if Fy (V') is reducible, it has exactly two
1rreducible components.

2.2. Proof of Theorems [2.1] and with the zero potential. In order to
better illustrate our ideas in [40], we first prove Theorems 2.1l and with the
zero potential. By Lemma [} for the zero potential,

d
~ , 1
Po(z ) = Po(at 2+ 244 0) = (-1)° [ (Z (P%Zj + ) ”> |
Pn;Zj

neW \j=1
(16)
Denote by pg, the multiplicative group of ¢; roots of unity, j = 1,2,--- ,d.

Let p = pg, X gy, X -+ X pg,.
For any p = (p', p%, -+, p%) € p, we define a natural action on C?

P (Z17Z27 U 7Zd) = (p1217p2227 U 7pdzd) .

Proof of Theorem [2.7] with the zero potential. Assume for some A € C,
Po(z,\) = f(2)g9(z) and both f and g are non-monomial Laurent polynomials.
Let

f2) = fGA, 28 2q0), 9(2) = g (a1, 287, -+, 2g). (17)



By (6] and (IT), one has that

When d > 3, for any n € W and fixed A € C, Z;l:l (p’ zj +

)+)\1s

irreducible as a function of z. By the assumption that ¢, g, -, qq are relatively
prime, we have that for any n € W,n' € W withn # n/, ijl (p}h zj + pj;z) +A

is not multiple of Z - (p zj + ) + X Since both f(z) and §(z) are

pn’,

unchanged under the action y, we have that if f(z) (or §(z)) has one factor
Z;l L (p{%zj El ) + \, then f(z) (or §(z)) will have a factor

This contradicts (I8]). O

Proof of Theorem [2.2] with the zero potential. When \ # 0, it is easy to

see that for any n € W, Z?:l (pﬁh zj + p]# + A is irreducible as a function
n; Zj
of z. By the similar proof of Theorem [2.1] with the zero potential, one has that

Po(z,A) is irreducible. Tt suffices to prove the case that A = 0. In this case, by

)

1

- 1
Po(z,0) = (=1)¢ H (Pny21 + Pryz2 + ol

2
new 11 Pny#2

= (-1)¢ (H (P, 21 +02222)> (H <1 + m)> . (19)

Since both [T, ey (on, 21+ p2,20) and TT, s (1 + W) are unchanged under

i, one has that there exist a polynomial f(z,2;) and a Laurent polynomial
g(z1, z2) such that

f, 25°) = H (Pinzl + 02222)
neWw

and
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o028 = [ (1+%).

e Pry Py ~172
By the similar proof of Theorem 2.1l both f and g are irreducible. By (I9), one
has that Po(z,0) = (—=1)?f(2)g(z). This completes the proof. O

2.3. Ideas of the proof of Theorems [2.1] and In this subsection, we
review the ideas of proof of Theorems 2.1l and in [40]. Let A; = (0,0,---,0)
(namely z; = 25 = -+ = 24 = 0) and Ay = (0,0,---,0,00) (namely z; = 2z, =
=291 =0, z;l =0).
Assume that P(z,A) =[]}, f;(z), where f; is a (non-monomial) irreducible
Laurent polynomial. Let

fj(z):fj(ztlhvz27"'7zgd)7j:1727'”7m (20)
and hence .
=[[ /. (21)
j=1
Step 1.
Let

Zy, = {2 € (C)": f;(z) = 0}.
Let 2y = 22, 20 = 23 = - = 241 = z and 29 — 0. Solving the equation
P(z,A) = 0 and by (EIII) we have that either z; — 0 or z;' — 0. This implies
that for any 7 = 1,2,--- ,m, the closure (the closure is taken in (CU {oo})?)
of Zy, contains either Al or As,.

Step 2.

We are going to define “asymptotics” of P(z,\)/ P(z,\) at A; = (0,0,---,0)
and Ay = (0,---,0,00). Let hi(2) be the lowest (homogeneous) degree compo-
nent of P(z, \), more precisely,

d

() = (09 I (Z . ) (22

j=1 Pn;=j

Let hy(z) be the lowest (homogeneous) degree component of P(z, \) with respect
to variables 21, 29, -+, 24_1, zd_l, more precisely,

ho( 1)° H (pndzCH—Z ~ ) (23)

neW

Since both h;(z) and hy(z) are unchanged under the action j, there exist Laurent
polynomials h;(z) and hs(z) such that

iL](Z) = h; (2[111>Z2 1t azgd)>j = 172
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Like previous arguments in Section 2.2] it is not difficult to see that both hy(z)
and ho(z) are irreducible.

Step 3.

Steps 1 and 2 allow us to conclude that P(z,\) has at most two non-trivial
irreducible factors. Assume indeed, P(z, \) has two non-trivial irreducible fac-
tors, saying fi(z) and fy(z). Without loss of generality, assume the closure of
Zy; contains Aj, j = 1,2. From Step 2, one can see that fj(z) has “asymptotics”
izj(z), j = 1,2, namely up to monomials,

fi(2) = hi(z) + higher degree terms of 21, 29, -+ , 24-1, 24 (24)
and
fa(2) = ha(2) + higher degree terms of 2y, 29, - - - , za_1, z7t (25)

Finally, degree arguments enable us to show that two irreducible factors can
only happen when d = 2 and both higher degree terms in (24]) and (25]) vanish,
namely, up to monomials,

fi(2) = hy(2),5 = 1,2. (26)

From (26]), it is not difficult to obtain that d = 2 and A = [V].
We remark that the higher degree terms in (24]) and (25]) are with respect to

different variables (21, 29, ** , Zg—1, 24 O 21, 22, " * * , Zd—1, z;l) and they may differ
by monomials. Those obstacles make the degree arguments quite challenging.
Q @ Q

Define the polynomial P;(z, A) = (=1)@z/ 252 - -- 29 P(z,\). During the proof
in [40], we need to constantly work between the polynomial P;(z, A\) and the
Laurent polynomial P(z, A).

2.4. Open problems. Let d = 2. Assume that the Fermi variety F)\(V) is
reducible at the average energy level A = [V]. Does it imply the constancy of
the potential V' 7

It is not difficult to see that there exist non-constant complex valued functions
V' such that the Fermi variety is reducible at the energy level [V]. See [45]
for example. However, for real-valued potentials, people believe the constant
potential is the only case that the Fermi variety F\(V') is reducible at some
energy level, which has been formulated as a Conjecture by Gieseker, Knorrer
and Trubowitz in the early 1990s [15].
Conjecture 3. [14, p.43] Assume that V' is a non-constant real periodic poten-
tial on Z2. Then the Fermi variety F\(V)/Z? is irreducible for any A € C.

In a recent note, we proved Conjecture 3] for separable potentials [45] (see next
section for the definition of separable functions).
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Let A, be the continuous Laplacian on L?*(R9):
d
(ACU>(LU): —'7']::(']:17'%27”' 7xd> ERd

Let V, : T¢ = R4/Z? — C? be a periodic function. Like discrete periodic
Schrodinger operators, we can define the Fermi and Bloch varieties of continu-
ous periodic Schrodinger operators —A.+ V.. Both Fermi and Bloch varieties are
(principal) analytic sets [33]. Conjectures [Il and 2] are formulated for both con-
tinuous and discrete Schrodinger operators in 33, 135]. For continuous periodic
Schrodinger operators, Knorrer and Trubowitz proved that the Bloch variety is
irreducible (modulo periodicity) when d = 2 [31].

Motivated by Theorems 2.1l and and Conjecture [3 for discrete periodic
Schrodinger operators, we conjecture that

Conjecture 4. Let d > 3. Then the Fermi variety of —A. + V. is irreducible
(modulo periodicity) for any A € C.

Conjecture 5. Let d = 2. Then the Fermi variety of —A. + V. is irreducible
(modulo periodicity) for any A € C\{[V.]}, where [Vi] = [, Vo(z)dz.

Conjecture 6. Assume that V, is a non-constant real periodic potential on R2.
Then the Fermi variety of —A. + V. is irreducible (modulo periodicity) for any
A e C.

3. FERMI ISOSPECTRALITY

3.1. Isospectrality. In this section, we discuss the inverse problem of (2)) and
B)) with real periodic potentials. Two I'-periodic potentials V' and Y are called
Floquet isospectral if
o(Dy (k) = o(Dy(k)), for any k € R?. (27)
We say a function V on Z¢ is (dy, ds, - - - , d,) separable (or simply separable),
where Z;Zl d; = d, if there exist functions V; on Z%, j =1,2,---,r, such that
for any (n17n27 o 7nd) S Zd7
Vi(ny,ng, - ,ng) =Vi(na, -+ na) + Va(na, 41, a2, 5 Ny +dy)
+eet %(nd1+d2+"'+dr71+17 e 7nd1+d2+"'+dr>’ (28)
We say V : Z? — R is completely separable if V is (1,1,---,1) separable.
When there is no ambiguity, we write [28) as V' = @’_, V;.

Our interest is first motivated by several questions asked by Eskin, Ralston
and Trubowitz |9, [10], and Gordon and Kappeler [16] :

Q1. If Y and V are Floquet isospectral, and Y is (completely) separable, is
V' (completely) separable?
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Q2. Assume that both Y = @?21 Y, and V = @?21 V; are completely sep-
arable. If V and Y are Floquet isospectral, are the one-dimensional
potentials V; and Y; Floquet isospectral (up to possible translations)?

While Q’1 and Q2 were formulated in the continuous case [9, 110, 116, 133], the
same questions apply to the discrete case. For both continuous and discrete
periodic Schrodinger operators, Q'1 and Q’2 have been partially answered by
Eskin-Ralston-Trubowitz [9, [10], Gordon-Kappeler [16] and Kappeler [28]. We
refer readers to [8-10, 1618, 2628, 133, 150, [59] and references therein for precise

descriptions of those results and other related developments.
By ([@3]), one has that

Q
Py(k) = TTOF (k) = N). (29)
m=1
Floquet isospectrality of V and Y says that for any k& € R?, eigenvalues of eigen-
equations () and (B) with potentials V' and Y are the same. This implies that
Floquet isospectrality of V' and Y is equivalent to F\(V) = F\(Y) for any A € C
(Py(k) = Py(k) for any k; Bloch varieties of V' and Y are the same).

In [4], Béttig, Knorrer and Trubowitz studied several rigidity problems based
on the Fermi variety when d = 3. In particular, they proved that for continuous
periodic Schrodinger operators, if at some energy level, Fermi varieties of a
potential V' and the zero potential are the same, then V' is zero. This motivated
us to study the isospectrality based on Fermi varieties in [44], where Fermi
isospectrality was first introduced.

Definition 7. [44] Let V and Y be two I'-periodic functions. We say V and Y
are Fermi isospectral if F,(V) = F,(Y) for some Xy € C.

Motivated by Q’1 and Q’2, and the work of Béttig, Knorrer and Trubowitz [4],
we asked two questions in [44]:

Q3. If Y and V are Fermi isospectral, and Y is (completely) separable, is V'
(completely) separable?
Q'4. Assume that both Y = @)_, Y; and V' = P_, V; are separable. If V/
and Y are Fermi isospectral, are the lower dimensional potentials V; and
Y; Floquet isospectral?
In the same paper [44], we established several rigidity theorems of Fermi isospec-
trality for discrete periodic Schrodinger operators. In particular, we answered

Q'3 and Q’4 affirmatively for any dimension d > 3, and thus answered Q’1 and
Q’2 as well.

3.2. Fermi isospectrality.

Theorem 3.1. (/4] Let d > 3. Assume that V andY are Fermi isospectral, and
Y is (dy,dy, -+ ,d,.) separable, then V is (dy,ds, - ,d,.) separable.
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As an immediate corollary, we have

Corollary 3.2. [44] Let d > 3. Assume that V and Y are Fermi isospectral,
and Y 1s completely separable, then V is completely separable.

Theorem 3.3. [44] Let d = dy + dy with dy > 2 and dy > 1. Assume that both
V and Y are (dy,ds) separable, namely, there exist V1,Yy on Z% and Vi, Yy on
Z% such that V=V, ®Vy and Y =Y, @ Ys. Assume that Y and V are Fermi
1sospectral. Then, up to a constant, Vo and Yo are Floquet isospectral.

As a corollary of Theorems B.1] and B.3, we have

Corollary 3.4. [44] Let d > 3. Assume that V and Y are Fermi isospectral,
and Y = @;l:le 1s completely separable. Then V = @jzll/} is completely
separable. Moreover, up to a constant Y; and V;, 7 = 1,2,---,d, are Floquet
isospectral.

Theorem 3.5. [44] Let d > 3. Assume that V' and the zero potential are Fermi
isospectral. Then V' is zero.

Remark 3. For discrete periodic Schrodinger operators, Floquet isospectrality
implies Fermi isospectrality, so all results in this section hold if we replace the
assumption “Fermi isospectrality of Y and V7 with “Floquet isospectrality of Y
and V7.

Let us talk about ideas of the proof in [44]. By the irreducibility results
(Theorems 2] and 22]), we have that if V' and Y are Fermi isospectral, then
Py(z,A) = Py(z,A) for some A € C. Starting here, the proof in [44] focuses on
the study of the Laurent polynomial Py (z, A) and Py (2, A). We first prove

Theorem 3.6. [44] Assume that V and Y are Fermi isospectral. Then
Vl=1Y] (30)
and for all possible z € C?,

Vi-m)P V(= )P
2 () 2 (i )

neWn'ew \2uj=1Pn;Zj neWn'ew \2uj=1Pn;Zj
(31)

The following proof depends on the study of linearly dependence/independence
among hyperplanes ijl %jzj = 0, n € W and characterization of separable
functions in the Fourier space. See [44] for details.

3.3. Open problems. Note that in Theorems[3.1] B.3 and 3.5 we assume d > 3.
It is natural to ask the following questions:

QL. Let d = 2. If Y and V are Fermi isospectral, and Y is separable, is V
separable?
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Q2. Let d = 2. Assume that both V and Y are separable, namely, there exist
Vi,Yi on Z and V5,Y5 on Z such that V =V, @&V, and Y = Y] & Ys.
Assume that Y and V are Fermi isospectral. Is it true that up to a
constant, V; (V5) and Y; (Ys) are Floquet isospectral?

Q3. Let d = 2. Assume that V and the zero potential are Fermi isospectral.
Is it true that V is zero?

By Remark 2l one can see that the positive answer to Q3 implies Conjecture 3
From [45], we have that the positive answer to Q1 implies that to Q3 .

4. EMBEDDED EIGENVALUES

4.1. Absence of embedded eigenvalues of perturbed periodic Schrodinger
operators. Let us consider a perturbed periodic Schrédinger operators:

H=Hy+V=-A+V+u,

where V' is periodic and v is a decaying function.

Recall that (see (I4])) the spectrum of Hy = —A+V has the band structure and
there are no eigenvalues. We are interested in characterizing the perturbation
v such that —A 4+ V + v has no eigenvalues embedded into the spectral bands,
which is referred to as the embedded eigenvalue problem.

For d = 1, the existence/absence of embedded eigenvalues has been understood
very well |30, 138, 43, 46, 48, 149, 153, 55]. Problems of the existence of embedded
eigenvalues in dimension d > 2 are a lot more complicated. The techniques
of the generalized Priifer transformation and oscillatory integrals developed for
d =1 are not available.

In [35], Kuchment and Vainberg introduced a new approach to study the em-
bedded eigenvalue problem for perturbed periodic operators. It employs the
analytic structure of the Fermi variety, unique continuation results, and tech-
niques of several complex variables theory.

Condition 1: Given A € | J(am, by ), we say that A satisfies Condition 1 if any
irreducible component of the Fermi variety at energy level A contains an open
analytic hypersurface of dimension d — 1 in R¢.

Remark 4. For X in the interior of a spectral band, the irreducibility of the
Fermi variety at energy level A implies Condition 1 for the same X [33, |35, |36].

Theorem 4.1. [34] Let d = 2,3, Hy = —A.+ V. and H = —=A. + V. + v..
Assume that there exist constants C > 0 and v > 4/3 such that

ve(x)| < Ce " 1 € RY

Assume the Condition 1 for some A € | J(am, b)), where \J(am, by is the spectral
band of —A.+ V.. Then this A can not be an eigenvalue of H = —A.+ V, + v..
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The restriction on d = 2,3 and the critical exponent 4/3 arise from a quanti-
tative unique continuation result. Suppose u is a solution of

—Au+Vu=0in R?
where |V| < C, |u| < C and 4(0) = 1. From the unique continuation principle,
u cannot vanish identically on any open set. The quantitative result states [3]

inf  sup |u(x)| > g CRY g R, (32)
lzol=R |z —zq|<1

A similar version of (B2]) was established in [51] (also see Remark 2.6 in [14]),
namely, there is no non-trivial solution of (—A. 4+ V)u = 0 such that

lu(z)| < e for any C' > 0. (33)

For complex-valued potentials V| the critical exponent 4/3 in (32) and ([B3) is
optimal by an example of Meshkov [51]. The Landis’ conjecture states that the
critical exponent is 1 for real potentials. Recently, the Landis’ conjecture was
proved when d = 2 by Logunov-Malinnikova-Nadirashvili-Nazarov [47]. Follow-
ing the proof of Theorem [4.1] by Kuchment-Vainberg and the result of Logunov-
Malinnikova-Nadirashvili-Nazarov [47], one could prove the following result.

Theorem 4.2. Letd = 2. Assume that v, is real and there exist constants C' > 0
and v > 1 such that

ve(x)] < Ce™ " 2 € R
Assume the Condition 1 for some A € |J(am, bp), where \J(am, by is the spectral
band of —A.+ V.. Then this A can not be an eigenvalue of H = —A.+ V, + v..

The unique continuation principle for discrete Laplacians is well known not
to hold (see e.g., [21),137]). In [40], we observed that a weak unique continuation
result is sufficient for Kuchment-Vainberg’s arguments in [35]. Moreover, the
critical component can be improved from “4/3” to “1”. Therefore, we established
the discrete version of Theorem [4.1] for any dimension in [40].

Theorem 4.3. [40] Assume V is a real-valued periodic function. Let d > 2.
Assume that there exist constants C' > 0 and v > 1 such that the complex-valued
function v : Z¢ — C satisfies

lu(n)| < Ce™"" n e z4. (34)
Assume the Condition 1 for some A € ngl(am, by). Then this A can not be an
eigenvalue of H = —A+V +wv.

The irreducibility result (established in Theorems 2.1 and 222 and Remark [2))
and Remark [l allow us to prove that

Lemma 4.4. [40] Assume V is a real-valued periodic function. Then the Con-
dition 1 holds for every A € U°_, (am, bm).

m=1
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By Theorem [4.3] and Lemma [4.4] we have that

Theorem 4.5. [40] Assume V is a real-valued periodic function. If there exist
constants C > 0 and v > 1 such that the complex-valued function v : Z¢ — C
satisfies

o(n)| < Ce™I", (35)
then H = —A +V + v does not have any embedded eigenvalues, i.e., for any
A€ U (am,bm), A is not an eigenvalue of H.

Assume that V is zero. We can think that V is a periodic function on Z¢ with

any qi, g, - -+ ,qq. Recall (IT).
Lemma 4.6. [19, Lemmas 1.2 and 1.3] Let d > 2. Then

o for any A € (—2d,2d) \ {0}, A € (am, by,) for some 1 <m < Q,
o if at least one of q;’s is odd, then 0 € (@, by,) for some 1 <m < Q.

For d = 2, Lemma [4.6] was also proved in [7].
Theorem [£.5 and Lemma [£.6] imply

Corollary 4.7. [40] Assume that there exist some C' >0 and v > 1 such that
lu(n)| < CeI"", (36)
Then op,(—A +v) N (—2d,2d) = 0.

Remark 5. (1) When d = 1, stronger results (replace (B5) and ([B6) with
v(n) = 135\17)4 as n — o0) in Theorem[{.5 and Corrollary in[{.7 have been

proved [43, 46, 55].
(2) Under a stronger assumption that v has compact support, Isozaki and
Morioka proved that o,(—A +v) N (=2d,2d) = 0 [20].

Remark 6. (1) For periodic (quantum) graph operators, the reducibility of
Fermi varieties may occur. (quantum) graph operators may lack unique
continuation results. There are examples showing that embedded eigen-
values (even with compactly supported eigenfunctions) happen under com-
pactly supported perturbations [13, 34, 36, |37, 56, \57].

(2) For the continuous fourth order differential operator D* on L*(R), un-
der a compactly supported perturbation v., D* + v. can have embedded
eigenvalues [54)].

(3) For the continuous fourth order differential operator on periodic hexago-
nal lattices, the reducibility of Fermi varieties occurs [11].

4.2. Open problems. We list a few questions here.

Q4. Let v, be a real function on R?. Assume that the Landis’ conjecture
holds and the Condition 1 holds for some A € | J(ap, by). Assume that
there exist constants C' > 0 and v > 1 such that

ve(z)| < Ce ol
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Then following the argument of Kuchment-Vainberg |35], A can not be
an eigenvalue of H = —A, + V. + v.. We ask whether or not we could
find an alternative proof which does not depend on Landis’ conjecture or
Condition 1.

Q5. For continuous Schrédinger operators, when the periodic function V. = 0,
Kato [29] proved that —A. + v. does not have embedded eigenvalues if

1045\125\ as © — oo (the actual result is quantitative). Motivated by results
of Kato and one dimensional case (see (1) in Remark [), we ask is it true
that —A+V +v (=A.+V,+v.) does not have any embedded eigenvalues
if [v(n)| < %,n € 74 (Jue(x)| < %,x € R?) for some K,C > 0?7 We
should mention that for the discrete case, this is open even for V = 0.

Q6. Contruct properly decaying functions v (v.) such that —A+V +v (—A.+
V. + v.) has embedded eigenvalues. Here “properly decaying” means
exponentially decaying, algebraic decaying or something similar. mean
When d = 1, there are many examples of perturbed periodic Schrédinger
operators with (dense)embedded eigenvalues [22-25, |41-43, 146, 152, 58].
The construction is quite challenging when d > 2 and the underlying
periodic functions (V' or V,) are non-zero. For the continuous case, when
V., = 0, it reduces to an one dimensional problem by choosing radial
functions v.(z) = v.(r), where r = \/2? + 2 + - - - + x2. For the discrete
case, when V' = 0, it can be done by taking separable functions v(n) =
v1(n1) + va(ng) + - - - + vg(nag).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
W. Liu was supported by NSF DMS-2000345 and DMS-2052572.

REFERENCES

[1] D. Battig. A toroidal compactification of the two dimensional Bloch-
manifold. PhD thesis, ETH Zurich, 1988.

2] D. Béttig. A directional compactification of the complex Fermi surface
and isospectrality. In Séminaire sur les Equations aux Dérivées Partielles,
1989-1990, pages Exp. No. IV, 11. Ecole Polytech., Palaiseau, 1990.

[3] D. Béttig. A toroidal compactification of the Fermi surface for the discrete
Schrodinger operator. Comment. Math. Helv., 67(1):1-16, 1992.

[4] D. Battig, H. Knorrer, and E. Trubowitz. A directional compactification of
the complex Fermi surface. Compositio Math., 79(2):205-229, 1991.

[5] J. Bourgain and C. E. Kenig. On localization in the continuous Anderson-
Bernoulli model in higher dimension. Invent. Math., 161(2):389-426, 2005.

[6] N. Do, P. Kuchment, and F. Sottile. Generic properties of dispersion re-
lations for discrete periodic operators. J. Math. Phys., 61(10):103502, 19,
2020.



17

[7] M. Embree and J. Fillman. Spectra of discrete two-dimensional periodic
Schrodinger operators with small potentials. J. Spectr. Theory, 9(3):1063—
1087, 2019.

[8] G. Eskin. Inverse spectral problem for the Schrodinger equation with peri-
odic vector potential. Comm. Math. Phys., 125(2):263-300, 1989.

[9] G. Eskin, J. Ralston, and E. Trubowitz. On isospectral periodic potentials
in R"™. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 37(5):647-676, 1984.

[10] G. Eskin, J. Ralston, and E. Trubowitz. On isospectral periodic potentials
in R™. II. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 37(6):715-753, 1984.

[11] M. Ettehad and B. Hatinoglu. On the Spectra of Periodic Elastic Beam
Lattices: Single-Layer Graph. arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.05466, 2021.

[12] J. Fillman, W. Liu, and R. Matos. Irreducibility of the Bloch variety for
finite-range Schrodinger operators. arXiv preprint arXiw:2107.06447, 2021.

[13] L. Fisher, W. Li, and S. P. Shipman. Reducible Fermi surface for multi-
layer quantum graphs including stacked graphene. Comm. Math. Phys.,
385(3):1499-1534, 2021.

[14] R. Froese, I. Herbst, M. Hoffmann-Ostenhof, and T. Hoffmann-Ostenhof.
L?-lower bounds to solutions of one-body Schrodinger equations. Proc. Roy.
Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 95(1-2):25-38, 1983.

[15] D. Gieseker, H. Knorrer, and E. Trubowitz. The geometry of algebraic
Fermi curves, volume 14 of Perspectives in Mathematics. Academic Press,
Inc., Boston, MA, 1993.

[16] C. S. Gordon and T. Kappeler. On isospectral potentials on tori. Duke
Math. J., 63(1):217-233, 1991.

[17] C. S. Gordon and T. Kappeler. On isospectral potentials on flat tori. II.
Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 20(3-4):709-728, 1995.

[18] V. Guillemin. Inverse spectral results on two-dimensional tori. J. Amer.
Math. Soc., 3(2):375-387, 1990.

[19] R. Han and S. Jitomirskaya. Discrete Bethe-Sommerfeld conjecture. Comm.
Math. Phys., 361(1):205-216, 2018.

[20] H. Isozaki and H. Morioka. A Rellich type theorem for discrete Schrodinger
operators. Inverse Probl. Imaging, 8(2):475-489, 2014.

[21] S. Jitomirskaya. Ergodic Schrodinger operators (on one foot). In Spec-
tral theory and mathematical physics: a Festschrift in honor of Barry Si-
mon’s 60th birthday, volume 76 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., pages 613—647.
Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2007.

[22] S. Jitomirskaya and W. Liu. Noncompact complete Riemannian manifolds
with dense eigenvalues embedded in the essential spectrum of the Laplacian.
Geom. Funct. Anal., 29(1):238-257, 2019.

[23] E. Judge, S. Naboko, and I. Wood. Eigenvalues for perturbed periodic
Jacobi matrices by the Wigner-von Neumann approach. Integral Equations
Operator Theory, 85(3):427-450, 2016.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05466
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06447

18 WENCAI LIU

[24] E. Judge, S. Naboko, and I. Wood. Embedded eigenvalues for perturbed
periodic Jacobi operators using a geometric approach. J. Difference Equ.
Appl., 24(8):1247-1272, 2018.

[25] E. Judge, S. Naboko, and I. Wood. Spectral results for perturbed peri-
odic Jacobi matrices using the discrete Levinson technique. Studia Math.,
242(2):179-215, 2018.

[26] T. Kappeler. On isospectral periodic potentials on a discrete lattice. I. Duke
Math. J., 57(1):135-150, 1988.

[27] T. Kappeler. On isospectral potentials on a discrete lattice. II. Adv. in
Appl. Math., 9(4):428-438, 1988.

[28] T. Kappeler. Isospectral potentials on a discrete lattice. III. Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc., 314(2):815-824, 1989.

[29] T. Kato. Growth properties of solutions of the reduced wave equation with
a variable coefficient. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 12:403-425, 1959.

[30] A. Kiselev, C. Remling, and B. Simon. Effective perturbation meth-
ods for one-dimensional Schrodinger operators. J. Differential Equations,
151(2):290-312, 1999.

[31] H. Knorrer and E. Trubowitz. A directional compactification of the complex
Bloch variety. Comment. Math. Helv., 65(1):114-149, 1990.

[32] H. Krueger. Periodic and limit-periodic discrete Schrodinger operators.
arXiv preprint arXw:1108.1584, 2011.

[33] P. Kuchment. An overview of periodic elliptic operators. Bull. Amer. Math.
Soc. (N.S.), 53(3):343-414, 2016.

[34] P. Kuchment and O. Post. On the spectra of carbon nano-structures. Comm.
Math. Phys., 275(3):805-826, 2007.

[35] P. Kuchment and B. Vainberg. On absence of embedded eigenvalues for
Schrodinger operators with perturbed periodic potentials. Comm. Partial
Differential Equations, 25(9-10):1809-1826, 2000.

[36] P. Kuchment and B. Vainberg. On the structure of eigenfunctions cor-
responding to embedded eigenvalues of locally perturbed periodic graph
operators. Comm. Math. Phys., 268(3):673-686, 2006.

[37] P. A. Kuchment. On the Floquet theory of periodic difference equations. In
Geometrical and algebraical aspects in several complex variables (Cetraro,
1989), volume 8 of Sem. Conf., pages 201-209. EditEl, Rende, 1991.

[38] P. Kurasov and S. Naboko. Wigner-von Neumann perturbations of a pe-
riodic potential: spectral singularities in bands. Math. Proc. Cambridge
Philos. Soc., 142(1):161-183, 2007.

[39] W. Li and S. P. Shipman. Irreducibility of the Fermi surface for planar
periodic graph operators. Lett. Math. Phys., 110(9):2543-2572, 2020.

[40] W. Liu. Irreducibility of the Fermi variety for discrete periodic Schrédinger
operators and embedded eigenvalues. Geom. Funct. Anal. to appear.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.1584

19

[41] W. Liu. Criteria for eigenvalues embedded into the absolutely continuous
spectrum of perturbed Stark type operators. J. Funct. Anal., 276(9):2936—
2967, 2019.

[42] W. Liu. Sharp bounds for finitely many embedded eigenvalues of perturbed
Stark type operators. Math. Nachr., 293(9):1776-1790, 2020.

[43] W. Liu. Criteria for Embedded Eigenvalues for Discrete Schrodinger Oper-
ators. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (20):15803-15832, 2021.

[44] W. Liu. Fermi isospectrality for discrete periodic Schrodinger operators.
arXiv preprint arXw:21006.05726, 2021.

[45] W. Liu. Fermi isospectrality of discrete periodic Schrédinger operators with
separable potentials on Z2. Preprint. 2021.

[46] W. Liu and D. C. Ong. Sharp spectral transition for eigenvalues embedded
into the spectral bands of perturbed periodic operators. J. Anal. Math.,
141(2):625-661, 2020.

[47] A. Logunov, E. Malinnikova, N. Nadirashvili, and F. Nazarov. The landis
conjecture on exponential decay. arXiv preprint arXiww:2007.0703/, 2020.

[48] M. Lukic. Schrodinger operators with slowly decaying Wigner-von Neumann
type potentials. J. Spectr. Theory, 3(2):147-169, 2013.

[49] M. Lukic and D. C. Ong. Wigner-von Neumann type perturbations of
periodic Schrodinger operators. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 367(1):707-724,
2015.

[50] H. P. McKean and E. Trubowitz. Hill’s operator and hyperelliptic function
theory in the presence of infinitely many branch points. Comm. Pure Appl.
Math., 29(2):143-226, 1976.

[51] V. Z. Meshkov. On the possible rate of decrease at infinity of the solutions of
second-order partial differential equations. Mat. Sb., 182(3):364-383, 1991.

[52] S. Naboko. Dense point spectra of Schrodinger and dirac operators. Theo-
retical and Mathematical Physics, 68(1):646-653, 1986.

[53] S. Naboko and S. Simonov. Zeroes of the spectral density of the periodic
Schrodinger operator with Wigner-von Neumann potential. Math. Proc.
Cambridge Philos. Soc., 153(1):33-58, 2012.

[54] V. G. Papanicolaou. Examples of fourth-order scattering-type operators
with embedded eigenvalues in their continuous spectra. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2110.00739, 2021.

[55] F. S. Rofe-Beketov. A finiteness test for the number of discrete levels which
can be introduced into the gaps of the continuous spectrum by perturbations
of a periodic potential. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 156:515-518, 1964.

[56] S. P. Shipman. Eigenfunctions of unbounded support for embedded eigen-
values of locally perturbed periodic graph operators. Comm. Math. Phys.,
332(2):605-626, 2014.

[57] S. P. Shipman. Reducible Fermi surfaces for non-symmetric bilayer
quantum-graph operators. J. Spectr. Theory, 10(1):33-72, 2020.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03726
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07034
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00739

20 WENCAI LIU

[58] B. Simon. Some Schrodinger operators with dense point spectrum. Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc., 125(1):203-208, 1997.

[59] A. Waters. Isospectral periodic torii in dimension 2. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré
Anal. Non Linéaire, 32(6):1173-1188, 2015.

(Wencai Liu) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY, COLLEGE
STATION, TX 77843-3368, USA

Email address: 1iuwencail2260gmail.com; wencail@tamu.edu



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Fermi, Bloch and Floquet varieties
	1.2. Algebracity of the Floquet variety
	1.3. Discrete Floquet transform
	1.4. Spectral bands

	2.  Irreducibility of Fermi and Bloch varieties
	2.1.  Irreducibility of Fermi and Bloch varieties
	2.2.  Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 with the zero potential
	2.3.  Ideas of the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 
	2.4. Open problems

	3. Fermi isospectrality
	3.1. Isospectrality
	3.2. Fermi isospectrality
	3.3. Open problems

	4. Embedded eigenvalues
	4.1. Absence of embedded eigenvalues of perturbed periodic Schrödinger operators
	4.2. Open problems

	Acknowledgments
	References

