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SCATTERING THEORY WITH BOTH REGULAR AND SINGULAR
PERTURBATIONS

ANDREA MANTILE AND ANDREA POSILICANO

ABSTRACT. We provide an asymptotic completeness criterion and a representation formula for the
scattering matrix of the scattering couple (Ag, A), where both A and Ag are self-adjoint opera-
tor and Ag formally corresponds to adding to A two terms, one regular and the other singular.
In particular, our abstract results apply to the couple (Ag,A), where A is the free self-adjoint
Laplacian in Lz([R3) and Ag is a self-adjoint operator in a class of Laplacians with both a regular
perturbation, given by a short-range potential, and a singular one describing boundary conditions
(like Dirichlet, Neumann and semi-transparent § and &’ ones) at the boundary of a open, bounded
Lipschitz domain. The results hinge upon a limiting absorption principle for Ag and a Krein-like
formula for the resolvent difference (—Ag + 2z)™' — (—A + 2)~' which puts on an equal footing
the regular (here, in the case of the Laplacian, a Kato-Rellich potential suffices) and the singular
perturbations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The mathematical scattering theory for short-range potential is a well developed subject; the
existence and completeness of the wave operators can be obtained by two essentially different
approaches: the trace-class method and the smooth method (see, e.g., [23]). An important object
defined in terms of the wave operators is the scattering operator and, even more important from
the point of view of its physical applications, the scattering matrix, which is its reduction to a
multiplication operator in the spectral representation of the self-adjoint free Laplacian.

The scattering problem for singular perturbations of self-adjoint operators, which is outside the
original scope of these methods, is connected with scattering from obstacles with impenetrable or
semi-transparent boundary conditions (see, e.g., [3], [4], [12]-[15]). On this side, a general scheme
has been developed in [12] by combining the construction in [I6] with an abstract version of the
Limiting Absorption Principle (simply LAP in the following) due to W. Renger (see [19]) and a
variant of the smooth method due to M. Schechter (see [20]). In particular, the results in [12]
apply to obstacle scattering with a large class of interface conditions on Lipschitz hypersurfaces in
any dimension. Let us recall that in [4] boundary triple theory and properties of the associated
operator-valued Weyl functions were used to obtain a similar representation of the scattering matrix
for singularly coupled self-adjoint extensions. It is worth to remark that, while the approach in [12]
avoids any trace-class condition, these are needed in [4] and so the applications there are limited
to the case of smooth obstacles in two dimensions.

The target of the present paper is to provide a general framework for the multiple scattering with
both potential type and singular perturbations. Since our concern is the scattering theory with
respect to the free Laplacian, we regard the regular and the singular parts of the perturbation as a
single object; this constitutes the main novelty of our approach. In particular, we give an abstract
resolvent formula, generalizing the one in [I6], which puts on an equal footing the two components
of the perturbation. Such a representation is a key ingredient in the derivation of LAP which leads
then to the main results of the first part: the asymptotic completeness and an explicit formula
for the scattering matrix. These results rely on a certain number of assumptions whose validity is
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carefully analyzed in the second part where we consider the specific case of a short range potential
plus a distributional term, supported on a closed surface and describing self-adjoint interface condi-
tions. In this way, we obtain new representation formulae for the scattering matrix in the multiple
scattering regime, which are expected to be relevant in different physical applications involving
wave propagation in inhomogeneous media with impenetrable or semi-transparent obstacles.

Here, in more details, the contents of the paper.

In Section 2, following the scheme proposed in [16], we provide an abstract resolvent formula
for a perturbations Ag of the self-adjoint A by a linear combination of the adjoint of two bounded
trace-like maps 7 : dom(A) — by and 7 : dom(A) — bo; while the kernel of 75 is required to be
dense, so 75 plays the role of a singular perturbations, no further hypothesis is required for 7; and
in applications that allows 7,° to represent a regular perturbations by a short-range potential. In
Subsection 2.3, by block operator matrices and the Schur complement, we re-write the obtained
resolvent formula in terms of the resolvent of the operator corresponding to the non singular part
of the perturbations; that plays an important role in the subsequent part regarding LAP and the
scattering theory.

In Section 3, following the scheme proposed in [I4] and further generalized in [12], at first we
provide, under suitable hypothesis, a Limiting Absorption Principle for Ag (see Theorem B.]) and
then an aymptotic completeness criterion for the scattering couple (Ag, A) (see Theorem [B.H]).
Then, by a combination of LAP with stationary scattering theory in the Birman-Yafaev scheme
and the invariance principle, we obtain a representation formula for the scattering matrix of the
couple (Ag, A) (see Theorem B.I1). Whenever A is the free Laplacian in L?(R3), such a formula
contains, as subcases, both the usual formula for the perturbation given by a short-range potential
as given, e.g., in [23] and the formula for the case of a singular perturbation describing self-adjoint
boundary conditions on a hypersurface as given in [12].

In Section 4, in order to apply our abstract results to the case in which A is the free Laplacian
and the regular part represents a perturbation by a potential, we give various regularity results for
the boundary layer operators associated to A + v, where v is a potential of Kato-Rellich type.

In Sections 5 and 6 we present various applications, where the free Laplacian is perturbed both
by a regular term, given by a short range potential v decaying as ]az\_“(lJrE), and by a singular
one describing either separating boundary conditions (as Dirichlet and Neumann ones) or semi-
transparent (as § and ¢ type ones). In order to satisfy all our hypotheses, we need x = 2.
However, all our hypotheses but a single one (see Lemma [5.6]) hold with x = 1; we conjecture that
the requirement x = 2 is merely of technical nature and that our results are true for a short range
potential decaying as ]az\_(1+€). Finally, let us remark that whenever one is only interested in the
construction of the operators and not in the scattering theory, then it is sufficient to assume that
v is a Kato-Rellich potential (see Subsection [5.]).

Schrodinger operators with a Kato-Rellich potential plus a d-like perturbation with a p-summable
strength (p > 2) have been already considered in [15], while for a different construction with a
bounded potential and a - or a ¢§'-like perturbation with bounded strength we refer to [3]. None
of such references considered the scattering matrix (however, [I5] provided a limiting absorption
principle). Whenever the singular part of the perturbations is absent, our framework extends from
compactly supported potentials in one dimension to short range potentials in three dimensions the
kind of results provided in [5, Section 5].

1.1. Some notation and definition.

e || - |[x denotes the norm on the complex Banach space X; in case X is a Hilbert space, (-,-)x
denotes the (conjugate-linear w.r.t. the first argument) scalar product.
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e (-,-)x+ x denotes the duality (assumed to be conjugate-linear w.r.t. the first argument) between
the dual couple (X*, X).

e L*:dom(L*) CY* — X* denotes the dual of the densely defined linear operator L : dom(L) C
X — Y in a Hilbert spaces setting L* denotes the adjoint operator.

e 9(A) and o(A) denote the resolvent set and the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator A; o,(A),
Odisc(A), Oess(A), opp(A), Ocont(A), 0ac(A), 0sc(A), denote the point, discrete, essential, pure point,
continuous, absolutely continuous and singular continuous spectra.

e A(X,Y), B(X)=AB(X,X), denote the Banach space of bounded linear operator on the Banach
space X to the Banach space Y; || - ||x,y denotes the corresponding norm.

e 65 (X,Y) denotes the space of compact operators on X to Y.

e X — Y means that X is continuously embedded into Y.

e Q = Oy, C R? denotes an open and bounded subset with a Lipschitz boundary I'; Qe := R3\ Q.
o H°(Q)) and H*(ex) denote the scales of Sobolev spaces.

o H5(R3\TD) := H*(Q) ® H*(Qex).-

e |z| denotes the norm of z € R”. (z) denotes the function = + (1 + |z|?)
e L2 (R3), w € R, denotes the set of complex-valued functions f such that (z)* f € L?*(R3).

o Hi(R3\I') := H*(Q) ® HE (Qex), where HE () denotes the weighted Sobolev space relative to
the weight (z)".
/

1/2.

° y(i]n/ “ and yiln “ denote the interior /exterior Dirichlet and Neumann traces on the boundary T.
* 70 = 578" +15%), 1 = 3 (" + 5.

o [vo] =" — 6% [n] =" —f

e SL, and DL, denote the single- and double-layer operators.

o S, :=vSL,, D, :=~vDL,.

e D C R is said to be discrete in the open set E D D whenever the (possibly empty) set of its
accumulations point is contained in R\ E; D is said to be discrete whenever E = R.
e D denotes the open part of the set D C R; 0D denotes its boundary; D~ := D N (—oo, 0].

e Given x > 0 and y > 0, x < y means that there exists ¢ > 0 such that z < cy.

2. AN ABSTRACT KREIN-TYPE RESOLVENT FORMULA

2.1. The resolvent formula. Let A : dom(A) C H — H be a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert
space H. We denote by R, := (—A+ 2)~', z € o(A), its resolvent; one has R, € %(H,H,), where
H, is the Hilbert space given by dom(A) equipped with the scalar product

(u,uhp, = ((A2+ 1), (A2 + 1)V 20)y .
Let
b = by —=bg, k=12,
be auxiliary Hilbert spaces with dense continuous embedding; we do not identify b with its dual by,
(however, we use by, = b;*) and we work with the hy-hy duality (-, -)p: p, defined in terms of the scalar

product of the intermediate Hilbert space b;. The scalar product and hence the duality are supposed
to be conjugate linear with respect to the first variable; notice that (p, ¢)p, b = (¢, (’D>;;27hk‘



4 ANDREA MANTILE AND ANDREA POSILICANO

Given the bounded linear maps
T, : Ha — bi, k=1,2,
such that
(2.1) ker(72) is dense in H and ran(7y) is dense in by ,
we introduce the bounded operators
T:H4qa — b1 @b, TU == 11U D T,

and

G.:h1 @by > H, G. = (TRz)", z € o(4).
We further suppose that there exist reflexive Banach spaces by, k = 1,2, with dense continuous
embeddings by < by (hence b} — b}), such that ran(G.|b} @ b}) is contained in the domain of

definition of some (supposed to exist) (b @ ba)-valued extension of 7 (which we denote by the same
symbol) in such a way that

(2.2) 7G.|b] @ b3 € B(b] © b3, b1 @ b).
Given these hypotheses, we set B = (By, By, Bs), with
(2.3) Boe€ #(b3,b5,5), B1€PB(b1,b]), Bz HB(ba,b35), baa areflexive Banach space,

(2.4) By =B, ByB;=B:By,

and introduce the map

(2.5) Zg >z NBc By Dby, bl @by, A= (MBYYB, @By,
where

(2.6) Zg = {z € C\(—00,0] : (M3)™' € B(b] @ b5, 67 ®b3), w=2z72}

M2 := (18 By) — (B, & B2)rG. € B(b} & b3, b} & b3 ,).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose hypotheses 2.1)), 2.2)), 23) and [24) hold and that Zg defined in (2.0)
is not empty. Then, defined AB as in 2.3,

(2.7) RB =R, +G.\BG:, z¢e Zg,
is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator Ag and Zg = o(Ag) No(A).
Proof. By (2.4)), one gets
(1 ® Bo) — (B1 ® Ba)7G)(B1 & B3) =(B1 ® Bs)((1 & Bf) — 7G=(B1 ® B3))
=(B1 @ Bs)((1® By) — (B1 @ B2)7G.)".
This entails, by the definitions (23] and (2.6]),
(2.8) (AB)* = AZ.
By the resolvent identity, there follows

((1 D Bo) — (Bl & BQ)TGZ) — ((1 D Bo) — (Bl D BQ)TGw)
= (Bl D BQ)T(Gw — GZ) = (Z — w)(Bl (&) BQ)TRwGZ
= (Z — w)(Bl D BQ)G:})GZ ,
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which entails
(1@ Bo) — (B1® B2)7Gh) ™" = (1@ Bo) — (B1 @ Ba)7G) ™!
=(z —w)((1 ® By) — (B1 @ B2)7G) (B1 ® B2)G5G.((1 ® By) — (By ® Ba)7G,) ™,
and hence
(2.9) AB — AB = (z —w)AB GEGLAB.
By (2.8) and (2.9),
(R2)"=RE,  RZ=Rg+(w—2)RER;.

(see [I6, page 113]). Hence, RE is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator whenever it is injective
(see, e.g., [21, Theorems 4.10 and 4.19]). By (27),

(B1 ® Ba)TRE = (B1 ® B2) (1 + 7G,AB)G% = ((B1 @ B2) + (B1 @ Ba)7G.AB) G
=((B1® B2) + (1 ® By) — (1 @ By) — (B1 ® B2)7G,) ) AB) G = (1 & By)ABG: .
Thus, if RBu = 0 then
000 = (1 Bo)ABGLu = (ABGEu), ® Bo(ABGtu),
By
Ga(d1 ® o) = Gy + Gogo,  GEi= (mRz)",
there follows
(2.10) 0= RPu = R.u+ GL(AGiu), + G2(A3Giu), = R.u+ G2 (A3Ghu), .
Since the denseness of ker(73) implies ran(G?2) Ndom(A) = {0} (see [16, Remark 2.9]), the relation

@I0) gives GZ(ABG%u)s = 0. Thus RBu = 0 compels R,u = 0 and hence u = 0.
Finally, the equality Zg = o(Ag)No(A) is consequence of [8, Theorem 2.19 and Remark 2.20]. O

Remark 2.2. Looking at the previous proof, one notices that Theorem 2.1l holds without requiring
the denseness of ran(7y); that hypothesis comes into play in later results.

Remark 2.3. By 7), if v € dom(Ag), then u = uy + G, (¢ ® ¢2) for some ug € Hy and
1 D ¢2 € b} @ b3; hence, by (2.2)),

7 :dom(Ag) — b1 @ ba.

2.2. An additive representation. At first, let us introduce the Hilbert space H’ defined as the
completion of H endowed with the scalar product

(u, v)hs, o= (A% 4+ 1)7 20, (A% + 1))y

Notice that that R, extends to a bounded bijective map (which we denote by the same symbol) on
H* onto H. The linear operator A, being a densely defined bounded operator on H to H%, extends
to a bounded operator A : H — H* given by its closure. Moreover, denoting by (:, '>Hj47|.| , the
pairing obtained by extending the scalar product in H, since A is self-adjoint and since dom(A) is
dense in H,

(u, Av)y :<Zu,v>H:«4,HA, u€H, veHy,.
Further, we define 7* : b7 ® b3 — HY by
(2.11) ("0, uhs iy = (O, TWprabs an, . W EHa, d ERTODS.

Obviously, 7*(¢1 @ ¢2) = {1 + T5¢2, where 7 : b, — H¥%, k = 1,2, are defined in the same way
as 7.
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Let us notice that R, : H} — H is the adjoint, with respect the pairing (-, )+ n,, of Rz : Ha — H
and it is the inverse of (—A + 2) : H — H*; therefore
(2.12) G, =R.7".

Lemma 2.4. Let Ag : dom(Ag) € H — H be the self-adjoint operator provided in Theorem [2.1]
and define

(2.13) pg:dom(Ag) = hi @by, pe(RSu):=(rf & 1)ABGiu, weH, z€o(Ag)No(4),

where m denotes the orthogonal projection onto the subspace ran(ry). Then, the definition of pg is
well-posed, 1i.e.,

REuy =RSuy = (nf @ )AS GEuy = (77 ® 1)AZ, G us
and

(2.14) (u, Agv)n = (Au, v)u + (TU, PBV)h @b 7003, U € dom(A), v € dom(Ag).

Proof. Let v = RBu = v, + G, ABrv,, where v, := R,u (hence v, = G%u). Then
(u, Agv)y — (Au,v)y
=—(u,(—Ag + 2)v)y + ((—A + 2)u,v)y
= — (u, (—A+2)v)y + (A + D)u, v, + G ABTv, )y
=((—A + 2)u, G A1)y = (ru, AETUZ%@;]%W{@;];
=((m & 1)7u, A2702)0, @05 01003 = (T, (1} & DASTV. ) g @0 07005 -

Suppose now that Rzul = RZBng. Then, by the above identities, one gets, for any u € dom(A),

<T*(7TT (&) 1)(A§1G21U1 — A22G§2u2)=U>Hj;,HA =0.
Hence 7*((} @ 1)AB G% u1 — (7} © 1)AB, G%,uz) = 0. However, ker(7*) Nran((n; @ 1)) = {0} since

7} @ 1 is the projector onto the subspace orthogonal to ker(7*). (]

The next Lemma provides a sort of abstract boundary conditions holding for the elements in
dom(Ag):

Lemma 2.5. Let Ag be the self-adjoint operator in Theorem[Zl. Then, for any z € o(Ag)No(A),
one has the representation

dom(A4g) ={u € H:u, :=u—G,pgu € dom(A)},
(—Ag+2)u=(—A+2)u,.

Moreover,
u € dom(Ag) = (m{B1® Ba)tu= (1@ By)pgu.

Proof. Since G, = R,7* (see ([ZI2]) below) and 77 & 1 is the projection onto the orthogonal to
ker(7*), one has G, = G, (7} ®1). Hence, u € dom(Ag) if and only if u = R,v+G, (1} ®1)ABGLv =
R.v + G,pgu. Therefore,

dom(Ag) ={u e H:u=u, + G,pgu, u, € dom(A)}.
Moreover, given any u € dom(A), u = RBv, one has

(—A+2)u, = (—A+ 2)Rv = (—Ag + 2)RBv = (—Ag + 2)u.
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Finally, given u = RBv € dom(Ag), one has
(miB1 @ Bo)Tu = (7} ® 1)(By ® B2)TRBv
—(rf ®1)((B1 ® Ba)Gsv + (B1 @ Bo)7G. ((1® By) — (By @ By)rG.) ™' (By ® Ba)Gsv)
(mF ® 1)(1 ® B)ABG.v = (1@ By) (7} @ 1)ABG.v = (1 @ By)psu.

Now, we provide an additive representation of the self-adjoint Ag in Theorem 2.11

Theorem 2.6. Let Ag : dom(Ag) C H — H be the self-adjoint operator appearing in Theorem [2]].
Then

Ag =A+7'pg,

where pg is defined in 2I3). In particular, if BO_1 € #(b35,b3), then

AB :Z—l-TikBlTl —|-T2*BO_132T2 .
Proof. By (2.14), for any u € dom(Ag) and v € Hga,

(AU, V)n+ 1,y =(Agu, V) = (u, Av)n + (PBU, TV)y:@b3. b1 Dby

:(Au + T*,OBU,, U>Hf4,HA .

By Lemma 2.5l and by 77} = (m111)* = 17,
g = 77 (7 B111 Bo_lBng) =7Bim + TQ*B()_lBQTQ )
O

2.3. An alternative resolvent formula. At first, let us notice that hypothesis (2.2)), can be
re-written as

7;G¥by, € B(b},b5), j k=12,  G¥:=(mR:)".
Moreover,
MPr BinG?
B _ o ps 171
M, = (1 D BO) + (Bl D BQ)TGZ = 327_26% MZBO’B2

where

]\JZB1 = 1—BlT1Gi, ]\4ZBO’B2 = BO—BQTQGE.
Then, supposing all the inverse operators appearing in the next formula exist, by the inversion
formula for block operator matrices, one gets

(2.15)
S [(ME) T (MPY) T BimGE(C2) T Bar GL(MP) T (MPY) T BimGE(C2) !

(M) (C8) BanGLOLE) (3

where CE denotes the second Schur complement, i.e.,
CE Z:MZBO’B2 — BQTQGi(MZBl)_lBlTle
:MZBO’B2 (1 — (MZBO’Bz)_lBQTQGi(MzBl)_1BlT1Gg)
=MPoP2 (1 — NPy GINT 1 G2)
(2.16) APt = (1 - BinGH)7'By,

(2.17) AP = (By — BoraG2) ' By
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Regarding the well-posedness of (ZI5)), taking into account the definition of CB, one has
Zs = {= € o(A) : (MB)™ € B(b} © b3 6] 0 b3), w = 2,5} 2 Zg,

where

(2.18) ZB = {Z € ZB1 N ZB(),BZ : (1 — AfO’BZTQG%UAflTlG?U)_l € %(b;), w = 2,5}
(2.19) Zp, ={z€0(A): (1-BinGy) ' € B(b}), w=2z,7%},

(2.20) Zpy,, = {z € 0(A) : (By — BameGL) ™' € PB(054,05), w=27%},

Therefore, supposing that 23 is not empty, for any z € Z\B, by (27) and by
-1
(CB) 1By =x2A%0P - 28— (1 - AP nGiND nGE)

one has
AB _ a8yt [Br O] _ A+ AP nGIEBAY PGl AT GIEBAT
=Wy By T DT P2, GLAD nEAZ 2
Therefore
B Lo |AB 4+ AR G2EBAZO PR GLAD A GRRBATO P | (Gl
(221) RZ = Rz + [GZ GZ] EBAgo’BQ'rzGlABl EBAgo’BQ |:G§*:| .
In particular, taking B = (1, By,0), one gets, for any z € Zp,,
B 1%
(222 AP = 000 g [6b ) [N O [GE] = v ciaar
while, taking B = (Bjy, 0, B2), one gets, for any z € Zp, p,,
0 0 Lx
223 REROB) R (6L G| e [Gn| = R+ GEABGE

Therefore, by Theorem 2.1l with B = (B, 0,0), one gets

Corollary 2.7. Let 71 € %(Ha,b1) such that 1GL|bY € Z(b%,b1) and let By € %(by,b?) self-
adjoint; suppose that Zp, defined in (2.19) is not empty. Then

(2.24) RPr =R, + GIAB G| z€Zp,,

where ABt is defined in (ZI8)), is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator Ap, and Zp, = o(Ap,) N
o(A).
By Theorem 2] with B = (By, 0, Bs), one gets

Corollary 2.8. Let o € B(Ha,bo) satisfy @1) be such that T1GL|b5 € %(b%,b2) and let By €
PB(b3,b55), By € B(by,b5,) be such that BoBy = BaByj; suppose that Zp, , defined in (220 is
not empty. Then

(2.25) RPoB2: — R4 G2AB0B2GZ € Zp, B,

where AB©B? s defined in (2.17), is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator Ap, B, and Zp, , =
Q(AB(),BQ) No(A).
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Supposing 78 # @, by [221), by ([2:22]) and by the relations

(2.26)

(2.27)

one gets

(2.28)

(2.29)

Therefore

(2.30)

R? =R. + [G!

Gfl = (TgR?l)* =(m Rz + T2G%A§1Gi*)*
=G? + GIND 7 G2

GE* = RPY =1y R, 4+ 1 GLAB GL*

]/W\ZB = By — BQTQGZBl =By — BQTQGE + TgGiAflTlcg
:]wZBO’B2 + BQTQGiAflTle
:M£07B2 (1 + A§0’Bl TQG;Angle)

AB = (MB)™'By = (By — BaraGP') ™' By = B AL B

AB [Afl + ABr G2AB T GLAD: AglnGgKE]
- AB.

z ABryGLAB: AB,
_ 1+ Afl AO TngKETQG}é Tng A]fl AO
0 AB G} 0 0 AB|”

o ABr 4 ABir GZABmGIAD ADr G2AB] (Gl

: ABr,GLAB: AB G¥

2] ABLGY 4+ AP G2AB T GLAD G + AB 7 GZAB G2
: KGR GY + ABGY

=R. + GIABIGY + GNP 1 GPABGIAB GL* + GIAD 7 GPAB G
+G2IABnGIAD GY + GPABGY

=R+ GPRBGE™ .

=R. + [G!}

This also entails, by [8, Theorem 2.19 and Remark 2.20], that if 23 # &, then ZB
0(Ag) N o(Ap,). Summing up, one has the following

Theorem 2.9. Assume that hypotheses (2.2)), (23) and 24]) hold and that Zg defined in 218)
is not empty. Then, for any z € o(Ag) N o(Ap,), the resolvent RS in (ZT) has the representation

(230) and

(2.31)

RZB:Rfl—i—GflKZBGEBl*, z € o(Ag) No(Ap,),

where RB1, GBY and AB are defined in (Z24), [Z26) and 2I0).

Remark 2.10. Let us notice that the resolvent formula (231]) is of the same kind of the one in

(2:25), whenever one replaces A with Ap, .

By using the same kind of arguments as in the proof of Lemma and defining

ps - dom(Ap) = b3, pe(RBu) == GPABGE *u,

one gets the following
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Lemma 2.11. Let Ag be the self-adjoint operator in Theorem [2.9. Then, for any z € p(Ag) N
0(Ap, ), one has the representation

dom(Ag) = {u € H: u, :=u— GP'pgu € dom(A4p,)},
(—Ag + z)u = (_ABl + z)uz .

Moreover,
u € dom(Ag) = Bsmu = Bypgu.

3. THE LIMITING ABSORPTION PRINCIPLE AND THE SCATTERING MATRIX

Now we suppose that H = L2(M,B,m) = L?>(M). Given a measurable ¢ : M — [1,+00), we
define the weighted L2-space

2 — 72 - . . 2
(3.1) L,(M,B,m) = L,(M) :={u: M — C measurable : pu € L*(M)}.

By ¢ > 1,
L3(M) < L*(M) < L? (M) ~ LZ(M)* .

From now on (-, -) and || -|| denote the scalar product and the corresponding norm on L?(M); (-, ),
and | - ||, denote the scalar product and the corresponding norm on L?D(M ).
Then we introduce the following hypotheses:

(H1) Ap, is bounded from above and there exists a positive \; > supo(Ap,), such that Rt ¢
PB(LZ(M)) for any z € o(Ap,) such that Re(z) > Ay;

(H2) Ap, satisfies a Limiting Absorption Principle (LAP for short), i.e. there exists a (eventually
empty) closed set with zero Lebesgue measure e(Ap,) C R such that, for all A € R\e(Ap,), the
limits

Bi,x ._ 1. pB
(32) Ry = ?{‘% RyLie
exist in (L (M), L?p,l(M)) and the maps z — RZY | where RZ'* = RB' whenever z € g(Ap,),
are continuous on (R\e(Ap,)) UCy to %(L?D(M),Li,l(M));
(H3) for any compact set K C R\e(Ap,) there exists cx > 0 such that for any A € K and for any
u € Li2(M) N ker(RABl’Jr — Rfl’_) one has
(3.3) IRy ] < excfull,2 ;
We split next hypothesis (H4) in two separate points:
(H4.1) Ag is bounded from above;

(H4.2) the embedding ha < by is compact and there exists a positive Ay > supo(Ap, ), such that
GBr € B(bs, L?DZM (M)) for some 1 > 0 and for any z € g(Ap,) such that Re(z) > Aa.

Then, Ag satisfies a Limiting Absorption Principle as well:
Theorem 3.1. Suppose hypotheses (H1)-(H4) hold. Then the limits
A4 B =1 B .
(3 ) R)\ EI\I}) R)\:I:ze
exist in ,@(LZ(M),Li,l(M)) for all X € R\e(Ag), where e(Ap) := e(Ap, )Uop(Ag), and e(Ag)\e(Ap,)

is a (possibly empty) discrete set in R\e(Ap,); the maps z — RZB’i, where RE* = RB whenever
z € o(Ag), are continuous on (R\e(Ag)) UC+ to %(L?D(M),Li,l(M)). Moreover

(3.5) Jess(AB) = Uess(AB1) .
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Proof. We use [1Z, Theorem 3.1] (which builds on [19]). By (H1), (Z3I) and (H4.2), RP' and RE
are in %(L?D(M )) and z — RP' and z +— RB are continuous since pseudo-resolvents in %(L?D(M ));
Ag is bounded from above by (H4.1). Therefore hypothesis (H1) in [12] holds true. Our hypotheses
(H2) and (H3) coincides with the same ones in [12]. By (H4.2), the embedding b3 < b3 is compact.

From AB ¢ %(bs, b3) and (Z3T)), follows that R® — RPL ¢ GOO(LQ(M),L?OHV(M)). Therefore
hypothesis (H4) in [I2] holds and the statement is a consequence of [I2, Theorem 3.1]. Finally,
(33) is an immediate consequence of Weyl’s Theorem. 0

Let us now assume that
(H5) the limits
(3.6) GBYE = lim GB1
A N0 Atie
exist in %’(b;,L?p,l(M)) for any A € R\e(Ap,) and the maps z — GZ'F, where GEVF = GB
whenever z € o(Ap, ), are continuous on (R\e(Ap,)) UC4 to A(h3, L?D,I(M)); moreover, the linear
By ,+ .
operators G; '~ are injective.
Then, by [12, Lemma 3.6], one gets the following:

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (H1)-(H5) hold. Then, for any open and bounded I s.t. I C R\e(Ag),
one has

(3.7) sup [ AR giellpa g < +oo.
(\e)EIx(0,1)

Moreover, for any A € R\e(Ag), the limits

3.8 AP® = 1im A%,

(3.8) A 61\1}3) Atie

exist in B(ha,b3) and
(3.9) RY* = RV 4+ GUVEAS T (G
By the same reasoning as at the end of [12] proof of Theorem 5.1], one can improve the result
regarding (3.8):
Corollary 3.3. Suppose hypotheses (H1)-(H5) hold. Then the limits (3.8)) exist in ZB(ba, b3).
Before stating the next results, we recall the following:

Definition 3.4. Given two self-adjoint operators A; and As in the Hilbert space H, we say that
completeness holds for the scattering couple (Aj, A2) whenever the strong limits

Wi(Ay, Ay) =5 lim etA1e=it42 pge Wi(Ag, A)) =5 lim e42¢741 pac
t—=to0 t—=to0

exist everywhere in H and
ran(Wy (A1, A2)) = H{¢, ran(Wy (Aa, A1)) = HS®,
Wi (A1, A1)" = Wi (A, Av),
where P¢ denotes the orthogonal projector onto the absolutely continuous subspace H¢ of Ay.

Furthermore, we say the asymptotic completeness holds for the scattering couple (A, A2) whenever,
beside completeness, one has

Hoe = (HIP)L ) Hge = (HEP)™

where H}” denotes the pure point subspace of Ay; equivalently, whenever os.(A;1) = 05c(A2) = @.
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Our next hypothesis is

(H6) completeness hold for the scattering couple (Ap,, A).

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that (H1)-(H6) hold. Then completeness holds for the couple (Ag, A).
If furthermore o4.(A) = @ and

i) the set of accumulation points of e(Ap,) N Gess(Ap,) is discrete in Gess(Ap,),
i1) the boundary of oess(Ap,) is countable,

then asymptotic completeness holds for the couple (Ag, A).
Proof. By (2.31]) and by the same proof as in Lemma [2.4] one gets
(3.10) (u, Agv)r2(ary — (AByu, V) r2(ar) = (T2U, PBV)h,p;,  u € dom(Ap, ), v € dom(Ag),
where
g : dom(Ag) — b3, pe(R%u) = ABGE ™y, ueH, zep(dg)No(4p,).

Then, by hypotheses (H1)-(H5) and by [12, Theorems 2.8 and 3.8] (compare (B.I0) and Lemma
(.13 here with (2.19) and Lemma 3.6 there and notice that hypothesis (H6) there is included in
our hypothesis (H4)) one gets the completeness for the couple (Ag, Ap,). By (H6) and the chain
rule for the wave operators (see [10, Theorem 3.4, Chapter X]), one then gets completeness for the
scattering couple (Ag, A).

To conclude the proof it remains to show that o..(4g) = @. Let H’ép denote the pure point
subspace of Ag and, given u € (H’ép )+, we denote by uB be the corresponding spectral measure.
By our choice of u, one gets supp(i2) C oeoni(AB) C Tess(AR) = 0ess(AB,). Let us define

eess(ABl) = e(ABl) N &ess(ABl) 5
eess(AB) = (e(Ap,) U Up(AB)) N Gess(ABy) 5

and denote by el  (Ap,) the set of accumulation points of e.s5(Ap,). Since an open set minus a
discrete subset is still open, one has

JeSS(ABl) Cess ABl U L,

n>1

where the I,,’s are open intervals. Moreover, since I,Ne. . (Ap,) = &, then I,Necss(Ap, ) is discrete
in I,, and so I\ (I, Necss(Ap,)) is open. This yields

n\( M €ess A31 U In ms

m>1

where the I, ,,,’s are open intervals. By Theorem [B.], the set of accumulation points of e(Ag)\e(Ap, )
is contained in e(Ap, ); therefore I, ,, N (e(Ag)\e(Ap,)) is discrete in Iy, ,,,. As before,
I \(Ln,m N (e(Ag)\e(AB, ))) is open and we get

Imm\(In,m ( (AB \e AB1 U [nméa
>1
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where the I, ,,, /’s are open intervals. Hence,
&ess(ABl)\eess(AB) = &ess(ABl)\(eess (ABl) U eess(AB)\eess(ABl))

:< U I” U e/ess(AB1)> \(eeSS(AB1) U eeSS(AB)\eess(ABl))

n>1

n>1

(
Y,
(
(

U In,m,Z) U (e/ess(ABl)\eess(AB)) :

nme>1
This gives
SHPP(MS) gaess(ABl) = (&ess(ABl)\eess (AB)) U 8UESS(ABl) U eess(AB)
:< In,m,é) U ao_ess(ABl) U eess(AB) U e/ess(ABl)

n,me>1

By standard arguments (see e.g. [I proof of Thm. 6.1] or [I8, top of page 178]) applied to any of
the open intervals I, ,,, ¢, one gets the absolute continuity of the spectral function A\ — ,uE(—oo, Al
on any compact interval in I ,, ¢; hence

SUPP((NS)smg) CO0ess(Ap,) U €ess(Ag) U e,ess(ABl)
=00¢ss(Ap,) Ueess(AB,) U (€ess(AB)\eess(Ap,)) U e,ess(ABl) .

By Theorem Bl e(Ag)\e(Ap,) is discrete (hence countable) in R\e(Ap,); by (i) and (ii), the
sets €Ly (Ap,), €ess(Ap,) and Ooess(Ap,) are countable. Henceforth, the support of the singular
continuous component of x8 is contained in a countable set. This implies supp((u8)sing) = 2.
Therefore, u has a null projection onto Hg’, the singular continuous subspace of Ag. This gives

(HE )+ = HY, where H& denote the absolutely continuous subspace of Ag. (]

Remark 3.6. Since, by Corollary 2.7, Ag = Ap, whenever B = (0, B1,0), Theorem also
provides the asymptotic completeness of the couple (Ap,, A4).

3.1. A representation formula for the scattering matrix. According to Theorem B.5 under
the assumptions there stated, the scattering operator

Sg 1= W, (Ap, A)*W_(Ag, A)

is a well defined unitary map. Let
b

(3.11) F:L*(M)s — (L2(M)ae)x dn(\)

ac(A)
be a unitary map which diagonalizes the absolutely continuous component of A, i.e., a direct
integral representation of L?(M )., the absolutely continuous subspace relative to A, with respect
to the spectral measure of the absolutely continuous component of A (see e.g. [2, Section 4.5.1]).
We define the scattering matrix

SE : (L2(M)ac))\ - (Lz(M)ac))\
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by the relation (see e.g. [2, Section 9.6.2])
FSBF*U)\ = S?u)\ .

Now, following the same scheme as in [12], which uses the Birman-Kato invariance principle and

the Birman-Yafaev general scheme in stationary scattering theory, we provide an explicit relation

between SE and Ali’Jr = limeo A% e

Given p € 0(A) N o(Ag), we consider the scattering couple (RE’, R,,) and the strong limits

Wi(ngRp) :=s- lim eitRlBte_itRuPH

t—+oo ac?

where PJ. is the orthogonal projector onto the absolutely continuous subspace of R,; we prove
below that such limits exist everywhere in L?(M). Let Sg the corresponding scattering operator

B * B
S = Wi(R,, Ry)"W_(R;, Ry) .
Using the unitary operator F), which diagonalizes the absolutely continuous component of R, i.e.

(Fuu)y = %(Fu)u_%, A # 0 such that 1 — + € 04c(A), one defines the scattering matrix

SE’M : (L2(M)ac) _% — (L2(M)a0)

1
H =X
corresponding to the scattering operator Sg by the relation
FSgFuly = S?’”uﬁ.
We introduce a further hypothesis (H7), which we split in four separate points:
(H7.1) A is bounded from above and satisfies a Limiting Absorption Principle: there exists a
(eventually empty) closed set e(A) C R of zero Lebesgue measure such that for all A € R\e(A) the
limits
£ ,
(3.12) R)\ = 11\1‘% Ry+ie
exist in B(LE (M), L2 (M));
(H7.2) GL € B(b}, L2(M)) for any z € o(A) and the limits
1 LE o 1
(3 3) G)\ GI\HEL) G)\:I:zs

exist in %(b’{,Li,l(M)) for any A € R\e(A);

(H7.3) the limits

(3.14) AVE = lim A
exist in A(h1,b7) for any A € R\e(Ap, ):

(H7.4) the limits

1+ . 1.
(3.15) TGy = 21\% TG e

exist in A(b}, by) for any A € R\e(Ap, ).

Remark 3.7. By Gl = n(1iR:)* = (1i(nR.)*)* = (11G%)*, hypothesis (H7.4) entails the
existence in A(bg, by), for any A € R\e(Ap, ), of the limits

.1 2E 2, .
(3 6) TIG)\ el\ng)TlG)\:I:ze
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Remark 3.8. Whenever one strengthens hypotheses (H7.2) as in (H5), then, by the same kind of
proof that leads to the existence of the limit (B.8]) (see [I12] Lemma 3.6]), one gets the existence of
the limits requested in hypotheses (H7.3).

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that (H1)-(H5) and (H7) hold. Then

(3.17) Rfl’i — RE 4+ G}\,iAfil,i(G}\,:F)*;
(3.18) G2 € B(5, I5(M)), =€ o(Ap,)No(A),
the limits
(3.19) Gy = lim Gl
exist in %(h;,Li,l(M)) for any X\ € R\e(Ap,) and
(320 GRE = G 4 GREA R
the limits
B+ .
A= 21{1(1) AR ie

exist in B(h1 & ba, b & b3) and

(3.21) ABE ABE 4 A§:7i71G§7iK§,iTQG§,iAJ§1,i Aih,:l:T/l\Gi,:l:KEct
. A AE7:|:7—2G§\7:|:A§17:|: AE’i
By,+ 7B+ s .+ B1,+
(3.22) =14+ AY 0 TlGi Ay T2G§ TlGi A 0
0 AE’i TQGi’i 0 0 AE;I:

Proof. The relation ([B.I7) is an immediate consequence of ([2:24]) and (H7.1)-(H7.3). By (2:26]),
G2 =GP - GIND'1 G2

and (BI8]) follows from (H4.2) and (H7.2). Then, Remark B.7] (H.5) and (H7.3) entail (8:19]) and

(B20). Finally, (B:21)) and ([B.22]) are consequence of (2.28)), (2.29), Corollary B3] (H7.3), Remark

B.7 and (H7.4). O
Before stating the next results, let us notice the relations
-1 1 1 B -1 o 1 1 B
(323) (—R“ + Z) = ; (1 + ; RH‘%) s (_RM + Z) = ; 1 + ; R“_% s
Therefore, by (H7.1) and Theorem B.1], the limits
1
(3.24) (=R, + (A +i0))"" = 11\1}) (R, +(\£ie) ™", A#0, p— 3 €R\e(4),
-1 _ 1
_ pB . T _pB . 4
(3.25) ( RM—F(AizO)) : ?{%( Ru—i—()\ize)) L A£0, p— 5 €R\e(4g),

exist in B(LE (M), L2 (M)).
Theorem 3.10. Suppose that hypotheses (H1)-(H7) hold. Then the strong limits
(3.26) Wi(RE,R,) = s lim e'fiemithupt

t—+o0
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exist everywhere in L2(M). Moreover, for any A # 0 such that j — % € q4c(A) N (R\e(Ag)), one
has

(3.27) S¥ =1 — 2mi LYAB (1 + G (— BB + (A +140)) ' G,AB) (£4)*,
where

* * 1
(3.28) LY b Db — (L2(M)ac)u_% ;L1 @ ¢a) = FEGCu(o1® $2)),- 1 -

Proof. By (2.1)), one has RE -R, = GMAﬁGz and we can use [22, Theorem 4’, page 178] (notice
that the maps there denoted by G and V corresponds to our G; and Aﬁ respectively). Let us
check that the hypotheses there required are satisfied. Since G}, € B(L*(M), by ®bs), the operator
G, is |R,|'/?*-bounded. By (H7.2) and (B.I8), one has G, € (b} @ b3, LZ(M)) for any z €
0(Ap,) No(A) D [A1,+00) > p. Therefore, by [3.24), B:25), (H7.1), Theorem B.I] and (H4), the
limits

li{% Gi(—Ry + (A ie)) ™",

lim Gi(—Rp + (A £ie) ™",
9{% Gi(—RE + (A +i€)'G,,

exist. Therefore, to get the thesis we need to check the validity of the remaining hypothesis in [22]
Theorem 4’, page 178]: G, is weakly-R,, smooth, i.e., by [22] Lemma 2, page 154],

(3.29) sup € |G (=R, + (A £ ie))_1|’2L2(M),h1®h2 <c)y <400, ae. A.

By (B323)), this is consequence of

* 2
(330) OS<L51£)1 € ”G“RM_%iie”Lg(M)’hl@hz < C)\ < 400, a.e. \.
By [12 (3.16)].
€ ||G)\:|:z'5 %T@hé,LQ(M)

1
§§ (| = Al +€) |Gy

703,12 (M) (HGA—ieHb’;eab;,Lil(M> G ic h{eBh;,Lil(M)> :

Then, [B330) follows from BI3), (319) and the equality

HGZRZHLQ(M),MGBF)Q = HTRHRZ”LQ(M)JH@JQ = HTRzRﬂ”LQ(M),hl@bQ
=||Ru(TR.)" bi@h3,L2(M) -

Thus, by [22, Theorem 4’, page 178], the limits (3.26) exist everywhere in L?(M) and the corre-
sponding scattering matrix is given by B.27)), where £5¢ := (FFG )5 = %(FG,@)M_%. O

proby.L2(M) < | Bullzan,p2on |G=

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that hypotheses (H1)-(H7) hold. Then the scattering matriz of the couple
(Ag, A) has the representation

(3.31) SB =1 2mil ST L, A€ 0ue(A) N (R\e(4)),
where Ly : bt @ b — (L?(M)ae)y is the p-independent linear operator defined by
(3.32) Lx(61® ¢2) := (1 = N)(FGu(d1 @ ¢2))x

Bt .. .
and AY™" is given in (B21).
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Proof. By Theorem [3.5] Theorem B.10 and by Birman-Kato invariance principle (see e.g. [2, Section
11.3.3]), one has

Wi(Ag, A) = Wi(RS, Ry)

and so
Sg =Sk -
Thus, since (FHu)y = %(Fu)u_%, one obtains (see also [22, Equation (14), Section 6, Chapter 2])
B_ ¢Bwn
(3.33) S = SPh -

By [12, Lemma 4.2], for any z # 0 such that u — 1 € o(Ag) N o(A), there holds

z

-1
B * B B\ _ AB
AB <1 + Gy (—RE+2) GMA“> =28,
Hence, whenever z = X\ + ie and p — % € R\e(Ap), one gets, as € | 0,

-1
(4G (~RE+ (0 £i0) GuaB) = A5,

A

The proof is then concluded by Theorem B.I0, by [B.33) and by setting L) := 5?_ )1 The
operator L) is p-independent by invariance principle (see the proof in [12, Corollary 4.3] for an
explicit check). O

Remark 3.12. By (3.21)),

B,+ ABLE B+

where
B1,+ 2,+%B,+ 1, AB1,+ Bi,*+ 2,+%B,+
A)\ ’7'1G)\ A)\ TQG)\ A)\ A)\ TlG)\ A)\

B
B A4 B+ B4
AT G A A5

A

Therefore, defining
L1 := Lx(¢1©0),

one gets

SB =SB _omiL, AST Ly,
where
(3.34) S —1 —omiLdAD T (L))

is the scattering matrix relative to the couple (Ap,, A). Moreover, in the case B; = 0, defining

L3¢2 = LA(0® 2),
one gets the following representation formula for the scattering couple (Ap, p,, A) (compare with
[12, Corollary 4.3]):
Sy =1 —2miL AP (L3)
Let us further notice that, whenever A is the free Laplacian in L?(R3) and B; corresponds to a

perturbation by a regular potential as in Section 5 below, then ([3.34]) gives the usual formula for
the scattering matrix for a short-range potential (see, e.g., [23 Section 8]).
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4. KATO-RELLICH PERTURBATIONS AND THEIR LAYERS POTENTIALS
4.1. Potential perturbations. In this section we suppose that the real-valued potential v is of
Kato-Rellich type, i.e., v € L?(R3) + L>(R?), equivalently,
(4.1) V=V + Vs, vy € L*(R?), Voo € L®(R%).

We use the same simbol v to denote both the potential function and the corresponding multiplication
operator u — vu.

Given Q C R3, open and bounded with a Lipschitz boundary T, we define H*(R3\T') <= H*(R3)

by
HS(RA\D) := H*(Q) ® H* (),  5>0.
We refer to [17, Chapter 3] for the definition of the Sobolev spaces H*(R3), H*(2) and H*(T'). One
has
H(R3\I') = H*(R3), 0<s<1/2.
Since (see [I7, Theorems 3.29 and 3.30]),
H*(0)" = HZ*(R?), s€R,

Hés(ﬂ??’) denoting the set of distributions H~*(R3) with support in O, one has

(4.2) H*(R\D)" = H*(Q)* @ H*(R\Q)" = HZ*(R*) @ Hy (R?) — H°(R?).
Let us notice that

(4.3) B(H®(R3\D), H{(R3\DI)*) — B(H*(R?), H '(R?)), s,t>0,
and

(4.4) B(HS(R?), H(R?)) — B(H*(R3\I)*, H{(R*\I)), s,t>0.

Lemma 4.1.
(4.5) v e BHTHRIND), H5(R3\T)*), ~1<s<1.
Proof. Given u = ui, ® uex € H?(R3\I') one has
IVootl|L2(re) < VI Loo (re) ull L2(re) < (VI Loe o) 1ull 2 (R3\T) -
and
||V2UHL2([R3) :||V2||L2(Q)||uin”L°°(Q) + ||V2HL2([R3\§)||UexHLoo([R3\ﬁ)

Slvellzz@)lluinllm2(@) + Vel 2 @ava) 1tex 2o\

§||V2||L2([R3)HU||H2([R3\F) .
Hence v € Z(H?(R*\I'), L?(R3)). Then, for any u,v € H?>(R3\TI'), one has

[V, 0) 2 roneye 2y | = (v, o) p2es)|
=|(u, vo) r2(rey| < IVIlrzrovr), 22wl 2wy 0] 2 rev )

and so u + vu extends to a map in Z(L%(R3?), H2(R?\I')*). The proof is then concluded by
interpolation. U

In the following, R, denotes the resolvent of the free Laplacian, i.e.,
(4.6) R, := (—A+2)"' € BH(R®), H* 2 (R?)), seR.
Since v is of Rellich-Kato type, one has (see, e.g., [I0, Section 3, §5, Chap. V]):
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Theorem 4.2. A +v: H?(R?) C L?(R3) — L%*(R3) is self-adjoint and semi-bounded from above.
Moreover, for z € C sufficiently far away from (—o00,0], [|VR. | r2(rs),r2(rs) < 1, and

(4.7) R :=(—(A+Vv)+2)'=R.+R.(1-vR,)"'VR.,
(4.8) (1-vR,)™t = ff (VR.)* € B(L*(R%)).
k=0

Remark 4.3. Let us notice that Theorem [4.2] could be obtained by Corollary 2.7 by taking mu := u
and By = v. Hence, (@) holds for any z in o(A + v) N C\(—00,0] and (1 +vR,)™! € B(L*(R?))
there.

Remark 4.4. By (&6), (&7), @3J), [@3) and @3], one has RY € %(L*(R?), H?(R?)) and hence
(RY)* € B(H2(R?), L2(R3)). Since (A+v) is self-adjoint in L?(R3), (RY)*|L?(R3) = RY. Therefore,
R!: L*(R®) ¢ H %(R?) — L*(R®) extends to an operator in Z(H~2(R3), L?(R3)) which, by abuse
of notation, we still denote by RY and which coincides with (RY)*. Then, by interpolation, one gets

(4.9) RY € B(H\(R®), H*T(R%)), —1<s<1.
Remark 4.5. By (4.7),
(4.10) (1-vR,) W= (—A+2)R(-A+2)— (A +2).
Hence, by @9), (1 — vR.)"!'v € Z(H?*(R?), L*(R?)) extends to a map
(4.11) N, € BHTHRY), HTURY), -1<s<1
With such a notation, R} in (4.9]) has the representation
(4.12) R =R.+R.A.R,, AJ|H*R®) =(1—-vR,) 'v.
Remark 4.6. Since [[R.v||r2(rs) r2®3) = [[(R2V)" | 22®s),02r8) = IVRzl12(r3),22(r8) < 1 whenever
z € C is sufficiently far away from (—oo, 0], one has
“+oo
(4.13) (1—Rov)™' =) (R.v)* € B(LA(R))
k=0
and
(4.14) v(l — R.v)™ ! € B(L*(R?), H2(R3)).
Then,
(1- R.v) ) = (v(1 - sz)_l)* =v(1-Rv)") t=v(l—Ryv)!
and so

BH AR, LA(R?) 2 (RY)* = R + Rev(1 — Rev) " 'R; = RY = R: + R:ALR;.
Therefore
(4.15) A L*(R?) = v(1 — R.v) L.
Lemma 4.7.
(4.16) A, € B(HYS(RA\D), H 5 (R3\I)*), ~1<s<1.
Proof. By Lemma [ and by (&8), one has A, = (1 +vR,)"'v € Z(H*(R3\I'), L?>(R?)). By

Lemma A1, (@I3) and [@IH), A, € B(L*(R®), H*(R\I')*). The proof is then concluded by
interpolation. U

By H'"$(R3\I')* — H* '(R3) and (B8] one has
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Corollary 4.8.
(4.17) R.N, € B(H*(R3\I'), H*(R?)), 0<s<2.
In later proofs we will need the estimate provided in the following:

Lemma 4.9. There exist ¢c1 > 0, co > 0 such that, for any u = Uiy © Uex € Hl([R?’\F) and for any
e > 0, there holds

(4.18) | {vu, u) g gavrys vy | < cie <||Vum||L2 )+ ||Vuox||%2(gcx)) + (14 €7°)|[ull72 sy -

IIl

Proof. By H (4, Jex) — H 34, Jex) < LA, Jex), Dy the Gagliardo-Niremberg inequalities (see
[7] for the interior case and [9] for the exterior one)

1/4
HuinHL4 Qin) <”uin”H3/4(Q <”u1nHH1(Q [|u IH”L/2(Q

”ue><”L4(Qex S HvueXHLZ (Qex) [u eXHLz (Qex)
and by Young’s inequality
1 .
azyg—(eaza—k(a—l)e_l/(a_l) yTl), z,y,e >0, a>1,
«@

one gets

1 _
ullf sy S € (I Ve, + lulfay) + 1 Vatexl o, ) + 5 € lulfaqe
The proof is then concluded by
[ (v, u) g @oneye vy | < Vel ooy el 2 sy + Vool oo (w3 1l 22 (s
O

Lemma 4.10. For any z € C sufficiently far away from (—o0,0], one has VR, || g1 (rs)z-1(rs) < 1
and

00 1
(4.19) (1—VvR.)™' =) —(vR.)" € BZ(H'(R)).

k=0 k!

Furthermore,
(1—vR.) "' e B(H' (R3\I)*)

Proof. By ([@&I8) and by the polarization identity, for any v and v in H'(R3) one has

1 _
| (v, ) -1 (rs), i (v3) | < 1 (016 (—Au,v) g-1(gsy, g (r3) + c2(1+ € 3)(%”>H4(RS),H1(R3))

which gives
1 _
vl -1 sy < Z<Cl6 | — Aullg-1(rsy + ca(l + ¢ S)HUHH*WRS))

1 _
<7 (e1ell(=A + 2ullu ) + (crelel +ea(t+ ) fullyrs) )
The proof is then concluded by taking u = R,uo, uo € H~1(R3), and by
1/2 1/2
| Rottoll -1 o) =l R Rotioll 2oy = I R By to | 2o
<|IR:llp2(rs), L2 ®3) ol -1 (ro)
<d; |luoll -1 (re) »

where d is the distance of z from [0, 4+00).



SCATTERING THEORY WITH BOTH REGULAR AND SINGULAR PERTURBATIONS 21

Let us now recall the well known resolvent identity in %(L?(R?))
(4.20) (1-vR.,) ™' =1-vRY.
Since the operators in both sides of the above identity are in Z(H ~!(R?)), it extends to Z(H ~1(R?)).

By (.9),
RY € #(H ' (R®), H'(R*)) — B(H"(R*\I')*, H' (R*\I));

by (4.5)),
ve BHYRAN\D), H{(R3\D)");

then
(1 —-VRY) € B(HY(R\I)*).
By ([@.20)), this implies that 1—vR, is a bounded bijection from H!(R3*\I')* onto itself. Therefore, by
the Inverse Mapping Theorem, (1-vR,)™! € Z(H'(R3\I')*) and ([#20) holds in Z(H'(R*\I")*). O
Remark 4.11. By Lemma [£10]
N HYRAD) = (1 —vR.)7v.
By (1-vR,)"! € 2(H7'(R?®)) and by v € Z(H'(R3), H~1(R3)) one gets
(1-vR,)"'ve B(H (R, H(RY).

Thus, by (@11 and {I2),

(4.21) AL H*(R?) = (1 —vR,) v, 1<s<2.
By duality, similarly to Remark L6, (1 — R,v)~! € Z(H'(R?)) and ([@I5]) improves to
(4.22) ANJHS(R) =v(1 —vR,)™',  0<s<1.

4.2. Boundary layer operators. We introduce the interior /exterior Dirichlet and Neumann trace
operators

A HAHY Qo) = B3o(T), s> 0,

W Qo) = B3o(T), 5> 0,
where Q;, = Q and Qex := Qex. The Besov-like trace spaces B§’2(F) identify with H*(T') when
|s| <k +1 and I is of class C*! (see [I1]). Then, we define the bounded linear operators

—_

(4.23) o s HF2(RAD) = BS,(1),  qou = 3 (30" (lin) + 76" (ulQex)), 5 >0,
. rrs+3/2/p3 s L 1 in ex

(4.24) s HPPE(RAD) = B30, mu= 5 (007 (i) + 777 (ulfex)), s> 0.

The corresponding trace jump bounded operators are defined by

(4.25) o) : HH2(RAD) = B5o(T) s [olu = 78 (ulin) — 76 (ulQex)

(4.26) ] s HPP2(RAD) = B5o(T),  [mu = 74" (u]in) — 7 (ulQex)

/e

By [17, Lemma 4.3], the trace maps viln * can be extended to the spaces

Hi(Qin/eX) = {uin/ex € H' (Qin/ex) : AQin/cxuin/ex € L2(Qin/ex)}
as H~Y2(T")-valued bounded operators:
N HA Q) = H(T).
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This gives the extensions of the maps v; and [y1] defined on HX(R3\I') := HJ (Qin) & HA (Qex)
with values in H~/2(T).
Then, for any z € C\(—o0, 0], one defines the single and double-layer operators

(4.27) SL. = (yR:)* = Ry € Z(Bys(T), H¥>7*(R%),  s>0,
(4.28) DL, := (q1R:)" = R.A} € B(By5(D), HY/*#(R%),  s>0.
By (4£.23]), one has
(4.29) S, :=0SL, € B((H*V*(D), H*TV2(1))), —1/2<s<1/2.
By the mapping properties of the double-layer operator, one getaﬁ (see [17, Theorem 6.11])
(4.30) DL, € B(HY?(T'), HY(R*\I)).
Hence, by

(_(Aﬂin @ AQex) + Z)DLZ = 07
one gets

DL, € B(HY?(T"), HA(R?\I)).
Thus

D, :=yDL, € B(H"*(I), H*(I)).
These mapping properties can be extended to a larger range of Sobolev spaces (see [17, Theorem
6.12 and successive remarks]):

(4.31) SL., € B(HVAD), HSPL(R?)),  —1/2<s<1/2,
(4.32) S, e BHVAHD), HTVA()),  —1/2<s<1/2,
(4.33) DL, € B(H*Y2(T), HSYYR3\D)),  —-1/2<s<1/2,
(4.34) D. e BHTVXD), HVXD)), —1/2<s<1/2

and, whenever s > 0 in (£31]), ([433]) above, the following jump relations holds (see [I7, Theorem
6.11))

(435) [WO]SLZ = 07 [VI]SLZ = _17
(4.36) [vo]DPL: =1, [m]DL:=0.

Whenever the boundary T is of class C1! one gets an improvement as regards the regularity prop-
erties of the single- and double-layer operators (see [I7, Theorem 6.13 and Corollary 6.14]):

(4.37) SL, € BHVAD), HT (R\I)), 1/2<s<1,
(4.38) DL, € B(H* Y2(M), H*YYR3\T)), 1/2<s<1,
By (£27), (428)) and (4I7) one has
Lemma 4.12. For any z € o(A +v) N (C\(—o0,0)),
(4.39) SLY := RYy = SL. + R.A,SL. € B(By5(I), H¥*(R%),  0<s<3/2,
(4.40) DLY := Riy} = DL, + R.N,DL. € #(B35(D), H/*(R%), 0<s<1/2.
lhere and below we can avoid the introduction of the cutoff funcion X appearing in [I7) Theorems 6.11-6.13] since

we are dealing with the constant coefficients strongly elliptic operator —A + z (compare [I7, Theorem 6.1] with [I7]
equation (6.10)])
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By (@31), (@33) and ([@I7), one has

Lemma 4.13.
(4.41) SLY € B(HV2(), HS T (R?),  —1/2<s<1/2,
(4.42) DLY € B(HTYV2(T), HSPHRAT)),  —1/2<s<1/2.

By (@37), [@38) and ([@I7), one has
Lemma 4.14. Let T € CY1. Then

(4.43) SLY € B(HV2(D), HS T (R\TD)), 1/2<s<1,

(4.44) DLY € B(H Y2, H*VYRA\TD)), 1/2<s<1,
By either (4.39]) or (4.41)) one has

(4.45) YSLY = S, + YR A.SL, € B(H*V2(), H*T/2(T)),  —1/2<s<1/2.

Since YR, = (Rz75)* = SLE, one gets the following improvement of (£.45)):

Lemma 4.15.

(4.46) SY =8, + SLEN.SL, € B(H*V2(), H*TV/2(T)),  —1/2<s<1/2.

Proof. By @&31) and duality, SLX € B(H~'=5(R%), H'/>=*(T)). The proof is then concluded by

(@32), @I6) and [@3T) . 0
If I' € C1Y) then, by (@44),

(4.47) yDLY = D, + v RN, DL, € B(H*TV*(I), H*~Y2()), 1/2<s<1,

Since v1 R, = (Rs7])* = DL, one can improve ({47) even without requiring I' € C11:
Lemma 4.16.

(4.48) DY:=D,+ DLIN.DL, € B(H*Y2(T), H*~V2(I)),  —1/2<s5<1/2.
Proof. By [@&33) and duality, DLt € B(H*t(R3\I)*, H=*~Y/2(T)). The proof is then concluded
by [4.34), (4.16) and (A.33)) . O

In order to prove the jump relations of the double-layer operator relative to A + v we need a
technical result:

Lemma 4.17. If v € H' (R3\DI)*, then [y1]R,v =0 in H-Y2(T") for any z € C\(—o0,0).

Proof. At first let us notice that it suffices to show that the result holds for a single z € C\(—o0, 0].
Indeed, by the resolvent identity R,v = R,v+(z—w)Ry, R,v, one gets R, R.v € H3(R3) C ker([y1]).
In particular, we choose z such that ker(S,) = {0} (see, e.g., Lemma (4.I9]) below).

Given v € HY(R\D)* = H_'(R%) @ Ho! (R®) € H7'(R®) and x € €55, (R?) such that x = 1
/e

on a compact set containing an open neighborhood of €, let us set u := yR,v. Since yiln u =

in/ex

7 Ry, it suffices to show that [y1Ju = 0. Let us define uj,/ex := XR.0[Qipjex € Hl(Qin/eX),
fin/ox = ((_A + Z)XRZU)|Qin/ex € Hl(Qin/ex) and Ginfex ‘= /7(1]n/exuin/ox € H1/2(F) Then Uin /ex
solves the Dirichlet boundary value problems

—Aq. - = fi
(449) {( Qinyex + Z)uln/ex fln/ex )

in/ex
Yo Uin/ex = Yin/ex
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and so, by [I7, Theorems 7.5 and 7.15] (notice that both wuex and fox have a compact support; in

1n/ex

particular the radiation condition Mueyx = 0 there required is here satisfied), iy jex : =71 Uinjex €
H~'/2(T") satisfy the equations

1
(450) S Tz[)m/ex = (1 +D )gin/ex —YR.v
Since uin @ Uex = XR.v € H'(R3), one has gy, = gex and 80 [y1]R.v = iy — e = 0 is consequence
of ker(S,) = {0}. O
Lemma 4.18. If s > 0 in (4.41]) and ([4.42)), then
(4.51) []SLZ =0, [n]SLE = -1,
(4.52) [v]DL =1, [n]DL; =0.

Proof. [0]SLY = 0 is consequence of ran(SLY) € H'(R3). By (&I7), ran(R,A,DL,) C H*(R?) and
80 [VO]DL; = [VO]DLZ + [’70]RZAVZDLZ = [VO]DLZ =L
Since ASL, € B(H*~'/2(T"), H'=*(R3\I')*), A.DL, € Z(H*t'/>(T"), H'~5(R3\I')*) and s > 0,
by Lemma [£.17] one gets
[(]SLE = [n]SL: + m]R.ALSL: = [n]SL. = -1,
[’Yl]DL; = [’Yl]DLz + [’Yl]RzAVzDLz = [’Yl]DLz =0.
U

When v = 0, it is well known that the boundary layer operators have bounded inverses. This
property is next extended to the operators relative to A + v.

Lemma 4.19. There exist Z° v.d and Zy ,, not empty open subsets of o(A +v), such that

Vee Zoy, (SO)'eHVAD),HVAT), VeeZ,, (DY)'ezHVAT),HVD)).

v,n>
In particular, there exists Ay > sup o(A+v) such that [\, +o0) C Z7 NZ3 . ; moreover, Z7 ;,NZg ; #
D, 23, N 25, # 9, and both Z\(/),d and Z;,, can be chosen to be symmetric with respect to the real
azis.

Proof. At first, let us notice that it suffices to show that the bounded inverses exist for any real
A > )\, for some A\, > supo(A + v). Then, by the continuity of the maps z +— SY and z — DY, the
bounded inverses exist in a complex open neighbourhood of [, +00).

We proceed as in the proof of [I3, Lemma 3.2]. By (—(A + V) + A)SLY [Qin/ex = 0, by Green’s

formula and by @51, one gets, for any ¢ € H—/2(I),
0 =|VSLY |72 (gsy — (VSLYG, SLXO) br-1(k5), 111 (85) + A ISLS @72 (o)
+ ([’Yl]SL}/\¢7’YOSLA¢>H71/2(F) HY2(I)
= VSLY N7 (gs) — (VSLX b, SLES) -1 ey, i1 (v2) + AISLY @172 o)
— (¢, SX¢>H*1/2(F),H1/2(F) .
Then, by (£18),
(6,085 1720y prz(ry = (1 — 1) [VSEE0) 22 g0y + O — ea(1 + e~ SLL] 2 g

Choosing £ > 0 such that cje < 1 and then A € o(A + v) such that A > co(1 + £73) (this is always
possible since A + v in bounded from above), one gets

(9. SX) 1720y, m172(r) R ||SL\//\¢||%11(R3) :
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By v € Z(H'(R3\I'), H*(R*\I")*), Green’s formula applies to a couple Uin fex> Vin/ex € Hl(Qin/CX)
with Auin/ox € Lz(Qin/ox)a

(= (A + V) 4 A)tinfexs Vinfex) HY (o) H N (Qin jex) = (Y Uin/exs VVinfex) L2( )

(4.53) — (Vlin fex> Vinex) H1 Qi jex)* H (o) T A (Uinfexcs Vinfex) L2(D4 )
+ <Wi1n/oxuin/ox, ’7(i]n/exvin/ox>H*1/2(F)7H1/2(I‘) .
By
| (Vtin jexcs Vin o) HY (@ o) HY (o) | S in s |1 (@) Vi e | 1 (00 ) 5
[@53) gives,

‘ <71n/oxuin/exa IV(I)H/CX’Uin/ox>H*1/2(F)7H1/2(F) |

S (i el 1 (@ o) F 1= (A + V) + Nttin e | 111 (04 o) ) [Vin e 111 (00 ) -

Since 7(i]n/ex : Hl(Qin/eX) — H'/2(I) is surjective, finally one gets

(454) ||71n/oxuin/ex||H*1/2(F) S ||uin/ex||H1(Qin/CX) + ||(_(A + V) + )‘)uin/eXHHl(Qin/CX)* .
Then, proceeding as in [13, Lemma 3.2] (compare (3.31) there with (£54]) here), this yields
(&, SXD) 1720y, mv/2ry 2 190512y
and so (SY)~! € B(HY2(T'), H~'/2(I")) by the Lax-Milgram theorem.
As regards DY, the proof is almost the same. By (—(A + v) + A\)DLY|Qi,/ex = 0, by Green’s
formula and by [@52), one gets, for any ¢ € H'/?(I),
0 :||VDL\,/\¢||%2(Qm) + ||VDL\>/\¢||%2(QCX) — (vDL}¢, DL ®) g1 (r3\1)* 11 (R3\1) + A ||DL\,/\¢||%2([R3)
+ (D) ¢, ¢>H—1/2(F)7H1/2(1—\) .
which leads to
—(DX®, &) gr-172(ry, m1/2(r) 2 ||DL\//\¢||§{1(R3\F)'
Then, proceeding as in [13, Lemma 3.2], by (£54), this yields
—(D3¢, ¢>H*1/2(F),H1/2(F) Z ||¢||§{1/2(r)

and so (DY)~! € B(H~Y2(T), H'/?(I)) by the Lax-Milgram theorem. O

5. LAPLACIANS WITH REGULAR AND SINGULAR PERTURBATIONS

Here we apply the abstract results in Section 2] presenting various examples were the self-adjoint
operator A is the free Laplacian A : H2(R3) C L?(R3) — L?(R®) and Ap, = A +v. All over this
section we consider a Kato-Rellich potential v = vo + v, of short-range type, i.e.,

(5.1)  vo € L*(R?), supp(ve) bounded, Voo(2)| S (1 +]z|) "0+ k>1, e>0.
We take

by = H*(R®) < by = H'(R\I') = b7 = L*(R’),
and, introducing the multiplication operator (z) by (z)u : z — (1 + |z|?)"/?u(z), we define
(5.2) o H3(R?) — HA(R®), mwu:= (2) %u, s>0,
and

(5.3) Byu = (z)*vu, 2s<1l+4e¢.
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Further, we take either

(5.4) =70 HX(R?) = by = By (L) = by = H>(), 0<s,<1/2,
or
(5.5) o= : HX(R®) = by = HY3([') < by = H V(D).

Hence, by what is recalled in Subsection L2 either G2 = SL, or G? = DL, and either
TG (u® ¢) = (z) °R.(x) *u+ S;¢

or
TG (ud ¢) = (2) "Ry (x) "u+ D;¢.

Thus (Z.2) holds. Notice that vj¢ and }¢, whenever ¢ € L%*(T), identify with the tempered
distributions which act on a test function f respectively as

(66r)f = /F o(x)f(x) dor(z),  ($0})f = /F o))V f (x) dop ()

where v is the exterior normal to I'. By a slight abuse of notation, in the following we set ;¢ = ¢dr
and ¢7g = 0¢ and so, either

T (u® @) = () *u+ dor
or

T (u® @) = (x) " *u + Por .
In this framework, given a couple of linear operators By and Bz as in (23] and such that the
triple B = (By, B1, B2) satisfies the hypotheses in Theorem 2] equation (27 defines a self-
adjoint operator Ag representing a Laplacian with a Kato-Rellich potential and a distributional
one supported on I'. Let us remark that, although 7 and B; depend on the index s, the operator
Ap is s-independent whenever By and Bj are (see the next subsections). The choice s # 0 is a
technical trick which we use to obtain LAP and a representation formula for the scattering couple
(Ag, A); whenever one is only interested in providing a resolvent formula for Ag, then the choice
s = 0 is preferable. In particular, the resolvent formula for Ag holds in the setting s = 0 for any
Kato-Rellich potential.

5.1. The Schrédinger operator. By our hypotheses on v, one has (x)%v € L%(R3) + L*°(R3)
and so, by Lemma [£.]]
By € Z(H'(R®\I), HY(R3\I)*).
Considering the weight ¢(x) = (1+||?)“/2, w € R, we use the notation L?D([Rg) = L2 (R%); HE(R?),
HE(R3\T') denotes the corresponding scales of weighted Sobolev spaces.
Since
()" € B(HL (RAD), HY,_,(RAD))
and, by duality,
()" € B(Hy(RAD)*, Hyyo(ROD))

w’'+w
one gets
(5.6) (@) "> Bila)" = v € B(H,(R\D), HL 5 (R\I')").
Since
(5.7) R. € #(H," (R%), H,(R%)) = B(HL,(R\I')*, H,(R*\I),
one has

NG} = () Ru(2) 0 € B(HL,(R\D)", Hyy 5 (RA\D)) .
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In particular, this gives
nGL e BH(R\D)"), H'(R°\)).
For 0 < 2s < 1+ ¢ we define
MPY=1—-BinGl=1— (2)*vR.(z)~° = (2)°(1 — vR.)(z)~* € B(H(R3\I)*).
Lemma 5.1. Let v be as in (B1)), with k = 1. Then, for s such that 0 < 2s < 1+¢ and for z € C
sufficiently far away from (—oo,0],
(1—-vR.) ' e B(H' (RP\D)*).

FEquivalently,

(M)~ e BH'RND)).
Proof. Here we use the same kind of arguments as in the second part of the proof of Lemma AT0l
Thus we start from the resolvent identity
(5.8) (1-vR,)"'=1-vR!.
By Lemma 10, such an equality holds in Z(H!(R3\I')*). By (@9),

R, € Z(H'(R*), H'(R)) — B(H'(R\I')*, H' (R°\")) — B(HL,(R°\I)*, HL (R°\I"));
by (6.4),
ve B(HL(R\D), HL (R°\D)");

then

(1-VRY) € Z(HL (R\D)").
Analogously,

(1 -VR,) € B(H. (R\I)*).

By (5.8), this implies that 1—vR, is a bounded bijection from H' ,(R3\I')* onto itself. Therefore, by
the Inverse Mapping Theorem, (1—vR,)™! € Z(H!(R3\I')*) and (@20) holds in Z(H! (R3\I')*).
O

Choosing B = (0, B1,0), and whenever Zp, # @, by Corollary 2.7] the operator Ap, := A g, o)
is defined according to the relation

RP' = (=Ap, +2)7 = R+ Ro(a) (M) 'Bi(x) "R., 2z € Zp, = o(Ap,) N (C\(~00,0)).
By Lemma[5.1l Zp, # @ and by the relation

(5.9) APV = (MPY) 7By = (2)°(1 = vR,) "N (2) v = ()" AL (2)*
one has
(5.10) ABY € B(H (R3\D), H'(R3\I)*).

Therefore, Theorem F.2] (see also Remark [.3)) yields
Ri=(—(A+Vv)+2) ' =R+ RAR, = (—Ap, +2)"",  z€0(A+v)NC\(—00,0].

The above relation shows that Ap, coincides with the Schrédinger operator A + v provided by the
Kato-Rellich theorem. This also shows that Ap, is s-independent. Nevertheless, the operator A5t
depends on the choice of s and the relations (5.9) and (5.10) with s # 0 are key objects in our
analysis of LAP and scattering theory in the general case.
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5.2. Asymptotic completeness and scattering matrix. Before discussing the validity of our
assumptions, we provide the following general results on the scattering couple (Ag, A).

Theorem 5.2. Assume (&) with kK =1 and let 11, 7o and By be defined as in (52)-(E5). If B is
such that (H1)-(H6) hold, then the scattering couple (Ag,A) is asymptotically complete.

Proof. By hypothesis (5.I]) with k = 1, it is well known that for Ap, = A +v one has 0¢ss(Ap,) =
(—00,0]; moreover, by [1, Thm. 3.1], o,(Ap,) N (—00,0) is discrete in (—oo,0). Hence, by [1, Thm.
4.2], e(Ap,)N(—00,0) is countable with {0} as the eventual set of accumulations points. Therefore,
by Theorem B35 04.(Ag) = @ and (A, A) is asymptotically complete. O

In the framework of this section, Theorem [3.11] rephrases as

Theorem 5.3. Assume (B.1)) with kK =1 and let 71, T2 and By be defined as in (5.2)-(E.0). If B is
such that (H1)-(H7) hold, then the scattering matriz of the couple (Ag,A) has the representation

(5.11) SB=1-2miLyASTLL, A e (—o00,0 N (R\e(AB)),
where
B,+ .
5 =l M

the limit existing in B(HL(R3\T') @ HY(T), H}(R*\I')* & H~4(T)),

AB . [N+ NGZAR(GE)TA, NGRS
T AB(G2)*AY AZ;
AV 2AB ((12)* 2 A
— 1+ z AOB GzAzz((iz) Gz z AOB
0 Af (G2) 0 0 Af
and
1
N
L HARAD) @ H() (P00 Lo d)= D (Gur o)
2
with

1
GE:SLZ and t = s, if 70 = o, GE:DLZ andtzi if 9 =1,

~ 1
Lu(©) =a (V%) 136(6) == — (n(xt}), O)ms(r),—+(r) -
(2m)
Here U denotes the Fourier transform, S% denotes the 2-dimensional unitary sphere in R3, ui is the
il

plane wave with direction ¢ € S% and wavenumber \)\\%, i.e., uf\(m) = ! N2ET gnd y € Coomp(R?)
is such that x|T' = 1.
Proof. Taking into account the definition in (3.32]), let us set

La(u @ @) :=— La((2)*u © ¢) = — (1 — N)(FGu((z)*u @ ¢))x
=— (= N(FRum ()*u+ FR,739)) .

The unitary map F : L?(R3) — f(?oom L2(S?)d\ = L?((—00,0); L?(5?)) diagonalizing A = A is
given by
1
AT
(.12 (Fun(©) = -2 ag 7).

2
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MR F(INL/26) — _F(IN1/2
Therefore, by (u — AR, f(|A/2€) = —f(|A|/4€), one gets

(1= N (FR75 () ) (€) = —‘QL 7 (A%¢).

2

This gives Li. As regards L%, the computation was given in [12, Theorem 5.1].
The results about A8 are direct consequences of the definition of Ly, Theorem .11 and relations

2.23), @29), G.9). O

Remark 5.4. Let us notice that, whenever u € L2 (R3), w > 3/2,

Lo(€) = 1
L)\ (f) (27_‘_)%

(Uf\a U>L3w(R3),L§J(R3)

and so Li and L%\ have a similar structure.

5.3. Checking the conditions (H1)-(HT7). Next we discuss the validity of (H1)-(H7) in our
framework. In particular we show that (H1), (H2), (H4.2)-(H7) hold with the choice x = 1 in (&.1),
without the need to specify the operators By and Bs. We prove (H3) with x = 2, while the validity
of (H4.1), i.e. the semi-boundedness of Ag, will be checked case by case in the analysis of each
model.

As in the previous subsections we use the weight p(z) = (1+|z|>)*/2, w € R; the notation for the
corresponding weighted spaces are: L2 (R3), H¥(R3) and H(R3\I'). From now on, the parameter
s in the definitions (5.2]) and (5.3)) is restricted to the range

(5.13) 1<2s<1+e¢.
Be aware that in the following proofs the index s labeling the weighted spaces fulfills the bounds

EI3).

Lemma 5.5. Let v be short-range as in (5.1l), with k = 1. Then hypotheses (H1), (H2), (HG),
(H7.1), (H7.2), (H7.3) hold true.

Proof. By [18, Lemma 1, page 170], R, = (—=A +2)~! € Z(L%(R?)) for any z € C\(—00,0]. There-
fore, by the resolvent identity RY = R.(1 —VvRY), z € o(A +v), and by R € Z(L?(R?), H*(R3)),
hypothesis (H1) is consequence of v = vo + vy, € Z(H?(R3),L?(R?)). Since vy has a compact
support, vo € ZB(H?*(R3), L2(R?)) by Lemma LIl As regards v, one has

Iactl ey = [ P+ oo < c [ (14 1a) 205904 22 e < el

By [1, Theorem 4.1], LAP holds for A = A; hence (H7.1) is satisfied. By the sort-range hypothesis
on v and by [IL Theorem 4.2], LAP holds for Ag, = A+v as well and, by [I, Theorems 6.1 and 7.1]
asymptotic completeness holds for the scattering couple (Ap,, A) = (A + v, A). Hence hypotheses
(H1), (H2) and (H6) are verified.

By R, € B(L%,(R®), H%,(R?)), one gets G1* = (x)7°R, € B(L?,(R3),H?*(R?)) and so, by
duality, GL € B(H2(R?), L2(R?)); moreover, by R:\—L € B(LX(R?), H?,(R3)) and by a similar
duality argument, one gets Gi\’i € B(H2(R3), L2,(R?)). Thus hypothesis (H7.2) holds.

By (5.9) and (5.10), (H7.3) is equivalent to the existence in Z(H? (R?), H;2(R3)) of lime g AY ;. =
limeo(1 — VRA1i) " 'v. By B, v € B(H?,(R3), L2(R3)). Then, lim (1 — vR) 1) " exists in
B(L2(R?)) (see [I8, proof of Theorem XIII.33, page 177]) and so (H7.3) holds. O

Lemma 5.6. Let v be short-range as in ([B.1)), with & = 2. Then hypothesis (H3) holds true.
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Proof. The proof is the same as the one for [I5] Lemma 4.5], once one proves that

(5.14) VRYE € B(L3,(R%)).
Since R}'\’i € B(L3,(R?), H?,,(R?)), (514) is consequence of
(5.15) V=Vy + Ve € B(H?,,(R?), L3, (R?)).

Lemma 1] entails vo € ZB(H?(R3), L?(R3)) and so, since vy has a compact support, one gets that
vy satisfies (B.15]). As regards voo, one has, by 1 < 2s < 1+¢,

”VOOUH%%S(W) :/[RB ’Voou‘Q(l + ’x‘Q)Qde < C/[Rg(l + \x!)_4(1+5)(1 + ’x‘2)4s’u‘2(1 + ]a:\2)_2sda;
<ellullze,, g < ellullie, g
and so v satisfies (5.15]) as well. O

Lemma 5.7. Let v be short-range as in (B.1), with k = 1 and let 75 be either as in (B.4]) or as in
(B35). Then hypotheses (H4.2), (H5) and (H7.4) hold true.

Proof. By the continuity of z —+ RT as a Z(H; '(R?), H! ,(R?))-valued map, one gets the continuity
of 2 GHF = RE¥(z)=% as a B(H1(R?), H! /(R3))-valued map. Hence, given x € C‘Cfmp([Rg) such
that y = 1 on a compact set containing an open neighborhood of €, one gets the continuity of
2 xRE(x)™* as a B(H'(R3\D)*, H'(R3))-valued map. Therefore, z — 1GL™ = yoRE(z)~* =
YoxRE (z)~* is continuos as a Z(H'(R¥\I')*, HY/2(I"))-valued map. The continuity of z — v G2= =
Y RE(x)™% = v xRE(x)~% as a B(H'(R?\I')*, H~Y/2(I"))-valued map follows in an analogous way
using the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 17l In conclusion, hypothesis (H7.4) holds
true.

Since T' is compact, the embeddings hy < by, where hy and b are as in (5.4]) and (55, are
compact by standard results on Sobolev embeddings. Since v € %(L%@Hm([}?g), L%+€_(28+n)(ﬂ33))

and (1+VvR,)™! € B(L*(R?)), by taking n = 1+e—2s > 0, one gets A, € ,@(Lz_(28+n)(ﬂ33),L2(ﬂ?3)).
Hence, by the resolvent formula (£12) and by R, € ,@(Lz_(28+n)(ﬂ?3), HE(28+17)([R3)), one gets R, €
BI2 5, ) (R), H2 ) (R)). This entails 10R5: = 10RY — 10X RL € B(L? 5., (RY), B4(D)
and 1 RPY = y1R! = y1xR! € %(L%(2S+n)(R3),H1/2(F)). Then, by duality, one gets G5t €
B(bs, L%SJF,](R?’)). This shows that (H4.2) holds.

By [1L Theorem 4.2], the map (R\e(4p,)) UCx > z — RPVE = RYE € B(LA(R3), H2 (R3)) is
continuos. Hence, z — yRZYE = 4gRYT = yoxRY™T and z — y RV = 41 RYF = 41y RY™ are
continuos as Z(L%(R3), Bg/zz (I'))-valued and Z(L2(R3), H'/2(I"))-valued maps respectively. Then,
by duality, z +— GB1E is continuos on (R\e(Ap,)) UC+ as a B(b5, L2 (R?))-valued map. Since
both 7o : H?(R?) — B;”/;(F) and v, : H2(R?) — H'Y/2(T') are surjective, GZVF € B3, L2 (R3)) is
the adjoint of a surjective map and hence is injective. Thus we proved that (H5) holds. g

6. APPLICATIONS.

6.1. Short-range potentials and semi-transparent boundary conditions of ir-type. Here
we take

by = By, (T) < by = by = H*(I') < b = L*(I), 0<so < 1/2,

=70 HX(RY) = BYS(T), By=1, By=a,
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where
ac BH*T),H*T), o =a.

Let us notice (see [15, Remark 2.6]) that in the case « is the multiplication operator associated to
a real-valued function «, then o € LP(T'), p > 2, fulfills our hypothesis.
For any z € C\(—o00,0], one has

o[ [ ][ e[

(6.2) e [1 —-vRk, —vSL, }

—aSL; 1-—as8,

By the mapping properties provided in Sections [£.1] and 4.2 by (5.6]) and (5.7)) with w = —s, one
gets

MY e B(H! (RA\D)* @ H—*(T)).

According to [12, Lemma 5.8], for any z € C\((—00,0] U 04), where o, C (0,+00) is discrete in
(0,400), one has

(63) (MBoB2)=t — (M)~ = (1 - aS.) ) € BH(I)).
Thus
ZBy,By = Zo := {2z € C\(—00,0] : (]\45})_1 e BH*T)), w==z2} 2 C\((—o00,0] Uoy,)

and
ADOB2 = (MPoP2) 1By = A% i= (1 — aS.) ' € B(H™(T), H*(I)).
By [15, Corollary 2.4], for any z € o(A+V)\0y, q, Wwhere o, o C o(A+Vv)NR is discrete in o(A+v)NR,
(6.4) (M2)™ = (A1)~ = (1 - asY) ™ € BH ().
Thus

Zg = Zyo={z€0(A+v): (M) € BH ), w=272}2 o(A+V)\ova

and

o~

AB = (MBY'By = AV := (1 — aSY) 'a € B(H* ('), H*(T)).

Hence,

where, by Theorem [5.3]

= [ ot [l 9 [l o [ aefer ).

B (A, + A SL.AYSLEA, AL SL.AY®
| AYOSLEAY, AL
A 0L SL.AY*SL: SL.T) [AL 0
0 A SL* 0 0 Aye|-

One has
(6.5) N e B(H' (RP\D) @ H* (I), H ,(R3\I')* @& H~*(I)).
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By Theorems 2.1] and 29| there follows

v.or s )% 0 wa (@) 0] [(z)?v(z) "R,
o enomer = Ju Y[
_ VY SL.AYesL: SL1\[A 0 1[R.
60 creeln s[5 g ([T T[T R s
(6.8) =RY + SLYAV*SLY* .

is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator AY%%; (6.8]) holds for any z € o(A"%*) N C\(—oc, 0], both
67) and (G.8) hold for any z € o(A“**) N (A + v).
By Theorem [2.6]
A% = Au+ vu + (ayou)dr .
By (6.8]) and by the mapping properties of SLY, one has

dom(Av,é,a) C H3/2—so ([R?)) )

Moreover, by RYu € H2(R3), so that [y1]RYu = 0, and by [@51), one gets [y1|RY“u = —AY*SLY*u =
—pe(R2“u). Hence, by Lemma 2.1T]

u e dom(AY) =  ayu+ [ylu=0.

Since Zv,a contains a positive half-line, A% is bounded from above and hypothesis (H4.1) holds.
The scattering couple (A% A) is asymptotically complete and the corresponding scattering ma-
trix is given by

SYY =1-2mi LAY LY, A€ (—00,0)\(0, (A +v) U, (A09)),

v,

where Ly is given in Theorem [5.3] and /\\)'\’o"Jr = lime\ o Ay .- This latter limit exists by Lemma

B.9 in particular, by ([3.22),

ot _ (14 [ VR "y 0 SLY (1 —asSy" ) a(sLy)* SLYTY |
0 (1-asSy™ ) la (SLY)* 0
y (1-vRy)™ v 0
0 (1-— ozS:’\’Jr)_loz ’
where
RY = m R SLY = lim ST SY* = lim YoSLY 1 -

6.2. Short-range potentials and Dirichlet boundary conditions. Here we take
by = By (T) < by = HY/2(T') <5 b3 = LA(T') < by = b5 = H/3(I),

m=70: HXR®) = Byy(T), By=0, By=1.
For any z € C\(—o0, 0], one has

L 3 s i R

v,d .__
M= { _sp: -8,
By the mapping properties provided in Sections [4.1] and [4.2] by (5.6) and (5.7)) with w = —s, one
gets

1—-vVvR, —vSLZ]

MY e B(H (RP\D)* & H™V2(D), H' (R\I")* @ H'/>(I")).
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By Lemma .19 with v = 0, for any z € 2547 9,

(Mt AT () = KL= ST e (HYAHD), HTVAD)).
Thus,

ZByBy = Za = {2 € C\(—00,0] : (M{)™" € B(H'*(T), H'*(1))} D Z5 .
By Lemma [£.19] again, for any z € 2047 9,
(APt = (Ao P2) 7t = (M) = Ay = —(8Y) ™! € B(H'A(D), H V(D).

Thus,

Zg = Zyai={z € o(&+v): (M € BH(T), H (D))} 2 25,4
Hence,
B [(@S ﬂ (e [u%—s ﬂ [<x>025v ﬂ _ [<x>8 o] B [(@S o} 7
where, by Theorem [5.3]

AB — pvd [AVZ — ASL.(SY) ' SLEAY, —A‘;SLZ(Sg)—l]

—(SY) "1 SLEIAY —(s)!
A 0 —SL.(SY)"1SL: SL.T\ [AY 0
5 s O [ D s
One has
(6.9) N e BH (R]\D) @ HY*(I), HL (R®\D)* @ H~Y2(I)).

By Theorems 2.1l and 2.9, there follows that

0 0 1 SL*
AY 0 —SL.(SY)"1sLr SL.\ [AY 0 R,

(6.12) =RY — SLY(SY)~'SLY*

is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator A¥¢; (G.10) holds for any z € o(A"%) N C\(—o0,0], both

GI10) and (GI2) hold for any z € o(A"%) N (A +v).
By Theorem and by [y1]Ju = —pgu for any u € dom(A¥:?),

Ay = Au+ vu — ([y1]u)dr .
By (6.8]) and by the mapping properties of SLY, one has
dom(A“%) € HY(R?).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.11]
uedom(AY) =  ~u=0.

Therefore, dom(A"?) C H} (Quy) @ H (Qex). Since Z\V,a contains a positive half-line, A" is bounded
from above and hypothesis (H4.1) holds. The scattering couple (A", A) is asymptotically complete
and the corresponding scattering matrix is given by

Sy =1 2mi LAAYYTLE, A € (—o0,0\ (0}, (A +v) U, (A%D),
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where L) is given in Theorem [5.3 and /\‘/’\’d’+ = lime o A4

Atie”
B9} in particular, by (3:22),

This latter limit exists by Lemma

1—vR)"lv —SLT(SYT)~1(SLy)* SLT
/\v,d,+:<1+|:( A v _:| |: ANEA 2o A A X
0 —(SyH)! (SLY) 0
y (1-vRy) v 0
0 Sy
where
. . v7:|: T v
R = 11\1}) Rtic SLY = 11\% SLtic s Sy* = 11{% Y0SLY 4jc -

6.3. Short-range potentials and Neumann boundary conditions. Here we take
by = b5 = by = H'/2(I') = b5 = L*(I) = by = b = b3, = H/*(I),
=7 H*(R® = H/2(I), By=0, By=1.
For any z € C\(—o0, 0], one has

T e e O R L

MY = [1 —vR, —vDLZ} '

DLt  -D,
By the mapping properties provided in Sections [4.1] and [4.2] by (5.6]) and (5.7) with w = —s, one
gets
MY™ € B(H (RAD)" @ HYA(T), HL (RAD)* @ H-V2(D)).

By Lemma BL.I9 with v = 0, for any 2 € Z§,, # &,

(VBB = AP (V2)T = A= DI e B(HVAT), HYAD)).
Thus,

ZBy,By = Zn = {2 € C\(—00,0] : (MI')™" € B(H*(T), H'*(T))} 2 Z3,,.
By Lemma .19 again, for any z € Z7,, # &,
(MLPoP2) =t = (Ao P) ™t = (M)~ = AL o= (DY)~ € B(H VA1), HYA(D)).

Thus,

Zg = Zy = {z € o(A +v) : (MY™)™r € B(H V(D) HY*(D))} 2 22,

Hence,

Z 0 1 0 1
where, by Theorem [5.3]

[ o (7 0 34 el )

B A [A"Z — A.DL,(DY)"'DL:N, —A DLZ(DV)_l]

—(DY)"' DLEAY, —(Dy)!
Ay 0 L+ —DL,(DY)"'DL: DL,]\ [AY 0
€2 DLZ 0 0 —(DY)~!

One has
(6.13) N e B(H' (RP\D) @ HV2(D), H (R3\D)* & H/2(I)).
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By Theorems 2.1] and 2.9], there follows that

0 1" [0 1 DL}
A, 0 —DL,(DY)"'DL: DL.]\ [AY 0 R,
R R O A ol s 2

(6.16) =RY — DLY(DY)"'DLY*

is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator A""; ([6.14)) holds for any z € o(A"™) N C\(—o0, 0], both

(615) and (G.16) hold for any z € p(A""™) N o(A + v).
By Theorem and by [yo]u = pgu for any u € dom(A""™),

A"y = Au+ vu + ([yo]u)dr .
By (6.8]) and by the mapping properties of DLY, one has
dom(A"™) C HY(R3\I).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.11]
u € dom(A"") = ~yu=0.

Since va contains a positive half-line, A"" is bounded from above and hypothesis (H4.1) holds.
The scattering couple (A", A) is asymptotically complete and the corresponding scattering matrix
is given by

SY" =1-2miLAAYM L, A € (—00,0)\(0, (A +v) Ua, (A™)),

where Ly is given in Theorem B3] and /\V" = = lim\ gAY}, This latter limit exists by Lemma

Atie”
B9 in particular, by (3:22]),
AVt <1 N [(1 —VvR)™ v o _1] [_DL;(DX7+2—5(DL;)* DLjD "
0 —(Dy7) (DLY) 0
y (1-vR{)" v 0
o~y
where
+ . + .1 viE .7 v
R)\ = ll\I(Ig)R)\iiE N DL)\ = EI\I%DL)\ﬂ:iE N D)\ = ll\%’YlDLAiie .

6.4. Short-range potentials and semi-transparent boundary conditions of §-type. Here
we take

by = b3 = bap = H'/*(I") < b5 = L2(T) > by = b5 = b, = H~"2(T),
=7 H*(R® = HY?(I), By=0, By=1,
where
0 BH*>T),H *([I)), 0<so<1/2, 0"=80.

Let us notice (see [I5, Remark 2.6]) that in the case 6 is the multiplication operator associated to

a real-valued function 6, then 6 € LP(T"), p > 2, fulfills our hypothesis. Let us also remark that

F(H* (L), H* () C B(H'*(T), H~'/*(I)) = 5(b3,05 ,).

For any z € C\(—o0,0], one has
o= [1 0] [l o) [l s ] _flar 0] yofl o

1 z )

z

0 6 0 1 v R, (x)~*° MR 0 0 1

MY [1 — VR, —VDL }

DL} —
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By the mapping properties provided in Sections [4.1] and [4.2] by (5.6]) and (5.7)) with w = —s, one
gets
M2 € B(HL(RAT) & HYA(T), HL,(RO\T)" & H-V2(T)).

Lemma 6.1. Let Z7, # @ be given as in Lemma|f.19. Then,
Vee Z0,=2,NC\R, (1-0(DY)~")'eznH VD).

Proof. We follow the same the arguments as in the proof of [12 Lemma 5.4]. Since, by the
compact embedding H=% (') < H~Y2(I'), §(DY)~! € #(H~Y*(T")) is compact, by the Fredholm
alternative, 1 —A(DY)~! has a bounded inverse if and only if it has trivial kernel. Let o € H~Y/2(T")
be such that DYy = 0¢p; using the self-adjointness of 0, we get

(DI = DZ)p =0.
By the resolvent identity,
Im(z)n RER;y1e =0.
This gives
(6.17) [RZviellrews) = 0.
Since (R!Y{)* = M RY € B(L*(R?), H/?(T")) is surjective, then R~ € B(H'/?(T"), L?(R%)) has

z z

closed range by the closed range theorem and, by [10, Theorem 5.2, p. 231],
IRVl L2 we) 2 el ar-1r2(r) -
Thus ker(1 — 6(DY)™1) = {0} and the proof is done. O
According to Lemma [6.1] with v = 0, for any z € 28n #+ g,
(M)~ = (M0~ = A= (0~ Do)~ = D7 (1 9D € B(HVAD), HOVA()).
Thus
Zpo, = Zo = {2 € C\(—00,0] : (MI)™! € B(H™V(), H~/*(I)} 2 Z3

7n‘

According to Lemma again, for any z € Z‘fn £,
(Mo B) ™ = (M) = RY? = (0-DY) " = (DY) (1-0(DY) ™) € BHVHT), HA(T))

Thus
Zg=Zug:={z€o(A+v): (M) e BHV2D), HYXD)} 2 22,

a5 [<%>s (1)] (o) [@;é—s (1)] [(a:ﬁsv o] _ [(9«88 ﬂ 28 :<rg>s ﬂ |

where, by Theorem [5.3]

Hence,

2B o | NN+ ALY DL ADLAY]
2 = N\ AV DLEAY, Av? |
[ 0] (14 [PE-ASDL: DL.TY [AL 0
0 AYY DL 0 0 Av|-

One has
(6.18) N e BH (RP\T) & HV2(I), H' ((R3\D)* & H'/?(I)).
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By Theorems 2] and 229], there follows that

0 0 1 DL*

B A0 DL.AYDL: DL\ [A. 0 ][R.
(6.20) =R, + [Rz DLz] |:0 K\Z/,6:| <1 + |: DL; 0 0 K\Z/’e DL;
(6.21) =R! + DLYAYDLY" .

is the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator A¥9"?; [@I9) holds for any z € o(AY9"?)NC\(—o0,0], both

©20) and G210 hold for any z € o(A%?) N o(A 4 v).
By Theorem 2.6

A0y = Au+ vu + (0y1u)85 .
By (6.8) and by the mapping properties of DLY, one has
dom(AV*Y) C HY(R3\T).
Moreover, by RYu € H2(R?), so that [y1]R%u = 0, and by @52), one gets [yo] RY u = AV DLY*u =
pa(RY%u). Hence, by Lemma Z11]
u € dom(AV"S/’e) =  mu=0yju.
Proceeding as in [12, Subsection 5.5] (see the proof of Theorem 5.15 there), A"%*? is bounded from

above and so hypothesis (H4.1) holds. The scattering couple (A¥9? A) is asymptotically complete
and the corresponding scattering matrix is given by

S\)'\’e =1-—2mi L,\/\‘/'\’G’JFLK, A € (=00,0\(0, (A +Vv)U J;(A""Sl’e)),

where Ly is given in Theorem (.3 and /\\)'\’6’Jr = lime o /\\)'\’_(ii .- This latter limit exists by Lemma

B.9 in particular, by ([3.22),

ot _ (14 [0 vR) v 0 DL} (9 — DY) "'a(DLY)* DL
0 (0 — DY) (DLY)* 0
L[ vRI)"1v 0
0 (0 — Dy la)
where

+ . + . v, . 1. \
R)\ = ll\l% R)\:I:ie N DLA = ll\l% SL)\:I:iey D)\ = ll\l% ’YODL)\:I:Z'E .
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