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Abstract

This paper proves new results on spectral and scattering theory for matrix-valued
Schrodinger operators on the discrete line with non-compactly supported perturbations
whose first moments are assumed to exist. In particular, a Levinson theorem is proved,
in which a relation between scattering data and spectral properties (bound and half
bound states) of the corresponding Hamiltonians is derived. The proof is based on
stationary scattering theory with prominent use of Jost solutions at complex energies
that are controlled by Volterra-type integral equations.

1 Introduction

This paper proves a Levinson theorem for a matrix-valued Schrodinger operator of the form
H = Hy + V on the Hilbert space ?(Z,C*) with L € N, where the free operator Hy is the
discrete Laplacian, up to an additive constant, given by

Hou(n) :==u(n+1) +u(n — 1), u € (*(Z,Ch), (1)

and V is a potential energy given by a self-adjoint matrix-valued multiplication operator

where V(n) € CI*L is a self-adjoint L x L matrix for every n € N. The main assumption is
that its first moment exists, i.e.

> V()] < oo. (2)

Levinson theorem, see Theorem M| below, relates scattering data to the number of bound
and half-bound states of H. The objects of scattering theory are formulated in terms of
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Jost solutions which are formal eigenvectors of H with prescribed asymptotic behavior. More
precisely, we will identify H, Hy and V with extended operators acting on sequences u € (CL)%
or u € M% where M = CE*E | given by the same formulas, and then consider the formal (or
generalized) eigenvalue equation

Hu = FEu, (3)
where FE € C is parameterized in the following form
E=z+41/z, z e C. (4)
Then the Jost solutions uz € M?Z are specified by
ui(n) =2"(1+o(1)), n — +oo, (5)

where 1 is the identity matrix in M. As n + 2"1 are the solutions of the free equation
Hou = Eu, one can alternatively state that the Jost solutions uZ are those solutions of (3]
that behave as the free solutions asymptotically at +occ. In Section 2] we prove their existence
and several of their properties. Our previous work [9] only addresses the case 0 < |z| < 1,
which is hence here extended to cover |z| > 1. The full picture, that is z € C\ {0}, and
furthermore a discussion of the case z = 0 are necessary for a proof of Levinson’s theorem.
The following elementary remark allows to introduce the scattering matrix and will be referred
to at several reprises.

Remark 1. For each z € C\ {1,0,—1}, due to the asymptotic behavior (H) of the Jost

solutions, the columns of the matrix (u?, ul/?) are linearly independent for z € C\ {0, 1,1}
and, therefore, they form a basis of solutions of the generalized eigenvalue equation ([B). ¢

Definition 2. For z € C\ {1,0, —1}, we denote by M7 and Ni the L x L matrices satisfying
wi = M?+uFNE WM = u MR N (6)

The matrices M7 and Ni are the key ingredients in stationary scattering theory. The
scattering matrix is built from them in the following way:

Definition 3. For z € C\ {1,0, —1} with |z| < 1 such that M7 is invertible, the scattering

matrix is given by
(1) —Nf(Mf)*)
§* = * . 7
(—Ni(M:i)—l (h2) @)

The entries of 8% also define the transmission and reflection coefficients matrices by

. (T R*
S_(Ri Tf)'

Proposition [[4] below implies that S* is well-defined and unitary for z € S'\ {1,-1}.
Moreover, Proposition combined with Proposition implies that the function z € S!\



{—1,1} = det(S?) is differentiable. Proposition [[6 and Remark [[7 below show that M3 are
invertible in a neighborhood of 1 in D\ {—1, 1}, and similarly in a neighborhood of —1.

As a final preparation for the statement of the main result, let us introduce the path I'¢
for € > 0 as the truncated upper semicircle parameterized by 7 : [0, 1] — S* given by

,yi(t) _ 6z7r((1—t)e+t(1—e)).

Theorem 4 (Levinson Theorem). The Hamiltonian H has only a finite number Jy, of eigen-
values Ey, ..., E; € R (listed with their multiplicity) and they are outside of [—2,2]. More-
over, at the thresholds E = +2, there are Jﬂf < L linearly independent bounded solutions of
Hu = £2u which are called half-bound states. With J, = J, + J;7, one has

2m(Jy + 5Jp — L) = — lim det(Sz)_ldiZ det(S%)dz .

e—0
s

This article does not assume that the potential is compactly supported, as we did in our
previous work [8]. Non assuming compactly supported potentials requires different techniques:
the compactly supported case [§] is prominently based on transfer matrices. The existence
and differentiability of the Jost solutions in [8] pends on transfer matrix techniques that, to
our best knowledge, do not transpose to the case with non-compact support. This implies
that the proofs in this manuscript differ substantially from [§]. As already stated above, the
Jost solutions are here studied as solutions of integral equations, similarly as in [9]. To avoid
overlaps with the earlier works, we state needed results from [8, [9] without proofs and focus
on the innovative aspects of the arguments.

Finally, let us give a brief account of earlier related works on scattering for one-dimensional
discrete Schrodinger operators. Foundations and inverse scattering theory for the scalar case
are laid out in [111 [15] 16} 17, [5, 24]. Levinson’s theorem for one-dimensional discrete operators
in the scalar case is proved in [I§] and more recently in [12] 19, 22]. Scattering in a periodic
background is treated in [14]. Works on the scattering theory for the matrix-valued case
are scarce [23] [0, [7], but the latter two also construct Jost solutions and a scattering matrix
under a moment condition similar as is done below. What is missing in [7], however, is the
fine analysis of the analytic behavior of the Jost solutions and the scattering matrix at the
band edges so that the authors could not conclude that there is a finite number of bound
states nor analyze half-bound states nor prove a Levinson theorem. For scattering theory
for continuous one-dimensional Schrodinger operators with a matrix-valued potential, there
is also abundant literature, most of which is cited in the recent monograph by Aktosun and
Weder [4]. A Levinson theorem in that framework is proved in [3] 2], and an index-theoretic
perspective is given in [20] (in the scalar case, but this readily transposes to the matrix-valued
case, e.g. [10, 19]). Complementary references for scattering theory on matrix Schrodinger
operators and inverse scattering can be found in [21], [4].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2] constructs Jost solutions and proves some key
regularity properties and estimates for them. Section [3 then deduces analytical properties
of the scattering matrix. Sections [l and (] address respectively the half-bound and bound
states appearing in Levinson’s theorem. Section [0l gives a formula for the time delay that was



already used in [8] and for which a new simplified proof is provided here. In Section [7 we
prove our main result (Levinson Theorem) using the results and constructions of the other
sections.

2 Jost solutions

2.1 Existence

In this section, we construct fundamental solutions to Eq. (3)).

Definition 5. For every z € C\ {0}, we denote by s* the scalar solutions s* € CZ of
Hou = (z 4+ 1/2)u such that s*(0) =0, s*(1) = 1.

Explicitly, one can verify that

SZ(TL) — { z—i*l (Zn o Z_n)v 2 7A 17 (8)

(£1)"n, z = =+1.

Proposition 6 (Fundamental solution). For every z € C\{0}, there exist solutions ui. € M?
to BEq. @) with E = z + %, such that

ui(n) =2"(1+o(1)), n — too. (9)

For 0 < |z| <1, they satisfy:

o0

wi(n)=z"1— Y s*(j—n)V(ui(j), nez,

j=n+1
n—1

uPn) =21+ Y SEG -V G),  nel
j=—00

Moreover, if one defines

i (n) == z7"ui(n), ne€Z, ze€ C\ {0},

i =1, am)|_,=1,

then for each n € Z the functions z — 7 (n) and z — ﬂl_/z(n) are analytic on the open unit
disc
D:={zeC:|z| <1}, (11)

and continuous on its closure D = {z € C : |z| < 1} with a uniform bound inn and z € D.

Proof. Existence, analyticity and continuity of the solutions u3 and u “for 0 < |z| <1,
was already proved in Lemma 7 of [9] which also contains (I0). The argument is essentially
based on solutions of the Volterra equation as stated in Theorem
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The extension of % and @% to z = 0 is derived using the proof of Lemma 7 in [9]
setting K%(n,j) = 0. We recall that K*(n,j) = —2z/""s*(j — n)V(j) in [9]. Notice that
lim, o 2"s*(m) — 0 for m > 0, which implies that z — K?*(n, j) is analytic on |z| < 1. The
uniform bound on 4% (n), w.r.t. n and z, follows again from Theorem

Next we construct the solution w7 for |z| > 1, the construction of the solution u s

analogous. Let z € C with |z| > 1 and take m € N such that

> . z¢—1
> IvO . (12)
j=m
Consider the Volterra-type equation for n > m
PN . z SN 4
Y(n)=2 V()Y () + o127 V()Y (), (13)
j=n+1 j=m

which is equivalent to Eq. (B]) (this is verified in (I3]) below, see also [1] p. 31 for the continuous
setting). In order to find a solution Y to Eq. (I3), let us set X(n) = z7"Y (n) and rewrite
Eq. (I3) in the next way

z - 2(j—n) . .
t o > 2TV (X)), (14)

X(n) =

For each n,j > m, one hence defines K(n,j) € M by

- 2U—"W( ), m<j<n
-\ 22 1Z j? _j— Y

22—1

The definition implies that ||K(n, )| < |Z=| V()| for all n,j > m. Next consider the
operator 1" : £>°(|m,00) NN, M) — £>°(|m, 00) NN, M) defined by

(TX)(n) = ) K(n,j)X()

j=m

Notice that T is well-defined because one has due to (2l

Z 1K (n, )X () < ||XIIOOZ 1, ) < X loo | 5=

] =m

Z VI < —||X||oo

for all n € [m, 00) NN, where || ||oo denotes the norm in the Banach space £>°([m, oo) NN, M).
It follows that the operator norm satisfies
1
T < =.
7 <

Eq. (I4) takes the form of
X=1+TX.



Therefore its solution is
X=(1-T)"1€*N,M),

which exists because ||T|| < %. It is easy to see from Eq. ([I4) that X(n) — 1 for n — +oc.
Now we define for n > m,

and recursively for n < m,
ui(n —1) = Eui(n) = V(n)ui(n) —ui(n+1).

It follows from its definition that w7 satisfies (), and for n < m it satisfies (B]). The fact that
u’ satisfies @) for n > m + 1 follows from its definition and the next computation:

Y(n+1)+Y(n—-1)

. n+1 n—1 Z - n+1 n—1—
= (""" 42 )1+22_1(22+JV +Z V(5 ))

j=n+2
> n+1 n—1
+ 5 (Z STVEY () + Y ATHVG)Y (j))
j=m j=m

= Fz Zzz_ n ( Z ("7 Z"_l_j)v(j)y<j)>

j=n+1

(Z il i n+1)V(J)Y(j)>

j=m

( V(n+ 1) (n+1)+z'Vn)Yn)+Vn+1D)Y(n+1) - 2V(n)Y(n))

n

— Bz "IV ()Y () T > FITVG)Y () - V()Y (n)
] =n+1 j=m
= EY(n) —V(n)Y(n). (15)
This completes the proof. O

2.2 Derivatives of Jost solutions

The previous section constructed the solutions u3 and u'/* and demonstrated their analyticity
on open unit disc D as well as their continuity on its closure D. In this section, it is proved they
are continuously differentiable D in the sense of the definition below. The proof is inspired
by the continuous case that is presented in Deift and Trubowitz [13].

Definition 7. Suppose that U is a subset of C. A function g : U — C s said to be differen-
tiable at z € U with differential (or derivative) Lg(z) or §(z) if for every € > 0 there exists
0 > 0 such that

g(z+h) —9()

0<|h|<d, z4+helU Y

—g(2)| <e



Then g is said to be differentiable on U if it is differentiable at every point of U, and contin-
uously differentiable on U if its derivative is a continuous function. Likewise, these concepts
are defined for vector or matriz values functions.

Notice that if z is an interior point of U, this coincides with the usual definition of
analyticity. For the proof of the differentiability of u7, we will again use the sequence
@i (n) = z7"u?(n). Due to ([I0), it satisfies

i (n) =1+ Z A7 (5 —n)V (5)az(h), z € D.

j=n+1

Hence let us set, for z € D and j > n € N,

j—n—1
H(Z,’)’L,j) = _Zj_nsz(j - TL) = - 22m+17
m=0
so that .
@(n) =1+ > H(zn V()i () (16)
j=n+1
From the definition, one readily checks that
‘H(Zvnuj)‘ Sj_nu (17>

and

Hon gy < 20=me™ 2V 142 2 mme 12NN

1— 22 1— 22  1— 22 1— 22 1— 22

It follows that '
(1= 2*)H(z,n,j)] <4(j —n). (18)

Now formally deriving (@) w.r.t. z one obtains the equation

L= 3 Hen)VOGRGD+ Y Hen)VOSEG, (19

for n € N. Let us first verify that this equation, multiplied with 1 — 2%, has a bounded
solution.

Lemma 8. For z € D there exists a solution h* € {(N, M) of the integral equation

h*(n) = Z (1= 2*)H(z,n, )V (7). (j) + Z H{(z,n, )V (5)h* (),

which is analytic on D and continuous on D.



Proof. By Proposition [0, @3 € ¢>°(N, M) with ||@Z || uniformly bounded for z € D. For
n € N, (I8) implies that

Y= HEn )V TGN < Y GIVOINIE G < 4@ e Y iIlVE)-
J=n+1 j=n+1 j=0
This implies that the function
g(n) = (1=2")H(z,n, )V ()T () (20)
j=n+1

belongs to (*°(N, M), is analytic in z € D and uniformly bounded on D:

l97loo < 4sup|E 1o Y IV ()II-

zeD =0

Then the result follows from the Theorem with ¢* defined as above and K?(n,j) =
H(z,n, j)V (i), M(5) = jlIV)I. O

Proposition 9. For each n € N, the function z ui (n) is continuously differentiable on
D\ {1,—1}. Moreover, the derivative Lu% € (*(N, M) and it satisfies (I9).

Proof. For z € D\ {1,—1}, let us set f* := (1 — 2)"'h* where h* is defined in Lemma [l
Lemma [ implies that z — f*(n) is continuous on D \ {1,—1} and satisfies the following
equation

Fn)= 3 Hen VGGG + Y HEn VG, neN (1)

Take n € N and z € D\ {1, —1}. We prove that L4 (n) = f*(n), then the result follows
from the above. Using (I6) and (21)) one has

CZEW )= omy+ Y HEnVG) (“ ) ) fz(j)> ,
where
6= Y. (AR ZHERIy i) - G VGG )

Eq. (I8) implies that

1 (2., )V ()@ (DI < 411 =22 V)L



which is hence summable in j by the main assumption (2)). On the other hand, the estimate

HH(Z“—hana]) _H(Z>n>])

1
Hg/‘wﬂz+anmw
h :

leads to

HH(Z +h,n,j) — H(z,n,j)

v <a( [ - G+ mra)ivol

which is thus also summable in j. Therefore, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
implies that G(h) — 0 as h — 0. Now by the Gronwall lemma (Lemma [25]) and Eq. (I7), one
has

,az—i-h n) — i (n ) ‘ ‘
U )h “(n) — f*(n)| < |G(h)|exp < Z ]||V(])||> — 0, as h — 0.
j=n+1
This implies the desired result. .

Remark 10. Recall that (see Proposition [fl) by definition v (n) = 2"@% (n), so that Proposi-
tion @ implies that the map z +— u7 (n) is continuously differentiable on D\ {1, —1} for n € N.
Moreover, Eq. (3] implies that

win = 1) = (24 1/2 = V(n))ui (n) — i (n + 1),

which along with the above allows to prove that z — u%(n) is continuously differentiable
on D\ {1,-1} for all n € Z. In a similar way one proves that the map z — ul_/z(n) is
continuously differentiable on D\ {—1,0,1} for all n € Z. The above results imply that the

map z — ui/ “(n) is differentiable for z € (C\ D) \ {—1, 1}, and therefore it is differentiable
on S'\ {—1,1}. The same holds true for the function z — u? (n). o

3 Scattering matrix

All formulas in this section are identical to those in [8], but their existence in the present
more general context depends on the results of the previous sections. Remark [I] allows us to
define the scattering coefficients M3 and Nj for z € C\ {1,0, —1} (see Definition [2]). These
matrices have representations in terms of the Wronskian which for two functions u,v € M%
is defined by

W(u,v)(n) =1(u(n+ 1)*v(n) —u(n) v(n +1)). (22)

Using the eigenvalue Eq. (3], an elementary calculation implies that W (u%,u?)(n) and

W(uli/ . uz)(n) do not depend on n (for every z). Then, using the asymptotic behavior
of Jost solutions, one concludes that for 0 < |z| <1

W (7, u?) =0 =W u/), (23)



and for z € C\ {0}

Wy ui) = (V)1 (24)

where we set .
z . 25
V= —— (25)

Proposition 11. For every 0 < |z| < 1 with 2% # 1, the following expressions hold true:
z z 1/z
M? =2 W(u? u2), (26)

M? = —F W(uZ,u?). (27)

Moreover, for every |z| > 1 with 2* # 1,

Ni = —v W(uZ,u?), (28)
N* =2 W(u/? u'?). (29)

Proof. Let us start computing W(ul_/z,ui) for 0 < |z| < 1 using equations (6)), (23) and

24):
W (u? 7)) = W w? M7 +u*N?) = W(w!? v )MZ + W (uZ u*)N7 = () M7

— —

In a similar fashion using that ©'/# = —v* one has:

W (2, u?) = W2, ul* M? + w2 N?) = W (a2, u*)M? + W (uZ, 02 )N? = —(v*) "' M>.

The rest of the proof is derived in a similar way. a
Proposition [[] implies
(MZ)*=M? for z € D\ {0}, (N7)"=—N2 for zeS\{l,-1}. (30)

Next further properties of these coefficients are proved.

Lemma 12. For every z € S'\ {—1,1}, the following identities hold true:

(M?)*'M? = 1+ (N?)*N* | (31)
M:N* = —NY"M* (32)
(M7)*M7 = 1 4 (N7)™N%, (33)
M?N? = —NY*M* (34)
Proof. Equations (@) and (24]) imply that
() = Wi, u2) = W M2 + u*N* w> M? + u*N*). (35)
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Expanding the r.h.s. of (35) and using Equations (23]), (24]), one gets
()71 = () (M) M3 — () (V2N

where v'/* = —1* was used. This implies (33). Eq. (BI) is obtained in similar manner by
expanding W (u”,u*). Now let us prove (34). It follows from Equations (23]) and (@) that

0=Wy* uw)=WuM"* + > NJ* u> M7 + u*N?). (36)
Expanding the r.h.s. of (Bl and using Equations 23)), ([24]), we get
0= —(v") (M) NE + () (V) Mg = — () T MENE — (vF) T INYEME,

where the last equality follows from ([B0). Eq. (B2)) is obtained in similar manner expanding
W(ul_/ “our). O

The next proposition allows to extend M7 to 0.

Proposition 13. The functions z — M and z — Mi are differentiable on D\ {—1,0,1}
and S\ {—1,1}, respectively. Moreover,

lim M7 = 1.

z—0

Therefore the functions z — M3 are analytic on |z| < 1.

Proof. By Remark [I0 the functions z — (ul_/z(n))*, z + u?(n) are differentiable on I \
{=1,1}. By (20) and (217) this implies the first claim. The second part follows from the
following computation using Eq. (27)

M? = —I/W(ui,ul_/z)

= (e () () — o ) (04 1))
= I (4 1) () — e (M () (1)
= @ DY ) = ) ) > 1 as 20,

because ﬂi(n),ﬂl_/z(n) — 1 as z — 0 (see Proposition [). The other limit can be computed
in the same fashion. The last claim follows from the removable singularity theorem. a

Next recall Definition [3] introducing the scattering matrix S* for z € D by (), provided
that M7 are invertible. This is the case on the unit circle:

Proposition 14. For z € S'\ {1, -1}, the matrices M3 are invertible and the scattering
matrix S is unitary.

11



Proof. Eqgs. (3I)) and (33) imply that MZ are invertible (using that (A*Ag¢, ¢) = ||A¢||* one
checks injectivity and therefore surjectivity because they are finite dimensional operators).
For the second part, the off-diagonal terms of (§*)* S* are (see Definition [3])

(M) VE(ME) T = (M) (VD) (M) (37
(M) (V) (M) = ()7 N (M) (39)

and they vanish by (B0). The diagonal terms are

(M) (14 (NE)"ND(MF) ™, (39)
(M) (1 + (N2)"™NZ) (M)~

and they are both equal to 1, see (B3] and (3T]). This proves the unitary of S=. O

4 Half-bound states

This section analyzes the behavior of the function z +— det(M7) when z — £1. All the
results in this section are presented for z — 1, but they are also true for = — —1 and
the corresponding proofs are basically the same. Throughout this section we will denote
J;F = dim Ker(W (ul,ul)). Notice that this seems to differ from Theorem H] however, these
two definitions coincide as will be verified in the proof of Theorem [l Let us start by stating
a result from [9] (see Proposition 24 and Eq. (102) therein). From the definition of ul,
one knows that u} (j) tends to 1 as j tends to infinity. Then, for large enough j, ul (j) is
invertible. In order to simplify notations, we assume that u! (1) is already invertible (this is
needed in order to apply Proposition 24 in [9]). This does not imply any restriction because
one can always translate the origin.

Proposition 15. There exist invertible matrices P, () € Mpxr and matriz valued functions
A(z),B(z),C(z), D(2), for z € D\ {1} (recall (I0)) sufficiently close to 1, such that

Pwe e = (50 50) (10)

where
A(z) =1(1—2)A+0o(|1—2]), B(z)=0(1), C(z)=0(1-z2|), D(z)=D+o(1). (41)

In the previous equations, A is a matriz of size J," x J,* (and this determines the dimensions
of the other matrices involved). Moreover, A and and D are invertible matrices. The invert-
ibility of u?.(1) for z close to 1 follows from the invertibility of ul (1) and the continuity of
Jost solutions.

In [9], Proposition was used to show that the limits T} :=1lim, ,; T7 exist. It also
implies the next result which is a preparation for the proof of Levinson’s theorem.
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Proposition 16. There is a constant ¢ € C\ {0} such that
det(M?) = (z = 1) L(c+o(1)), z2—1, zeD.
Proof. Using Egs. (26) and (40) one has for 0 < |z| < 1 that

det(Mz) = (v*)* det (égz; ggz;) (a+o0(1)), (42)

where a = det(PQ)™" # 0, and the continuity of the function z — % (1) was used. Using
Schur formula for the determinant (see Proposition 28) and Eq. (Il), it follows that

Az) B(2)) _ e ) et(2(1 —z o(l1 = 2)) = (2 — 1)n 0
det(c(z> D(z>)—dt<D+ (1)) det(u(l — 2)A + of|1 — 2])) = (= = 1)’ (b + o(1)), (43)

where b is a non-zero constant. Using Eqs. (42)), (43) and (25]), the required result follows. O

Remark 17. Using Eq. ([30) and Proposition [I6 one gets a similar result for M? in a neigh-
borhood of z = 1 in D:

det(M?) = (z — 1) (e + o(1)). (44)
The corresponding result in a neighborhood of z = —1 in D reads as:

det(M?) = (z + 1) ~H(d + o(1)), (45)
where d € C\ {0}. o

5 Bound states

This section is about the behavior of the function z — det(M7) when z — r, where r is such
that £ = r + 1/r is an eigenvalue of H. The main result is (see Proposition 21)) that the
number of zeros of the function z — det(M3) on D (counted with multiplicity) equals the
number of eigenvalues of H (counted with multiplicity).

Proposition 18. Forz € C, 0 < |z| <1, and E = z+ 1/z, the following identity holds true:
dim(Ker(H — FE)) = dim(Ker(M3)). (46)
Moreover, NZ restricted to Ker(M?) is a bijection between Ker(M?) and Ker(M7).
Proof. Let us prove (@G]) for M7 and the result for MZ is obtained in a similar fashion. Set
S.={peCl:uigpec Pz Cl)y, S ={pecCr:u"¢ePzC")}

then the function 7' : Sy — Ker(H — E) defined by T'(¢) = u7 ¢ is linear and injective (because
the columns of u7 are linearly independent by Remark [I] and these columns are precisely
solutions to the eigenvalue problem). Let u € Ker(H — E), then there exist ¢ € CF such that
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u(n) = ui(n)¢ (writeu = ui¢+ui/ “4) again by Remark [T and notice that ui/ “(n)1y # 0 implies

that lim,, ||ui/z(n)¢|| = oo - see Eq. ([@))). Thus T is surjective, and it is consequently an

isomorphism.

Next we prove that Sy = Ker(M7) which implies ([dG)) (similarly, one proves that S_ =
Ker(M?)). Let us take ¢ € Ker(M7) and multiply (G) by ¢ so that

uig=u*Ng. (47)

This implies that u? ¢ € (*(Z,C") and therefore ¢ € S, which implies that Ker(M3) C S;.
The other contention is proved by taking ¢ € S, and multiplying (@) by ¢. Then

wid = u Mig+u* N,

Since uZ ¢ € (*(Z,C*"), it follows (using the asymptotic behavior of Jost solutions to compute
the second term on the right of the next equation) that
lim w” (n)M?¢ = lim u(n)¢—u"*(n)N?¢ = 0.
n——oo n——oo

The asymptotic behavior of Jost solutions implies that M} ¢ = 0 (since otherwise one would
have lim,,_, o ||u? (n) M3 ¢|| = 00). The arguments above imply the fist part of the statement.

Next, let us prove that Ni‘Ker( is a bijection between Ker(M?) and Ker(M?). Take

¢ € Ker(M?). Eq. (@) implies that

M?)

u1/2¢ — uiNin,

and using the asymptotic behavior of Jost solutions (see Eq. (@) one concludes that
uiN*¢ € (*(2,Ch).
With help of Eq. (@) for v (i.e. u7ZN?¢ = uz_MijqS—l—ul_/zNijqb ), one deduces as before

(using a blow up argument) that N?¢ € Ker(M?7). This implies that N? maps Ker(M?) into
Ker(M?). Moreover, Eq. (@) and the above equations imply that

u¢ =z N* ¢ = u/*N*N* .
Taking the limit n — —oo in this identity (see also Eq. ([@))), it follows that
¢ = NiNZ¢.
In a similar fashion, one proves that if ¢ € Ker(M7) then N7¢ € Ker(M?) and
¢ = NZNi¢.

Then the restriction of N7 to Ker(M7) is the inverse of N? ‘Ker( Mz concluding the proof.0
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Proposition 19. The set of eigenvalues of H is finite and every eigenvalue E can be expressed
in the form
E=z+1/z

for some z € (—1,0) N (0, 1).
Proof. Let us first state some properties of the function
E:C\ {0} —C, E(z) =2+1/z:

Solving for z gives
z=E/24\/E?/4—-1,

which implies that the map FE' is surjective. The presence of the square root implies that the
solutions are given by a Riemann surface with two branches. Then, for every complex number
E, there are only two solutions z;,, z.,;+ for the equation

E(z)=E.

Since E(z) = E(1/z), one obtains that the restriction of £ to the disc D is injective and its
restriction to D is surjective (and therefore the analysis can be restricted to the case |z| < 1).
Moreover, an elementary calculation yields that the equation

z4+1/z=FE,

for E in the real numbers and |z| < 1, is solvable if and only if |z| =1 or z € (—1,1).

Since H a self-adjoint, its spectrum is contained in the real line. All eigenvalues, parame-
terized in the form F(z), |z| < 1, must satisfy that 2 € S' U (—1,1). Next let us argue that,
furthermore, if 2 € S*\ {1, =1}, then £ = 2+ 1/z is not an eigenvalue. Suppose that u is an
eigenvector of H corresponding to F(z), i.e. Hu = E(z)u, with z € S'\ {—1,1}. Remark [
implies that u can be written in the form

— 47 1/z
u=uia+ulp,

for some a, B € CF. As u is square integrable, one has

lim u(n) = 0.
n—oo
Eq. (@) yields that
lim z"a+ (1/2)"6 =0,

n—oo

which is only possible when o« = = 0 and hence u = 0. Consequently all eigenvalues must
lie on [—1,1]. It remains to rule out the points {—1,1}. We analyze only z = 1, since the
analysis for z = —1 is the same. The proof in this case is similar, but Remark [ is not valid
anymore because ui = ui/ “for z = 1. The columns of u! do not generate all solutions.
Nevertheless, in Definition 1 in [9] we introduce another solution v} such that the columns of
[ul v} ] generate all solutions. Now, following the line-of-argument for the case z € S'\{—1, 1},

one concludes that 1 is not an eigenvalue.
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Next let us check that there are neighborhoods of 0 and 41 in D such that for z in
these neighborhoods E(z) is not an eigenvalue of H. Proposition [I§ implies that a number
E =2+1/z € Cwith 0 < |2|] < 1 is an eigenvalue of H if and only if the function
2"+ det(M?') has a zero at z. Now M?Z is invertible in a neighborhood of +1 (by Proposition
and Remark [I7)) and also in a neighborhood of 0 by Proposition[I3l This implies the claim.

Finally let us recall that the essential spectrum of H is [—2, 2] which is precisely the image
of S under the map E. The above arguments imply that the eigenvalues of H take the form
E(z), for z in a compact subset K of (0,1) \ {0}. Then, all eigenvalues of H must belong
to the compact set E(K). This set does not intersect the essential spectrum of H. Since
all spectral points of H not belonging to the essential spectrum are isolated eigenvalues with
finite multiplicity, we conclude that there is only a finite number of them (and they can be
parametrized in the form E(z) for a finite number of z’s in (—1,0) U (0, 1)). O

Proposition [I§ claims that the number of zeros, counted without multiplicity, of the func-
tion z — det(M73) on D is equal to the number of eigenvalues of H, counted without multi-
plicity. Proposition 21l below proves that they are also the same if counted with multiplicity.
For the proof, the following technical statement is needed which is a discrete version of a
result from [3] that was already used in [§].

Lemma 20. Let r € R, with 0 < |r| < 1 and such that r +1/r = E is an eigenvalue of H.
Let a € Ker(M?"). The following equation holds true:

T * d z — 1/r
(NZa) — M| a=r Y| (48)

Proof. Let z € D and recall that the Jost solution u7 satisfies the generalized eigenvalue
equations Hu? = Eui with £ = z + 1/z, namely

ui(n+1)+ui(n—1)+V(n)ui(n) = (z+1/2)ui (n), Vn € Z. (49)

Taking derivative w.r.t. r, one obtains

' (n+ 1)+ 47 (n— 1)+ V(n)iL(n) = (r+1/r)a’ (n) + (1 — 1/r*)u’(n), (50)
where @, is given by @/, (n) = 2£uZ(n)| . Taking adjoints and evaluating in z = r in (Z9)
leads to -

u(n+1)" +ul(n—1)"+u (n)'V(n) = (r+1/r)u] (n)". (51)

Multiplying (50) on the left by v’ (n)* and (5I) on the right by @ (n) and subtracting the
resulting equations, one obtains

u’ (n) il (n+ 1) +ul (n)"u (n —1) —u' (n+ 1)*u (n)—u' (n — 1)*d (n) (52)

Recalling the definition of the Wronskian W (u/,, @'} )(n) = o(u’, (n+ 1)*a (n) — v (n) 4] (n+
1)), one can rewrite the last equation as

W', al ) (n —1) = W(u!,, 4% )(n) =2(1 — 1/r2)u’;(n)*u’;(n)
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Multiplying this equation by N”a on the right and by (N”«)* on the left implies that
(NTa)* (W (u, i) (n — 1) = W(ul, @) (n))N" o = i(1 = 1/r) (u?" (n)a) u" (n)a, ~ (53)

where Eq. (6) was used to exchange v/, (n)N” a by u "(n)a (recall that o € Ker(M™")). Since
a € Ker(M?), one has that u'/"a € (*(Z,C) (by using that u’ (n)N"a = u"/"(n)a and the
asymptotic properties of Jost solutions). Now take the sum in both sides of the Eq. (G3)) to
get:

> _sn=1) = s(n) =3 i1 = 1/r*) " (m)a) ul" (n)a = i(1 = 1/r) [ull"aP?,
neL nez
where s(n) = (NZa)*W(ul, 4" )(n)N'a, n € Z. Note that the Lh.s. of the equation is a
telescoping series. Thus
lim s(n)— lim s(n)=i(1—1/r%)|u""a| (54)
n——oo n—-+0o00

n—1~r

Calculating 7, (n) = nr" =4’ (n) + r"-£ 4% (n) and noticing that L4242 € (*°(N, M) (see
Proposition [@)), one obtains that

u’ (n), u' (n) = 0,n — +o0. (55)

Thus
s(n) -0 asn — +oo.

Using the definition of the Wronskian (see Eq. (22)) and the general fact that £ f(z)* =

zZ=z0
*

(Lf(2)| ), one obtains the following (for every n € Z):

2=Z0
d 1/z . 1/r 1/r
WLl =W, u) () + W, i) (), (56)
because "/ is given by i "(n) = dilzul_/ “(n)| . The following computation now uses again

Eq. (@) in order to replace u’, (n)N” o by ul_/r(n)a (recall that o € Ker(M")) and Eq. (56)
s(n) = (NZa)"W(u!p, 42 ) ()Nl = W(u, N o, 4! ) (n) N ov = W(ul/ra u! ) (n) N o

d B *
= oW (", u ) (n)N' o = o (d—W(u+, W - W(u+,ul/r)(n)) N'a=
z z=r
d
= 0" (W )| N W Y ma.
z z=r

Arguing as in (B3]), one gets ul_/r(n),ul_/r(n) — 0, n — —oo. Taking the limit (n — —o0) in
the last equation leads to

s(n)* — (Nioz)*diW(qu,ul/z) a, n— —00. (57)

z z=r
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Egs. (54) and (57) and the fact that s(n) — 0, n — +oo, show that

(Nia)*dizW(ui, a9 o= i =1/l (58)
Using Eq. (27) implies
dilz z = _dii,ﬁ Z:TW(u’;,ul_/r) - uzd%W(ui,ul_/z) . (59)
Then, due to o € Ker(M?) = KerW (u', u’n),
(Nia)*d%Mf _a= —VZ(Nza)*d%W(ui,ul_/Z> o (60)
Combining Egs. (60) and (58)), the result follows. O

Proposition 21. Suppose that r € R with 0 < |r| < 1 and that E = r+1/r is an eigenvalue
of H. Set n, = dim(Ker(M")) = dim(Ker(H — E)). Then there exists a complex number
¢, € C\ {0} such that

det(M?) = (z —7)" (¢, + O(|z — 1])), Z =T

Proof. Let {uy,...,u,. } be a basis of Ker(M”). Since NZ}KGI‘(MS) : Ker(M”) — Ker(M7)
is an isomorphism (see Proposition (I§)), it follows that {N"us,..., N"u,,} is a basis of
Ker(M?) = Ran(M")™, the latter due to Eq. (30). Next let {v,, +1,...,vr} be an orthonormal
basis of Ran(M” ) and {w,, 41, ..., ur } such that M"u; = v;. Then {N"wq, ..., N up, ,vs, ., ..., 01}
and {uy, ..., Up,, Un, 41, ..., ur} are basis of CL. We denote by Uy, Vi and Vi, V, the matrices
such that

Ui = (w..up), Uy = (ur..up,), Vi=(Nup..N'u, v, ..v1), Vo= (N"ui..N u,,).

. 0 0
WMM:Q1)

Then

We let A, B,C, D denote the matrices satisfying

A B
th“(é D)’

U,. Lemma 20 shows that A is invertible because for ¢ € C™ \ {0}

d
V*_Mz
Ldz

where A = Vy L \*

~ d d
P AP = (V2¢)*%Mf Z:TU2¢ = (N1U2¢)*%Mf

_ Vs =17 |u"Ung* # 0.

Note that the last identity used that the columns of U, are linearly independent. This implies
that Us¢ # 0. The fact that |Ju/"Us¢||? # 0 follows from Eq. (9), which implies that if z # 0
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then r™u/ "(n)x — z # 0 as n — —oo. With the help of Taylor’s theorem and analyticity, it
follows that

0 0
01

_((z=mnA  (z-r)B ,
_<(Z—7’)C* 1+(z—r)b)+0((z—7’)) as z — 7.

d
VIMZU, = ( ) + (2 — T)VI*%Mf

rUl + O((Z — 7”)2)

z=

Using the Schur formula (see Proposition 28) for the determinant in Eq. (GI]) one gets
det(V;"MZU4) = det(1 + (z — r)D 4+ O((z — 1)?))-
det((z —r)A + (z = 7)2B(1 4 0(1))C + O((z — 1)?))
=det(1+ (2 =)D+ O((z — r)?)) det((z — r)(A+ O(z — 1))
= (z=1)"9(2),

where g(z) = det(1+ (z —7)D + O(z — r)?) det(A + O(z — r)). From the last equation and
the fact that g(r) = det(A) # 0 the desired result follows. O

6 Time delay

The (total) time delay is by definition the quantity
d d
T 2\ * z _ z\—1 z
r((S ) _sz ) det(S?) P det(S7)

for z € S'\ {—1,1} (the above identity is referred to as Jacobi’s formula). This section
provides a formula for it in terms of the determinant of M?Z.

Proposition 22. Let z € S'\ {1,—1}. The following identity holds true:
det(8%) = det(M?) ™" det((M?)*) = det(M?)~" det (M),

Proof. Applying the Schur complement formula for the determinant (see Proposition 28)) to
the definition (7)) of the scattering matrix leads to

det(S%) = det(MZ) "' det((MZ)™' — NZNZ(MZ)™). (62)
Using Egs. (30) and (33]) one obtains that
det((M7)™ = NENF(M)™) = det((1 — NZNZ)(M3)™") = det((1+ (N)"NI)(MF) ™)

= det((M?)*) = det(M"?).
(63)
Equations (62)) and (63)) imply the claim. 0

Propositions 22l and [[3imply that the function z — det(S?) is differentiable on S*\ {—1, 1}.
This allows us to state the next result.
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Corollary 23. For every z € S'\ {1, =1}, the following hold true:
det(SZ)—li det(8%) = det(M/7)! 14 det(MY7) — det(MZ)—li det(M?).  (64)
dz dz - 7 dz -

Proof. Using Proposition 22, an explicit computation gives

idet(SZ) det(Mf)—ldidet(Ml/Z) det(M?)~ det(Ml/z)j det(M?).  (65)
z

dz z

Multiplying Eq. (65) by det(S*)~! = det(M?)det(M"/*)~1 one gets the stated result. O

7 Proof of Levinson’s theorem

Proof of Theorem 4l For each € > 0, let I'C. and I'C be the truncated upper and lower
semicircles parameterized by v¢,7< : [0,1] — Sl

Ve (t) = e A=) e (1) = 1/45 (1 — 1),

For every ¢ > 0, let us denote by Qi‘s and Q°° the interior arcs parameterized by w}’, 36[0, 1] :—
C, given by

€ €,0 €

=1-0), wr=010-0n"

We let 15° be the line segment from w’(1) to w$’(0), and I’ the line segment that goes from

W | °(1) to w’(0). Now we define the positively-oriented closed curve Qs := Q9 +19° +Q%° +
1°. By Propositions [I3} I8, M3, 2T and the argument principle one has that

lim lim det(Mf)_li det(M?)dz = 2miJ,. (66)

e—05—0 Q.5 dz

On the other hand, Eq. (44]) implies that

L det(M2) = (= = 14 (2) + (I — D)z = g,

where g(z) - ¢#0, z — 1. Then

. d G
det(M?)'—det(M?) = (J,- — L)—— .
() e (0r7) = (3 — D) + L (o7
Using (67) and Lemma 27, one can compute the next limit
 d 1 !
limlim [ det(M?)"'-= det(M?)dz = limlim | (Ji — L) NCACPS
€060 Jye dz €060 /e z—1  g(2) (68)

= (J;F — L) lim lim

e—05—0 &8 2 —
+

dz = —m(J;" — L).
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An analogous calculation using ([43]), shows that

d
: : z\—1 z - _ -
11_1}01(1;1_13(1] s det(M?) - det(M?)dz mi(J, — L). (69)
Now Lemma 6] implies that
d L d
z\—1 z . 1/Z 1/Z
/6 det(M?) e det(M?)dz = —/ det(M/*)1 7 det(M_'")dz. (70)

gas
Using the previous equation and (64]), one obtains that

/6 det(S7) jdet(Sz)dz—/ det (M/7)~ jdet(Ml/z) det(M?)"

</ / ) det(M*?)~ j det(M?)dz
. z\—1 d z

— — lim + det(M?)™"— det(M?)dz.
=0 \ Joeo  Jaeo dz

1% det(M?)dz

(71)
Using ([60), (68)), (€9) and ([7T]) one arrives at
2 (J+1J— lim li det(M?)~ ddt(Mz)d
b 2 h _ell)%él—rf(l] Qs ea 168 © dz © -4z
. . z\—1 d z 72
= lim lim + det(M?)~' = det(M?)dz (72)
=050 \ Jouo - Jges dz
= —lim det(Sz)_li det(S%)dz
>0 Jre dz
where J, = J;F + J; . O
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A Appendix

This appendix recollects a some technical statements that are used in the main text.

Theorem 24 (Volterra equation, Lemma 7.8 in [24], and Theorem 26 in [9]). Let g €
(N, M) and K(n,m) € M for each m,n € N. Consider the Volterra equation

f(n)=g(n)+ Y K(n,m)f(m), (73)



and suppose there is a sequence M € (*(N,R) such that || K (n,m)| < M(m) for allm,n € N.
Then Eq. (T3)) has a unique solution f € (>*(N, M). Moreover, if g(n) and K(n,m) depend
continuously (resp. holomorphically) on a parameter z (for every n), M does not depend on
z, and g(n) is uniformly bounded w.r.t. n and z, then the same is true for f(n).

Lemma 25 (Gronwall lemma). Let v a real positive number and (wy)nen, (Un)nen Teal positive
sequences such that

o
ij<oo, u, < K, néeN,
7j=1

for some K € R and
u, < a+ Z w;u;. (74)

j=n+1
Then for all n € N, it follows that

ungaexp<§: wj>.

j=n+1
Proof. Let us provide a proof as this was already stated without proof in [9]. Let us define
the functions W, U : R — [0, 00) by setting
U|[—n,—n+1) = Unp, W|[—n,—n+1) = Wp, nec N,
and both U and W vanish on [0, 00). For every t € [-n, —n + 1), one has that

) —n t
U(t):un§a+2wjuj=a+/ WU§a+/ WU. (75)

j=n+1

For the rest of the proof, one argues as in the proof of the Gronwall lemma for the continuous
case. We provide a few lines with the key steps, for the convenience of the reader. Let us

define V(t) = e~ SeW ffoo WU. It is clear that 2V (t) = e~ Foo YW [U(t) — ffoo WU <
ae e VW (t), for every t ¢ —N U {0}. Integrating, one gets

Vi(t) < /t ae” W (s) = a(1 — e o ",

—00

This implies that
t
/ WU < ael=eW — «Q,

which together with (75) implies u, = U(—n) < ael-=" = qeXiznn i, O

Lemma 26. Let h: S'\ {—1,1} — C a continuously differentiable function and Ty a curve
on S'\ {—1,1} that is parameterized by a differentiable function v, : [0,1] — S'\ {—1,1}.
We assume that 0 ¢ h(I'y). Let r: C\ {0} — C the function r(z) = 1/z and T'_ := r(['})
parameterized by v_(t) := 1/, (1 —t). The following identity holds true:

/E’__/ (hor)
F,h_ ry hOT ’
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Proof.
/ " /Z; f))w()dt:—/l —f;/ov—g-t>@_>f<1-t>dt
) / H(1L/72 ()
B 0)
(

:_/0 (hor OOy — - [ oo,

hor(v4(t))

where the penultimate equality follows from (hor)(z) = —(1/2*)h' o r(2). O

Lemma 27. Let r : D — C a continuous function (or continuous in a closed neighborhood of
1 in D) such that it is analytic on D (or analytic in the intersection of a neighborhood of 1
with D) and r(1) = ¢ # 0. Let (Yn)nen @ sequence of curves satisfying

Yo C D, ND,
where D,, = {z €D : |z —1| < 1/n}. It follows that

/
lim ! (Z)dz =0.
n—o0 n ’["(Z)

Proof. Since ¢ # 0, we can assume w.l.o.g. that R(c) > 0 (we multiply everything by a
constant complex number). Let B an open set such that ¢ € B and

(—00,0] N B = 0.

We set
log : C\ [-00,0] = C

an analytic branch of logarithm. By the continuity of r, there exist n € N such that
r(D, ND) C B. Then, for m > n, the function

logor: D,,ND — C

is continuous, and analytic on D,, NID. For m > n, we calculate

[ Z5az = [ (ogery = togor(r, (1) ~logor (1 (0)

The desired result follows from the fact that log or is continuous on D,,, N D and, consequently,

Ym(1) = Ym(0) = 0, m — oo.
O

A B

Proposition 28 (Schur formula for the determinant). Let M = ( C D

) be a block matriz

with square matrices A and D. If D is invertible then

det(M) = det(D) det(A — BD™'C).
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