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WEAK CONVERGENCE OF SPECTRAL SHIFT FUNCTIONS REVISITED

CARSON CONNARD, BENJAMIN INGIMARSON, ROGER NICHOLS, AND ANDREW PAUL

ABSTRACT. We study convergence of the spectral shift function for the finite interval restrictions
of a pair of full-line Schrédinger operators to an interval of the form (—¢,¢) with coupled boundary
conditions at the endpoints as ¢ — oo in the case when the finite interval restrictions are relatively
prime to those with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Using a Krein-type resolvent identity we show
that the spectral shift function for the finite interval restrictions converges weakly to that for the
pair of full-line Schrodinger operators as the length of the interval tends to infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is a classical fact that the one-dimensional self-adjoint Schrodinger operators Hy = —d?/dz?
and H = —d?/dz? 4V, with V real-valued and Lebesgue integrable on R, are resolvent comparable
in the sense that their resolvent difference

(H — Z[Lz(R))_l - (H() — ZILz(R))_ (11)

belongs to the trace class for all z € C\ R. Consequently, there is a corresponding unique real-
valued spectral shift function £( - ; H, Hy) defined a.e. on R that vanishes in a neighborhood of —co

and satisfies
/oo |€(Xs H, Hy)|
oo 1+ N2

1

d\ < 0. (1.2)

Moreover, for a wide class of functions f (see (A.25)—(A.26)), Krein’s trace formula holds:
trpaqe) (F(H) = £(Ho) = [ P00 H, Ho) A (1.3

where trz2g)(-) denotes the trace functional.

When Hj and H are restricted to a finite interval, say (—¢,¢) with ¢ € N, to obtain the finite
interval Schrodinger operators Hy , and H, (imposing a fixed common choice of self-adjoint bound-
ary conditions at the endpoints £/, thereby ensuring the self-adjointness of Hy , and Hy), the finite
interval restrictions Hp, and Hy are also resolvent comparable, so a unique real-valued spectral
shift function &(-; Hy, Hy ) with properties analogous to those of £(-; H, Hy) exists. A problem of
interest, dating back at least to the work of Borovyk and Makarov [2] (see also [I] and the much
earlier, related work of Kirsch [8]) has been to study the modes of convergence of &(-; Hy, Hy )
to £(-; H,Hp) as £ — oo. Since &(-;Hy, Hyy) is integer-valued, owing to the discrete nature of
the spectra of Hy and Hyy, and £(-; H, Hy) is continuous and nonconstant on (0,00), pointwise
convergence of &(-;Hy, Hoy) to &(-; H,Hy) as ¢ — oo is immediately dismissed as impossible.
Borovyk and Makarov showed that a certain averaging is needed in order to obtain convergence.
More specifically, in [2], Borovyk and Makarov proved that when Dirichlet boundary conditions are
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imposed at the endpoints of the finite intervals, the sequence £(-; Hy, Hy ¢) converges to &(-; H, Hy)
weakly in the sense that

o0 o0

tim [ e Hy Hodr = [ g)EN H H)d, g € CufR), (1.4)
where C.(R) denotes the set of compactly supported continuous complex-valued functions on R.
To be as precise as possible, the finite intervals considered in [2] are of the form (0,¢) and the
infinite interval is the half-line (0,00), but the arguments given in [2] may be modified to treat
the symmetric intervals (—¢,¢) and the line R. Using an abstract approach based on modified
Fredholm determinants, (1.4) was extended to all separated self-adjoint boundary conditions in [4]

(the abstract approach is separately developed in [5]). Actually, in [4], (1.4) was improved to

o0 N, Hy, H
lim h()\)i( 0, Hor) D= / AH}\JQIO)

=00 | _ oo 1+ A2
where Cp(R) denotes the set of bounded continuous complex-valued functions on R. However, [1]
does not discuss coupled self-adjoint boundary conditions at +¢, which are of the form

(Vi) == (/) o

for a fixed parameter ¢ € [0,7) and a fixed matrix R = (R;)1<jr<2 € R**? with det (R) = 1. In
[9], (1.5) was shown to hold for a special subclass of the coupled boundary conditions (1.6), namely
those for which Ry 2 = 0, so that R has the special form

R= (Z a91> (1.7)

for some a,b € R with a # 0. The approach taken in [9] is based on an analysis of the coefficient
in the Krein identity connecting the resolvent of the finite interval restriction with the boundary
conditions (1.6)—(1.7) to the resolvent of the finite interval restriction with Dirichlet boundary
conditions. In the case of (1.7), the difference of the resolvents of the coupled and Dirichlet
restrictions is a rank one operator, so the Krein identity contains exactly one coefficient. The work
in [9] leaves open the question of convergence—in particular, the validity of (1.5)—when Ry 2 # 0.

For Ry 2 # 0, the situation is slightly more delicate as the resolvent difference is then a rank two
operator and the corresponding Krein identity is more easily understood in terms of four coefficients,
see Theorem 2.8 below and [3, Theorem 3.2 (i)]. Our main aim here is to extend (1.5) to the case
Ry # 0. To do this, we carefully analyze the £ — oo behavior of the four coefficients in the Krein
1dent1ty and use the abstract criteria for convergence of spectral shift functions developed in [5] to
extend (1.5) to the case Rj 2 # 0. When combined with [4] and [9], the results we obtain here show
that (1.5) holds for all self-adjoint boundary conditions.

In Section 2, we rigorously define the full-line Schrédinger operators H and Hp and their finite
interval counterparts and recall some of their basic properties. We also recall Krein’s resolvent
identity and separately investigate the behavior of its coefficients with respect to both the finite
interval length and the spectral parameter. The key results needed to invoke the abstract criteria
from [4] for convergence of spectral shift functions—in particular, convergence of various Birman—
Schwinger-type operators in the trace and Hilbert—Schmidt classes—are established in Section 3.
Finally, in Section 4, we combine the results from Section 3 with the abstract convergence criteria
from [5] to obtain our main result on convergence of spectral shift functions corresponding to
coupled boundary conditions with R; 2 # 0. For completeness, Appendix A recalls the convergence
criteria from [5] in a form that is suitably tailored to the application required in Section 4.

Notation: If A € C"™*" for some m,n € N, then the (j, k)-entry of A is denoted by A, . SLa(R)
denotes the special linear group of order 2 (i.e., the set of all matrices in R?*? with determinant

A\, he Gy(R), (1.5)
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equal to one). If [a,b] C R, then AC([a,b]) denotes the set of all functions f: [a,b] — R that are
absolutely continuous. If (a,b) C R, then ACjoc((a,b)) denotes the set of all f: (a,b) — C that are
locally absolutely continuous on (a,b) (i.e., absolutely continuous on every compact subinterval of
(a,b)). The symbol “a.e.” abbreviates the phrase “almost everywhere (with respect to Lebesgue
measure on R),” and the symbol “:=" means “defined to be equal to.” If f: (a,b) — R, then
f+ = (|f| £ f)/2 denote the positive and negative parts of f, respectively. If T': dom (T) CH — H
is a closable linear operator in the Hilbert space #, then T denotes the closure of T. If T is a closed
linear operator in a Hilbert space, then p(T') and o(7T) denote the resolvent set and spectrum of
T, respectively. If J C R is an open interval, then H*(.J) = W*2(.J) denotes the Sobolev space of
order k € N. If H is a separable complex Hilbert space, then B(H) and B,(H), p € [1,00), denote
the set of bounded linear operators and the ¢P-based Schatten—von Neumann trace ideals on H,
respectively. C.(R), Cp(R), and C(R) denote the sets of continuous complex-valued functions on
R that are compactly supported, bounded, and converge to zero at 400, respectively.

2. ONE-DIMENSIONAL SCHRODINGER OPERATORS
We begin by introducing the following hypothesis which shall be assumed throughout.
Hypothesis 2.1. V € LY(R) is real-valued a.e., ¢ € [0,7), and R € SLa(R) with Ry # 0.
In turn, the full-line Schrodinger operator with potential V is defined by
Hf =—f"+Vf, fedom(H):={geL*’R)|g,g € ACc(R), —¢" +Vge L*(R)}. (2.1)

Since the condition V € L!'(R) implies that the differential expression 7 := —d?/dz? + V(z) is in
the limit point case at +o00, the operator H is self-adjoint in the Hilbert space L?(R) equipped with
the inner product

(9 12m) = /_ f@)g(x)dz,  f.g€ L*(R). (2:2)
Moreover, the sesquilinear form uniquely associated to H is
ol = [ [F@@) + T@V @) ds, figedom(@ = H'®).  (23)

Remark 2.2. In the case when V' = 0 a.e. on R, the corresponding “free” Schrodinger operator and
its sesquilinear form are denoted by H ©) and OO, respectively. o

The following fixed quantities will play an important role:
o 2
My = / V_(z)dz, Ng:= [ F,1] ‘*}__{‘RT’Q’ e (2.4)
—0 1,2

In fact, standard estimates imply that H is lower semibounded with a lower bound expressed in
terms of the quantity My, .

Lemma 2.3. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then
Qf, 1= —My(1+ My)||fl32@), f€H'(R). (2.5)
In particular, if V_ =0 a.e. on R, then H is nonnegative.

Proof. Let f € H'(R). Writing V =V, — V_, one obtains
s = [ [F@P + V@I @P] e 2 1 B - [ V@@ (20

If My =0, then V_ =0 a.e. on R and (2.6) implies Q[f, f] > 0, which is (2.5) for My = 0. Thus,
H is nonnegative in this case.
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If My > 0, then one bounds the second integral in (2.6) from above in terms of || f’ H%Q(R) as
follows. By [12, Lemma 9.32], for every ¢ > 0 and every n € Z,

n+1 1 n+1
sup |f(z))? < E/ |/ ()] do + <1 + E) / |f(z)]? dz =: By(e,n), (2.7)
z€[n,n+1] n n
and the scalars Bf(e,n) satisfy

1
> Bylen) =elf oy + (14 1) I a0 (28)

ne’l

Therefore, by (2.7) and (2.8),

[_(\wa—Z/ f(@)[2 dx

nez
n+1
<ZBf€n / V_(x)dx
nez
1
< MIF By + M (14 1)1 By 0. (2.9)
Choosing e = 1/My in (2.9) yields
| V@I @R < 17 By + My (14 30 1B ey (210)
Finally, applying (2.10) in (2.6) yields (2.5). O

Factoring the potential coefficient V' according to
V=uv, u=sgn(V)|V|['? v:=|V|"? ae onR, (2.11)

the following well-known trace ideal properties of the resolvent of H ©) when multiplied by the
factors u and v hold (see, e.g., [5, (4.19) and (4.20)] and [9, (2.49) and (2.50)]).

Lemma 2.4. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then

u(H(O) — zILZ(R))_lv (HO - ZILZ(R))_IU € B, (L2(R))’

(2.12)
u(H©) — ZILz(R))_l’U € Bi(L*(R)), z€C\[0,00).
In addition,
: )
tim[u(HO) — 2I2m) T sy = (2.13)
Remark 2.5. Lemma 2.4 with V replaced by |V| yields
VIV2(gO 41 =12 (10 ) 4 I 12171172
VIR(HO + Iia) " HO + L) Y o1

= |V|V2(HO) + I2m)” \V\1/2681(L2( ).

which implies [V[V/2(H© + I LQ(R))_l/ *e B, (L*(R)). Therefore, |V| is relatively form compact,
hence infinitesimally form bounded, with respect to H ©). In particular, the positive and negative
parts of V are infinitesimally form bounded with respect to H©). o
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For each £ € N, let
Ve =Vl (2.15)

denote the restriction of V' to (—¢, ) and introduce the finite-interval Schrodinger operator Hy , r
with coupled boundary conditions at the endpoints of (—¢, ¢) by

Hyprf = —f"+Vif, (2.16)

f € dom (Hy . g) = {g € L2(~,0)) ‘ 6.9 € AC([-¢,4), (;’,&%) — ¥R <§,((‘_?)> ,

—g" + Vig € L*((—¢, f))}-

The operator Hy, g is self-adjoint (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 2.5]) in the Hilbert space L?((—¢,¢))
equipped with the inner product

(f+9)r2((~ /f z)dz, f,ge L*((—£,0)). (2.17)

The sesquilinear form uniquely associated to Hy, g is (see, e.g., [0, Section 3.3 and (3.3.143)])
Z [ —_—
Qepalfol = [ [F@o@) + TolVitwlg(o)] do (215)

- = [RUTED-0) — e TD90) - e TDg(—0) + RoaTWa(0)],
1,2

fag € dom (Qé,cp,R) = Hl((—f’ﬁ))

Since the differential expression 74 :== —d?/dxz? 4 V,(x) is regular on (—/, £), the self-adjoint operator
Hy , g is lower semibounded. A careful analysis of the sesquilinear form Q , r shows that H,, g
is lower semibounded uniformly with respect to £ € N.

Lemma 2.6. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then for every £ € N,

Qe rlfi 12 =L+ My + Ne)| fl72(—re) € H ((=6,0)). (2.19)
Proof. Let £ € N and f € H'((—¢,¢)). By (2.18),
Qs f1= [ 7 + Vi@ as (220)
=I[f]

T R [Rl,lf(—f)f(—f) — IO f(0) = (O f(—0) + Ropf (O F(O) | -

)

=y, 0,R[/]

The integral Iy[f] is estimated from below as follows:

Y4 ¥
- / (@) da + / Vi (2) = V_ (@)l f ()2 da
—¢ —¢

¢
2 17 ey~ [ V-@F(e)do
> 1y — My sup (@) (2.21)
z€[—4,0)
In addition, the boundary terms Jy , g[f] satisfy:
L1 o O
T nlf] = = [ Rualf (0P + Raal fOP] = 5= [P FEOF(0) + 7 FO £ (-0)

)

Rio
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1
< L [IRLIIFCOR + 1 Baal FOP + 2 £ (-0
| Ry 2]
< (IRl FOF + [ Razll FOF + (=0 + O]
[ Rz
< Ng sup |f(z)% (2.22)
z€[—L,0]
Applying (2.21) and (2.22) in (2.20), one obtains:
Qo rlf, [1 = Llf] = Jop,rlf] = Hf’”%z((_z,g)) — (My + Ng) sup |f(x)*. (2.23)

x|,

Note that sup,c(_g g If(x)|> = SUPge[n,n+1] |f(x)|? for some n = n(f) € [-£,¢ —1]NN. By [12,
Lemma 9.32],

sup |f(@)* = sup |f(x)]

x|, z€[n,n+1]
n+1 , ) 1 n+1 )
<e @) de+ {14 - |f(z)? dx
1
< €||f/||%2((_g7g)) + <1 + g> ||f||%2((_g7g)), e>0. (224)

Finally, taking ¢ = (My + Ng)~! > 0 in (2.24) and applying the resulting estimate in (2.23) yields
(2.19). Neither My nor Ng depend on ¢ € N, so (2.19) implies that Hy , p is lower semibounded
uniformly with respect to ¢ € N. g

For each ¢ € N, the finite-interval Schrodinger operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions at
the endpoints of (—¢,¢) is defined by

Hopf = —f"+Vif, (2.25)
f€dom (Hyp) = {g € L*((—(0)]g,9 € AC([-¢,4]), g(—) = g(¢) =0,
—g"+ Vg € L*((—4,0))}.

The operator Hy p is self-adjoint in L?((—¢,0)) for each £ € N, and its corresponding sesquilinear
form is

Z R, -
eolfol = [ [P (@) + FaViao@)] de. (226)
f,g € dom (Qyp) = {h € L*((—(,0)) | h € AC([—£,{]), h(—£) = h(£) = 0, h' € L*((—¢,¢))}
= Hol((_€7 6))

Remark 2.7. (i) The condition R; 2 # 0 in Hypothesis 2.1 implies that Hy p and Hy , g are relatively
prime with respect to their underlying minimal Sturm—Liouville operator:

H(,minf = _f// + Wf) (227)
f € dom (Hymin) = {g € L*((=£,0)) | 9,9’ € AC([£,4]), g(—) = ¢ (—0) = g(£) = ¢ (£) =0,
— g+ Vig € L*((—¢,0))},

in the sense that dom (H&D) N dom (Hg,%R) = dom (Hg’min). (74) In the case when V = 0 a.e. on
R, the corresponding “free” finite-interval Schrédinger operators and their sesquilinear forms will

be denoted by H lSSZ, n H é%, QQOL r> and Qg)l)), respectively, for each £ € N. In particular, one infers

that H é% is nonnegative for every ¢ € N. o
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The resolvent operators of Hy , r and Hy p are related for each £ € N via a Krein-type resolvent
identity. To wit, for each z € p(Hyp), let {gm(2, -)}m=1,2 denote solutions to the Schrédinger
differential equation —¢” 4+ Vjth = 29) on (=, ¢) that satisfy the boundary conditions

w£,1(27 _6) - 07 1/1371(276) - 17
Yoa(z,—L) =1, ypa(z,0) =0.

Krein’s resolvent identity relates the resolvent operators of Hy , g and Hy p via a rank-two operator
constructed from the solutions {t¢ (2, - ) }m=1,2-

(2.28)

Theorem 2.8 ([3, Theorem 3.2]). Assume Hypothesis 2.1. If £ € N and z € p(Hy, r) N p(Hyp),

then the matriz
Ra 2 /
2 =Py (2,0) = — Ya(20)
KZ, 7R(Z) — ( R12 R 1,2 (229)
’ ele ;1 ¢e 1(z,—0) Ri,; + T/Jg,z( , 1)

1s tnwvertible and

~1 ~1
(Hepor — 212(—00y)) = (Hep — 2I12((—00)) + Prp,r(2), (2.30)
where the rank-two operator Py, g(z) is defined by

2

Py r(z) = — Z [K€,¢,R(Z)_1]m7n<¢€,n(zv )y (=) Pem(zs ). (2.31)

m,n=1

Remark 2.9. In the case when V' = 0 a.e. on R, the solutions corresponding to (2.28), the matrix
(2.29), and the rank-two operator (2.31) will be denoted by wé’or)n(z, ), m e {1,2}, Ké(zg r(2), and
Pﬁ(,?p), r(2), respectively. o
Introducing for each ¢ € N the factorization of the potential coefficient Vp,
Vi = upvg,  uy = sgn(Vg)]Vg]l/z, vy = "/g‘l/2 a.e. on (—4,0), (2.32)
the following analogue of Lemma 2.4 for the free Dirichlet operator H é% holds (see, e.g., [4, (2.69),
(3.12), and (3.14)]).

Lemma 2.10. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds and ¢ € N, then

W(ng,ol)? n ZIL?((—fvﬁ)))_l’ (ng% n zlL?((—M)))_lw € B, (L2((_g7 ), (2.33)
w(HS, = 2L Cony) "o € BU(LA(—0,0)), z€p(HS).
The analogue of Lemma 2.10 for H, © o R 1 obtained as a consequence of Theorem 2.8.
Lemma 2.11. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds and ¢ € N, then
we(HY) g = lia-ean) s (Hign = #lia(-ea) v € Ba(LA(=,0))). (2:34)

—1
ué(ng,OgZ,R - ZIL2((_575))) vy € By (L2((—f, f))), Z € p(Hé ;7 ) (2.35)
Proof. Let ¢ € N. Taking z =i (and V; = 0), (2.30) implies

. —1 . —1
we(HY) g = ilpz(eey) " = we(Hy D — il ry)

2
- Z [Ké(:; (‘)_1]m <wé?r)z(_zv ')7 : >L2((_g75))uz¢§?r)n(i, )

n
m,n=1 ’

(2.36)
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Since Ug%g)n(i, ) € L3((—£,£)), m € {1,2}, the sum on the right-hand side in (2.36) is a rank-two
operator in L?((—¢,¢)). Thus, the right-hand side of (2.36) belongs to Ba(L*((—¢,¢))) by Lemma
2.10. If z € p(H é(g R), the first resolvent identity implies
-1
we(H{) g — L2 -e0))

B (0) . —1 ~( 17(0) -1 (2.37)

= we(H{) g = ilux )~ [ Traieoy + = D(H{b g = 2L ae) .
which is a product of operators in By (L?*((—¢,¢))) and B(L*((—¢,/))), respectively, and therefore
belongs to By (L*((—¢,¢))). The first containment in (2.34) follows. The same argument mutatis
mutandis shows

ve(H) p = #lra(—oay) " € Ba(LA(—0.0))), 2 € p(H) 1) (2:38)
In consequence, for each z € p(H é,ocz, R)7
(HéSZ’R B ZILZ((_&@))_IUZ _ [UZ (Hg:;R — EILZ((_Z7Z)))_1] € Ba (L2((_€7 6)))7 (239)

which is the second containment in (2.34).
Multiplying both sides of (2.36) by vy from the right and taking closures yields

. —1 . —1
we(HyS) g~ ipa(a) oo =we(Hy) — il —eey) v (2.40)
2
0) /- 0, . 0) [,
B Z [Ké gg,R( ) 1}mn<vé¢é’rz(_z’ ')7 : >L2((_g75))u[¢)§,r)n(zv )
m,n=1 ’

Since ’Ug?[)é?r)n(—’i, -),ug%%(i, ) € L?((—¢,0)), j € {1,2}, the sum on the right-hand side in (2.40)
is a rank-two operator in L?((—¢,¢)). Thus, the right-hand side of (2.40) belongs to By (L?((—¢,¢)))
by Lemma 2.10. If z € p(H éfg R), the first resolvent identity implies

-1
we(Hyoh g — l12((-ee) 08 (2.41)

. —1 —1 -1
= ug(HY) g — ilp2(_eey) oo+ (2 — Dug(Hyo g — ilr2(—e) " (Hyo r — 2I12(—eey)  ve.

4
The first term on the right-hand side in (2.41) was shown above to belong to By (L?*((—¢,¢))). The

second term on the right-hand side in (2.41) belongs to By (L*((—¢,¢))) since, by (2.34), it is a
product of two operators in By (L?((—¢,¢)). The containment in (2.35) follows. O

Remark 2.12. If £ € N, and k > (1 + Ng)'/2, then upon replacing V; by |V;|, Lemma 2.11 implies

~1/27 (0 1/2
VI (B g+ R Ti-eey) ™ (G g+ R i) ™ IVil2 (2.42)

— ]V\1/2(H(O)R+k2IL2(( eon) " IVelY2 € By (L2 (¢, 0))),

which implies [V;|'/? (H, )R—I-k‘2IL2(( 00)) 2 ¢ B, (L*((—¢,0))). Therefore, |V is relatively form
(0)

compact, hence infinitesimally form bounded, with respect to H, o R In particular, the positive

and negative parts of V; are infinitesimally form bounded with respect to H, é(g g for £ € N. o

In the applications below, the results of Theorem 2.8 are most often needed in the free case
V =0 ae. on R and for z = —k? with k > 0 taken sufficiently large. In the free case and for
negative values of z, the solutions determined by (2.28) have the form

1 [cosh (kx) m—1sinh (kx)

(0) —
(k%) = 2 | cosh (kf) (=1) sinh (k¢) |’

lm

e [—4,4], me{1,2}, k € (0,00), (2.43)
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and the matrix (2.29) reduces to

Raz _ k 1 k
(72— sleoth (k) + tanh (K0)] =5 — 3(tanh (k) — coth (k()]
(=49 = ( S Eftanh (k0) — coth (k)] 52— Efcoth (ke) + tanh (k0)] ) , (244)

€Y R 2

(0)
KZ,@,R

ke ((1+Ng)2 ).

Lemma 2.6 ensures that z = —k? € p(Hé,(Z,R) for all £ € N when k > (1 + Ng)'/2. Therefore,
(0)

since H, j, is nonnegative for all £ € N, the condition on k in (2.44) ensures that z = —k% €
p(HézR) N p(Hé%) for all ¢ € N.

The limiting behaviors of the entries of the inverse matrix KéSZ’R(—k‘%_l as k — oo with £ € N
held fixed and as £ — oo with k taken sufficiently large and held fixed will also play an important
role. Upon inspection, (2.44), implies

det (Kéf);ﬂ(—k2)> ~ k?* for each fixed £ € N. (2.45)

k—o0

Taking the inverse of the matrix in (2.44) and applying the relation in (2.45) yields an asymptotic

estimate for the entries of K é(g R(—k*)

(K

e,p,R(_k2)_l] = O(1/k) for each fixed ¢ € N. (2.46)

m,n k—oo

In addition, for each fixed k € ((1 4+ Ng)'/2,00), (2.44) and det (R) = 1 imply

Ry + Raopo Raq (0)
: k4 == = k). 2.47
I T (247

)

lim det <Ké(2 R(-H)) =K% -

{—00
Elementary algebraic manipulations, again using det (R) = 1, reveal that the discriminant of the

polynomial pg) is positive. If k‘g))

. 0 . 0
Jim det (K}vng(—H)) £0 if k > max {k;), 1+ NR)1/2}. (2.48)

denotes the largest root of pgg), then

For fixed k, each entry of the matrix in (2.44) has a finite limit as £ — oo. Consequently, (2.48)
implies that each entry of K é?g R(—l<:2)_1 has a finite limit as £ — co. In particular,

[KéSZ’R(—kz%_l]mn et O(1) for m,n € {1,2} and each fixed k > max {k‘g), (1+ NR)I/z}.
(2.49)

Example 2.13. In general, the discriminant ofpg) 18 [(R171 — R2,2)2 +4] /R%Q, so the largest root

of the polynomial pg) 18

1(Ri1+R Ri1 — Ry)? + 4]Y/2
kg) _ [ Ria+ Roo [(Big — Rap)” +4 ‘ (2.50)
2 Ri2 |R1 2]
Choosing
R=R,:= <_(S_1 ‘8‘) , (2.51)
where a € R\ {0} is a parameter, results in
1 9\ 1/2
O = — (14N )= (142 . 2.52
Ra |Oé|, ( + Ra) + |O[| ( )

The function

1/2
’%— <1+3>  aeR\ {0}, (2.53)

| |
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exhibits a sign change at o = /2 — 1. Therefore, depending on R, max {k;g%o), (1+ NR)I/Q} can be
either of k‘gg) or (14 Ng)¥/2.
3. CONVERGENCE RESULTS FOR RESOLVENT OPERATORS

The Hilbert spaces L?((—/,¢)) vary with £ € N. Therefore, we introduce the following /-
dependent direct sum to move to the fixed f-independent Hilbert space L3(R). If £ € N, f €
L23((—£,0)), and g € L*(R\ (—/,¢)), then we define f @ g by

f(z) forae. x e (—4,0),
= 3.1
(/ @e g)(a) {g(az) for a.e. x € R\ (—4,0). (3.1
By additivity of the Lebesgue integral, f @, g € L?(R) and
1f @9 Z2my = 1122y + 1972y (—e0))- (3.2)

Conversely, if h € L?(R), then h can be expressed as
h=f&rg, where f =h|_g and g = hlg\(_¢e)- (3.3)
In this way, for each ¢ € N,

L*(R) = L*((—¢,0)) ®¢ L* (R \ (=4, 0)). (3.4)
By additivity of the Lebesgue integral if hy, hy € L*(R) with
hj = fj Dy 9j, fj € L2((_£7 E))) 9j € Lz(R\ (_£7 E))) ] S {17 2}7 (35)
then
(h1,ha) 2wy = (f15 f2) L2 ((—00)) + (915 92) L2(R\ (= £,0))- (3.6)
Finally, if
S: dom (S) C L3((—¢,0)) — L*((—¢,0)) (3.7)
and
T: dom (T) C L*(R\ (—¢,0)) — L*(R\ (—¢,0)) (3.8)

are linear operators, then their direct sum S @, 7T with respect to the decomposition (3.4) is defined
in the standard way by

(S@rT)h = (Sf)®¢ (Tg), h=f@rgecdom(S® T):=dom(S) S, dom (T). (3.9)
Under this direct sum formalism, it is known that the sequence {H é% Dy O}Zl converges to the
free Schrodinger operator H(® in the strong resolvent sense as £ — co.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [4]). If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then for each fized z € C\ [0, c0),
. (0) -1 -1
slim ([ ©00] = 2I12m)) = (HO = 2Lp2e) (3.10)

(o]
In particular, the sequence {Hé% &) 0}5 . converges to H) in the strong resolvent sense.

One can apply Theorem 2.8 to establish an analogue of Lemma 3.1 for the operators H, é(g R

Our proof employs the following elementary abstract fact, the proof of which is an exercise, for
computing the operator or trace ideal norm of a rank one operator.

Proposition 3.2. Let H denote a Hilbert space with inner product (-, -)y. If ¥, € H and the
rank one operator A: H — H is given by A = (¢, - )y, then for each p € [1,00),

1All8,3) = 14llallolln = [[Allse)- (3.11)

The analogue of Lemma 3.1 for the operators H 552  is then stated as follows:
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Lemma 3.3. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds and kg max = max{k‘g), (14 NR)1/2}, then for each fized
ze€C\ [—k:%’max, 00),

-1

-1
shim ([H) 5 @00] = 2li2)) = (HO = 2012)) (3.12)
—00
In particular, the sequence {Héfgﬂ By O}Zil converges to H® in the strong resolvent sense.
Proof. It suffices to show
: (0) 2 -t 0 2 -1
Sé—_l)lg([H&%R Dy 0:| +k ILQ(R)) = (H( ) +k ILQ(R)) (3.13)

for some k > kR max, as the statement in (3.12) then follows from an application of the first resolvent

identity. Let k > kg max, so that —k? € p(HézR) N ,o(Héf)[))) N ,o(H(O)) for all £ € N. By Theorem

2.8,

-1 -1
([E ree0] + K am) = ([HD @00 + FIng)  + [P (k) @ 0], (314
¢eN.
In light of (3.10) and (3.14), in order to show (3.13), it suffices to prove
: 0
s-lim [Pg(’p)’R(—kz) ®e o} ~0. (3.15)

To this end, note that the sequence of operators on the left-hand side in (3.15) is uniformly bounded
with respect to £ € N. Indeed, by the triangle inequality and (2.49),

HPZ(S'),R(_ICZ) ®e OHB(L2(R))

= HPZ(,(zo),R(_k2)HB(L2((—M)))

2
< 3 [ IR R oy
m,n=1 )
2
zfoo ow) Z H(@%(—k2, ) 'ng(—k?, .)HB(L2((—Z,Z)))
m,n=1
2
_ (0) 2 (0) 2
YA O(l)m%; quf,m(_k ) ’)HLZ((—Z,E))Hwé,n(_k ) ')HL2((—U))’ (3.16)

where the final equality follows from Proposition 3.2. One infers that
l . 2
0) (12 |2 1 cosh (kz)  sinh (kz)
IR Miean =1/, [Cosh &0 = smn ey |
B l/z [cosh2 (kz)  sinh? (kz)
~ 4 )y [cosh®(k0)  sinh? (ke)

where the third term that arises from the expansion of the square in the first integral vanishes as
it is an odd function being integrated over a finite symmetric interval. The last integral in (3.17)
is elementary and one obtains:

] dz, me{l1,2}, ¢ €N, (3.17)

9 tanh (k¢) + coth (k¢ Y4
|{T/Jé%(—k2, : )HLZ((—ZJ)) = ( ) ( ) + Z [SGCh2 (kg) — CSCh2 (kE)],

4k
m € {1,2}, £ e N.

(3.18)
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In particular, (3.18) implies

(0) _
“¢Z,m(_k27 : )HL2((—Z,£)) Z—Too 0(1), m &€ {1, 2}. (3.19)
Combining (3.16) and (3.19), one obtains
2 —_—
H tpr(—H )@ZOHB L2(R)) {00 o), (3.20)

(0.]
so that { g( (p) r(— k%) @, 0} is a bounded sequence in B (LQ(R)). Therefore, by [11, Exercise
4.28], in order to show (3.15 ), it suffices to prove

Jim [P}?DR —k2) @ o]f —0, feLYR)NL(R), (3.21)
since L'(R) N L?(R) is dense in L3(R). If f € L'(R) N L?(R), then one obtains

[x-e @i 2)f @)] = E'X g [%H_ Wl%]f (x)‘

< |f(z)| for a.e. z € R, (€N, me{l,2}. (3.22)

2

Since limy_, wéogl(—k ,x) = 0 for every z € R, it follows that

hm X(—t,0) (T )Wm( 2 2)f(x) =0 for a.e. z €R. (3.23)
Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,
O (g2 = (0) ;2 _
(llg.lo <¢Z,m( k ) )7 f‘(—f,£)>L2((—£,Z)) hg X(—Z,Z)wé,m( k ,ﬂi‘)f($) dor = 07 (324)

m € {1,2}.
Finally, applying (2.31), (2.49), (3.19), and (3.24), one obtains

\\[Pé%<—k2>@f 0)#],26, (329

=[Pkl o

L2((=6,0))
< EE: ‘[ 2)_1]WMHH<¢égzt_k2")’f|c—&@>L2«—51D‘Hdégi(__k2")HL2«—£1»
Zjoo 0(1)7
and (3.21) follows. O

The following result, which studies the z — —oo behavior of the extended Birman—Schwinger
operator of H lfog with ¢ € N fixed, is an immediate consequence of [1, Lemma 3.8].

Lemma 3.4. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then

=0, (eN. (3.26)
B1(12(R))

Using the Krein identity (2.30), (2.31), and the large parameter asymptotics (2.46), one estab-

: © _ 1
Jim e (Ho p = 2Li2ey) ve @00

lishes the following analogue of Lemma 3.4 for the operator H 55(2 R

Lemma 3.5. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then

lim
Z—>—00

=0, (eN (3.27)

e (HeSSZ,R — 2Ip2((eay) oy @ 0
By (L2(R))
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Proof. Let ¢ € N. It suffices to show

lim ||uyp (Hé(:g rT k2[L2((_g75)))_1’l}g =0. (328)
koo ” Bi(L2((~,6)))
By Theorem 2.8, for k > kR max;
Uy (ng,OgZ,R + k‘2IL2((_g7g)))_1’Ug = ’LLg(Héf% + k‘2IL2((_g7g)))_1’Ug + UZPZ(,(Q,R(_IC2)U£7 (3.29)
and one verifies that
2
0 0 _ 0 0
ueP) (ke = 3 K (k)] (k2 ), ) g ueion (=K%, ). (3:30)
m,n=1 ’

To prove (3.30) one observes that the operator on the right-hand side in (3.30) is bounded on
L?((—£,¢)) and that WPZ((Q »(—k?)vg coincides with this operator on the dense subspace dom (vy).

For k > max {kg%o), (1+ NR)I/Q} one estimates:

1
wg(H{) g+ k2T 12(_g0) " or

Bi(L2((—£,0)))

< UZ(Hé?[))—|—]€2IL2((_575)))_1W + UZPZ(,(Q,R(_kz)UZ (3.31)

Bi(L2((—£,0)))

Bi(L2((—¢,0)))

The first term on the right-hand side of the inequality in (3.31) converges to zero as k — oo by
Lemma 3.4. Therefore, to establish (3.28), it suffices to show that

lim |lueP© - (—k2)v, = 0. (3.32)
kovoo || 60R Bu(L2(~t.)
To this end, (3.30), (2.46), and Proposition 3.2 imply
ugPZ(ng(—W)vg
Bi(L2((~£.0))) (3.33)

2
< O(/k) > H”éwé%(—kzv ')HL2((_M))H“Wg%(_kz’ Mrzey-

k—00 ~
m,n=1

One infers that for any k > 0,
(0) 2 2
H“ﬂ/’é,m(_k ’ ')HLz((_e,z)) (3.34)

Y4 . 2
©) ; ;2 2 1 |cosh (kz) m—1 Sinh (kz)
wa’m( K )HL2((—M)) /_g 4 | cosh (kf) +(=1) sinh (k)

The integrand on the right-hand side in (3.34) is bounded a.e. on (—¢,¢) by |Vy| € L*((—¢,¢)) and
since

[Ve(z)|dz, m € {1,2}.

2

1
=0, ze(=40),me{1,2), (3.35)

m p—
k—oo 4

cosh (kx) m—1 Sinh (kz)
cosh (k?) (=1) sinh (k¢)
the dominated convergence theorem implies

khjgo “u€¢§?21(_k2’ ')HLz((_z,z)) - klfc}o HUWE%(_I‘/‘27 ')HLz((_z,e)) =0, me {12} (3.36)
The convergence statement in (3.32) follows from (3.33) and (3.36). O

We recall the following convergence results from [4] for the operators H é%, ¢eN.
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Lemma 3.6 (Lemmata 3.1 and 3.2 in [1]). Assume Hypothesis 2.1. For each fized z € C\ [0, 00),
the following convergence results hold in Ba(L*(R)):

. 0) -1 o 0) -1 o
leglo H |:’LLg (HZ,D zIL2((_g’5))) @Dy 0:| U(H ZILQ(R)) HBQ(LQ(R)) = 0, (3.37)
lim H [(H§°g, — 2lp2(—epy) e ®e 0] — (HO — 2I12m) "o =0,  (3.38)
e ’ Ba(L2(R))
and the following convergence result holds in Bi(L*(R)):
lim [W(H% — 2l (oay)  ve B o] —u(HO — 2Ip25) o = 0. (3.39)
e ’ B1(L2(R)

Remark 3.7. Statements analogous to (3.37) and (3.38) with the roles of uy, vy and u, v interchanged
also hold. That is, under the same assumptions in Lemma 3.6, one has

Jim ([[oe(HE) = 2Tnaey) ™ 0] = 0(HO = 212m) | I N CE

hm H |: Z[)) - ZIL2(( gg)))_ Up Dy 0:| (H(O) - ZILZ( ))_1’LL =0. (341)
Ba(L2()

<

Using Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 3.6, one establishes analogues of (3.37)—(3.39) for the operators
H é(g  With coupled boundary conditions. Our proof of the analogue of (3.37) makes use of Griimm’s
theorem, which we recall for completeness.

Theorem 3.8 (Griimm’s Theorem, [7]). Let p € [1,00), A € B,(H), and suppose that {Ag}32, C
Bp(H) with limg_mo HAg — AHBP(H) = 0. IfB S B(H), {Bg}?‘;l - B(H) with SUPyeN ”BZHB(H) < o0
and s-limy_,. By = B, then

Zli}lélo HAng — AB”BP(H) = le}lilo HB[A[ — BAHBP(H) =0. (3.42)

The analogue of (3.37) and (3.38) for H, © o.r then reads as follows:

Lemma 3.9. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and let kg max = max{k;R (14 1/2} For each fized
zeC\[- kR’maX, ), the following convergence results hold in Ba(L*(R)):
. (0) - 0 1 _
gllglo H [uz (H&%R - zILz((_M))) Dy 0} - u(H( ) z[Lz(R)) ‘ Ba(LAR) 0, (3.43)
lim H [(Hé?}g R ZIL2((_5’5)))_1U5 52 0:| - (H(O) — Z[LQ(R))_lv =0. (3.44)
e o Ba(L*(R)

Proof. Let k > kg max. We first verify (3.43) for = —k?. Using Theorem 2.8 to relate the resolvent

(0)

operators of H o.R and H lf 1))= one obtains:

| [W (H) g+ K2 T2 eey) ™ @0 0] — u(HO + k21L2(R))—1H82(L2(R)) (3.45)

< | [we (S + K212 ) ™" @0 0] = u(H© + kzILZ(M)_lHBz(L%R»

+ |[ue P a4 @0 0| eN,

Ba(L2(R))’
The first Bo-norm on the right-hand side of the inequality in (3.45) converges to zero as £ — oo by
Lemma 3.6. Thus, it suffices to show

ot
Y

— 0. 4
R (3.46)
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To this end, (2.31), (2.49), and Proposition 3.2 imply

ueP) (k%) @0 0

Ba(L2(R))
= |ueP (=)

By (L2((—£,0)))

2
Z [Klgsz, ( kz) ] <¢§?r)z(_k72v ')’ '>L2((_g,g))uf¢§?gz(_k27 )

m,n=1 mn B2 (L2((—£,0)))
Zl ngn ’ ‘)HLz((_u))Huf”‘/’é%(_k27 ‘)HLz((—u))
2
z—m Z e ¢ B M p2egy CEN (3.47)

The first inequality in (3.47) follows from (2.49) while the second inequality follows from (3.19).
The L%-norms in the sum after the final inequality in (3.47) converge to zero as £ — oco. Indeed,
writing for m € {1,2} and ¢ € N,

> | cosh (kx) .y sinh (kz) |?

©) (12 |2 1 B
ety m (=5 2oy = 3 /_ e TV Smn G | XYo@V @) de, (3.48)
one notes that for m € {1,2} and ¢ € N,
1| cosh (kx) 1 sinh (kz) (kz)|?
il s " < for a.e. 7 € R. 4
4| cosh (kf) (=1) smh(kag) X(—e,0)(2)|V(2)] < V()] for ae. z € (3.49)

Since V' € L'(R) and the left-hand side of the inequality in (3.49) converges to zero pointwise
a.e. on R, the dominated convergence theorem implies

: 0, 12 _
Zliglo Hu£¢57m( k=, )HLQ((_&Z)) =0, me{l,2}. (3.50)
Thus, by combining (3.47) and (3.50), one obtains for any k > kg max,
Jim || fue (B9 o+ 121 T 0] —u(HO + K a) 7| = 0. 3.51
im [w tor T E L2 ((—0e)) @ ] w( Y + k*2(w)) B2, (3.51)
To prove (3.43) in full generality, let z € C\ [—kémax,oo). Fix any k > kg max. By the first
resolvent identity applied to H, é(:g R

Uyp (HlSSZ,R — zILz((_g,g))) -t @, 0 (3.52)
= [ue(H{ g+ B Lz o) ™" @00]
2) (g (H) L+ K21 ool [(HY - 21 -2l
+ (2 + K |ue(Hy g g + K2 (o) @O\ |(Hyg g = 2Ir2(—00y) Se =27 Tr2m\(~e0)
= [ue(H{) g+ B Lz o) ™" @00]
B -1
+ (2 + k’2) [UZ(HéSZ’R + k‘szz((_&g))) ! @Dy 0] ([HéSZ’R Dy 0} — ZILQ(R)) , feN.
In light of the estimate
—1
H([Htgm@’f O} —lee >> H = H b~ 2 ) HB(LZ((—M))) Izl
§ dist (z, [—k%max, 00)) + 2|7, CeN,

-1
(3.53)
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where dist (¢, 2) denotes the distance between the point ¢ € C and the set Q C C, one concludes
supH([ Y O} —zlr2m >_1H < 00. (3.54)
ren I\L7 6o fe ®) @)

Therefore, by (3.51) and Lemma 3.3 combined with Griimm’s theorem (to treat the second term
after the second equality in (3.52)), the right-hand side in (3.52) converges in By (L*(R)) as £ — oo
and

lim [ug(H{ 5 — 2Iz2-eey) " @e0] (3.55)

{—00

U(H(O +k‘ ILQ(R)) Z—|—]€2)U(H(O +k‘2IL2(R))_1(H(O) —ZILQ(R))_l

U(H(O —ZILz(R)) in BQ( R)),

which establishes (3.43). The final equality in (3.55) is the result of another application of the first
resolvent identity, this time for H©).

Finally, to prove (3.44), note that the same argument employed above to prove (3.43) shows
mutatis mutandis (using (3.40)) that

lim H |:Ug (HéSZ’R — zILz((_g,z)))_l Dy 0} - U(H(O) — zILz(R))

|

—0 (3.56)
By(L?(R))
for z € C\ [k

o0). Therefore, for z € C\ [k 00), taking adjoints one obtains

R max’ R max’
H [(Hé,(g,zz — #lia(-eey) e 0} - (H © — aTpag) " (3.57)
Bz (L?(R))
_ (0) -1 -1
= (HZ R Z[Lz((_&g))) vy Dy 0 [(H — ZILz 1)] Ba(L2(R))
= U@(H(O) —ZIlr20(—py )_1 @40 [U(H —ZILz ) :|*
L L, R ((=£,0)) Ba(L2(R))
— || [op(e® =% -1 _o(HO = -1
_Ug (H&%R ZILz((_&g))) S) O_ U(H ZILz(R)) ‘ BQ(LZ(R))7 { e N,
which converges to zero as ¢ — oo by (3.56). The claim in (3.44) follows. O

Our proof of the analogue of (3.39) for H, () oR relies on the following classical result for the limit
of a sequence that is the term-wise product Of operators belonging to appropriate trace ideals.

Lemma 3.10. Let p,q,r € [1,00) with p~' + ¢~ 1 = vt If {4,322, C By(H), {Be}32, C By(H),
A€ By(H), and B € By(H) with

Jim [|A¢ — Alls,3) =0 and - lim || By = Bllg, (1) = 0, (3.58)
then
le}lilo HAng — AB”BT(H) =0. (359)

The proof of Lemma 3.10 is an application of Holder’s inequality for the trace ideals (cf., e.g.,
[10, Theorem 2.8]). Lemma 3.10 then combines with Lemma 3.9 to yield the following analogue of

0
(3.39) for H{")

Lemma 3. 11. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and let kr max = max{k:g), (14 NR)1/2}. For each fized
zeC\ [k 0), the following convergence result holds in By (L*(R)):

R max’

1

-1 =
[ (B = 2Iiaeey) 00| —u(HO — 2Ipam) v = 0. (3.60)

lim
{—00

Bi(L*(R))
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Proof. Let k > kR max. We first verify (3.60) for z = —k?. Using Theorem 2.8 to relate the resolvent

operators of H, é(g r and H éol:)” one obtains:

1

|:UE (ng,ogz,R + k2IL2((_g7g)))_1’Ug Dy O:| - U(H(O) + k21L2(R))_ v (361)

Bi(L*(R))

S ‘

|:UE (ng’()l)) + k2IL2((_g7Z)))_1?) Dy O:| — U(H(O) + szLz(R))_lv

Bi(L*(R))

+ UZPZ(,?O),R(_kz)W @0

, feN.
Bi(L*(R))

The first Bi-norm on the right-hand side of the inequality in (3.61) converges to zero as £ — oo by
Lemma 3.6. Invoking (3.30), (2.49), and Proposition 3.2, one obtains

uzPé’(g’R(—kz)W ©¢ 0 (3.62)
B1(L*(R))
= ung(,(:g,R(—W)W
Bi(L*((=4.0)))
L (0) (0)
0 0
ZE o)- Z vaé,n(_kzv ‘)HL2((_M))Huwe,m(_k‘z’ ‘)HL2((_M))7 el
o0 m,n=1
Since |ug| = |vg| a.e. on (—¢,£), (3.50) implies that each factor under the sum in (3.62), and hence

the sum itself, converges to zero as £ — oo. Thus, taking ¢ — oo throughout (3.61), one concludes:

[u@ (Hy) g+ K22 ge) " 00 00| — u(HO + k2L 2) o 0. (3.63)

B (L?(R))

lim
{—00

To prove (3.60) in full generality, let z € C\ [—k%’max,oo). Fix any k£ > krmax. By the first

resolvent identity applied to H é(:g R

Uyp (Hﬁzﬂ - Z[Lz((_&g)))_l’l)g @ 0 (3.64)

= |:UZ (ng,ogg,R + k2[L2((_g7g)))_1?}g Dy 0:|

+ (2 + K?) [W (HY) g+ K22 —eey) " D 0} [(Héo; n— 22 Coe) v ®e0|, LeN.

Taking ¢ — oo throughout (3.64) and invoking (3.63) to treat the first term on the right-hand side
in (3.64) and using Lemmata 3.9 and 3.10 to treat the second term on the right-hand side in (3.64),
one obtains

. ©) -1
Zliglo Uy (H&%R — ZIL2((—Z,Z))) v Gy 0 (3.65)

= ’LL(H(O) —+ k2IL2(R))_1'U + (Z + k2)U(H(0) + k2[L2(R))_1(H(O) — Z_[L2(R))_1'U

= u(HO — 2I25) "0 in By (LA(R)),

and (3.60) follows. The final equality in (3.65) is the result of another application of the first
resolvent identity, this time for H(®. O



18 C. CONNARD, B. INGIMARSON, R. NICHOLS, AND A. PAUL

4. CONVERGENCE RESULTS FOR SPECTRAL SHIFT FUNCTIONS
Hypothesis 2.1 guarantees that H ) and H are resolvent comparable; that is,
[(H —2lpag) = (HO - Z[Lz(R))_l] € B(I*R)), z€C\R. (4.1)
In a similar vein, for each ¢ € N,
(Hep = 2l oay) ™ = (HSD = 2Lia )7 € BULA(-6.0), z€C\R.  (42)

Moreover, Theorem 2.8 and (4.2) imply Hy , r and H, é ) R are resolvent comparable for every £ € N:

[(H&%R — ZILz((_&g))) (Hé(g R ZILz((_&g))) :| e B (L2((—f, f))), ze C\R. (4.3)
By (4.1) and (4.3) there exist unique real-valued (a.e.) spectral shift functions & (-;H JH (0)) and
f( -3 HZMR,Hé(g R) for the pairs (H,H(O)) and (H&%R, Hé(g R), ¢ € N, respectively, that satisfy
N H, HO
/ % d\ < oo, and E(NH,H®)=0, \<mino(H), (4.4)

and

o |€(X: Hepmn Hy) )|
/_Oo 1+ 2 dA < oo, (4.5)

E(\ Hapr Hy) ) =0, A< min [0(Heyp) Uo(H) )], (€N
and for which Krein’s trace formulee hold: For any f € §(R) (cf. (A.25)-(A.26)),

t%mmUUﬂ—f&WW)z/mf%MaMHJﬂ%dx (4.6)

trr2(e) (F (Hegr) = F(H ) / FONVEWN Hopp, HY) p)dX, CEN. (47)

The convergence properties in Lemmata 3.1, 3.3, 3.5, 3.9, and 3.11 imply the following weak
convergence property of 5( - H&%R) to 5( -y H, H(O)) as £ — oo.

Theorem 4.1. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then

o0 (X Hypp, H, é)R 5)\HH0)
li ’ S A)dA = A)dA R). 4.
f [ SR [ i ream. a
Proof. Tt suffices to verify that conditions (i)—(iz) in Hypothesis A.1 hold with the identifications
1O =g  T=H, Vi=u, Vo=uv,
(4.9)

Tg(O) = Hé% Ty =Hepr, Vie=wue, Vog=we, LEN

The conclusion of the theorem then follows from Theorem A.2. Condition (¢) holds by construction
and Lemmata 2.3 and 2.6 imply that (i) holds. Since u,v € L?(R) are real-valued a.e. and functions
in dom (|[H®|'/2) = HY(R) are bounded, one infers that the operators of multiplication by u and
v are self-adjoint, hence closed, and that (A.2) an (A.4) hold. Similarly, one verifies that (A.3)
and (A.5) hold. Therefore, condition (i) is satisfied. Condition (iv) holds by Lemmata 2.4, 2.11,
and 3.5. Condition (v) holds by Lemma 3.3, and condition (vi) holds by Lemmata 3.9 and 3.11.
Condition (vii) holds since Vi = u, Vo = v, Vi 4 = uy, and V5 = vy are operators of multiplication
by real-valued functions, and condition (viii) holds by Remarks 2.5 and 2.12. Finally, the explicit
structures of the sesquilinear forms Q and Qg4 g (cf. (2.3) and (2.18)) imply

0=99+9y, Qer=9) ,+9y, (€N, (4.10)
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where Qy and Qy, denote the sesquilinear forms uniquely associated to the self-adjoint operators
of multiplication by V and V; in L?(R) and L?((—4,¢)), £ € N, respectively. In particular, H is the
form sum of H©®) with V and Hy , g is the form sum of Hé(g r With V;, £ € N. Hence, condition
(iz) holds. . O

Invoking the abstract Corollaries A.3, A.4, and A.5, one obtains the following additional results
for convergence of the spectral shift functions.

Corollary 4.2. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then

lim [ E(N Hepr HY) z) g(A) d\ = / N H,HO) g\ dr, g € Cu(R). (4.11)

=00 | _ oo —00

Corollary 4.3. If Hypothesis 2.1 holds, then the convergence in (4.8) holds for any bounded Borel
measurable function that is continuous almost everywhere with respect to Lebesque measure on R.
In particular,

(N Hepr H ¢\ H,HO)

li d)\ 4.12
e S 1+ )\2 14N (412)

holds for any set S C R that is boundaryless with respect to Lebesgue measure (i.e., any set S C R
for which the boundary of S has Lebesque measure equal to zero).

Corollary 4.4. If Hypothesis A.1 holds, then for every bounded Borel measurable function g that
18 compactly supported and Lebesque almost everywhere continuous on R,

lim [ &N Hypr Hy) ) g(A) dA = / ¢ H, HO) g(X) dA. (4.13)

{—00 — oo — oo
APPENDIX A. CRITERIA FOR VAGUE AND WEAK CONVERGENCE OF SPECTRAL SHIFT
FUNCTIONS

We recall the criteria for convergence of sequences of spectral shift functions introduced in [5]
suitably tailored to the context in which they are applied in this paper; namely, for pairs of self-
adjoint operators acting in the Hilbert spaces L?((—¢,¢)) and L%(R).

Hypothesis A.1 (Hypothesis 3.1 in [7]). Set H := L*(R).
(i) For each ¢ € N, decompose H according to

L*(R) = L*((—£,0)) ®¢ L*(R\ (=, 1)), (A1)
and define Hy == L*((—0,0)) and HS = L*(R\ (—(,7)).
(73) Let TO) be a self-adjoint operator in H, and for each ¢ € N, let TZ(O) be self-adjoint operators
in Hy. In addition, suppose that T©) is lower semibounded in H, and that for each ¢ € N, TZ(O) i
lower semibounded in Hy.
(173) Suppose that Vi, and Vo are closed operators in H, and for each £ € N, assume that Vi 4, and
Voo are closed operators in Hy such that

dom (V7)) N'dom (V3) 2 dom (|T(0)|1/2), (A.2)
dom (V4 ¢) Ndom (V5 ¢) 2 dom (\Tg(o)ll/z), e N, (A.3)

where
V =Vi"Va is a self-adjoint operator in H, (A4)

and for each £ € N,
Vi = V' Vay is a self-adjoint operator in Hy. (A.5)



20 C. CONNARD, B. INGIMARSON, R. NICHOLS, AND A. PAUL

(1v) Suppose

Va(TO — 2Iy) "' Vy, Voo (T,”) — 2Iy,) "'V, @0 € Bi(H), (€N, (A.6)
Vo(TO — 21)) ™", Voo (T — 20y,)) ' @00 € By(H), (€N, (A7)
(TO — L) "'y, (T — 2Iy,) Vi @00 € Bo(H), (€N, (A.8)
for some (and hence for all) z € C \ R. In addition, assume that
—
hm V —zI Vi =0,
H 2 NG By (M) (A.9)
lim | Vo = 2m0) v 0] =0 LEN
Z4—00 1
(v) Assume that for some (and hence for all) z € C\ R,
s-lim [(Tg@ —2Iy,) " @ _—1[7{4 — (T — 21,) " (A.10)
{—00 z
(vi) Suppose that for some (and hence for all) z € C\ R,
lim ||| Voo (T = 200,) "'V, @0 0] ~Vo(TO) — 21,) vy =0, (A.11)
{— 00 L ’ Bl(H)
o (0 _ = (T —1‘ -
Jim || Voo (10 = 2,) ™" @ 0] = 1 (TO) = 21) s = (A.12)
lim ||| (T = 2Iy,) 1 V7, @0 0} —(TO) = 215) " 'vy —0. (A.13)
{—00 L ’ BZ(H)
(vii) Suppose that
VafVighyu = (Vif,Vag)u,  f, g9 € dom (V1) Ndom (V2), (A14)

Voo f,Vieg)n = Vief, Voug)n, frg € dom (Vi) Ndom (Vay), £€N.

(viii) Decomposing V,Vy, £ € N, into their positive and negative parts,

Vi=[[VI£V]/2, Vir=[Vi|£W]/2, (€N, (A.15)
Vi are assumed to be infinitesimally form bounded with respect to T, and for each ¢ € N, Vo +
are assumed to be infinitesimally form bounded with respect to TZ(O).
(ixz) Suppose that T and Ty, £ € N are the quadratic forms sums of T O and T Z(O) with Vi*Va and
V&VM, respectively; that is,

T=TO 1 ViVh, Ty =T +, Vi Voy, LN (A.16)

Assuming Hypothesis A.1, the pairs (T, T(O)) and (Tg, T Z(O)), ¢ € N, are resolvent comparable in
the sense that . .
(T —2I) " — (T© —2I)) 7] € Bi(H), z€C\R, (A.17)

and
[(Ty = 2Iy) " = (1Y — 213) '] € Bi(H), 2€C\R, LN (A.18)

Thus, Hypothesis A.1 guarantees the existence of real-valued spectral shift functions & ( T T(O))
and 5( . ;Tg,TZ(O)), ¢ € N, which satisfy

(7~ 21) ™ = (10— 21) ) / SATT ENTTO)

z€ p(T)ﬂp(T( )),

(A.19)
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and

A T,
tI‘HZ ((Tg — ZIH) -1 (T(O) — Z[H 1 / é ¢ ) ,

sz(Tg)ﬂp( ()) ¢eN,

(A.20)

and are uniquely determined almost everywhere by the conditions

\T, 7O
/ % dA<oo and ¢NT,TO) =0, A<min[o(T)Ua(T®)],  (A.21)

and for each ¢ € N,

00 . (0)
/ w d\ < oo and 5(/\; Tg,TZ(O)) =0, A<min [O’(Tg) U O'(TZ(O))]. (A.22)

1+ A2
Moreover, Krein’s trace formula hold:
tra (f(T) — / FO)ENT, TO) d), (A.23)
Uﬂﬁﬂw—f@})):/jj%MgQﬂhﬁmﬁM,EeN, (A.24)
where §(R) denotes the set of all function f: R — C with two locally bounded derivatives satisfying
()\zf’()\))/ =O0(I\7'79), |A| = oo for some e = £(f) > 0, (A.25)
with
lim f(A\)=C and lim Mf'(\) =D, (A.26)
[A| =00 [A| =00
for some constants C' = C(f), D = D(f) € C. In particular,
A=2)""eFR), zeC\R,neN, (A.27)
and in this case, the trace formula for (T T(O)) reads
. gATT@
tryy (T — zIp) ™" — (T(O) e A, z€eC\R,neN, (A.28)

and an analogous formula holds for (77,7, T )) ¢ € N. We refer to [13, Chapter 8] for additional
information related to spectral shift functlons.
Under the assumptions in Hypothesis A.1, the following convergence results hold for the sequence

of spectral shift functions {5( < Ty, TZ(O)) }Zl.
Theorem A.2 (Theorem 3.13 in [5]). Assume Hypothesis A.1. Then

(N T, T, ATTO
lim * (AT A)dA = ¥ AT TY)

=00 1+A2 RSV fO)dN,  feCy(R). (A.29)

The factor (1+ )\2)_ is essential in (A.29), as the integrals need not exist without it. One conse-
quence of Theorem A.2 is that the sequence {5 ( Ty, T, Z(O)) }Zl converges vaguley to & ( 1T, T (0)).

Corollary A.3 (Corollary 3.11 in [5]). Assume Hypothesis A.1. Then

o0 o0

Jlim [ g 7, T%) g(\) dA = / AT, TO) g(A)dA g € Co(R). (A.30)

=00 J_o —00

Finally, the continuity assumption in Theorem A.2 may be slightly relaxed as follows.



22 C. CONNARD, B. INGIMARSON, R. NICHOLS, AND A. PAUL

Corollary A.4 (Corollary 3.14 in [5]). Assume Hypothesis A.1. Then the convergence in (A.29)
holds for any bounded Borel measurable function that is continuous almost everywhere with respect
to Lebesgue measure on R. In particular,

lim
{— 00

/ £ TZ’AQ ENTT) (A.31)

1+

holds for any set S C R that is boundaryless with respect to Lebesgue measure (i.e., any set S C R
for which the boundary of S has Lebesque measure equal to zero).

Corollary A.5 (Corollary 3.15 in [5]). Assume Hypothesis A.1. If g is a bounded Borel measurable
function that is compactly supported and Lebesque almost everywhere continuous on R, then

o0

lim ENTLT) g(N) dA = / h AT, T) g(A) dA, (A.32)

l—00 | oo
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