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ON MATRIX-VALUED HERGLOTZ FUNCTIONS

FRITZ GESZTESY AND EDUARD TSEKANOVSKII

ABSTRACT. We provide a comprehensive analysis of matrix-valued Herglotz
functions and illustrate their applications in the spectral theory of self-adjoint
Hamiltonian systems including matrix-valued Schrédinger and Dirac-type op-
erators. Special emphasis is devoted to appropriate matrix-valued extensions
of the well-known Aronszajn-Donoghue theory concerning support properties
of measures in their Nevanlinna-Riesz-Herglotz representation. In particular,
we study a class of linear fractional transformations M4 (z) of a given n X n
Herglotz matrix M (z) and prove that the minimal support of the absolutely
continuos part of the measure associated to M4(z) is invariant under these
linear fractional transformations.

Additional applications discussed in detail include self-adjoint finite-rank
perturbations of self-adjoint operators, self-adjoint extensions of densely de-
fined symmetric linear operators (especially, Friedrichs and Krein extensions),
model operators for these two cases, and associated realization theorems for
certain classes of Herglotz matrices.

1. INTRODUCTION

The spectral analysis of self-adjoint ordinary differential operators, or more gen-
erally, that of self-adjoint Hamiltonian systems (including matrix-valued Schrodinger
and Dirac-type operators), is well-known to be intimately connected with the
Nevanlinna-Riesz-Herglotz representation of matrix-valued Herglotz functions. The
latter terminology is not uniformly adopted in the literature and postponing its
somewhat controversial origin to the beginning of Section E, we recall that M(z) is
said to be a matrix-valued Herglotz function if M : C; — M, (C) is analytic and
Im(M(z)) > 0 for z € C4. (Here C, denotes the open complex upper half-plane,
M,,(C), n € N the set of nxn matrices with entries in C, and Re(M) = (M+M*)/2,
Im(M(z)) = (M — M*)/(2i) the real and imaginary parts of the matrix M). The
Nevanlinna-Riesz-Herglotz representation of M (z) is of the type

M(z) :C+Dz+/dQ(>\)((>\—z)’1 — A1+ )Y, (1.1)
R
where
C = Re(M(i)), D= 717%10(%1\4(@'17)) >0, (1.2)

and d(\) denotes an n x n matrix-valued measure satisfying

/(g, dQ(N)e)en (1 4+ A?)7! < oo for all c € C" (1.3)
R
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(with (-, -)cn the scalar product in C™). The Stieltjes inversion formula for Q then
reads

%Q({Al}wr%Q({AQ}HQ((ADAQ)):flnm P (M +is)  (14)
€l0 A\

and its absolutely continuous part Q4. (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure) is given by
dQuc(N) = 7 (M (X + ig))dA (1.5)

(cf. Section ﬂfor a detailed exposition of these facts). Spectral analysis of ordinary
differential operators (with matrix-valued coefficients) then boils down to an anal-
ysis of (matrix-valued) measures dQ()) in the representation ([L1]) for M (z). These
Herglotz matrices are traditionally called Weyl-Titchmarsh M-functions in honor of
Weyl, who introduced the concept in the special (scalar) Sturm-Liouville case, and
Titchmarsh, who recognized and first employed its function-theoretic content. Since
different self-adjoint boundary conditions associated to a given formally symmetric
(matrix-valued) differential expression 7 yield self-adjoint realizations of 7 whose
corresponding M-functions are related via certain linear fractional transformations
(cf. L02)]), we study in depth transformations of the type

M(Z) — MA(Z) = (A211 + AQﬁQM(Z))(Alyl + A172M(2))71, (16)
where
A= (A:D7Q)1§p7q§2 € Aszn,
. 0 —I,
Aan = (A€ Ma©)[ AT A=), Jn=( ] 7))

(I, the identity matrix in C"). Ma(z), A € Aj,, are Herglotz matrices whenever
M (z) is a Herglotz matrix. Moreover, denoting the measure in the Nevanlinna-
Riesz-Herglotz representation (L) for Ma(z) by dQ24()\), we provide a matrix-
valued extension of the well-known Aronszajn-Donoghue theory relating support
properties of dQ24(\) and d2()), originally inspired by Sturm-Liouville boundary
value problems. As one of our principal new results we prove that the minimal
support of the absolutely continuous part dQ24 qc(A) of df24(\) is independent of
A € As,, which represents the proper generalization of Aronszajn’s celebrated
result [[I]] for Sturm-Liouville operators.

Concrete applications of our formalism include self-adjoint finite-rank perturba-
tions of self-adjoint operators and self-adjoint extensions of densely defined symmet-
ric closed linear operators H with finite deficiency indices especially emphasizing
Friedrichs and Krein extensions in the special case where H is bounded from be-
low. Moreover, we describe in detail associated model operators and realization
theorems for certain classes of Herglotz matrices. These results appear to be of
independent interest in operator theory.

Finally we briefly describe the content of each section. In Section E we review
basic facts on scalar Herglotz functions and their representation theorems. Sec-
tion E reviews the Aronszajn-Donoghue theory concerning support properties of
dQ (M) in the scalar case and Section E describes a variety of applications of the
scalar formalism. Some of these applications to self-adjoint extensions of symmetric
operators with deficiency indices (1,1) (such as Theorem [£.4(iv) and Theorems .4
and @) appear to be new. Section ﬂ provides the necessary background material
for matrix-valued Herglotz functions and their representation theorems. Section E,
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the principal section of this paper, is devoted to a detailed study of support prop-
erties of dQ4()\) and Theorem [.g contains the invariance result of the minimal
support of d24 4c(\) with respect to A € As,. In our final Section E we again treat
applications to self-adjoint finite-rank perturbations and self-adjoint extensions of
symmetric operators with finite deficiency indices. We pay particular attention to
Friedrichs and Krein extensions of symmetric operators bounded from below and
prove a variety of realization theorems for certain classes of Herglotz matrices. To
the best of our knowledge, most of the applications discussed in Section ﬂ are new.
For the convenience of the reader we collect some examples of scalar Herglotz func-
tions in Appendix . Appendix B contains a detailed discussion of Krein’s formula,
relating self-adjoint extensions of a symmetric operator, and its application to linear
fractional transformations of associated Weyl-Titchmarsh matrices.

It was our aim to provide a rather comprehensive account on matrix-valued Her-
glotz functions. We hope the enormous number of applications of this formalism
to the theory of self-adjoint extensions of symmetric operators, the spectral the-
ory of ordinary (matrix-valued) differential and difference operators, interpolation

problems, and factorlzatlons of matrlx and operator functions [{], [L4-[14], [Rd],
[ o ]a [ ]

[bd, . [BY)
[, |E| inverse spectral theory [P,
@] 117, [i2q -39, ({39, L3,

[, and conlpletely integrable hierarchies of matrix-valued nonlinear

], (1147
evolution equations [E], [@ @] @] @] [@ @ - -7 - |, justifies

this effort.

2. BAsic FACTS ON SCALAR HERGLOTZ FUNCTIONS

This section provides a quick review of scalar Herglotz functions and their rep-
resentation theorems. These results are well-known, in fact, classical by now, and
we include them for later reference to achieve a certain degree of completeness, and
partly to fix our notation.

Definition 2.1. Let Cy = {z € C| Im(z) = 0}. m : C4 — C is called a Herglotz
function if m is analytic on C; and m(C;) C C,.

It is customary to extend m to C_ by reflection, that is, one defines
m(z) =m(z), ze€C_. (2.1)

We will adopt this convention in this paper. While () defines an analytic function
on C_, m| ¢ in (@), in general, does not represent the analytic continuation of

m| c, (cf. Lemma P.§ for more details in this connection).

There appears to be considerable disagreement concerning the proper name of
functions satisfying the conditions in Definition B In addition to the presently
used notion of Herglotz functions one can also find the names Pick, Nevanlinna,
Nevanlinna-Pick, and R-functions (sometimes depending on the geographical origin
of authors and occasionally whether the open upper half-plane C, or the confor-
mally equivalent open unit disk D is involved). Following a tradition in mathemat-
ical physics, we decided to adopt the notion of Herglotz functions in this paper.

If m(z) and n(z) are Herglotz functions, then m(z) 4+ n(z) and m(n(z)) are also
Herglotz. Elementary examples of Herglotz functions are

c+id, c+dz, ceR, d>0, (2.2)
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2N, 0<r<l, (2.3)
In(z),
choosing the obvious branches in (R.3) and (.4),
tan(z), —cot(z), (2.5)
az 1+ a9z (2.6)
ai1+ a2z’ '
a=( 1 M2 ) e (C), a"joa=7j = (0 1 (2.7)
ag1  ago 2 ) J2 J2,  J2 1 0 ) .

with M, (C) the set of n x n matrices with entries in C, and hence
~1/z (2.8)

as a special case of (R.6). Equations (.§) and (R.7) define the group of auto-
morphisms on C; (or C_). Finally, we mention a less elementary example, the
digamma function [m], Ch. 6,

9(z) = T'(:)/T(2), (2.9)
with T'(z) Euler’s gamma function. Further examples are described in detail in
Appendix E
As a consequence,
—1/m(2), m(-1/z2), (2.10)
In(m(z)), (2.11)

and

az,1 + ag,gm(z)
al,l + CLLQT)’L(Z)7

me(z) = (2.12)
with a € My(C) satisfying (R.7), are all Herglotz functions whenever m(z) is Her-
glotz. More generally, and most relevant in the context of spectral theory for linear
operators, let H be a self-adjoint operator in a (complex, separable) Hilbert space H
with (-, )3 the scalar product on H x H linear in the second factor. Let (H —z)~!,
z € C\R denote the resolvent of H. Then for all f € H,

(f, (H = 2) 7' f)n (2.13)

is a scalar Herglotz function (it suffices to appeal to the spectral theorem for H and
apply the functional calculus to (H — 2)~1), while (H — 2)~! represents a B(H)-
valued Herglotz function (B(H) the set of bounded linear operators mapping H to
itself).

The fundamental result on Herglotz functions and their representations on Borel
transforms, in part due to Fatou, Herglotz, Luzin, Nevanlinna, Plessner, Privalov,
de la Vallée Poussin, Riesz, and others, then reads as follows.

Theorem 2.2. ([}, Ch. VI, [L1], [, Chs. 11, TV, [B7, [P1], Ch. 6, [2]], Chs. I,
IV, [[29, Ch. 5). Let m(z) be a Herglotz function. Then

(i). m(z) has finite normal limits m(X £i0) = limc o m(X £ i€) for a.e. A € R.
(i). If m(z) has a zero normal limit on a subset of R having positive Lebesgue
measure, then m = 0.
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(iii). There exists a Borel measure w on R satisfying

/Rdw(A)(l + M) <00 (2.14)
such that the Nevanlinna, respectively, Riesz-Herglotz representation
m(z) = e+ dz + / dwO) (A =2 = A1+, zeCy, (2.15)
¢ = Re(m(i)), d= B (i) /) 2 0
holds.
(iv). Let (A1, A2) C R, then the Stieltjes inversion formula for w reads
%w ({\)) + %w ({2}) Fw((A, A)) =71 lim :2 dX\Im(m(X\ +ig)).  (2.16)

(v). The absolutely continuous (ac) part wee of w with respect to Lebesgue measure
dX on R is given by

dwae(N) = 7 Tm(m(\ + i0))dA. (2.17)

(vi). Any poles and isolated zeros of m are simple and located on the real azxis, the
residues at poles being negative.

It is quite illustrative to compare the various measures w for the examples in
(B-3)-(R-9), £-9), and (P-9) and hence we provide these details and also a few more
sophisticated examples in Appendix A.

Further properties of Herglotz functions are collected in the following theorem.
We denote by w = wqe + Ws = Wae + Wse + Wpp the decomposition of w into its
absolutely continuous (ac), singularly continuous (sc¢), pure point (pp), and singular
(s) parts with respect to Lebesgue measure on R.

Theorem 2.3 ([L1], B, [[34), [[33)). Let m(z) be a Herglotz function with repre-
sentation (R.19). Then

().
d=0 and / dw(N)(1+ N5 < 0o for some s € (0,2)
i

if and only if / dnn~*Im(m(in)) < oco. (2.18)

1
(7). Let (A1, A\2) CR, n1 > 0. Then there is a constant C(A1, A2,m) > 0 such that
77|m()\+“7)| < C()‘lu)‘27771)7 ()‘777) € [)‘17)\2] X (07771) (219)

(iii).

sup n|m(in)| < oo if and only if m(z) = / dwN\)(\ —2)7t
n>0 R

and /dw()\) < 0. (2.20)
R
In this case,

/ dw(X) = supnm(in)| = —i lim nm(in). (2.21)
R n>0 ntoo
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(). For all X € R,

lsig)l eRe(m(A + i€)) = 0, (2.22)
w{A}) = 1;&1 elm(m(X +ie)) = —i Eﬁl em (X + ig). (2.23)

(v). Let L > 0 and suppose 0 < Im(m(z)) < L for all z € Cy. Then d =0, w is
purely absolutely continuous, w = wy., and

0< dc:i()\/\) =g ! h{glm(m(x\ +ig)) < 7 L for a.e. X €R. (2.24)
(vi). Letp € (1,00), [A3,Aa] C (A1, A2), [A1,A2] C (A5, A6)- If
A2
sup / dA\Im(m(A + i€))|P < oo, (2.25)
0<e<l S\,

then w = wq, is purely absolutely continuous on (A1, A2), % € LP((A\1, A2);dA),
and

. _ . dwac
18%1 [~ Tm(m (- +ie)) — W”LP((,\M\@@A) =0. (2.26)

Conversely, if w is purely absolutely continuous on (As,Ng), and if % €
LP((X5,X6);dN), then (R.28) holds.

(vii). Let (A1,X\2) C R. Then a local version of Wiener’s theorem reads for p €
(1, 00),

A2
Jin 27— / A Tm(m( + ic)) P

1 _ 1
TG 5) (3ot + gu@ay+ 3 wiir). @
AE(A1,A2)
Moreover, for 0 <p <1,

)\2 >\2
lim [ A7~ Im(m(\ + ie))[P = / dA‘dw“(/\) (2.28)
A

Elo )\1 d)\

It should be stressed that Theorems E and E record only the tip of an iceberg
of results in this area. In addition to the references already mentioned, the reader

will find a great deal of interesting results, for instance, in [@], [, [@], , [@],

62, 6 -4, {21, Cn. 11, [i23), {39

Together with m(z), In(m(z)) is a Herglotz function by (.11). Moreover, since
0 <Im(In(m(z)) = arg(m(z)) <m, ze€ Cy, (2.29)

1

the measure @ in the representation (R.15) of In(m(z)), that is, in the exponential
representation of m(z), is purely absolutely continuous by Theorem R.3(v), dio(\) =
&(A)dA for some 0 < ¢ < 1. These exponential representations have been studied in
detail by Aronszajn and Donoghue [@], and we record a few of their properties
below.

Theorem 2.4 ([L], [[d]). Suppose m(z) is a Herglotz function with representation

(R.19). Then
(i). There exists a £ € L®(R), 0 <& <1 a.e., such that

In(m(z)) =k + /Rd)\f()\)(()\ —2) TP A1+ MY, zeCy, (2.30)
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k = Re(In(m(i))),
where

EN) =7t 151%1 Im(ln(m(X + i€))) a.e. (2.31)

(i1). Let £1,¢2 € N and d =0 in (R.19). Then

0 )
/ ANEN) A (1 +N\2)7! +/ dANEN)N2 (1 + X271 < oo if and only if
00 0

0 o)
/ dwV)A (1 + 237! +/ dw(N)[AZ(1+ 1) < 0
0

and lim m(z) =c— / dw(N) A1+ A3~ > 0. (2.32)
Z—>100 R
(iii).
E(A) =0 for A <0 if and only if
d=0, [0,00) is a support for w (i.e., w((—0o0,0)) = 0), (2.33)
/ dw(1+ X7 < o0, and ¢ > / dw(MA(1 + A2)~ 1.
0 0
In this case
i m(y) = _/ dw(N)N (1 4+ X2)~! (2.34)
oo 0

and
c> /Oo dw(MA1 + A7 if and only if /OO AANEN)(1+A) " <00 (2.35)
0 0

(). Let (A1, 2) C R and suppose 0 < A < E(A) < B <1 for a.e. X € (A1,A2)
with (B — A) < 1. Then w is purely absolutely continuous in (A1, A2) and 9% €
Lp(()\g, )\4); d)\) for [)\3, )\4] C ()\1, )\2) and all p < (B — A)_l.

(v). The measure w is purely singular, w = ws, waee = 0 if and only if & equals the
characteristic function of a measurable subset A C R, that is, £ = xa.

As mentioned after Definition P.1, the definition of m| ¢ by means of reflection
as in (@), in general, does not represent the analytic continuation of m‘(u. The

following result of Greenstein [@] clarifies those circumstances under which m can
be analytically continued from C into a subset of C_ through an interval (A1, A2) C
R.

Lemma 2.5 ([7]). Let m be a Herglotz function with representation (P-13) and
(M, A2) TR, Ay < Ao, Then m can be analytically continued from C4 into a subset
of C_ through the interval (A1, \2) if and only if the associated measure w is purely

absolutely continuous on (A1, A2), w‘()\l o) = % on ) ae and the density w' of w

is real-analytic on (A1, A2). In this case, the analytic continuation of m into some
domain D_ C C_ s given by

m(z) = m(z) + 2miw'(z), z€D_, (2.36)
where w'(z) denotes the complex-analytic extension of w'(A\) for A € (A1, A2). In
particular, m can be analytically continued through (A1, \2) by reflection, that is,

m(z) = m(Z) for all z € C_ if and only if w has no support in (A1, A2).



8 GESZTESY AND TSEKANOVSKII

If m can be analytically continued through (A1, A2) into some region D_ C C_,
then m(z) := m(z) — wiw'(2) is real-analytic on (A1, A2) and hence can be continued
through (A1, A2) by reflection. Similarly, w’(z), being real-analytic, can be continued
through (A1, A2) by reflection. Hence (P.36) follows from

m(z) — miw'(z) = m(z) = m(z) =m(z) + miw'(z), z€ D_. (2.37)
Formula ) shows that any possible singularity behavior of m} ¢ Is deter-

mined by that of w’| c (Note that m, being Herglotz, has no singularities in

C4.) Moreover, analytic continuations through different intervals on R may lead
to different w’(z) and hence to branch cuts of m‘c,'

The following result of Kotani @], @] is fundamental in connection with appli-
cations of Herglotz functions to reflectionless Schrodinger and Dirac-type operators
on R (i.e., solitonic, periodic, and certain classes of quasi-periodic and almost-

periodic operators (B2, B4, (57, b1, B3, (P4, BT, [Lo4).

Lemma 2.6 (3], P4)). Let m be a Herglotz function and (A1, A2) C R, Ay < Xo.
Suppose lim._,o Re(m(A+ie)) = 0 for a.e. X\ € (A1, 2). Then m can be analytically
continued from Cy into C_ through the interval (A1, A2) and

m(z) = —m(2). (2.38)
In addition, Im(m(A 4 ¢0)) > 0, Re(m (A +i0)) =0 for all X € (A1, A\2).

3. SUPPORT THEOREMS IN THE SCALAR CASE

This section further reviews the case of scalar Herglotz functions and focuses on
support theorems for w, wee, ws, ete., in (R.15). In addition, we recall the main
results of the Aronszajn-Donoghue theory relating m, (), a € As (cf. ([.7)) and
m(z) as in (2.19).

Let p, v be Borel measures on R. We recall that S, is called a support of p if
1(R\S,) = 0. The topological support S’ff of u is then the smallest closed support
of . In addition, a support S), of u is called minimal relative to v if for any smaller
support T, C S, of u, v(S,\T,) = 0 (or equivalently, T C S, with w(T) =0
implies I/(T) = 0). Minimal supports are unique up to sets of y and v measure zero
and

S~T ifandonlyif pu(SAT)=0=v(SAT) (3.1)

defines an equivalence class &,(u) of minimal supports of p relative to v (with
S AT = (S\T)U(T\S) the symmetric difference of S and T').

Two measures, pu and v, are called orthogonal, ulv, if some of their supports
are disjoint.

If p1, po are absolutely continuous with respect to v, p; < v, j = 1,2, and 1y
and pe have a common support minimal relative to v, then pu; and us are equivalent,
1~ o

From now on the reference measure v will be chosen to be Lebesgue measure on
R, “minimal” without further qualifications will always refer to minimal relative to
Lebesgue measure on R, and the corresponding equivalence class &, (u) will simply
be denoted by E(u).

For pure point measures p = i, we agree to consider only the smallest support
(i.e., the countable set of points with positive j,, measure). If the support of a pure
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point measure p = [, contains no finite accumulation points we call it a discrete
point measure and denote it by pg.

It can be shown that there always exists a minimal support S, of p such that
S, = Sﬁl (cf. [@], Lemma 5), but in general, a minimal support and the corre-
sponding topological support Sﬁl may differ by a set of positive Lebesgue measure.
Frequently, minimal supports are called essential supports in the literature.

Theorem 3.1 ([Id], [F1], (53], [b4])- Let m be a Herglotz function with representa-
tions (R.15) and (R.30). Then
().

Sw.. ={ANER] liiglm(m(/\ +1i€)) exists finitely and 0 < Im(m (A +40)) < oo}

(3.2)
is a minimal support of wye.-
Sw. ={AeR] liﬁ}lm(m()\ +ig)) = +oo} (3.3)
E.
and
Swee ={AE Sws|1ig)1 elm(m(A + ie)) = 0} (3.4)
E.
are minimal supports of ws and ws., respectively.
Sw,, ={NER] lig)l elm(m(A +ie)) = —i hﬁ)l em(A+ig) > 0} (3.5)
E. E.

is the smallest support of wyp.
(iv). Swaer Sw,er and S, are mutually disjoint minimal supports and

So ={NeR] lsiﬂ)llm(m()\ +i¢g)) < 400 ezists and 0 < Im(m (X 4 i0)) < +oo}
= S, US.. (3.6)
is a minimal support for w.
(v).
Su.. ={NeR|0 <) <1} (3.7)
is a minimal support for wac.

Of course

~

Swee = {NER] lifg m(A + ie) exists finitely and 0 < Im(m (X 4 i0)) < co} (3.8)
£

is also a minimal support of w,.. Later on we shall use the analog of (@) in the
matrix-valued context (cf. Section ff).

The equivalence relation (@) motivates the introduction of equivalence classes
associated with w and its decompositions wg., ws, etc. We will, in particular use
the following two equivalence classes

E(wae) := the equivalence class of minimal supports of wg. (3.9)

in Theorem @ below.
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Next, we turn our attention to m,(2) in (.19), with a € My (C) satisfying (.7).
We abbreviate the identity matrix in M,,(C) by I,,, the unit circle in C by S* = 0D,
and introduce the set (cf. (2.7)),

Ay = {a € M3(C)|a*j2a = ja}. (3.10)
We note that
|det(a)] =1, a€ A, (3.11)
and
(ar,1/a1,2), (a1,1/az,1), (az2/a12), (azz2/az21) € R, a€ As (3.12)
as long as a1 » # 0, respectively, as 1 # 0. Moreover, we recall (cf. (2.12)),

Ma(z) = w, 2 eCy (3.13)
a1+ a172m(2)
and its general version

~(ab )21 + (ab™ )2 2me(2)
me(z) = (@ D1 £ (@ Do)’ a,be Ay, z € Cy. (3.14)

The corresponding equivalence classes of minimal supports of w,. and wq . are
then denoted by &(wq.) and &(wq, qc)-

The celebrated Aronszajn-Donoghue theory then revolves around the following
result.

Theorem 3.2 ([I]], [, see also [54), [13d]). Letm(z) and ma(z), a € Az be Her-

glotz functions related by (), with corresponding measures w and wq, TEspec-
tively. Then
(i). For all a € As,

E(Wa,ac) = E(Wac), (3.15)

that is, E(Wa,ac) is independent of a € Ay (and hence denoted by &, below) and
Wa,ac ~ Wae for all a € As.
(7). Suppose wy is a discrete point measure, wy = wp,q, for some b € Ay. Then
Wa = Wq,d 1S @ discrete point measure for all a € Ag.
(#i). Define
S = {X € R|there is no a € Ay for which Im(mg(\ + i0)) exists and equals 0}.
(3.16)

Then S € Eq4e.

(iv). Suppose a2 # 0 (i.e., a € A\{vL2}, v € S*). If was(R) > 0 or ws(R) >
0, then E(wa,s) # E(ws) and there exist Sqs € E(was), Ss € E(ws) such that
Sa,sNSs =0 (e, wysLlws) In particular,

§wa,s ={)eR| liJ%lm()\ +ig) = —ai11/a1,2} (3.17)
£
is a minimal support for wq s and the smallest support of wq pp equals

S,

Wa,pp

={\eR| liﬁ)lm(/\ +ig) = —a1,1/a12, / do(N)Y(N =N 72 < o0}, (3.18)
€ R

Moreover,

wal{A}) = Jar.2)| 2 <d+ /

R

-1

dw(\N)(N — >\)2> , AER. (3.19)
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(v). Suppose wy is a discrete point measure for some (and hence for all) b € As.
Assume that supp(w) = {Ar,ntnez and supp(wy) = {Aa.ntnez for some a € A
with a12 # 0 are given, where T is either N, Z, or a finite non-empty index set.
Suppose in addition that one of the following conditions hold: (1) w(R) is known,
or (2) m(zo) is known for some zg € C, or (3) lim, ;00 (m(z) —mP(2)) = 0, where
m®(2) is a known Herglotz function. Then the system of measures {wp}pea, and
hence the system of Herglotz functions {my(2)tpea, is uniquely determined.

Sketch of Proof. (i), (iii), and (iv) follow from (B.10)) and (B.13) which imply

Im(m(2))
Im(mg(z)) = )
(ma(2)) lai,1 + a1,2m(2)[?
from Theorem R.9 (i), (ii), and from Theorem B.1]. Note that a; 1 = a12 = 0 cannot
occur in (B.2() since this would contradict (B.10)). (ii) follows from (B.14)) and the
fact that w, = wg.q if and only if mg(z) is meromorphic on C. In order to prove
(v) we define

(3.20)

F(z)=m(z)+ 2L zec,. (3.21)
a1,2

Then F' is a meromorphic Herglotz function with simple zeros at {Agn}nez and
simple poles at {Ar, n}nez. In particular, its zeros and poles necessarily interlace
and the exponential Herglotz representation (R.30)) for F then yields

F(z) =exp (k + /Rd/\g()\)((/\ —2)7P =21+ A7), (3.22)

with ¢ a piecewise constant function. Analyzing (R.31)) shows that
E(N) = xaer| F)<03 (A, (3.23)

where yaq denotes the characteristic function of a set M C R and hence ¢ is
uniquely determined by supp(w) and supp(w,). Thus F(z) is uniquely determined
except for the constant ¥ € R (which cannot be determined from supp(w) and
supp(wg)). Either one of the conditions (1)—(3) then will determine k& and hence
F(z), z € C4. Thus m(z), and hence by (@) my(z) for all b € Aj, are uniquely
determined, which in turn determine wy for all b € As. O

For connections between Theorem B.2 (iv) and Hankel operators see [, Sect.
I11.10.

The relationship between Im(In(m,(z))) (respectively, £, (X)) and Im(ln(m(z)))
(respectively, £()\)), analogous to (B.1J), in general, is quite involved. The special
case a = ja, that is,

mj,(z) = =1/m(z), (3.24)
however, is particularly simple and leads to
&,(AN) =1—=&(A) for ae. XeR. (3.25)
We also state the following elementary result.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose a,b € A and that m,(z) is a nonconstant Herglotz function.
Then my(z) = my(2) for all z € Cy if and only if a = vb for some v € S*.



12 GESZTESY AND TSEKANOVSKII

Proof. First we note that (E) and @) determine a subgroup of the group of
Mébius transformations (characterized by leaving C4 invariant and normalized by
|det(a)] = 1). Hence my(z) = myp(2) if and only if a = b for some v € C\{0}. The
normalization | det(a)| = |det(b)| = 1 then yields v € S*. O

4. FURTHER APPLICATIONS OF SCALAR HERGLOTZ FUNCTIONS

For additional applications of the Aronszajn-Donoghue theory described in The-
orem @ we now consider self-adjoint rank-one perturbations of self-adjoint op-
erators, Friedrichs and Krein extensions of densely defined symmetric operators
bounded from below with deficiency indices (1, 1), and Sturm-Liouville operators
on a half-line.

Some of the following results are well-known (the material mainly being taken
from (B3, [B7), B, [, (00, [[35), [(3d], and [37]) and hence this section is par-
tially expository in character. However, we do supply simplified proofs of various
results below and prove several realization results for different classes of Herglotz
functions which appear to be new. Additional material connecting rank-one per-
turbations with Hankel operators, respectively, Krein’s spectral shift function can

be found in [, Sect. II1.10, respectively, [

We start with self-adjoint rank-one perturbations of self-adjoint operators (fol-
lowing [@] and ]) Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space with scalar prod-
uct (-, )3, Ho a self-adjoint operator in H (which may or may not be bounded) with
simple spectrum. Suppose f1 € H, ||fi|lx = 1 is a cyclic vector for Hy (i.e., H =
linspan{(Hy — z)~1f; € H|z € C\R}, or equivalently, H= linspan{Eo(\)f1 € H|
A € R}, Ep(+) the family of orthogonal spectral projections of Hy) and define

HQZHo—FaPl, P :(fl,')Hfh QER, (41)

with D(H,) = D(Hp), @ € R (D(-) abbreviating the domain of a linear operator).
Denote by E,(-) the family of orthogonal spectral projections of H, and define

doa(N) = d| Ea(N) 12 / doa(N) = [ il = 1. (4.2)

By the spectral theorem for self-adjoint operators (cf., e.g., ], Ch. VI), H, in
H is unitarily equivalent to H, in Ho = L*(R; dw, ), where

(Hag)(\) = Ag(\), € D(Ha) = L*(R; (14 A?)dw), (4.3)
Hy = U H UL, H = Uy L?*(R; dw,), (4.4)
with U, unitary,
N N
U : Ho = L*(Rydwa) = H, §— (Uag) = s-lim d(Ea(N)f1)g(A).  (4.5)
N—oo _N
Moreover,
fi=Usf1, fiN) =1, XeR. (4.6)

The family of spectral projections En(A), A € R of H, is then given by
(BEa(N)§) (1) = 0\ — p)g(p) for we—a.e. peR, § € LA(R; dw,), (4.7
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e(x):{l, >0

0, z<O.

Introducing the Herglotz function

ma(z) = (f1, (Ha —2) " f1)n = i j“j“z, zeCy, (4.8)
one verifies
mg(z) = T (ﬂnﬂfij);a(z)’ a, B eR. (4.9)

A comparison of ([d) and (B.13) suggests an introduction of
1 _
a(a,ﬂ)_<0 ﬁ1a>€A2, o, B ER. (4.10)

Moreover, since wq(R) = 1, Theorem @ applies (with ay1(a, 8) = az2(a, ) =1,
04,2(0475) =B -a, 02,1(04, ﬂ) = 0)-

If f1 is not a cyclic vector for Hy, then as discussed in [@], H (not necessarily
assumed to be separable at this point) decomposes into two orthogonal subspaces
H' and HLEL,

H="mH oH", (4.11)

with H! separable, each of which is a reducing subspace for all H,, o € R. One
then has H! = linspan {(Ho — z)~1f;1 € H|z € C\R} and

H, = Hg on D(Hy) NH>* for all o, f € R. (4.12)
In particular,
Ho=H)® HY', H,=H.®Hy", acR, (4.13)
fi=f®o, (4.14)
where
Hy = H}D(Ho)r‘ﬂ—tl’ Hé& - HO|D(H0)OH11J-’ (4.15)
implying
(fr,(Ha = 2) 7 fi)w = (F1, (Ha = 2) 7 fi)se = mg(2), a€R. (4.16)

Thus, a-dependent spectral properties of H, in H are effectively reduced to those
of Hl in H!, where H} are self-adjoint operators with simple spectra and cyclic
vector fi € H!.

Introducing the following set of Herglotz functions (we will choose the usual
symbol A for these sets in honor of R. Nevanlinna)

N = {m: Cy — C; analytic [m(z) :édw()\)()\ —2)7 Y H{dw(/\) < oo}, (4.17)

we now turn to a realization theorem for Herglotz functions of the type (@)

Theorem 4.1.
(i). Any m € N1 with associated measure w can be realized in the form

m(z) = (f1,(H —2) " f1)n, z2€Cy, (4.18)
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where H denotes a self-adjoint operator in some separable complex Hilbert space H,
fi€H, and

/mwamw (4.19)
R

(i1). Suppose my € N1 with corresponding measures wg, £ = 1,2, and my # ma.
Then my and mo can be realized as
me(z) = (fr, (He— 2) " fi)u, £=1,2, z€Cy, (4.20)

where Hy, { = 1,2 are self-adjoint rank-one perturbations of one and the same
self-adjoint operator Hy in some complex Hilbert space H (which may be chosen
separable) with f1 € H, that is,

Hy=Ho+oaPr, Pr=(f1,)uf1 (4.21)
for some ay € R, £ = 1,2, if and only if the following conditions hold:

[ ) = [ awn) = 1515 (4.22)

and for all z € Cy,

molz) = ml(Z)
) = T A2 (0 —anm ()

Proof. Define the self-adjoint operator Hy of multiplication by A in H = L?(R; dw)
by

(4.23)

(Hog)(A) = Ag(\), g € D(Ho) = L*(R; (1 + A*)dw), (4.24)

where w denotes the measure in the Herglotz representation of m(z), and consider
f1 =1¢€ H. One infers

(f1, (Ho — 2)" f1)u = /Rdw()\)()\ —2)7 = m(2). (4.25)

Since w-lim, ;00 (—2)(Ho — 2)~! = I, the identity in H, and |iy(A —iy) 7| < 1,
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields ([L19) and hence part (i). The
necessity of condition ([.23) in part (ii) was proved by Donoghue [ (assuming
/1l = 1). Indeed, applying the last part in the argument proving (i) to m1(2)
and ma(z) immediately proves ) Identifying oy = «, as = 8, H1 = H,,
Hy = Hg, || fill52mi(2) = ma(2), and || f1]l3°ma(z) = mp(2), (£23) is easily seen
to be equivalent to ([..9). Conversely, assume (f.22) and ([23). By part (i), we
may realize m(z) as

£l m(2) = 1 £l (fr (Hy = 2) 7 ). (4.26)

By (#.16]) we may assume that H is separable and H; has simple spectrum and
hence identify it with H, in ([.I). Define Hsz as in (L) for 8 € R\{a} and
consider

ma(z) = || filli* (Fr, (Hg — 2) " f1)a (4.27)
By ([L9) one obtains (mq(2) = || f1]l37m1(2))
mps(z) = il () (4.28)

L+ (8= a)llfillz*ma(z)
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A comparison of ({.29) and ([£.9) then yields | f1||2,ms(2) = ma(z) for (ag —ay) =
(8 — «), completing the proof. O

Of course we could have normalized fi, ||fi]l% = 1, and then added the con-
straint [ dw(\) = 1 to (17). By (f16), (f=1§) can be realized in nonseparable
Hilbert spaces.

Next we turn to a characterization of Friedrichs and Krein extensions of densely
defined operators bounded from below with deficiency indices (1,1) (following [BF],

B3, B, [, {od), {101, [i37), and [143)).

We start by describing a canonical representation of densely defined closed sym-
metric operators with deficiency indices (1,1) as discussed by [[[2]. Let H be a
separable complex Hilbert space, H a closed densely defined symmetric operator
with domain D(H) and deficiency indices (1,1). Choose ux € ker(H* F i) with
lusll% =1 and denote by H,, a € [0, ) all self-adjoint extensions of H, that is,

Ho(g+uy +e*u_) = Hg+ iuy —ie*u_,

D(H,) = {(g+uy +e*u_) € D(H*)|g € D(H), us € ker(H* Fi)}  (4.29)
by von Neumann’s formula for self-adjoint extensions of H. Let E,(-) be the family

of spectral projections of H, and suppose H, has simple spectrum for some (and
hence for all) @ € [0,7) (i.e., u is a cyclic vector for H, for all a € [0,)). Define

dva(N) = d]| Ea(Nus |2, / Qe = lugZ =1, aclom),  (430)

then H, is unitarily equivalent to multiplication by A in L?(R;dv,) and uy can be
mapped into the function identically 1. However, it is more convenient to define

dwa(N) = (1 + A dva(N), (4.31)
such that

dwa(N) B
/R v 1, /Rdwa()\) =00, a€c]l0,n) (4.32)

(by (:30) and the fact that uy ¢ D(H,)). Thus, H, is unitarily equivalent to H,

in Ho = L*(R; dw,,), where

(Had)(N) = Ag(N), g€ D(Hy) = LA(R; (1 + A\?)dwy), (4.33)
Hy = UyH UL, H = Uy LA(R; dw,), (4.34)

with U, unitary,

N
9= Uag = glim | d(Ba(Aus)(h =300 (4.35)
Moreover,
uy = Uptiy, G:(N)=(\—14)" (4.36)
and
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where

H=U,H(a)US . (4.38)
Thus H(a) in L%(R;dw,) is a canonical representation for a densely defined closed
symmetric operator H with deficiency indices (1, 1) in a separable Hilbert space H

with cyclic deficiency vector uy € ker(H*—i). We shall prove in Theorem @ below
that H(a) in L*(R; dw,) is actually a model for all such operators. Moreover, since

(H=72)g,Ua(- —2) ) = /Rdwa(/\)(A —2)(Ua'g) M)A —2)"1 =0, (4.39)
g€ D(H), z€ C\R

by ([£37), one infers that U, (- — z)~' € D(H*). Since D(H) is dense in H, one
concludes

ker(H(a)* —z) ={c(-—2) ' |ceC}, zeC\R, (4.40)
where
H* = U.H(a)*U; . (4.41)

If uy is not cyclic for H, then, as shown in [id], # (not necessarily assumed
to be separable at this point) decomposes into two orthogonal subspaces H° and
IHO,L7

H=H"oH", (4.42)

with H° separable, each of which is a reducing subspace for all H,, a € [0,7) and
H° = linspan{(H, — 2z)~tu; € H|z € C\R} is independent of a € [0,7), (4.43)
(Ho —2)" ' = (Hg — 2) " on H*+ for all o, B € [0,7), 2 € Cy. (4.44)

In particular, the part H%* of H in H% is then self-adjoint,

H=H®H%, H,=H°® H" ac|0,n), (4.45)
ran(H*+ — 2) = H", 2 € C\R, (4.46)
uy =ul @0, (4.47)

with H? a densely defined closed symmetric operator in H° and deficiency indices
(1,1). One then computes

sl 2+ (4 22) s, (Ha — )b
= z|lu |30 + (1 + 23 (WS, (HY — 2)"'ul)yo, € [0,m) (4.48)
and hence a-dependent spectral properties of H, in H are effectively reduced to
those of HY in H°, where H? are self-adjoint operators with simple spectra and
cyclic vector u9 € ker((H?)* —i).
Next we show the model character of (Hq, H(a), Hy) following the approach
outlined by Donoghue [iF.

Theorem 4.2 ([@]) Let H be a densely defined closed symmetric operator with
deficiency indices (1,1) and normalized deficiency vectors uy € ker(H* F1), ||ut|ln
=1 in some separable complex Hilbert space H. Let H, be a self-adjoint extension
of H with simple spectrum (i.e., uy is a cyclic vector for H,). Then the pair
(H,Hy) in H is unitarily equivalent to the pair (H(c), Hy) in H defined in ([£.37)
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and ([33) with unitary operator U, defined in (35) (¢f ([E3]) and (£34)).

Conwversely, given a measure dw satisfying

[ 1 [ o = a0

define the self-adjoint operator H of multiplication by X in H = L2(R; d),
(Hg)(\) = Ag(N), g € D(H) = L*(R; (1 + X*)dis), (4.50)

and the linear operator H in 7—7,

D(H) ={g € D(H)| [dBN)g(N) =0}, H = Hlp . (4.51)

Then H is a densely defined closed symmetric operator in H with deficiency indices
(1,1) and deficiency spaces

ker(H* Fi) = {c(AFi)"'|ce C}. (4.52)

Proof. The first part of the theorem (with the exception of the explicit expression
for the unitary operator U, in ([£39)) is due to Donoghue [iJ] and we essentially
sketched the major steps in (f30)(f-4§) above. For the sake of completeness we
add two more details. First, in connection with proving the unitary equivalence
stated in ([£.34)), one observes that U,(H, — 2) "ty = (Hy — 2) " tuy. Using the
first resolvent identity for H, and H, then yields Uy (Hy —2) ' ((Ho — 2') "ty ) =
(Ho — 2) Y ((Hy — 2')"tuy). Since 2’ € C\R is arbitrary, one obtains ([.34) from
the fact that uy is cyclic for H, . Secondly, in connection with the domain of H(«)
in ({.37) one makes use of the well-known fact that h € H,, belongs to D(H («)) if
and only if h € D(H,) and h is orthogonal to ker(H* — 4) in the topology of the
graph of H*, that is,
(H*h, H*uy)g + (houi)g =0 ori(Hahuy)y + (houy)y =0 (4.53)

This is easily seen to be equivalent to [ dwe(A)R(X) = 0 in ([£37).

Since the second part of Theorem @ is stated but not explicitly proved in [@],
we now sketch such a proof. N N

Define Ha, = L2(R; (1 + A?)"dw), r € R, Ho = H and consider the isometric
isomorphism (unitary operator) R from Ha onto H_a,

R:Ho—Hoo, [f—(1+M)F, (4.54)

(F. 9, = (F,R9)z = (Rf,9)5 = (Rf, RG)z_,,  [.G€Ho, (4.55)

(@0)q , = @R W)z = (R'U,0); = (RT'4,R'0)y,, @0€H 2 (4.56)
We note that C C H_s. Since § € Hy implies § € L*(R;d&) using |§(\)| = (1 +
A2 7H2(1 4+ A2)V/2|g()\)| and Cauchy’s inequality, D(H) is well-defined. Moreover,

as a restriction of the self-adjoint operator H, H is clearly symmetric. One infers

from (§.54) and (4.51]) that
D(H) = Hy = D(H) &, R™'C, (4.57)

where, in obvious notation, @ denotes the direct orthogonal sum in 7—~[2. Next,
to prove that D(H) is dense in H, suppose there exists a § € H such that gLD(H).
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Then

0=(f.9)z = (f,R7'9)5, for all f € D(H) (4.58)
and hence R~'g € R™!C, that is, § = ¢ € C a.e. by (), and consequently,
g € M if and only if ¢ = g = 0. Next, H is a closed operator, either by ([£57) or
directly by its definition () (hmnHoo ||fn gllg =0, limy, o0 |H f, — glg =0
for {fn}neN C D(H), f g € H imply f €EHyandg=Hf by passing to appropri-
ate subsequences of {f,}nen and {an}neN, and [p dw( (A = (R711 f)HQ =
lim,, o0 (R, fn)H2 = 0 then yields f € D(H)). Since H is self-adjoint, ran(H —
z)=H for all z € C\R, and (H £1) : Hy — H is unitary,

((H+i)f,(H+4)g))y = /R (14 X)dwNF TN = (F,9g,»  [.9 € Ho.
(4.59)
Thus, (J.57) and ([£59) yield
H=(H+i)Hs = (H +i)(D(H) By, R™'C) = (H +i)D(H) By { £5c|c € C}
=ran(H £1i) &5 {c(AFi)"'|ce C} (4.60)

and hence ([L.53). O

If H, and Hp are two distinct self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric operator
H with deficiency indices (1,1) considered in Theorem , then, in contrast to the
case of deficiency indices (n,n) to be studied in detail in Section [, D(H,) and
D(Hg) have a trivial intersection, that is,

D(H,)ND(Hg) =D(H) for all a, 5 € [0,7), # 5. (4.61)
Introducing the Herglotz function
me(z) = / dwa V) (A —=2)" = A1+ 27 (4.62)
R
=2+ (1 +2H)(uy,(Ho — 2) rug )y (4.63)

(the last equality being a simple consequence of [j dwa(A)(1 + A%)~1 = 1) one
verifies

_ —sin(f — a) +cos(f — a)ma(z)

me(z) = cos(B — a) +sin(f8 — a)ma(z) ’ o B € [0,m). (4.64)
A comparison of ([.64) and (B.13) suggests invoking
a(e, B) = ( _Czisl(fﬁ—_ac)y) 22((?3 - 3 ) €Ay, a,B€(0,7). (4.65)

Moreover, since m., (i) = i for all v € [0, 7), Theorem B.d applies (with a; 1 (a, ) =
az,2(a, B) = cos(B — ), ar2(a, B) = —az1 (e, B) = sin(f — ).

Next, assuming that H is nonnegative, H > 0, we intend to characterize the
Friedrichs and Krein extensions, Hr and Hg, of H. In order to apply Krein’s
results [L00] (see also [}, [14d), [L41)) in a slightly different form (see, e.g., [L37],
Sect. 4 for an efficient summary of Krein’s results most relevant in our context) we
state
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Theorem 4.3.
(i). Ho = Hp for some o € [0,7) if and only if [5 d||Ea(Nuy|3A = oo, or
equivalently, if and only if f;o dwa (M)A = 0o for all R > 0.
(i) Hg = Hg for some 8 € [0,7) if and only if fOR d|[Eg(Nuy |3 A1 = oo, or
equivalently, if and only if fOR dws(MA™ = o0 for all R > 0.
(iii). Hy = Hp = Hg for some v € [0,7) if and only if [5 d||Ey(A)uy |3\ =
fOR d| Ey(Nut 327" = oo, or equivalently, if and only if [ dwy (M)A = oo =
J3¥ dwy (MA™Y for all R > 0.
Proof. In order to reduce the above statements (i)—(iii) to those in Krein [[LO]]
(as summarized in Skau [[I37)), it suffices to argue as follows. From (u+ 1)~! =
(p—i)"P = (1 +4)(u+1)"1(u —i)~! one infers
1Ea)Ua -+ 12 = BaN s 13, + 20 Ba () (o + 1) |,

— 2| Ea(\)(Ho + 1) uy |3 (4.66)

and since

. d)| Ba(Nuy |2
[ aizaoy + ) rug g = [ AT a0 e
B B

one concludes that

/ d||Ea(N)Uq(- 4+ 1)71||3, is finite (infinite)
B

if and only if / d||Eq(N)uy ||3, is finite (infinite). (4.68)
B

Here B denotes any Borel subset of [0, 00). O

We also recall that
inf o(Hr) = inf{(g, Hg)u € R|g € D(H),|lg||ln =1} >0, (4.69)
whereas
info(Hg) =0 (4.70)

(here o(-) abbreviates the spectrum of a linear operator). Moreover, all nonnegative
self-adjoint extensions H of H satisfy

0< (Hp —p) ' < (H-p)™ < (Hg — )™, pe (—00,0). (4.71)

and hence H has a unique nonnegative self-adjoint extension if and only if Hx =
Hp.
Theorem .3 then yields the following result.

Theorem 4.4. ([, B, B3, [E, [[1).

(i). Ho, = Hp for some a € [0,7) if and only if limy| oo ma(A) = —00.

(i1). Hg = Hg for some 8 € [0, m) if and only if limyyo mg(A) = oo.

(tii). Hy = Hp = Hg for some ~y € [0,7) if and only if limy| o m~(X) = —o0 and
lim x40 My () = o0.

(iv). Suppose ap € [0,7) corresponds to Ho, = Hp, Bx € [0,7) to Hg, = Hg,
and v € [0,7). Then

lim mq(A) = —cot(y — ap) = —/ dwy (AL + M) vy # ap, (4.72)
Al—o0 R
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ll\igolmv()\) = —cot(y —akg) = /Rdwv()\)()\_l “ A1+ XY, y#ak, (4.73)

/ dw,(MA™! = cot(y — ap) —cot(y —ak), 7 #ar, 7% ak. (4.74)
R
Proof. If Hs > 0 for some § € [0, 7) one infers

ms(\) = / dws NN +A)F =N+ XD, A<o. (4.75)

0

Next, suppose H, = Hp. Then, since [N(1 + X)L — (X + |A])~!] is mono-
tone increasing as A | —00, limy|—co ma(A) = — [ dwa (X)X (1 + N7l = —o
by the monotone convergence theorem and Theorem (1) Conversely, suppose
limyy oo Ma(A) = —o0, then necessarily [ dwa(A)(1 + A)™' = oo and hence

H, = Hp again by Theorem 1.9 (i). This proves (i). Items (ii) and (iii) then follow
analogously from Theorem K.9 (ii) and (iii) above. Equation (4.79) is a direct con-
sequence of ([.62), ([L64), (i)—(iii), and the fact that all operators Hq, a € [0,7)
are bounded from below (and hence m(z) are real-valued for z € (—o0, —c(a)]
and analytic in C\(—oo, —c(a)] for c¢(a) > 0 sufficiently large). Equation ([.79) is
proved in the same manner observing that o(H,)N(—00,0), a € [0, 7) consists of at
most one eigenvalue. Finally, ([.74) is just the difference of (.73) and (J£79). O

The following represents an elementary example illustrating these concepts.

Example 4.5. Let r € (—1,1) and consider the measure

2 i mw/2)A"d >
dn(\) = (2/m)sin((r + 1)m/2)A"dX, A >0 (4.76)
0, \<0.
Then ([£.3]) is easily verified and
/Oodur()\)_ o ifo<r<l1 /Rdur()\)_ 0o if —1<r<0
r A <o if —1<r<0, o A <o if0<r<1

(4.77)

for all R > 0. Define the closed symmetric operator H(r) > 0 in L2((0,00); du,)
with deficiency indices (1,1) by
(H(r)g)(\) = AN, (4.78)
§ € DUH(r)) = {h € L2((0,00): (14 A)dpr) | [ dper(W)h(X) = 0}

and the self-adjoint (maximally defined multiplication) operator

(H:9)(\) = M(V), g € D(H,) = L((0,00); (14 X)dpr).— (4.79)
Then H, represents the Friedrichs extension H(r)p of H(r) for 0 < r < 1 and the
Krein extension H(r)g of H(r) for —1 < r < 0. In particular, H(r)p = H(r)x if
and only if r = 0.

Next, we turn to a realization theorem for Herglotz functions of the type ()
It will be convenient to introduce the following sets of Herglotz functions,

No = {m: C4y — C; analytic |[m(z) :H{dw()\)(()\ —2) 7=+ AT,
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Jdw(X) =00, [dw(\)(1+ M)t < oo}, (4.80)
R R
No.r = {m € Ny |supp(w) C [0, c0), i)fodw(/\)/\f1 = oo for some R > 0}, (4.81)
R
No.x = {m € Ny |supp(w) C [0, ), ?dw(A)A71 = oo for some R > 0}, (4.82)
0

oo R
No.rx = {m € Ny|supp(w) C [0,00), [ dw(MA™! = [dw(M)A! =0
R 0
for some R > 0} = NO,F ﬂNoﬁK. (483)
The sets Ny r, No k, and Ny g i are of course independent of R > 0.

Theorem 4.6.
(i). Any m € Ny can be realized in the form

m(z) = zlurlf + L+ 2%) (ug, (H = 2) " ug)y, 2 € Cy, (4.84)
where H denotes the self-adjoint extension of some densely defined closed symmetric

operator H with deficiency indices (1,1) and deficiency vector uy € ker(H* — i) in

some separable complex Hilbert space H.
(ii). Any Mp(resp. k) € No,F(resp. k) can be realized in the form

mF(resp. K) (Z) = Z||u+||'2;_2 + (1 + Zz)(u+7 (HF(resp. K) — 2)71U+)7j£, KRS C+7
(4.85)

where I?F(resp, &) > 0 denotes the Friedrichs (respectively, Krein) extension of some
densely defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (1,1) and deficiency
vector uy € ker(H* — i) in some separable complex Hilbert space H.

(i1i). Any mp i € No rx can be realized in the form

mp i (2) = zllusl + 1+ 22 (ug, (Hpx —2)  ug)y, 2z €Cq, (4.86)

where IA{JFJ( > 0 denotes the unique nonnegative self-adjoint extension of some
densely defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (1,1) and deficiency
vector uy € ker(H* — i) in some separable complex Hilbert space H.

In each case (i)—(iii) one has

[ a3 = us (4.87)
R
where W denotes the measure in the Herglotz representation of m(z).
Proof. We use the notation established in Theorem . Define
wr () = (A=), (4.88)
then ||u+||i~t = [gdo(N\)(1+ X?)~! and
2lu |3 + (1 + 2 (ug, (= 2)"Mug)y

:/Rda(/\)(z(lJrAz)*l+(1+22)(/\—z)*1(1+A2)*1)

/Rch(A)((A — ) = AL+ A7) = w(2) (4.89)
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proves ([.84) and hence part (i). Parts (ii) and (iii) then follow in the same manner
from Theorems [£.9 and [.3 O

Of course we could have normalized uy, ||uy|/7 = 1, and then added the con-

straint [ dw(A\)(1 +X2)"! = 1 to ([L80)(.8). By (.49), ([.84) ([£.80) can be

realized in nonseparable Hilbert spaces.

Theorem 4.7. Suppose my € Ny with corresponding measures wy in the Herglotz
representation of me, £ = 1,2, and my # mo. Then my and mo can be realized as

me(2) = 2wl + (L4 2wy, (Hy—2)Mus)u, €=1,2, 2€Cy,  (490)

where Hy, £ = 1,2 are distinct self-adjoint extensions of one and the same densely
defined closed symmetric operator H with deficiency indices (1,1) and deficiency
vector uy € ker(H* — 1) in some complex Hilbert space H (which may be chosen to
be separable) if and only if the following conditions hold:

/dwl()‘)(l AT = / dwr(\)(1+X%) 71 = Jug |3, (4.91)
R R
and for all z € Cy4,
_ 2
ma(z) = e+ 113 _tg mi(2) for some h € R. (4.92)
htJlug |37 ma(2)

Proof. The necessity of condition (.9) has been proved by Donoghue [iJ] (he
assumed |uy [[% = 1). Indeed, assuming ([£9(]), the fact

me(i) = ifluy |3, :i/dw()\)(l—i—)\2)_1, (=1,2 (4.93)
R

yields ({.91). Identifying h = cot(8 — ), Hy = Hg, Ho = Hp, |uillz>mi(z) =
ma(z), and |ut|[3°ma(2) = ma(2), ([£:93) is seen to be equivalent to ({.64). (Here

we may, without loss of generality, assume that Hy, £ = 1,2 have simple spectra
since otherwise one can apply the reduction ({.4§).) Conversely, assume ({.91]) and

(293). By Theorem [L.§ (i), we may realize m;(z) as

b llym (2) = 2 + (14 2) s 52 (us, (= 2) us)w. (494)
Again by ([.48) we may assume that H; has simple spectrum and identify it with
H,, a € [0,7) in (1.29). If Hg, B € [0,7)\{a} is any other self-adjoint extension
of H defined as in ({.29) (the actual normalization of us being immaterial in this
context), introduce

ms(z) = 2+ (U 2l |2 (s (s — ) Vg o (4.95)
By (f.64) one obtains (mq(z) = |ug|l3°ma(2))
) = St eot(8 = @l (o)
cot(B — a) + [Jut |3 ma (2)

A comparison of ([1.9) and ({.96) then yields |luy[3mpg(z) = ma(z) for h =
cot(8 — «), completing the proof. O

(4.96)

Remark 4.8. For simplicity we studied Friedrichs Hr and Krein H g extensions of a
densely defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (1,1) in Theorems [.4
and [L.4 (ii),(iii). In other words, we studied the special case where H admitted at
least one self-adjoint extension with the spectral gap (—oo,0) (in general, there is a
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one-parameter family of such self-adjoint extensions with Hr and Hg as extreme
points, cf., (£.71)). There is no difficulty in extending all our results to the case of
symmetric operators and their self-adjoint extensions with arbitrary gaps (A1, A2),
—00 < A1 < A2 < 00 in their spectrum. In fact, assuming H to be densely defined
and closed in some complex Hilbert space H, the condition H > 0 is now replaced
by

|(H — 25522 f|l3 > 22520 fll3,  f € D(H). (4.97)

In this situation it was proved by Krein ] that H always admits self-adjoint
extensions H with the same spectral gap (A1, A2). In particular, there always exist
two extremal self-adjoint extensions Hp, and Hy,, of H with the same gap (A1, A2)
such that

(Hp,, —p) P < (H—p)" < (Hi,, — )7 pe (A, he) (4.98)

for any self-adjoint extension H of H with spectral gap (A1, A2). Given the results
in [{], B3, B, [BY, and [L0d], Theorem [£.4 immediately extends to general gaps
(A1, A2) upon replacing Hpr by HF, , limy|— oo Ma(A) = —o0 by limypa,, Ae(Ar,0s)
ma(A) = —oo, Hx by Hkg,,, and limyyo mp(A) = oo by limypa,, xe(ar,0,) m8(N)
= 00, ete. Analogous remarks apply to Theorem W.4 (ii),(iii), replacing the condition
supp(w) € [0, 00) by supp(w) € R\(A1, A2) in (&)()-

Next we briefly turn to Schrédinger operators on a half-line. Let ¢ € L*([0, R]) for
all R > 0, g real-valued, and introduce the fundamental system ¢, (z, x), 0.(z, ),
z € C of solutions of (1 denotes d/dx)

=" (z,2) + (q(z) — 2)¢(z,2) =0, x>0, (4.99)
satisfying
¢a(2,04) = =0 (2,04) = —sin(a), ¢, (2,04) = 04(2,04) = cos(a), a € [0,n).
(4.100)

Next, pick a fixed 29 € C4 and a solution fo(z0,-) € L?([0,00);dx) of ([.99) and
let 1o (2, ) be the unique solution of ([.99) satisfying
Ya(z,-) € L*([0,00);dz), sin(a)y),(z,04) 4+ cos(a)a(z,04) =1,
lim W(fo(z0,2),%a(z,2)) =0, zeCy, (4.101)
Tr—r00
the latter condition being superfluous, i.e., automatically fulfilled, if —% +qis in
the limit point case at oo. (Here W(f(z),g(z)) = f(x)g'(z) — f'(x)g(x) denotes
the Wronskian of f and g.) Existence and uniqueness of 1, (z, x) is a consequence

of Weyl’s theory (see, e.g., the discussion in Appendix A of [@) Then ¢4 (2, ) is
of the form

Ya(z,2) = 04(2,2) + Mma(2)Pa(z, x), (4.102)

with mq(2) the Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function corresponding to the operator H, in
L?([0,00); dz) defined by

(Hag)(z) = —g"(z) + q(z)9(z), x>0, (4.103)
D(H,) = {g € L*([0,00);dz) | g,¢' € AC([0, R]) for all R >0 ;
—g" +4qg € L*((0,00);dx); lim W (fo(z0,2), 9(x)) = 0;
sin(a)g’(04) + cos(a)g(04+) =0}, a €[0,m).



24 GESZTESY AND TSEKANOVSKII

(Here AC([a,b]) denotes the set of absolutely continuous functions on [a,b].) Then
mea(z) is a Herglotz function with representation

Mma(z) = ca + /]R dwa N (X —2)"E = A1 +2A)7h), a€0,m), (4.104)

= cot(a) + /]R dwa N\ — 2)71, a € (0,m), (4.105)

where

/R deoa(N)(1 + )~ {f e Om (4.106)
Moreover, one verifies

—sin(8 — a) + cos(f — a)mq(2)
cos(B — a) + sin(B — a)mq(2)

and hence the corresponding matrix a(«, 8) is of the type

mg(z) = , a,peo,m) (4.107)

_( cos(B—a) sin(8-—a)
ala, B) = < _sin(B—a) cos(B—a) > e Az, o,B€l0,m). (4.108)

The asymptotic behavior of my(2) is given by

ma(e) = O+ i = R o™, e O,
N i | iz1/2 4 0(1), a=0. '

Thus, Theorem B.9 applies (with a1,1(c, 8) = az2(c, B) = cos(8 — a), a1 2(c, B) =
—az1 (o, B) = sin(8 — «)).

Theorem @(V), in particular, represents an alternative (abstract) approach to
Borg-type uniqueness theorems [P, [ (see also 6], , o4, [1d) and the
references therein) to the effect that two sets of spectra (varying the boundary
condition at one end point but keeping it fixed at the other) uniquely determine
q(z). Tts elegant proof using the exponential Herglotz representation for F'(z) is
due to Donoghue [13].

For simplicity we only discussed the case of a half-line [0,00). However, the
case of a finite interval [0, Ro] for some Ry > 0 is completely analogous, replacing
the first and third condition on 14 (z,z) in ([.101)) by the boundary condition
sin(y)y., (z, Ro) + cos(y)¥a(z, Ro) = 0 for some fixed v € [0, 7).

It is possible to characterize the set of Herglotz functions leading to Weyl-
Titchmarsh m-functions for —%22 +q in L?([0, Ro]; dx) or L*(]0, 00); dx) with real-
valued ¢ satisfying ¢ € L'([0, Ro];dx) or ¢ € L'([0, R);dx) for all R > 0, respec-
tively. These realization theorems, however, are far less elementary, being based
on the Gelfand-Levitan formalism of inverse spectral theory (see, e.g., [@], [,
[105), [[13]). We omit further details at this point.

These considerations extend to singular coefficients g at * = 0 replacing ¢ €
LY([0,R]) forall R > 0 by q € L, .((0,00)). A careful investigation of the Weyl limit
point/limit circle theory (see, e.g., B, Ch. 9) then shows that the fundamental
system @q(2,7), 04(2,7) of (.99) can be replaced by ¢(z,), 6(z, ) satisfying
() with the following properties:

(). For all z > 0, ¢(z,x), 6(z, ) are entire with respect to z € C and real-valued
for all z € R.

(ii). W(0(z,z),¢(z,x)) =1, 2 € C, z > 0.
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(iif). Timg 0 W ((z, ), 6(z, 2)) = limg o W(0(2, 2), 0(z,x)) = 0,
limg o W(0(z, ), 4(2,2)) =1, z € C.

Introducing
P(z,x) = 0(z,2) + m(2)p(z,x), =€ C\R (4.110)
satisfying

Y(z,-) € L*([0,00);dx), z€ C\R (4.111)

then yields
Im(m(z)) = Im(z) /00 dz(z,z)?, z€C\R (4.112)

0

if and only if liTrn W ((z,z),9(z,2)) =0, z€C\R. (4.113)

In particular, m(z) is a Herglotz function if ([.113) is satisfied. For associated self-
adjoint boundary conditions in the singular case see, for instance, [E], [@], Ch. III,

and [[127].

5. BAsic FACTS ON MATRIX-VALUED HERGLOTZ FUNCTIONS

The main purpose of this section is to carry over some of the scalar results of
Section Eto matrix-valued Herglotz functions.

In the following we denote by M, (C), n € N the set of n x n matrices with
complex-valued entries, denote by I,, € M,(C) the identity matrix, by A* the
adjoint (complex conjugate transpose) of A € M, (C), and by (-,-)c» the scalar
product in C™ associated with the standard Euclidean metric on C™ (antilinear in
the first and linear in the second factor). We recall that a matrix A € M, (C)
is called nonnegative (respectively, nonpositive), A > 0 (respectively, A < 0) if
(z, Az)cn > 0 (respectively, (z, Az)cn < 0) for all z € C™. Similarly, A is called
positive (positive definite, or strictly positive), A > 0, if (z, Az)c» > 0 for all
z € C™\{0}. A principal submatrix of A is obtained by deleting k rows and
columns, 0 < k < n — 1, which pairwise intersect at diagonal elements. Principal
minors are determinants of principal submatrices. The rank, range, and kernel of
A are denoted by rank(A), ran(A), and ker(A), respectively.

We start with an elementary result on nonnegative matrices which will be useful
at various places later on.

Lemma 5.1 ([B]], Ch. 7). Let A = (Ajx)i<jh<n € M,(C) and assume A > 0.
Then
(i). A >0 if and only if all principal minors of A are nonnegative. In particular,
all diagonal elements of A are nonnegative,

Aj)j 2 0, 1 S j S n. (51)

(i). For all 1 < j k <n,
1
1/2 41/2
|Aj,k| < Aj,/j Ak,/k < Q(Aju’ + Ak,k)v (5-2)

in particular, if Ag¢ =0 then the {th row and column of A are zero.

(iii). Let x € C" and (z, Az)cn = 0. Then Az = 0.

(iv). Suppose rank(A) = r < n. Then A has an r X r positive definite principal
submatriz.
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Next we briefly turn to (self-adjoint) matrix-valued measures. The ones to be
used below will be of the type

S(M) = /de)(lw)-l, S = (S ihen: Q= (Uihicisen, (5.3)

where ¥, 1, 1 < j,k < n are complex (and hence finite) Borel measures on R and
Qjx, 1 < j,k < n are complex-valued set functions defined on the bounded Borel
subsets of R with the properties,
). UX) = (£(X))1<jk<n C M,(C) is nonnegative, Q(X) > 0, for all bounded
Borel sets X C R, and Q(¢) = 0.
(ii). Qjk(UrenXe) = Bpen,1(Xe), 1 < j,k < n for each sequence of disjoint
Borel sets {X;}ren C R with Upen X bounded.
Clearly, each diagonal element X; ;, 1 < j < n defines a positive (finite) Borel
measure on R. In addition, we denote by

o =tren(X) =11+ 4+ Zon (5.4)
the (scalar) trace measure of ¥ and note that
o"(X) =0 ifandonlyif X(X)=0 (5.5)

for all Borel sets X C R since by @) each X; is absolutely continuous with
respect to 3, ; + X, and hence with respect to o'",

Yk K8+ Ter <0, 1<4,k<n. (5.6)

Below we will use the standard Lebesgue decomposition of matrix-valued measures
with respect to Lebesgue measure on R, in particular, we will use the fact that
Q = Qg is purely absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure dA if
and only if dQ(A) = P(A)d) for some nonnegative locally integrable matrix P on
R.

Matrix-valued Herglotz functions are now defined in analogy to Definition @ as
follows.

Definition 5.2. M : C; — M, (C) is called a matrix-valued Herglotz function (in
short, a Herglotz matrix) if M is analytic on C4 and Im(M (z)) > 0 for all z € Cy.

As in the scalar case one usually extends M to C_ by reflection, that is, by
defining

M(z)=M(z)", zeC_. (5.7)

Hence M is analytic on C\R but M ’(C, and M ‘ c.o in general, are not analytic
continuations of each other (cf. Lemma E) Here we follow the standard notation

T (M) = %(M _ M), Re(M) = %(M + M), (5.8)

In contrast to the scalar case, we cannot in general expect strict inequality in
Im(M(z)) > 0. However the kernel of Im(M (z)) has extremely simple properties.
The following result and its elementary proof were communicated to us by Dirk
Buschmann:

Lemma 5.3. Let M(z) € M, (C) be a matriz-valued Herglotz function. Then the
kernel ker(Im(M(z))) is independent of z € C4, in particular, the rank r of M(z)
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is constant on C. Consequently, upon choosing an orthogonal basis in ker(M (z))
and ker(M (2))*, M(z) takes on the form

M(z) = < 8 MTO(Z) > (5.9)

where M,.(z) is an r X r matriz-valued Herglotz matriz satisfying
Im(M,(2)) >0, r=n—dimc(ker(Im(M(z))), =ze¢€ Cs. (5.10)

Proof. Denote N, = ker(Im(M (z))), z € C4. Pick a zp € C; and suppose 0 #
o € N,,. Consider the scalar Herglotz function m(z) = (zy, M (z)xy)cn. Then
m(zo) € R shows that the Herglotz function m(z) —m(z) has a zero at z = zp € C+
and hence vanishes identically. Thus m(z) equals a real constant for all z € C,
and hence

0 = (2o, Im(M(2))zo)cn = || (Im(M (2))"?zo||Rn, 2 € Cy (5.11)

yields
Zy € ker((Im(M(z)))1/2) = ker(Im(M(2))), z€Cy (5.12)
since Im(M (z)) > In particular, N,, and hence r = rank(Im(M(z)))= n —

(
dimc(N,) are 1ndependent of z € C,. Finally, suppose ker(Im(M(z))) = {0}.
Then ker(Im(M(z1))) # {0} for some z; € C\{z0} would contradict the fact that
dimc (ker(Im(M (z)))) is constant for z € C4. Thus ker(Im(M(z))) = {0} for all
z € C4 thereby completing the proof. O

The following result, the analog of Theorem E, is well-known to experts in
the theory of self-adjoint extensions of symmetric operators and especially, in the
spectral theory of matrix-valued Schrédinger operators, even-order Hamiltonian
systems, and higher-order ordinary differential and difference operators. For rel-

evant materlal we refer the reader for 1nstance to | [@ Ch. 9, [@ @]

Sect. VI. 5 Sect 1.4, Sects XIII 5-XIII.7,
. 1. I Chs 8. [[07. (19,
Ch VI I, Sects 8 10

However since proofs are not always readily available in the literature, we briefly
sketch some pertinent arguments which essentially reduce the matrix case to the
scalar situation described in Theorem @

Theorem 5.4. Let M(z) € M,,(C) be a matriz-valued Herglotz function. Then
(i). FEach diagonal element M, ;(z), 1 < j < n of M(z) is a (scalar) Herglotz
function.

(ii). M(z) has finite normal limits M (X £i0) = lim. o M (X £ i€) for a.e. A € R.
(i11). If each diagonal element M; ;(z), 1 < j <mn of M(z) has a zero normal limit
on a fized subset of R having positive Lebesque measure, then M(z) = Cy, where
Co = Cj is a constant self-adjoint n x n matriz with vanishing diagonal elements.
(iv). There exists a matriz-valued measure ) on the bounded Borel subsets of R
satisfying

/(g, dQ(\)e)en (1 4+A%)7! < oo for all c € C™ (5.13)
R
such that the Nevanlinna, respectively, Riesz-Herglotz representation

M(z)=C+ Dz + / AN (A —2)"t =21+ A)7Y), zeCy, (5.14)
R
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C=Re(M(). D= lim (5-M(in) =0

holds.

(v). The Stieltjes inversion formula for Q reads

A2
%Q({)\l}) 4 %Q({)\g}) F (O ) = tim [ A Im(M(A +i2).  (5.15)
Elo kl

(vi). The absolutely continuous part Qq. of £ is given by

dQac(N) = 7 Tm(M (X +i0))dA. (5.16)
(vii). Any poles of M are simple and located on the real axis, the residues at poles
being nonpositive matrices (of rank r € {1,... ,n}).
Proof. (i). Since for all z € C",
(x, M(z)x)cn is a (scalar) Herglotz function, (5.17)

the choice z = z; = (zj1,... ,%j)" € C", ;0 = 60 in (B.17) proves (i). (Here
“t” denotes the transpose operation.)

(ii). Consider z; = (zj1,. .. . Tjn)t € C", x;, = d;, and apply the polarization
identity to (z;, M(z)zy), j # k to obtain

M) = 3 (@5 + 20, M)+ m))er — (@5 — 20), M) — 2,)er

+ Z((Z] —ixy), M(Z)(QJ —izy,))cen — Z((IJ +ixy,), M(Z)(£] + ilk))(c")-
(5.18)

Combining (p.17)
(iv),(v). By (

b.19), and Theorem R.9(i) then proves (ii).
p.17) and Theorem P.3(iii),(iv) one infers for all z € C™ the repre-

e

()

sentation
(2, M(2)a)en = cp + dyz + /Rdwg()\)(()\ ST A4, (5.19)
with
/dwz()\)(l + 27! < o0, (5.20)
R

¢z = Re((z, M(i)z)cn), dy = Jim, (2, M (in)z)cn /(in) = 0.

In addition, for (A1, \2) C R,

1 1 A2
g@e({A}) + 5we({Ae}) +wa((M, A2)) = ! lifg dAIm((z, M (X + ig)z)cn).
el0 Jx
' (5.21)
The polarization identity for (x, M(2)y)c» then yields for all z,y € C",
(z, M(2)y)cr =C(z,y) + D(z,y)z
+ [ Az (=2 = A1+ 22, (5.22)
R
where, in obvious notation,
1 . .
Clz,y) = Z(Cﬁg — Cay +iCpiy — iCrtiy), (5.23)
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D(z, E) = i(dfrg - dgfg + Z.dzfig - idzﬂg)v (5.24)
S0 (D) + 592 0) (D)) + 0z ) (4, 22) (5.25)
— 1 (et - %o@_g{xl}) + gwg_@w e (M)

% y({A2}) = wm S + swe—iy({A2}) = wm+zy({/\2})

+ waty (A1, A2)) = wa—y (A1, A2)) + iwz—iy (A1, A2)) — dwariy ((A1, )\2)))-

Since C(z,y) and D(z,y) are symmetric sesquilinear forms and D(z,z) > 0 for all
z € C™, one infers

Clz,y) = (z,Cy)cr, Dlz,y) = (z, Dy)c- (5.26)

for some
C=C"eM,C), 0<DeM,C). (5.27)
Similarly, using the obvious fact that Im((z, M (2)z)c») = (z, Im(M(2))z)cn, z €

C", (b-21)) then becomes -
A2

(5.22) = (g,w_lliﬁ)l dAIm(M (X + i€))y)cn. (5.28)
£ )\1

Arbitrariness of z,y € C" then yields the representation (.14) for M(z) and the
Stieltjes inversion formula (5.19). That C' = Re(M (i)) and D = limy, o0 M (in)/(in)
is clear from the corresponding properties in (ﬁ)

(iii). Let Xy C R be the fixed subset in (iii). Then by hypothesis, D =0, Q2 =0
using (5.14), (5.19) and Im(M (X 4 i0)) = 0 for A € X, by Lemma p.1(ii). Thus
M (z) = C is constant with vanishing diagonal elements.

(vi). Studying (z,Im(M (A + i€))z)cn, z € C™, one can follow the argument in
, Theorem 1.6(iv) step by step.

(vii). First-order poles with nonpositive residues at isolated singularities of M (z)
on the real axis follows from polarization, (), and Theorem E(Vi). O

In the scalar case described in Theorem @, isolated zeros of m(z) are necessarily
simple and located on R. This can of course be inferred from the fact that —1/m(z)
is a Herglotz function whenever m(z) is one (cf. (2.10)) and hence isolated poles of
1/m(z) are necessarily simple. This reformulation concerning isolated simple real
zeros of m(z) extends to the matrix case since we will show later on (cf. Theo-
rem [.4(i)) that if M(z) is invertible on C, then —M(2)~! is a Herglotz matrix
whenever M (z) is one. Hence isolated poles of M (z)~! on R are necessarily simple.

It should be remarked at this point that Theorem @(iv) as well as Theo-
rem f.5(iii) below, are well-known to extend to infinite-dimensional situations under
appropriate hypotheses on M (z). We will return to this circle of ideas elsewhere.

Due to @) Theorem E —(vi) and Theorem @ extend to the present
matrix-valued context with only minor modifications. For later reference we sum-
marize a few of these extensions below.

Theorem 5.5. Let M(z) € M,(C) be a matriz-valued Herglotz function with rep-
resentation (p.14). Then
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(i). For all A\ € R,

lsifg eRe(M (A +i€)) = 0, (5.29)
Q{A}) = 151%1 eIm(M (A +ie)) = —i lsiﬁ)lgM()\ + ig). (5.30)

(ii). Let L > 0 and suppose 0 < Im(M(z)) < LI, for all z € C4. Then D =0, Q

is purely absolutely continuous, Q = Qq4., and

dQ(N)
d

(i1t). Assume M(z) is invertible for all z € C4. Then there exist 2, € L*(R),
1<5,k<n,0<=<1I, ae., such that

0<

=7t lifgIm(M()\ +ig)) < n 'LI, for a.e. A€ R. (5.31)
£

In(M(z)) = K + / AAEN) (A =2t =M1+ M), zeCy, (5.32)
R
K = Re(In(M(i))),
where

EN) =xat lifg Im(In(M (X + ig))) for a.e. A € R. (5.33)

Proof of (iii). We briefly sketch an approach by Carey [Rd] (designed for the infinite-
dimensional context). Define In(z) with a cut along (—o0, 0] such that In()) is real-
valued for A\ > 0, that is, 0 < arg(ln(z)) < 7 for all z € C4. Since by hypothesis
0¢ o(M(z)), 2 € Cq, one can define In(M(z)) for z € C4 by

In(M(z)) = / AN — M ()"t =21+ 27, (5.34)

Next, introducing In(z;n) = In(z + in) for n > 0, In(-;n) is analytic on C,. De-
noting by W (A) the numerical range of A € M,,(C) (i.e., W(A) = {(z,Az) |z €
C", ||z]jcr = 1}), a theorem by Kato [BY] relating W (A) and W (f(A)) for analytic
functions f on closed domains conformally equivalent to D (the closure of the open
unit disk D € C), applied to In(z;7n) for z € C, yields
W(n(M(z);n) C{¢ € C+[0 <Im(¢) <7}, z€Cy, (5.35)
that is,
0 <Im(In(M(2);n)) < wl,, =z¢€C,. (5.36)

Continuity of In(A;n) with respect to n, lim,oIn(A4;n) = In(A4), for A € M,(C)
nonsingular, then yields

0 <Im(In(M(2))) < wl,, z€Cy (5.37)
and one can apply part (i) (as in Theorem P.3). O

Finally we state the matrix analogs of Lemmas @ and E, the proofs of which
we omit since they are essentially identical to the scalar case.

Lemma 5.6. Let M be a Herglotz matriz with representation (p.14) and (A1, \2) C
R, M1 < Xo. Then M can be analytically continued from Cy into a subset of
C_ through the interval (A1, A2) if and only if the associated measure € is purely

absolutely continuous on (A1, Aa), w‘()\l ) = Q (. Ae).ac” and the density Q' > 0
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of Q is real-analytic on (A1, A2). In this case, the analytic continuation of M into
some domain D_ C C_ is given by

M(z) = M(2)" 4+ 2miQ'(z), 2€D_, (5.38)

where Y (z) denotes the complex-analytic extension of Q' (X) for A € (A1, X2). In
particular, M can be analytically continued through (A1, A2) by reflection, that is,
M(z) = M(Z)* for all z € C_ if and only if Q has no support in (A1, \2).

Lemma 5.7 ([9d]). Let M be a Herglotz matriz and (A1, A2) C R, A1 < Az. Sup-
pose lim._,o Re(M (A + ig)) = 0 for a.e. A € (A1, A2). Then M can be analytically
continued from C into C_ through the interval (A1, A2) and

M(z)=-M(z)". (5.39)
In addition, Im(M (X +i0)) > 0, Re(M (A +140)) = 0 for all A € (A1, A2).

6. SUPPORT THEOREMS IN THE MATRIX CASE

The principal aim of this section is to prove a support theorem for ,. in
connection with the matrix analog of the Aronszajn-Donoghue theory (cf. The-
orem B.4(1),(ii)).

Supports Sq, topological supports S&l, and minimal supports (with respect to
Lebesgue measure on R) of matrix-valued measures such as Q in (5.3), (f.3) are
defined as in the beginning of Section E Because of (@), in discussing supports of
the matrix measure 2, we will occasionally replace Q by the (scalar) trace measure
W' = tren (Q). For pure point measures, 2 = (2,,,, we again consider the smallest
support. If a pure point measure §2 = 2, contains no finite accumulation points
in its support we call it a discrete point measure and denote it by 4.

In order to capture spectral multiplicities in the matrix-valued case in connection
with applications to differential and difference operators we introduce the sets (1 <
r<n)

Sa,.r ={N€R] 1iJ1}31 M (X + ie) exists finitely, rank(Im(M (A +40))) =r}, (6.1)

S5Q,. = U SQqe,rs (6.2)
Sa,,.r = Eile R rank(lgiﬁl eM(A+ig))=r}, 1<r<n, (6.3)
Sa,, = | Sy (6.4)
Sa, = 2;16 R| lslﬁ)l Im(tren (M (X +i€))) = 400}, (6.5)
Sa,. = {X € Sa, |16iﬁ)15tr(cn (M (X +ie)) =0}, (6.6)
Sa = Sq,. U Sq,. (6.7)

(Here existence of matrix limits are of course understood for each individual matrix
element.) Thus, So,..r, Sa,,, Sa,. are all disjoint for any 1 < r,7" <n.

As in (B.9) we define the equivalence classes £(Qq) and &.(Qqc) of Sq,, and
S..m 1 <7 < n with respect to the equivalence relation (B.1]) (with v representing
Lebesgue measure on R and p = Q).
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The following result is analogous to Theorem Ell in the scalar case and can be
reduced to it by studying the trace measure w?" of €.

Theorem 6.1. Let M be a matriz-valued Herglotz function with representations
(b.14) and (p-32). Then
(i). Saq,. is a minimal support of Qqc.
(i). Sq.. is a minimal support of Qse.
(iii). Sq,, is the smallest support of Q.
(). Sq is a minimal support of §).
(v). If in addition M(z) is invertible for all z € C4, then

Sae = {A € Sq,. | In(M(X +i0)) ezists finitely and 0 < tr(E(\)) <n}  (6.8)
is a minimal support of Q.
Proof of (v). By definition, S,.\Sq,, = 0. Next, suppose tr(Z()\)) equals 0 or
n. Then one concludes from 0 < E(X) < I, for a.e. A € R (cf. Theorem 5.4 (iii))
that Im(In(M (X +40))) = 0 or Im(In(—M (XA +40))) = 0, that is, In(M (X + i0)) or
In(—M (X +40)) is self-adjoint. Taking exponentials, M (A + ¢0) is self-adjoint and
hence

Im(M(A+1i0)) =0 for A € {v e R|tr(E(v)) € {0,n}}. (6.9)

Thus, abbreviating Lebesgue measure on R by | - |, one infers

150, \Sac| = [{\ € Sq,. | either Im(In(M (X +i0)); ;) does not exist finitely
for some 1 < j <mn, or tr(Z(\)) € {0,n}}]
= {X € Sq,. | Im(In(M (X + i0)), ;) does not exist finitely for some 1 < j < n}|
=0 (6.10)
by (B.9), the fact that \ € Sq,, implies Im(M (A 4 40)) > 0, and Theorem b.4 (ii)
(applied to In(M(z))). Thus, |SecASq,.| = 0 and since Qg is absolutely continu-

ous with respect to Lebesgue measure | - |, also Q4.(Sa.ASq,,) = 0. Consequently,
Sac and Sq_ . are equivalent minimal supports for Qg4c, Sac ~ Sa,.- [l

In order to prove the analog of Theorem @(1) in the matrix-valued case, that is,
the stability of the minimal support Sq,, with respect to linear fractional transfor-
mations (generalizing (R.11]) to the matrix case as in (5.29)), we need to introduce
a bit of preparatory material.

Define
0o -1,
Jon, = ( I, 0 ) , (6.11)

Aon = {A € M2, (C)| A" J2p A = Jon}. (6.12)
Representing A € Ms,(C) by

o A Al
A= ( Ag’l A2,2 ) ’ Ap,q € Mn((C), 1 < b, q < 27 (613)

the condition A*Jy, A = Js, in () explicitly reads
AT Aon = A5 A1, ASoAre = AT 5 g,
A3 A1 — AT 9Agy = I = AT 1 Asp — A5 1 Av 2, (6.14)
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or equivalently,

(g ) (G d)-m o
Since left inverses in Ma, (C) are also right inverses, (5.17) implies
(s &) (G )= o
that is,
A1Al g = AipAl . Agpdsy = Az Ay,
Ag9AT 1 — Ag 1 AT 5 = I, = A11 A5 5 — A1 245 4, (6.17)
or equivalently,
AJon A" = Jo. (6.18)
In particular,
A € Ay, if and only if A7 € Ay,,. (6.19)

Next, let A = (Ap q)i<p,q<2 € A2, and suppose M € M, (C) is chosen such that
ker(A; 1 + A12M) = {0}, that is (A1,1 + A1 2M) is invertible in C™. Define (cf.,
e.g., [L02))

Ma(M) = (Agq + Ag o M)(Ay 1 + Ay o M) ™! (6.20)
to observe
Mrp,, (M) = M,
Ma(Mp(M)) = Map(M), (6.21)

Ma(M) = Map— (Mp(M)),

whenever M4 (M) and Mp(M) exist.

We are particularly interested in the case where M in (f.20) equals an n x n
Herglotz matrix M(z). In this case the existence of (A1 + A12M(z0))~! for
some zg € C; and analyticity of M(z) on C4 proves that (Ay 1 + A1 2M(2))7 ! is
meromorphic on C,. However, since later on we are interested in analyticity of
Ma(M(z)) for all z € C4, we will usually assume that ker(A4; 1 + 41 2M(2)) =
{0} for all z € C4. Moreover, in a slight abuse of notation, we shall abbreviate
Ma(M(z)) by

MA(Z) = (A271 + A272M(Z))(A1y1 + Alsz(Z))_l, Ae Ay, 2z€Cy (6.22)

from now on.
We start with a series of results concerning linear fractional transformations of

the type (5.29).

Lemma 6.2. Suppose A = (Ap,q)i<p,g<2 € A2y and M € M, (C) with Im(M) > 0.
Then

ker(A1 1 + Ay 2M) C ker(Im(M)). (6.23)
In particular,

Im(M) > 0 implies ker(A; 1 + A1 2M) = {0}. (6.24)
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Proof. Suppose the existence of an z, € C*"\{0} such that
(A11 4+ A1 o M)z, = 0. (6.25)
Then
(2o, Im(M)zg)cr = (20)7" ((207 Mzg)en — (MEOaEO)C”)
= (21)71(@07 (AT,1A2,2 - A3,1A1,2)M£0)C" - ((AT,1A2,2 - A§,1A1,2)M£0a£0)¢3")
= (2i) ' ((A1,12, Az o Mzg)cn + (2o, A5 1 A1 120)cn — (AgaMay, Arizg)cn
— (zo, AI,1A2,120)C")

= (2i)_1( — (A1 2Mag, Ao oM zg)cn + (A2 2 My, A1 oMag)cn)

= (20)"H (Mg, (A5 2412 — Al 5 A22)Mzg)en = 0, (6.26)
where we repeatedly used (5.14) and (B.25). Since Im(M) > 0 by hypothesis, (F.26))
yields Im(M )z, = 0 and hence (f.23). O

Lemma 6.3. Suppose A = (Apq)i<pqg<z € A, M € M,(C), and ker(A; 1 +
Ay o2M) = {0}. Define

My = (Asq + AsoM)(A1q + A1 oM) L (6.27)

Then

(i)-

Im(Ma) = ((A11 + A1 M) ") Im(M) (A1 + A1 2M) L (6.28)
(A5, — AT oMa)(Arg + A1 2 M) = I, (6.29)
ker(A;z — Al oMy) = {0}. (6.30)

(iii).
M= —(A§,1 - Asf,lMA)(Azg - AT,QMA)_la (6-31)
Im(M) = ((A35 — T,2MA)71)*IH1(MA)(A§,2 - Af,zMA)fl- (6.32)

Proof. (i) is a straightforward consequence of (§.27) and (6.14). (.29) is a simple
consequence of (5.27) and (B.30) follows from (p.29). (iii) is readily derived from

(B.19) and (5.2 O
Applying Lemmas .9 and p.3 to Ma(z) in (5.29) then yields the following result.

Theorem 6.4. Assume A = (Ap q)i<pq<2 € A2n, let M(2) be an n x n Herglotz
matriz, and suppose ker(Ay 1 + A1 2M(2)) = {0} for all z € C1. Define Ma(z),
z€Cy asin (p.29). Then

(i). Ma(z) is an n x n Herglotz matriz and
Im(MA(Z)) = ((Al,l + ALQM(Z))il)*IHl(M(Z))(Al’l + ALQM(Z))il Z 0, (633)

ze€Cy.
(i). For all z € C,,
(A5 — AT oMa(2))(A11 + A1 2M(2)) = I, (6.34)
ker(A5 5 — AT oM(2)) = {0}, (6.35)

M(z) = —(A5, — AT 1 Ma(2))(A3 5 — AT,2MA(Z))717 (6.36)
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Im(M (2)) = (A3 5 — A] 5Ma(2))™") Tm(Ma(2))(A5 5 — A7 ;Ma(2))"". (6.37)
Proof. Assertions (.33)-(p.37) are clear from Lemmas 6.3 and [f.3. Since M (z)* =

M (%) clearly implies Ma(2)* = Ma(z) by (6.14), Ma(z) is an n x n Herglotz
matrix. g

We note in connection with Lemma .3 and Theorem [.4 that
Im(M (z0)) > 0 for some zy € Cy
implies ker(A411 + A12M(2)) = {0} for all z € C4 (6.38)

by (£.29).

Remark 6.5. The condition A € Ay, in the definition (6.23) of M4(2) for M4(2) to
be a Herglotz matrix (assuming M (z) to be a Herglotz matrix) is not a necessary
one. As discussed in detail by Krein and Shmulyan [, the condition A € A,
in Theorem @ can be replaced by the pair of conditions

1 A* JQnA Z iCJQn, ZAJgnA* Z iCJgn (639)

for some ¢ > 0. In a sense, by using the condition A € As,, we chose equality
in (p.39) (and ¢ = 1). From the point of view of applications of matrix Her-
glotz functions to spectral theory of matrix Schrédinger and Jacobi operators and
more generally, even-order Hamiltonian systems, with various boundary conditions
involved, our restrictive hypothesis (5.19) is sufficiently general to cover all such
cases. Pertinent references to spectral theory for even-order Hamiltonian systems

are, for instance, [[4), Ch. 9, Bd), [3-Bd, Pd-Pd, PJ, Chs. 7, 8, [1g, (2,
[129)—[131] and the literature cited therein.

Finally, we turn to £(Q4,4c) and &£,(£24,q4c) the equivalence classes of Sq,, ,. and
S0 aer> 1 <17 < moassociated with Ma(z), A € Agp (cf. (3.1) and the paragraph
following Theorem [.1)). We recall that £(2.) and &,(Q,.) are the corresponding
equivalence classes of Sq,, and Sq,.,, 1 <7 < n associated with M(z) (cf. (B.1)),

(6-9)). We also recall (cf. (6.29))
Ma(z) = (Agq + Az oM (2))(A1 1 + A1 oM (2))™Y, A€ A, 2€Cy  (6.40)
and its general version
Ma(2) = (AB™ )21 + (AB™1)2,2Mp(2))((AB™")1,1 + (AB™1)12Mp(2)) 7,
A, B € Ay, z€Cy. (6.41)

Our principal result on the absolutely continuous part of €24, the matrix analog
of Theorem B.9 (1)—(iii), then reads as follows.

Theorem 6.6. Let M(z) and Ma(z), A= (Ap.q)i<pqg<2 € Aan be Herglotz matri-
ces related by (6.40) assuming ker(Ay,1 + A1 2M(2)) = {0} for all z € Cy. Let Q
and Q4 be the measures associated with M (z) and Ma(z), respectively. Then

(i). For all A € Ay,

Er(Qaae) =Er(Qqe), 1<r<n, (6.42)
g(QA,aC) = g(Qac)u (643)

that is, £ (Naac), 1 <r <n and E(Na,qc) are independent of A € Ag, (and hence
denoted by Eger, 1 <1 < n and Eqe below) and Q4 gec ~ Nae for all A € Agy,.

(7). Suppose Qp is a discrete point measure, Qg = Qp g, for some B € Aay,. Then
Q4 = Qa4 is a discrete point measure for all A € Agy,.
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(#ii). Define
S ={X € R|there is no A € Az, for which Im(Ma (X +40)) exists and equals 0}.

(6.44)
Then S € Eqe-
Proof. (i). Define
Sar=Sas... N{\eR|M(\+i0) exists finitely}. (6.45)
Then Theorem f.4(ii) yields
S0 oo \Sar| =0, (6.46)

where | - | abbreviates Lebesgue measure on R. Since by (6.34),
(A1 + A1 M(A+100)) "1 = Ab , — AT ,Ma(\ +i0) exists for A€ Sa,,  (6.47)
(A1 + Ay 2 M(A+10))~L : C" — C" is a bijection for A € 5S4, and (.33) yields

Im(M4 (X +i0)) (6.48)
= (A1 + A1 2M (A +0)) 1) Tm(M (X 440))(A11 + A1 oM (A +140)) 7",
A€ §A,T
and hence
rank(Im(Ma (A 4 i0))) = rank(Im(M (X +i0))), A € S (6.49)
Thus,
Sar C Sa,.r- (6.50)

Similarly, defining

S, = Sa,..» N{\ € R| M4 (A +i0) exists finitely}, (6.51)
then
1Que.r\Sr| = 0. (6.52)
By () we conclude the existence of
(432 — Ao Ma(A+10) 7" = (A1 + A1 M(A+i0), €S, (6.53)

and hence (A3, — A7 ;M4 (A +0))~' : C* — C™ is a bijection for A € S,. Thus
(B31) yields

Im(M (X + i0)) (6.54)
= ((A55 — AT, Ma(A +10)) ) T (M4 (X +i0)) (A5 5 — A} s Ma(A+0)) ",
AE §T
and consequently,
rank(Im(M (A +i0))) = rank(Im(M4 (X +i0))), A € 5. (6.55)
Thus,
3, C Son o (6.56)

By (6.44), (b.50), (6.59), and (6.54),
1S0n DS ] = 0. (6.57)
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Since Q4,q. and {2, are absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure
on R, (B.57) yields
QA,G.C(SSIA,QC,T‘ASSIQC,T) - QaC(SSZA’aC,TASSZaC,T) =0 (658)

proving (p.49). Equality (f.43) is then obvious from (f.43) and (f.9).

(ii). Part (ii) follows from (p.41) (cf. (5.21])) and the fact that Q4 = Q4 4 if and
only if M4(z) is meromorphic on C.

(iii). We follow the proof of Corollary 1 in [p4] in the scalar case n = 1. Since
by hypothesis Tm(M (X + 40)) > 0 for all A € Sg,, one concludes from (f.23) that
ker(Aq1+ A1 2M(A+i0)) = ker(Im(M (A+10))) = {0} and hence Im(M4(A+1:0)) >
0 for a.e. A € S, and all A € Ay, by (p.33). Thus, one computes

[Sa,.\S| = [{\ € Sq,. | there is an Ay € Asgy, s.t. Im(Ma, (A +40)) =0} =0.

(6.59)
Similarly,
IS\Sq,.] = [{A € R|there is no A € Ay, s.t. Im(M4 (A +140)) = 0 exists
and either M (X +40) does not exist, or M (A + i0), ; exists
and equals oo for some 1 < j < n}|
< {X € R|either M (X +40) does not exist, or M (A + i0), ; exists
and equals oo for some 1 < j <n}|=0 (6.60)
by Theorem [.4(ii). Thus |Sq, AS| = 0. Since Q4 < |- |, one infers Q,¢(Sq,. AS)

=0 and hence S ~ Sq__, or equivalently, S € &,.. [l

Remark 6.7. One might ask whether the first part of Theorem .3 (iv) extends to
the matrix-valued situation. However, the simple counter example

_( m() 0 _ [ —mz)7t 0
e = (" ) e =—ane = (T 0,
(6.61)

with m(z) a scalar Herglotz function with representation (R.1§) and wy, # 0 or
wse # 0, immediately destroys such hopes since the measures 2; and Q5 corre-
sponding to M;(z) and Ms(z) are clearly equivalent.

Remark 6.8. Theorem [B.g(i) is quite familiar in the context of finite-rank pertur-
bations of the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator in a (complex, separable) Hilbert
space. For instance, the absolutely continuous (ac) parts of self-adjoint extensions of
a densely defined symmetric operator with deficiency indices (n,n) are all unitarily
equivalent. In particular, their absolutely continuous spectra and the multiplicity
functions (associated with the ac spectra) coincide, which is essentially (5.49) and
() However, even-order Hamiltonian systems do not necessarily have such an
underlying Hilbert space formulation (cf., e.g., [[5-Bd], [P7. [Pg, [[2q] and the
literature cited therein) and in these cases Theorem p.4(i) appears to be an ideal
tool for identifying ac spectra associated with 4.

As in the scalar case, the relationship between Im(In(M4(z))) (respectively,
Z4(A)) and Im(In(M(z))) (respectively, E())), analogous to (p.40), in general, is
quite involved. The special case A = Ja,, that is,

Ma(z) = —M(2)™ !, (6.62)
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however, is particularly simple and leads to the analog of (),
Eg,, (A) =TI, —E()) for a.e. A €R. (6.63)

The analog of Lemma in the present matrix-valued context appears to be
more involved.

7. APPLICATIONS OF MATRIX-VALUED HERGLOTZ FUNCTIONS

In this section we extend some of the applications of scalar Herglotz functions
in Section H to the matrix-valued context. In particular, we will study self-adjoint
finite-rank perturbations of self-adjoint operators, Friedrichs and Krein extensions
of densely defined symmetric operators bounded from below with finite deficiency
indices, and a class of Hamiltonian systems on a half-line. Throughout this section
we closely follow the setup in Section @ In particular, we omit proofs whenever
they parallel the corresponding scalar situation and focus on those arguments which
require new elements when compared to Section @

Before we enter a discussion of these three cases, we briefly digress into the
definition of L?-spaces with underlying matrix-valued measures (see, e.g., [@],
Sect. XIIL5, [[[1d], Ch. VI). Suppose Q = (%)13};@5” generates a matrix-valued

measure on an interval A C R as in (f.3)-(p.g) with w!" = > i=1 9, the corre-

sponding scalar trace measure. Let f = (f1,..., fn)t € Co(A)", where “t” abbrevi-
ates transpose and Cy(A) denotes the set of complex-valued continuous functions
of compact support contained in A. On Cy(A)"™ we define the inner product,

ig Z/dQJk fa A)gr(N), f

7,k=1

Co(A)". (7.1)

|QQ>

The Hilbert space L%(A;dQ) is then defined as the completion of Cp(A)™ with re-
spect to the norm ||-||g induced by (@) A perhaps more useful, though equivalent,
characterization of L?(A;df2) can be obtained as follows. Introduce the density ma-
trix p,

ds; k
p()\) = (ijk(A))lgj,kgn’ pj7k()\) = W

Consider all complex-valued f; : A — C such that > k=1 FiNpieN (N >0

is W' integrable over A and define H(A) as the set of equivalence classes f

N, gk=1,....n.  (7.2)

(fi,-- -, fn)? modulo Q-null functions. (Here § = (1, ..,Jn)" is defined to be an Q-
null function if [, dw® (AN (327 =y 95(N)pj (M) gr (X)) = 0.) This space is complete
with respect to the norm induced by the scalar product

G = [0 3 T, faedny  (73)
7,k=1
and coincides with L?(A;d2),
H(A) = L2(A; dY). (7.4)

Now we turn to self-adjoint finite-rank perturbations of self-adjoint operators.
Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space with scalar product (-, )y, Ho a self-
adjoint operator in H (which may or may not be bounded), and { f1,..., f,} C H an
orthogonal generating basis for Hy (i.e., (fj, fo)u = 0k, 4,k =1,...,n and H =
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linspan{(Ho — z)~'f; e H|j=1,...,n, z € C\R} = linspan{Ey(\)f; € H|j =1,
1, A€ R}, Eg(+) the family of orthogonal spectral projections of Hy). Intro-
ducing the self-adjoint diagonal matrix

o= (ajéj,k)lgj)kgn, (o7 € R, j= 1,...,n, (75)
we use the notation
c=(c1,...,ca) €C", ac=(ajcy,...,ancy)t, ete. (7.6)

Moreover, we define

K:C'=H, c—> ¢l (7.7)
j=
K :H—=C" f=((f1, N os (fus D) (7.8)
and note that
KaK* =3 a;(fj, Julj. (7.9)
j=1

After these preliminaries we can define the self-adjoint finite-rank perturbation of
H() by

Ho = Ho+ KaK* = Ho+ Y _ (£, )afis (7.10)
j=1
with D(H,) = D(Hp), a; € R, j =1,...,n. Denoting by E,(\), A € R the family
of orthogonal spectral projections of H, one introduces

QOZ()‘) = (Qa7j,k()‘))1§j)kgn7 an;j7k(/\) = (fj?dEOt(/\)fk)'H

[ 400500 = U fon =050 k=1 (7.11)
R

By the canonical representation of self-adjoint operators with finite spectral mul-
tiplicity (cf., e.g., - Sect. 20), H, in H is unitarily equivalent to Ha in 7-[
L?(R; dS)y,), where

(Hag)(\) = 2g(N),  § € D(Ha) = LA(R; (1 + X})d), (7.12)
Hy = Uy HULY, M = Uy L*(R;d9,), (7.13)

with U, unitary,
Uy : Ho = L2 (R; dQ0) — H, (7.14)

n N
G (Uag) = glim > / AEaNFNG N §= @1see e dn) € L2(R: dD).
=1

Moreover,

fj = Uaij’ f(/\) = (5j11, e ,5j1n)t, A €eR. (715)

J

The family of spectral projections En(A), A € R of H, is then given by
(Ea(N@) (1) = 0\ — 1)g () for Qu-ae. p R, §e LA(R;dQy). (7.16)
Introducing tie matrix-valued Herglotz function
Mo(2) = (e K" (Ha = 2) " Kep)en) o, en = ((F3 (o = 27 i) 1< e
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Qo
= / d A (CJF, (717)
R

A—2’
with
e;=(61,.--.0;n) €C", j=1,....n, (7.18)

one verifies

Mg(2) = Ma(2)(In + (8 — a)Ma(2)) ™, (7.19)

a= (ajajvk)lgj7k§n5 p= (ﬂjisj,k)lgj)kgn, a;, B €R, j=1,...,n.
A comparison of (f.19) and (.40) suggests the introduction of

A, B) = ( Ig ﬂj_na ) € Aan, (7.20)

o= (ajéj’k)lgj,kgn’ 8= (Bj5j7k)1§j,k§n’ a;,B; €R, j=1,...,n.

In particular, Theorem @ applies (with Ay 1(a, f) = As o, B) = I, A12(, B) =
ﬁ — Q, A271(Oé, B) = 0)

If {f1,...,fn} is not a generating basis for Hy, then H decomposes into H =
H" @ H™L, with H™ = linspan{(Hp — 2)~1f;|2 € C, j = 1,...,n} separable and
H", H™* reducing subspaces for all H,. The part H? of H, in 1" then plays the
role analogous to H! in the context of ([L11])—([£.1d).

Introducing the following set of Herglotz matrices

NP ={M : Cy — M, (C) Herglotz | M(z) = [dQN)(\—2)"},
R

for all c € C", [(c,dYN)c)cn < o0}, (7.21)
R

we now turn to a realization theorem for Herglotz matrices of the type (7.17) and
state the analog of Theorem @

Theorem 7.1.
(i). Any M € NT™*"™ with associated measure Q0 can be realized in the form

= ((f5, (H = 2) " fi)r) 1< jper 2 € Coy (7.22)
where H denotes a self-adjoint operator in some separable complex Hilbert space H,

{fla"wfﬂ} C H7 (f]ufk)’H = 5‘,/@7 juk: 17"'7” and
[ 4900 = (1£1583) 5 (7.23)

(ii). Suppose My € NT"*™ with corresponding measures Q, ¢ = 1,2, and My # Mo.
Then My and My can be realized as

M[(Z) = ((§j5K*(HZ - Z)ilng)(C")lgj’kSn
= ((fjv (HZ - Z)ilfk)H)lgj)kSnv t=1,2, z € C+7 (724)

where Hy, £ = 1,2 are self-adjoint finite-rank perturbations of one and the same
self-adjoint operator Hy in some complex Hilbert space H (which may be chosen
separable) with {f1,..., fn} CH, (fj, fo)n =5k, 5,k =1,...,n, that is,

Hg = HQ-FKCY[K* = Ho—i—Zag)j(fj,-)Hfj (725)

Jj=1
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for some ap = (v ;65 1) ar; €R, j=1,...,n, £=1,2, if and only if the

1<4,k<n’
following conditions hold:
a0 = [ a2 = (14135100 1 e (7.26)

and for all z € C4,
Ma(2) = My(2) (I + (15132054) 1 < (@2 — 1) Ma(2)) (7.27)

Since the proof parallels that of Theorem @ step by step we omit further details.

It is possible to extend this formalism to more general classes of (possibly un-
bounded) symmetric finite-rank (form) perturbations of |Hy|, see, for instance, [f
and the references therein.

Next we turn to a characterization of Friedrichs and Krein extensions of densely
defined operators bounded from below with deficiency indices (n,n) (see also [fl],
@]7 [@]7 [v [@]v [v 7 []7)

We start by describing a canonical representation of densely defined closed sym-
metric operators with deficiency indices (n,n) as discussed in [[L19] (in close analogy
to the scalar case treated in detail by Donoghue [@]) Let H be a separable complex
Hilbert space, H a closed densely defined symmetric operator with domain D(H)
and deficiency indices (n,n). Let

Uy : ker(H* — i) — ker(H" +14) (7.28)

be a linear isometric isomorpism and parametrize all self-adjoint extensions H, of
H according to von Neumann’s formula by

Ho(g+ 1+ Uq)ut) = Hg+i(1 — Un)uy, (7.29)
D(H,) = {(g+ (1 + Ua)us) € D(H") | g € D(H), us € ker(H* — i)},
In order to resemble the notation employed in Section , we think of 2« as a
self-adjoint matrix representing U, = e¢*® € U(n) with respect to fixed bases in
ker(H* F i). (Here U(n) denotes the set of unitary n x n matrices with entries in
C.) Next, we assume that {ut j}1<j<n is a generating basis for H, for some (and

hence for all) e € U(n). Let E,(-) be the corresponding family of orthogonal
spectral projections of H, and define

dTa(/\) = (d’ra)j_’k(/\))lnggn, dTa_’j)k()\) = (’UHL_J', dEa()\)u+7k)H7
/ Ao ikN) = (ug jyus k) =0ikss Jrk=1,...,n, e¥*€U(n). (7.30)
R

Then H, is unitarily equivalent to multiplication by A in L?(R;dY,) and u4 ; can

be mapped into the vector (6, 1,...,d;,)". However, it is more convenient to define
dQa(N) = (14 2)dY (N, (7.31)
such that
Q .
/ AW _ / (e, dQu(N)c)en = oo for all ¢ € C™\{0}, €2 € U(n) (7.32)
r 1+ A R

(by (7.30) and the fact that u, ; ¢ D(H,)). Thus, H, is unitarily equivalent to

~

Hg in Ho = L2(R;dS.), where
(Hag)(N) = Ag(N),  § € D(Hy) = LA(R; (1 4 A2)dQy), (7.33)
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Hy = U HULY, M= Un L2 (R;dQ), (7.34)
with U, unitary,
o Ho = L2(R;dQ,) — H,
n_ N
i Uag = gim > [ d(Ea(us )5~ 13,0, (7.35)
j=1"7-
g=(91,... L n)t € LA(R; dQy,).

Moreover,

Ut,j = Ua@+7j; Q-‘,—,](A) = (A - i)71§j7 .] = 17 L (736)
and

(H(a)g)(N) = Ag(N), (7.37)
geD(H(a) = {he D o) [(e), A% Nh(A)en =0, =1,...,n},

where ¢; has been defined in (F.18) and
H=U,H(a)US". (7.38)

Thus H (a) in L?(R;dw,) is a canonical representation for a densely defined closed
symmetric operator H with deficiency indices (n,n) in a separable Hilbert space H
and a generating basis {u, ; € ker(H* — i)}1<j<n. We shall prove in Theorem [.J

below that H (a) in L?(R; dQ,) is actually a model for all such operators. Moreover,
since

(H ~2)g,Ual- — ) 'ej)n = / (A = 2)(Uag) (M), dQu(Ngj)er (A — 2) 7 =0,
g€ D(H), € C\R, (7.39)

by (F.37), one infers that U (- — z)"'e; € D(H*). Since D(H) is dense in H, one
concludes

ker(H(a)* — z) = {e; (- —z)_1§j|cj €C,j=1,...,n}, zeC\R, (7.40)
where
H* =U.H(a)* U . (7.41)

If {uy; € ker(H* — i)}1<j<n is not a generating basis for H, then, in close
analogy to Section @ H (not necessarily assumed to be separable at this point)
decomposes into two orthogonal subspaces H" and H%+,

H="mH" oH", (7.42)

with H° separable, each of which is a reducing subspace for all H,, e*® € U(n)
and

H° = linspan{(H, — 2) " tuy; € H|2 € C\R, j = 1,...,n}
is independent of a € U(n), (7.43)
(Ho — 2)7' = (Hg — 2)7" on HO for all 2™ e*P c U(n), 2 € C,.  (7.44)
In particular, the part H%* of H in H% is then self-adjoint,
H=H"® H*, H,=H)® H", ¥ cU(n), (7.45)
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ran(H%t — 2) = HOL, 2 € C\R, (7.46)
uy =ul B0, (7.47)

with H? a densely defined closed symmetric operator in H° and deficiency indices
(n,n). One then computes

2(ug gy uy 1)n + (L4 2%) (uy j, (Ha — 2) " ug k)n
= z(uiﬁj, ul j)uo + (14 22)(u31j, (H) — 2)" "l ) o, (7.48)
G k=1,...,n, ¥ cU(n)

and hence a-dependent spectral properties of H,, in H are again effectively reduced
to those of H) in HO, where H! are self-adjoint operators with a generating basis
{ul ; € ker((H)* —i)}1<j<n. We shall call the densely defined closed symmetric
operator H with deficiency indices (n,n) prime if HO+ = {0} in ([.42).

Next we show the model character of (Hq, H(a), Hy) following the approach
outlined in Theorem @

Theorem 7.2. Let H be a densely defined closed prime symmetric operator with
deficiency indices (n,n) and normalized deficiency vectors uy ; € ker(H* F i),
lutjlle =1, j=1,...,n in some separable complex Hilbert space H. Let H, be
a self-adjoint extension of H with generating orthonormal basis {uy ; € ker(H* —
i)l =1,...,n}. Then the pair (H,H,) in H is unitarily equivalent to the pair
(ﬁ(a),ﬁa) in H defined in (f7_37|) and ([.33) with unitary operator U, defined

in ([T39) (¢f (33 and ([734)). Conversely, given a matriz-valued measure s
satisfying

/R fi(ig =1, /R (¢, dUN)C)cn = oo for all ¢ € C\{0}, (7.49)

define the self-adjoint operator H of multiplication by X\ in H = L2 (R; dﬁ),
(Hg)(\) = Ag(N), g€ D(H) = L*(R; (1 + A\?)dQ) (7.50)
and the linear operator H in 7—7,
D(H) = {j e D(H)| D{(gj, dQNGN)en =0,j=1,...,n}, H= ff\D(H).
(7.51)

Then H is a densely defined closed symmetric operator in H with deficiency indices
(n,n) and deficiency subspaces

ker(H* Fi) = {¢c;(AF i) 'g;lc; €C,j=1,...,n}. (7.52)

Proof. Except for a few modifications one can follow the corresponding proof of
Theorem @ step by step. In particular, the first part goes through with the
obvious changes indicated in @)() Hence we briefly turn to the proof of
the second part of Theorem .9 Given (7.9)-(f.4), the scale of Hilbert spaces is
still defined by Hayr = L2(R; (1 4+ A2)"dQ), r € R, Ho = H and one considers again
the unitary operator R,

R:Ho—Hoo, [—(1+N)f. (7.53)
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We note that C* C H_,. Again D(H) is well-defined, and as a restriction of the
self-adjoint operator H, H is clearly symmetric. By () and () one infers

D(H) = Ha = D(H) &z, R7'C", (7.54)
which allows one to prove that D(H) is dense in H as in the proof of Theorem {

That H is a closed operator is also proved as in Section @ Since H is self—ad301nt
ran(H — z) = H for all z € C\R, and (H + i) : Hy — # is unitary. Together with

(F-54) this yields

H=(H=+iyH, = (H+i)(D(H) &z, R7'C) = (H +9)D(H) &5 { 255c|c € C}
=ran(H i) &5 {cAFi) ' |ceC} (7.55)

and hence (f.53). O

Introducing the Herglotz function
My (2) = / dQQ M) (X = 2)7P = A1 +2H 7 (7.56)
R

=z, + (14 2%) ((uy 5, (Ho — Z)_1U+)]g)’;-£)1§j7k§n (7.57)

(thf}ﬁlast equality being a simple consequence of [, Q2 (A)(1 + X*)~! = I,,) one
verifies,

Mpg(z) = (—e P (sin(B) cos(ar) — cos(B) sin(a))e’™
+ e~ (cos(B) cos(a) sm(ﬁ) sin(a))e’™ M, (2))
x (7" (cos(B) cos(ar) + sin(B) sin(a))e'™
+ e~ (sin(B) cos(a) — cos(B) sin(a))e' My(2)) 7L, (7.58)
exp(2ia), exp(2iB) € U(n).

Since ( ) does not seem to be a well-known result, we will provide its derivation,
following [5§], in Appendix [B. A comparison of (7.5§) and (f.40)) suggests invoking

A(avﬂ) = (A(aaﬂ)j,k)1§j1k<n € A2n7 (759)

+
+

Ala, B)1.1 = e " (cos(B) cos(a) + sin(B) sin(a))e',
Ala, )12 = e " (sin(B) cos(a) — cos(B) sin(a))e™®,
A(a, B)2.1 = e " (cos(8) sin(a) — sin(B) cos(a))e™®,
A, B)2.2 = e (cos(B) cos(a) + sin(B) sin(a))e’,

exp(2ia), exp(2i8) € U(n).

Moreover, Theorem [.6 applies (with Aj1(a, 8) = Az 2(a, B) = e~ (cos(B) cos(a)
+sin(B) sin(a))e, A a(a, B) = —Ag1(a, B) = e *#(sin(B) cos(a) — cos(B) sin(a))
e’®). Since by definition, M, (i) = il,, Lemma E yields Im(M,(z)) > 0 for all
z € C4. In fact, Lemma @ yields an explicit lower bound for Im(z)Im(M,(2)).

Next, assuming that H is nonnegative, H > 0, we again intend to characterize
the Friedrichs and Krein extensions, Hr and Hg, of H. In order to apply Krein’s
results [L00] (see also [}, [L4d), [L4])) in a slightly different form (see, e.g., [L37],
Sect. 4 for an efficient summary of Krein’s results most relevant in our context) we
start with the analog of Theorem @
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Theorem 7.3.

(i). Ho = Hp for some e*® € U(n) if and only if for all R > 0, [° d||Ea(A)u |3\
=00 for all0 # uy € ker(H*—1i), or equivalently, if and only sz;o (¢, dQa(N)c)cn AL
= o0 for all ¢ € C"\{0}.

(ii). Hg = Hg for some €*# € U(n) if and only if for all R > 0, fOR d||Eg(N)u |3,
AL = oo for all 0 # uy € ker(H*—i), or equivalently, if and only iffOR(g, dQz(N)e)cn
A™t =00 for all c € C"\{0}.

(iii). Hy = Hp = Hy for some ¢* € U(n) if and only if [ d||Ey(A\ut|3A =
00 = fOR d||Ey(Nu||3,A71 for all R > 0 and all 0 # uy € ker(H* — 1), or equiv-
alently, if and only if [5 (c,d2y(N)c)cnA™! = fOR(g, dQ,(A)c)en A" = oo for all
ce C"\{0}.

Proof. As in Section [l, in order to reduce the above statements (i)-(iii) to those
in Krein [[L0]] (as summarized in Skau [[137]), it suffices to notice that (u + 1)~ —
(n=9)"'=0@?)asptocand (u+1)"" —(u—9)"" =0(1) as p | 0. O

Of course (f.69)—(§.71)) remain valid in the present case of deficiency indices

(n, ).
Applying Theorem [7.3 to H, then yields the analog of Theorem @ —(iii)

Theorem 7.4. @] @ . -

(i). Hy, = Hp zf and only if imy|— oo (¢, Mo (X)c)cn = —o0 for all ¢ € C™\{0}.

(it). Hz = Hg if and only if limxyo(c, Mg(X)c)cn = 0o for all ¢ € C™"\{0}.

(iti). Hy = Hr = Hg if and only if for all ¢ € C"\{0}, limy| oo (¢, My (A)C)cn =
—oo and limxyo (¢, My (N)c)cn = 0.

Since the proof parallels the corresponding one in Section @ step by step we omit
further details.

If H, and Hg are two distinct self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric operator
H with deficiency indices (n,n), n > 2 considered in Theorem .9, then D(H,) and
D(Hg) may have a nontrivial intersection, that is,

D(H,) ND(Hg) 2 D(H), €%, e?P cU(n), Uy # Us. (7.60)

Next, we characterize the case where the domain of a nonnegative self-adjoint ex-
tension H of H has only trivial intersection with that of Hr or Hg. These results
go beyond those in [[L0]] and appear to be new.

Theorem 7.5. Suppose H>0isa nonnegative self-adjoint extension of a densely
defined nonnegative closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n). We denote
by E(\) the family of spectral projections ofﬁ and by dﬁ()\) the measure defined
in ([.30), (F.31). Then

(i). D(H)N'D(Hrp) = D(H) if and only if for all R > 0, [ d|E(\)uy|3) < oo
Jor all uy € ker(H* — i), or equivalently, if and only if [ (c, dQN)e)en At < o0
for all c € C™.

(ii). D(H)ND(Hk) = D(H) if and only if for all R > 0, [ d|E\)u 37" < 0o
for all uy € ker(H* — 1), or equivalently, if and only if fOR(g, dQ(N)e)en At < o0
for all c € C™.
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(iii). D(H) N D(Hg) = D(H) = D(H) N D(Hg) if and only if for all R > 0,
[z dIEN)uy |3, —|—f0Rd||E(/\)u+H%/\71 < 00 for all uy € ker(H* — i), or equiv-
alently, if and only if [;°(c, dQ(N)e)en AL < 0o for all ¢ € C™.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove item (i) since the remaining proofs offer no new
details. We use the terminology introduced in Appendix E and identify A; = H ,
Ay = Hp, Py = Pp, Uy =U, Uy = Uy, cte. First we suppose that D(H)ND(Hp) =
D(H). Using von Neumann’s parametrization of H and Hp in terms of the linear
isometric isomorphisms ¢ and Up from ker(H* —i) onto ker(H*+4), this assumption
is equivalent to —1 not being an eigenvalue of Up (the matrix representation of Up
in the orthogonal bases of ker(H* T i) as discussed in Appendix [B). By (B.23),
this is equivalent to the existence of the inverse of Pp(i). In order to prove that
I= (¢, dQUN)e)en A™! < oo for all ¢ € C™, it suffices to prove that the Herglotz

matrix M (z) associated with the measure d€2()\) corresponding to H has a limit as
z — —o0. Using (B.3(]), one computes

M(z) — Re(Pp(i)~Y) = (2il, — Pp(—i) ) (Pp(—i)~* —il, + Mp(2)) " Pp(—i)"".

(7.61)
Here Mp(z) denotes the Herglotz matrix associated to Hp and we used the fact
Re(Pp(i)™") = il, + Pp(i)~" = —il, + Pp(—i)~". (7.62)
Next, recalling Theorem E (i), we will invoke that
Alliinoo(g, Mp(N)c)en = —oo for all ¢ € C™\{0}. (7.63)
Since (¢, Mp(A)c)ga converges monotonically to zero pointwise for any ¢ € {d €
C™|||d|lcn = 1}, the compact unit sphere in C", Dini’s theorem yields in fact
uniform convergence to zero. Consequently,
Pr(—i) ™" =il + Mp(X) < y(A\) 1y, (7.64)
for A sufficiently negative and some v(\) with v(\) | —oo as A | —co. In particular,
(Pp(—=i) ™' —il, + Mp(\) ™' = 0 as A | —cc. (7.65)
(F-61) and ([.69) then prove
Jim M(\) = Re(Pp(i)™"). (7.66)

Conversely, we suppose || ;O (c, dﬁ()\)g)@n)\_l < oo for all ¢ € C" or equivalently,
limy|— oo M(A) = ]T/[/(—oo) exists. Similarly to (B.3§), one derives

Mﬂd—ﬁw—@h+M@Mh+ﬁHU<%@M@)@HM%M+%ﬁ%

and hence
(=il + M(N) "¢, (Mp(X) = M(N)(=il, + M(A) " ¢)er
= (¢, (I, + iPp(i) — Pp(i))M(A)) "' Pr(i)c)cn, A <0, ce C"\{0}.  (7.68)

By ([.63) and the existence of M (—00), the left-hand side of ([7.6§) tends to —oo
as A | —oo. Consequently, ker(Pr(i)) = {0}, that is, Pr (i) is invertible. By (B.23),
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this is equivalent to —1 not being an eigenvalue of Ur implying D(H) N D(Hp) =
D(H). O

Theorem E then yields the following result.

Theorem 7.6. Suppose H>0isa nonnegative self-adjoint extension of a densely
defined nonnegative closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n). We de-
note by M(z) the corresponding Herglotz matriz associated with the measure dS2(\)
defined in (7-30), ([731)). Then

(i). D(H)ND(Hp) = D(H) if and only if limy|_o |(c, M(N)C)cn| < o0 for all
ceCm.

(). D(H)ND(Hg) = D(H) if and only if limxyo|(c, M(A)c)cn| < oo for all
ceCm.

(ii). D(H)ND(Hp) = D(H) = D(H)ND(Hg) if and only if for all ¢ € C™,
limy, e [(&, M(Ae)en | +limago (e, M(\e)en]| < oo.

An analog of Theorem [1.4 (iv) can now be obtained as follows.

Theorem 7.7. Let H > 0 be a nonnegative self-adjoint extension of a densely
defined nonnegative closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n). We de-

note by M (z) the corresponding Herglotz matriz associated with the measure dﬁ()\)
defined in (), () and identify A1 = EI, Ay =Hp or Hi, P o = Pr or ﬁK,
U = Zj{, Uy =Up or Uk, etc., in Appendiz . Then

(i). If D(H)ND(Hp) = D(H) then

)\lfznoo M(\) = Re(Pp(i)™") = — /R dQAA(1 + M%)~ (7.69)

(ii). If D(H) N D(Hg) = D(H) then

lim M(\) = Re(Px(i)™") = /Rdﬁ()\)()\_l — M1+ A7), (7.70)
(iii). If D(H)ND(Hp) =D(H) = D(H) N D(Hg) then
/ dQMNA = Re(Pg (i)' — Pp(i)™Y). (7.71)
R

Proof. Ttem (i) is clear from (f.56)) and ([.66). Similarly, (i) follows from ([.56)

and
lim M(X) = Re(Pg (i)~ (7.72)

Finally, (iii) is obvious by taking the difference of (7.70) and ([7.69). O

Next, we turn to a realization theorem for Herglotz functions of the type ([7.57).
It will be convenient to introduce the following sets of Herglotz matrices,

NZ™ = {M : C4 — M, (C) Herglotz| M(z) = [dQ\)((A — 2) " = A1+ A%)7h),
R
for all ¢ € C"\{0}, [(c, d2N)c)cn = 00, [(c,dQ(N)e)en (14 A%) 7! < oo},
R R
(7.73)
./ng;" = {M € NJ*™ | supp(w") C [0,00), for all ¢ € C"\{0},

70(9 dQ(N)¢e)en A1 = oo for some R > 0}, (7.74)
R
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T ={M e N§*" | supp(w'”) C [0,00), for all ¢ € C"\{0},
(Ifj(g, dQ(N)e)en A = oo for some R > 0}, (7.75)
61;7}( ={M € NJ*™ | supp(w* [0,00), for all ¢ € C™\{0},

") <
T (e, d2(N)e)en A" f(c dQ(N)e)en A~! = oo for some R > 0} (7.76)
R

= NeF" NNGE" (7.77)
ol ={M € Ng”" |supp(w') C [0,00), for all ¢ € C",
Z(Q dQ(N)e)en A < oo for some R > 0}, (7.78)
NG ={M € N§”™ | supp(w'™) C [0,00), for all ¢ € C",
f(ga dQ(N)e)en A < oo for some R > 0}, (7.79)
N R e ={M € N> [supp(w'™) C [0,00), for all ¢ € C",
ZO(Q, dQA\)e)en AT < oo} = NG T NG (7.80)

The sets in (7.74)-(7.79) are of course independent of R > 0. The analog of
Theorem @ then reads as follows.

Theorem 7.8.
(i). Any M e NJ*"™ can be realized in the form
M(Z) = Z(||U+,j||$q5j,k)1§j,k5n (781)

+ (14 2%) (s (H = 2) 4 0)2) < pens % € Cos

where H denotes the self-adjoint extension of some densely defined closed symmetric
operator H with deficiency indices (n,n) and deficiency subspace {u4 ; € ker(H* —
i) }1<jk<n in some separable complex Hilbert space H.

(ii). Any Mp(resp. k) € Ny ;?Tesp K) can be realized in the form
MF(resp. K) (Z) = Z(||u+,j||ﬂ5j,k)1gj7k§n (782)

+ (1 + 22)(('“—1-7 (E[F(Tesp. K) — 2)_1“+)ﬁ)1g3~,k§n= z € (C-‘ra

where I?F(resp, &) > 0 denotes the Friedrichs (respectively, Krein) extension of some
densely defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n) and deficiency
subspace {uy ; € ker(H* —i)}1<jk<n in some separable complex Hilbert space H.
(ii). Any MF,K € Ny'r'k can be realized in the form

MFyK(Z) = Z(||u+,j||'2;f[5jqk)1gj7k§n (783)
+ (1 + 22)(('“—}-7 (ﬁF,K - Z)ilu‘f‘)’}-z)lgj,kgnv z € (C-‘ra

where IA{JFJ( > 0 denotes the unique nonnegative self-adjoint extension of some
densely defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n) and deficiency
subspace {uy ; € ker(H* — i)} i< k<n in some separable complex Hilbert space H.
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nXxXn

0.FL (resp. Ly COM be realized in the form

(i’U). Any MFl(resp. KLy €

MFL(resp. KL)(Z) = Z(||u+,j||§:[5j,k)1gj7k§n (784)

+ (1 + 22)((U+, (HFJ-(resp. K1) — Z)ilqu)'f:L)lSj,kSn’ S (CJra

where ﬁFL(resp' k1) > 0 denotes a nonnegative self-adjoint extension of some
densely defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n) and deficiency
subspace {uy ; € ker(H* — i) }i<jr<n in some separable complex Hilbert space H
such that D(Hp. ND(Hp) = D(H) (respectively, D(Hyx. ND(Hg) = D(H)).

(v). Any Mp1 oo € N5l o0 can be realized in the form

MFJ_J{J_ (Z) = Z(Hu+1j||,2’_~l(sjﬁk)lsjyk§n (785)

+ (1 + 22)((U+, (HFJ-,KJ- - Z)_lu'l‘)’}-z)lgj,kgnv ze (C+,

where ETF{KL > 0 denotes a nonnegative self-adjoint extension of some densely
defined closed operator H > 0 with deficiency indices (n,n) and deficiency subspace
{uy; € ker(H* —i)}1<jr<n in some separable complex Hilbert space H such that
D(Hp. ND(Hp) = D(H) = D(Hyx. ND(Hg).

In each case (i)—(v) one has

[ 400427 = (s (7.56)

2 5.
7%61»’@) 1<j,k<n’

where 0 denotes the measure in the Herglotz representation of M(z) Moreover, H
may be chosen prime and H separable.

Proof. We use the notation established in Theorem .2 Define

up A =A—i) g, G=1,...,m, (7.87)
then
el = (s )z = [ (e, d@Ner)en (14537
= [ dma ey (7.88)
and

2llug %85k + (1 + 2%) (uy 5, (H — 2) " ug 1)z

— [ ed@Ne)en (14 X+ (14 2)0 = )11+ X))
R

= [ a0 = 2 =AML+ = T2 (7.89)
R

proves ([7.81]) and hence part (i). Parts (ii) and (iii) then follow in the same manner
from Theorems [.4 and /.. Similarly, parts (iv) and (v) follow from Theorems [.3

and E O

We also formulate the analog of Theorem @
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Theorem 7.9. Suppose M, € NJ*"™ with corresponding measures ¢ in the Her-
glotz representation of My, £ = 1,2, and My # My. Then My and Ms can be
realized as

Mi(2) = (g g13050) < (7.90)

+ (14 2%) ((usj, (He — Z)iluﬂka)H)lgj,kgn’ =12, z€Cy,

where Hy, £ = 1,2 are distinct self-adjoint extensions of one and the same densely
defined closed symmetric operator H (which may be chosen prime) with deficiency
indices (n,n) and deficiency subspace {uy j}1<jr<n € ker(H* — i) in some com-
plex Hilbert space H (which may be chosen separable) if and only if the following
conditions hold:

[ a7 = [ a0+ = (e lBidia) iy (79D
and for all z € C4,
My(2) = (= (lut,l3050) < ; €2 (sin(az) cos(ar) — cos(az) sin(az))e’
+ ([usl3e87k) < €2 (co8(2) cos(a1)
+sin(az) sin(an))e™ (lur j1137050) 1 < o M1(2))

x (7" (cos(az) cos(ay) + sin(az) sin(ay))e’™

—iQ : . io _ —1
+ e (sin(az) cos(ay ) — cos(az) sin(ay))e'™! (Huﬁj||H26j1k)1gj7k§nM1(z)) ,

for some oy = o) € M, (C), £ =1,2. (7.92)
Proof. Assuming ([.90), (7.91)) follows from
Mo(i) = i([lus 15:050) 1 < s pan = z‘/RdQ(/\)(l +A7H =1,2, (7.93)

and ([.92) is clear from ([.5§) upon identifying a1 = a, az = B, (|Juy ]l
0ja)i<ih<nMi(z) = Ma(2), and (|uy jll3°850)1<)0<nM2(2) = Mp(2). (With-
out loss of generality we may assume that {uy ;}1<j<n is a generating basis for Hy,
¢ = 1,2, since otherwise we may apply the reduction (7.4§).) Conversely, assume

(F-91) and ([.99). By Theorem [.§ (i), we may realize M;(z) as
(||u+>j||?_-[25j>k)1§j)kSnM1(Z) =zl
+(1+ Z2)(||u+7j| ’}_-125j7k)1§j1k§n((u+7j7 (Hy — Z)ilu-hk))lgj)kgn' (7'94)

By (f-49) we may assume that {u, j}1<j<n is a generating basis for H; and identify
Hy with H, defined in ( If Hp is another self-adjoint extension of H defined
as in ), distinct from H,, introduce

Mpg(z) =z, + (1 + Z2)(||u+’jH;L25j’k)1§j,]€§’ﬂ((u+’j, (Hp — Z>71u+»k))1§j,k§n'
(7.95)

By ([7.5§) one obtains (Ma(2) = (|u+ ;l1300)1<5.6<n M1 (2)),
Mg(z) = (— e (sin(B) cos(a) — cos(B) sin(a))e™™
+ e (cos(B) cos(a) + sin(3) sin(a))e™ (||u+,j|\7__£25j,k) 1§j,k§nM1(Z))
X (eiiﬁ(cos(ﬁ) cos(a) + sin(B3) sin(a))e’ (7.96)
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+e7 (sin(B) cos(ar) — cos(3) sin(a))e’™ (||u+7j||;{25j7k) 1§j,k§nM1(Z))71'

A comparison of ([.99) and ([.96) then yields (||Ju ;]12,0;x)1<jk<nMp(2) = Ma(2),
o = aq, and f = as, completing the proof. O

Clearly Remark @ applies in the present matrix-valued context.
For different types of realization theorems in the context of conservative systems,

see, for instance, [Lq-[L9, [[4]], and 149

Finally we briefly turn to Hamiltonian systems on a half-line following Hinton
and Shaw [[fd-[R0] (see also [fq], [pA, [g)). These systems describe matrix-valued
Schrédinger and Dlrac -type differential and difference operators (see, e.g., [@], [@],

B9, bd, [pd), and [[45)). Let A4, B € L'([0, R])>"*2" for all R > 0, A(z) = A(z)*,

B(xz) = B(x)* for a.e. x > 0. Moreover, suppose that for some 1 < r < n,
Ax) = (W{0), W e LY[0,R])"™" for all R > 0, W(z) > 0 for ac. z > 0.
For ¢(z,-) € AC([0, R])®" for all R > 0, z € C, consider the formally symmetric
Hamiltonian system

Jont)'(z,x) = (2A(z) + B(2)¢(z,2), x>0 (7.97)

and suppose Atkinson’s definiteness condition

b
/ dx(é(z, x), A(m)é(z,fl;))CZn >0forall 0 <a<b<oo (7.98)

whenever 1/) satisfies 0 # 1/)(2 z) € AC([0, R))?" for all R > 0 and (7.97). Introduce
for 0 <c<d< o,

d
L% ((c,d)) = {f : (c,d) — C*" measurable | / dx(f(z), A(z) f(x))c2n < o0}
‘ (7.99)
and for g > 0,
N(z,0) ={f € L%((0,20)) | Jonf" = (zA+ B)f a.e. on (0,20)}, (7.100)
N(z,00) ={f € L%((x0,0)) | Jon f' = (zA + B) f a.e. on (xg,0)}. (7.101)
Then (7.97) is defined to be in the limit point (respectively, limit circle) case at
e € {c,d} if dimc(N(z4,e)) = n (respectively, dimg(N(zx,e)) = 2n) for some (and
hence for all) z; € C4 and z_ € C_. There are of course also intermediate cases
between the limit point and limit circle case but we omit such considerations for
simplicity. For more details in this connection see, for instance, [ and ]
Next, consider ap, 8, € M,(C), p = 1,2, satisfying rank(a) = rank(8) = n,
where a = (a1, a3), 8 = (B1, B2) are 2n X n matrices over C, and
aa] +agas =1, = J1fB] + Bafs, cnas =azay, BB = BB (7.102)
Let U, (2, ) € My, z € C be a fundamental system of solutions of (7.97) satisfying
To(z,0) = < 4 T > zeC (7.103)
Q O
and partition ¥, (z,z) into n x n blocks,

vt = (gD o). (7101



52 GESZTESY AND TSEKANOVSKII

Then ¥, (z,z) is entire in z € C and one defines

My p,r(2) = —(B1Ba,1(2, R) + B2da,2(2, R)) 1 (B10a1(2, R) + Babao(z, R)).
(7.105)

M, 5.r(z) is the Weyl-Titchmarsh matrix corresponding to the boundary value
problem

Jon¥' (z,2) = (zA(x) + B(z))(z,2), 0<z<R, (7.106)
op(2,0) = 0, (2, R) = 0.
As shown in detail by Hinton and Shaw [d], [fg), [9,
11#20 Mo r(2) = My(2), ze€C\R (7.107)
exists and is independent of § if and only if () is in the limit point case at
oo. In the limit circle case at oo, uniqueness and independence of 3 is lost and

we denote by ]\/Za (2) a parametrization of all possible limit points of M, g r(2) as

R 1 00. My(z) (respectively, ]\/4\(1(2)) are matrix-valued Herglotz functions with
representations

My (z) = Cy + / AN (A =2)"t = X1+ X)), O, =CF (7.108)
R
and one verifies
(Oap(2,7) + Gap(2, )Mo (2)) € L4((0,00)), p=1,2, z € C\R. (7.109)
Moreover,
Ma(z) = (—ag—l—alM(z))(al +a2M(2))_1, (7.110)

where M(z) = Mz, 0y(2). Analogous relationships hold for ]\//Ta(z) in the limit
circle case at co. A comparison of ([.110)) and (p.40]) suggests the introduction of

Ala) = ( ar oz ) € Agy. (7.111)

—GQ2 o1

In particular, Theorem [p.g applies (with A1 1(a) = Asa(a) = a1, Aig(a) =
—A271(a) = 042).
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APPENDIX A. EXAMPLES OF SCALAR HERGLOTZ FUNCTIONS

For convenience of the reader we collect some standard examples of scalar Her-
glotz functions and their explicit representations (cf. [@], [@], Ch. V, [@], Ch. II,

[, Ch. 2).

In the following we denote Lebesgue measure on R by d\ and a pure point
measure supported at x € R with mass one by fi(,y,

supp(pgzy) = {a},  pey({a}) = 1. (A.1)
We start with very simple examples and progressively discuss more sophisticated
ones.
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c+id=c+dr? / AN =2t = A1+ MY, ceR,d>0. (A.2)
R

In(id) =1n(d) + (in/2) = In(d) + 27! / AAN(A=2)"t =21 +2H)7Y,  (A3)
R

d > 0.
c+dz, ceR,d>0. (A.4)
—z = /Rdu{o} AN (A=2)"L (A.5)
0
In(z) = [ dA(A=2)"t = A1+ 27, (A.6)
In(—z"1) = /OOO AN (A= 2) P = A1+ A2, (A7)

where In(-) denotes the principal value of the logarithm (i.e., with cut along (—o0, 0]
and In(A) > 0 for A > 0).

2" = exp(rin(z))
0
— cos(rm/2) + " sin(rm) [ DA =2 A1 +22)7),  (AS)

0<r<li,

T

—z7" = —exp(—rln(z))
0
— —cos(rm/2) + ! sin(rﬂ')/ ANAT((A = =) = A1+ A2, (A9)

O<r<l.

tan(z) = Y ((n+ §)m —2)7" = (n+ H)n(L + (n+ §)*7*) ")
nez

- /Rdw(/\)((/\—z)’l SR, (A.10)
w= %“{(m%)w}’ (A-11)
—cot(z) = ze;(m —2)7 = (1 +n?rH) )
- /Rdw()\)(()\—z)_l S A, (A.12)
W="Y fignn}- (A.13)
b=

The psi or digamma function,

V() =T"(2)/T(z)=C+ Y ((=n—2)" +nl+n*)7)

neNp
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:/dw()\)(()\—z)_l S, (A.14)
R
W= pny, C=—v+ > (n+1)7"=n1+n?)""). (A.15)
neNg n€Ng
Here T'(z) denotes the gamma function, vy = —¢(1) = .572... Euler’s constant
(cf. [[]], Ch. 6), and Ny = NU {0}.
z—A _
_2:1+()\2—)\1)/du{h}()\) A=2)1 A< (A16)
Z — )\1 R
— A2
In <Z )\2> :/ dAAA =271 A< . (A.17)
z — )\1 A1

Next we turn to Weyl-Titchmarsh m-functions mg(q)(2) associated with the op-
erator H, in L?([0,00);dx) defined by

(Hag)(z) = —g"(z), x>0,
D(H,) = {g € L*([0,00);dz) | g,g € AC([0, R]) for all R >0 ; (A.18)
—¢" € L*([0,00); dx); sin(a)g'(04) + cos(a)g(04) = 0}, o € (0,7).
These are Herglotz functions of the type
— sin(a) + cos(a)iz'/?
cos(a) + sin(a)iz!/2

Ma(a) (Z) =

= cot(a) + /R dwa(ay(\) (A —2)7",  (A.19)

0,A<0, (r/2)<a<m
—2;;)12((0;)), —00 < A < —cot?(a), 0 < a < (7/2)
Wa(a)(A) = €0, —cot?(a) <A <0,0<a<(r/2)
ZNV2 X >0, a=(7/2)
—22—)()\1/2 — cot(a) arctan (%)), A >0, o€ (0,m)\{r/2},

7 sin? (a0
(A.20)

where (cf. (.19) and (B.10)))
a(a) = ( cos(a)  sin(a) ) € As. (A.21)

—sin(a) cos(a)
Similarly,
Ma(o) = i2V/% = —27Y2 4 w—l/ AMN2(A=2)"P= X1+ X)) (A22)
0

corresponds to the remaining self-adjoint (Friedrichs) boundary condition o = 0,
that is, to g(04) = 0 in (A.1§).

Finally we describe a class of Herglotz functions fundamental in Floquet theory
of periodic Schrodinger operators on R. Consider a sequence { A, }nen, C R,

0:)\0<)\1§/\2</\3§/\4<"' (A23)
such that asymptotically
Aon, Aon1 = (nm)? 4+ 0(1). (A.24)
n—oo
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Define an entire function A(z) such that

_Z2 4n—1 _Z2 n_Z2
neN
Mans1 — 22)(Aana2 — 22)
1_27&0 antl %H;‘ )” (A.26)
and hence,
M@ 1= 0o- 2 [[ Q= BB
neN
Moreover, define
- NO
0(z) = /0 d¢ TSNGDIE e Cy, (A.28)

where the square root branch in (JA.2§) is chosen to be positive on the interval
(0, \1/?). Then
cos(0(z)) = A(z) (A.29)

and, as shown in [[L113], Sect. 3.4, @ is a Herglotz function with a representation of
the type

0(z)=c+z+m" / AAImON) (A —2)"L = X1+ 1)) (A.30)
R

for some ¢ € R. In the case where the sequence {\, },en, represents the periodic
and antiperiodic eigenvalues associated with a Schrodinger operator H = —dd—;z +q,
with ¢ € L}OC(R) real-valued and of period one, A(z) represents the corresponding
Floquet discriminant and 6(z) the Floquet (Bloch) momentum associated with H.
In this case one verifies (see, e.g., [Bg], [0d))

S|
0(z) = %/ drG(2%, x,x)"", z€Cy, (A.31)
0
with G(¢,z,y) = (H — ¢)~(x,y) the Green’s function of H.
Analogous observations apply to one-dimensional Dirac-type operators.

APPENDIX B. KREIN’S FORMULA AND LINEAR FRACTIONAL
TRANSFORMATIONS

The main purpose of this appendix is to provide a proof of ([7.5§) (cf. Theo-
rem [B.6) following its derivation in [§§. Our method of proof is based on Krein’s
formula, which describes the resolvent difference of two self-adjoint extensions A
and As of a densely defined closed symmetric linear operator A with deficiency
indices (n,n), n € N. (Reference [5§] treats this topic in the general case where
n € NU {occ}. Here we specialize to the case n < c0o.) Since the latter formula is
interesting in its own right we start with the basic setup following [E]

Let H be a complex separable Hilbert space, A : D(A) — H, D(A) = H a
densely defined closed symmetric linear operator in H with finite and equal defi-
ciency indices def(A) = (r,r), r € N. Let Ay, £ = 1,2, be two distinct self-adjoint
extensions of A and denote by A the maximal common part of A; and A,, that is, A
is the largest closed extension of A with D(A) = D(A;)ND(Az). Let 0 <p <r—1
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be the maximal number of elements in D(A) = D(A;)ND(As) which are linearly in-

dependent modulo D(A). Then A has deficiency indices def(A) = (n,n), n = r—p.

Next, denote by ker(A* — z), z € C\R the deficiency subspaces of A and define
Uizpoo =1+ (Z - ZQ)(Al - Z)_l = (Al - Zo)(Al - Z)_l, Z,20 € p(Al), (Bl)

where I denotes the identity operator in H and p(T') abbreviates the resolvent set
of T'. One verifies

U11Z01Z1U11Z1722 = U11Z01Z27 20,%21,%2 € p(Al) (BZ)

and
Ui,z ker(A* — zg) = ker(A* — 2). (B.3)

Let {u;(i)}1<j<n be an orthonormal basis for ker(A* — i) and define

’U,lyj( ) Uluuj() 1<j5<n, ZEp(Al) (B4)
Then {u1,;(2)}1<j<n is a basis for ker(A* — z), z € p(A;) and since Uy, _;; =
(A1 —i)(A; +4)~1 is the unitary Cayley transform of Ay, {u1 j(—i)}1<j<n is in fact
an orthonormal basis for ker(A* + ).

The basic result on Krein’s formula, as presented by Akhiezer and Glazman [ﬂ],
Sect. 84, then reads as follows.

Theorem B.1. (Krein’s formula, [fJ], Sect. 84)
There exists a Py 2(z) = (P1,2,,5(2))1<jk<n € M (C), z € p(A3)Np(A1), such that

det(P12(2)) #0, z € p(Az) N p(A1), (B.5)
Pra(2)7h = Pra(20) 7 = (2 = 20)(u1,5(2), u,k(20)), 2,20 € p(Ar), (B.6)
Im (Pro(i) 1) = —In, (B.7)
(Ag —2) ' = (A —2) ' + Z Piojk(2)(u1k(2), Jur;(2), z€ p(A2)Np(Ay).

e (B.8)

We note that P 2(2)~! extends by continuity from z € p(A2) N p(A4;) to all of
p(A;) since the right-hand side of (B.6) is continuous for z € p(A;). The normal-
ization condition ([B.7) is not mentioned in [[] but it trivially follows from (B.€)
and the fact

(uj (@), ur(@)) = Oj,  L<jk<n (B.9)
(where 0; 1, denotes Kronecker’s symbol) and from
Piz(z) = Plyg(,?), z € p(Al) n p(Ag). (BlO)

Taking z = Zg in (B.€) shows that —P; (z)~! and hence Pj 5(z) is a matrix-valued
Herglotz function, that is,

Im (P 2(2)) >0, z € Cy. (B.11)

Strict positive definiteness in (B.11)) follows from the fact that {u; x(2)}1<r<n are
linearly independent for z € C and hence ((u1;(2), u1,x(2))1<jk<n > 0.

Krein’s formula has been used in a great variety of problems in mathematical
physics as can be seen from the extensive number of references provided, for in-
stance, in @] (A complete bibliography on Krein’s formula is impossible in this
context.)
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Next we describe the connection between P; 2(z) and von Neumann’s parametriza-
tion of self-adjoint extensions of A. Due to (B.6), Pi2(2z)"" is determined for all
z € p(Ay) in terms of Py 5(i)7!, (A1 —2)7! and {u;(1)}1<j<n,

PLa()™ = Pra(i) ™ = (5 = ) — (1+ 2)(u(0), (A1 — ) 'un()1jincn),
z € p(A1). (B.12)
Hence it suffices to focus on
Pio(i)t =Re(Pa(i)~h) —il,. (B.13)
Let
Up - ker(A* — i) — ker(A* +14), (=12, (B.14)

be the linear isometric isomorphisms that parameterize A, according to von Neu-
mann’s formula

Ag(f + (I +Uus) = Af +i(] — Up)us, (B.15)
D(A¢) ={(g+ (I +Up)us) € D(A*) | g € D(A), us € ker(A* —4)}, £=1,2.
Denote by Ur = (Us,jk)1<jk<n € M,(C), £ = 1,2 the unitary matrix representa-

tion of Uy with respect to the bases {u;(7)}1<j<n and {u1 j(—)}1<j<n of ker(A* —i)
and ker(A* + 4) respectively, that is,

Uguj ZngJulk ,1<5<n, £=1,2. (B.16)

Lemma B.2.
(i). Uy = —1I,.
(ii). (u1j(—3) + > p_y Upjrur(i)) € D(Ap), 1<j<n, £=1,2, and

(Ag — i) (ur;(— +ZUMkuk ) = —2iuy j(—i), 1<j<n, £=1,2. (B.17)

Proof. (i). Since uj j(—i) — u;j(i) = —2i(A; + i) tu;(i) € D(41), 1 < j < n by
(B-1)) and (B.4), one infers
un (=) —u;(i) = ¢;(I +U)uyj, 1<j<n (B.18)

for some uy ; € ker(A* —14) and ¢; € C. Since D(A*) decomposes into the direct
sum D(A*) = D(A)+ ker(A* — i)+ ker(A* + i), one infers

Cil4 5 = —Uj (Z), CjLﬁUJrJ' = —ul’le (Z) = ulyj(—i), (Blg)
and hence Uy = —1,.
(ii). Using (B.16) one computes

n

UereJkuk( ZZUngUlmkulm( i) =u1j(—i), 1<j5<n, (B.20)
k=1 k=1 m=1

utilizing unitarity of Uy, £ = 1,2. Hence,

w (i) + 3 Trmun(i) = (1 + U3 Tigwen(@) € DAY, (B2)
= k=1
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and thus (B.17) follows from

(AZ—Z ulj +ZUzjkuk (A U1J +ZUnguk
= —22’(1,1)]‘(—'). (B22)
[l
This yields the desired connection between Pj o(i) and Uy, £ =1,2.
Corollary B.3.
. 7 _ T, _
Pyo(i) = 5(1n + U = 5(U2 . (B.23)
Proof. By ([B.11), (B.g), and (B.9),
L . N
(A2 —1) 1_(A1_Z) 1“1] _52 ]k+U2J; ZPl?lw i)up(i).
k=1
(B.24)

Unitarity of Us and linear independence of the uk (i) then complete the proof of

(B.29). O

Finally, we turn to our main goal, the Weyl-Titchmarsh M-matrices M;(z) and
My(2) associated with A; and As. Define (cf. [£9), 5§, [L07))

M[(Z) = ZIn + (1 + Z2>((Uj(i), (A[ - Z)_luk(i))lgjykgn), A p(A[), {= 1, 2.
(B.25)

My(2) as defined in (B.25) are known to be matrix-valued Herglotz functions.
More precisely, one can prove

Lemma B.4. [@] Assume Ay to be a self-adjoint extension of A. Then the Weyl-
Titchmarsh matriz M1(z) is analytic for z € C\R and

Im(2)Im(M;(2)) > (max(1, |z|?) + |Re(2)])™*, =z € C\R. (B.26)
In particular, My(z) is an n x n matriz-valued Herglotz function.
Proof. Using (B.25), an explicit computation yields
Im(2)Im(M;(z)) (B.27)
= (s i), (1 + 4 (A = Re(2)? + (Im(2)?) ™ (1 + 43 2u(9) .
Next we note that for z € C\R,
1+ - 1
(A —Re(2))* + (Im(2))* ~ max(1, |z]?) + [Re(z)]’

Since by the Rayleigh-Ritz technique, projection onto a subspace contained in the
domain of a self-adjoint operator bounded from below can only raise the lowerbound

of the spectrum (cf. [[26], Sect. XIIL1), (B-27) and (B-2§) prove (B24). O
Combining (B.19), (B.13), and (B.2) for £ = 1 yields

Pl)g(z)_l ZRG((PLQ(Z')_I) —Ml(Z). (B29)
One infers the following result relating M; (z) and Ma(z).

AER. (B.28)
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Theorem B.5. [@

My (2) = (Pra(i) + (In 4 iPy2(i)) My (2))(In + iP12(i)) — Pra(i)Mi(2)) "
(B.30)

= e "2(cos(ag) + sin(ag) My (2))(sin(az) — cos(az)My(2)) " te'*2, (B.31)
where ag € M, (C) denotes a self-adjoint matriz related to Uy by Uy = e2i@2,
Proof. Using

(U‘J (z)vuk(z)) ],ku (B32)
(i), urk(2)) = 8 + (2 = ) (s (1), (A1 — 2) " (i), (B.33)
(w15 (2), uk(9)) = 0 + (2 + ) (u; (4), (A1 — 2) " uk(4)), (B.34)

and Krein’s formula (B.§), one infers
My jk(2) = 200 + (14 2%)(u; (), (A2 — 2) " un(i))
= 20k + (14 2%)(u; (i), (A1 — 2) ™ (i)

+ Z (wj (i), u1,5(2))Pr2st(2)(ure(2), up(i))(1 + 22)

= M ;r(2) + z+z)5js+(1—|—z M w; (@), (A1 —2)~ Lug (7))
s, t=1
X (Pro(i) ™" = (2 = D)o — (14 2%) (up(8), (A1 — 2) " ug(i))1<p.g<n))s
X ((z = )0k + (1 + 22)(we(3), (A1 — 2) " Tug())). (B.35)
Hence,
MQ(Z) = Ml(Z) + (’LIn + Ml(Z))(Plyg(Z’)_l + ZIn - Ml(Z))_l(—iIn + M1 (Z)),

(B.36)

which easily reduces to ([B.30). Equation (B.31) then follows from (B.23) and the
elementary trigonometric identity

Re (Pyo(i)!) = tan(ag), Uy = e**2. (B.37)
(|
Equation (B.31) is connected with the pair (Us,Us) = (e**2, —1,). If one is

interested in a general pair of self-adjoint extensions (A, Ag) of A, associated with
(Ua, Ug), one proceeds as follows:

Theorem B.6. (g Let U, = ¥ Uz = *# € M, (C) be the matriz representa-
tions of the operators U,,Ug associated with two self-adjoint extensions Aq, Ag of
A with respect to the basis {u;(i)}1<j<n of ker(A* — i) and any (not necessarily
orthogonal) basis {v;}1<j<n of ker(A* +14). Then

Mps(2) = (—e " (sin(B) cos(a) — cos(B) sin(a))e’
+ e~ (cos(B) cos(a) + sin(B) sin(a))e’™ My(2))
x (7" (cos(B) cos(ar) + sin(B) sin(a))e’™
+ e~ (sin(B) cos(a) — cos(B) sin(a))e’™ My (2)) L. (B.38)
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Proof. We start by proving (B.3§) with respect to the orthogonal bases {u; () }1<j<n
and {u1 j(—i)}1<j<n applying Theorem B.§. Assuming that the pairs (A4, A1) and
(Ag, A) are relatively prime, one infers from (B.31)),

My (2) = e "(cos(a) + sin(a) M (2))(sin(a) — cos(a) My (2)) e, (B.39)

Mg (2) = e (cos(B) + sin(B) M (2))(sin(8) — cos(B)M:(z)) ‘e, (B.40)
Computing M;(z) (corresponding to A; and Uy = —1,) from (B.39) yields

My (z) = —e"(cos(a) — sin(a) My (2))(sin(a) 4 cos(a) My (2)) e ™. (B.41)
Insertion of (B.4]) into (B.4() then proves (B.3§). Inspection of the eight trigono-

metric terms in ) shows that they are of the type (¢11, + co UB_I)(Cgln +caUy)
with ¢, € {£1/4,%i/4}, 1 < m < 4. That is, they are matrix representations of
Fop = (—clufl + 027/151)(—031/{1 + cally). But F, g map ker(A* — i) into itself,
and hence matrix representations of F, g are independent of the basis chosen in
ker(A* +1). O

The material of this appendix in the general case where def(4) = (n,n), n €
N U {oc}, is considered in detail in [5g.

Since the boundary values lim. o M, (A+i€), A € R, contain spectral information
on the self-adjoint extension A, of A, relationships of the type (B.3§) entail impor-
tant connections between the spectra of A, and Ag. In particular, the well-known
unitary equivalence of the absolutely continuous parts A, .. and Ag 4. of A, and

Ag can be inferred from (B.3§) as discussed in detail in Section [f.

We conclude with a simple illustration.

Example B.7. H = L*((0, 00); dz),

d2
A=,
D(A) = {g € L*((0,00); dx) | g.g" € ACioe((0,20)), 9(04) = g'(04) = 0},
A=,
D(A") = {g € L*((0,00);dw) | g, 9" € ACioc((0,00)), " € L*((0, 00); d)},
2

Av=Ap ==, D(A) = {g € DIA") |4(0,) = 0},

2
v =~ D(A2) = {g € DIA") |/(04) +272(1 —tan(a2))g(04) = 0},

as € [0,m)\{m/2},

where A denotes the Friedrichs extension of A (corresponding to ag = 7/2). One
verifies,

ker(4" —2) = {ee™V,c € €}, Tm (v2) > 0, 2 € C\ [0, o0),

def(A) = (1,1), wui(i,z) =24V yy (=i, z) = 214V,

(A2 =27 = (A1 —2)7 = (27/2(1 — tan(az) +iv3) " (@VF, - )eVE,
z € p(Az), Im (v/z) > 0,

Uy =—1, Us=e*2,
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Pis(z) = —(1 — tan(az) + i\/ﬂ)_l, 2 € p(Ag), Pio(i)”! = tan(az) — i,
iV = cos(ag) + sin(ag)(iv/22 + 1)
My(e) = iv2e 1, My(z) = sin(as) — cos(as)(iv2z + 1)

The Krein extension Ay = Ag of A corresponds to tan(as) = 1 and hence
ncides with the Neumann extension Ay of A (characterized by the boundary

condition ¢'(04) = 0).
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