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A bstract

C onsiderabk attention hasbeen recently focused on quantum -m echanical system sw ith
boundaries and/or singular potentials for which the construction of physical cbservables
as selffad pint (sa. operators is a nontrivial problem . W e present a com parative review
of variousm ethods of specifying ordinary sa. di erential operators generated by form ally
sa. di erential expressions based on the general theory of sa. extensions of sym m etric
operators. The exposition is untraditional and is based on the concept of asymm etry
form s generated by ad pint operators. The m ain attention is given to a speci cation of
sa. extensions by sa. boundary conditions. A 11 the m ethods are illistrated by exam ples
of quantum -m echanical observables lke m om entum and Ham ittonian. In addition to the
conventionalm ethods, we propose a possibl altemative way of specifying sa. di erential
operators by explicit sa. boundary conditions that generally have an asym ptotic form for
sihgularboundaries. A com parative advantage ofthem ethod is that it allow s avoiding an
evaluation of de cient subspaces and de ciency indices. The e ectiveness of the m ethod
is illustrated by a num ber of exam ples of quantum -m echanical cbservables.

Introduction
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A ong the problem s of quantum description ofphysical system s and its proper interpretation,
@ﬁ is the problem of a correct de nition of cbservables as selfadpint (sa. in what follow s)
omators In an appropriate H ibbert space. Thisproblem ishighly nontrivial forphysical system s
w boundaries and/orw ith singular nteractions (including QFT m odels); orbrevity, we call
system s nontrivialphysical system s. T he interest in thisproblem isperiodically revived in
connection w ith one or another particular physical system . The reason is that the solution of
thisproblem and consequently a consistent quantum -m echanical treatm ent ofnontrivialsystem s
requires appealing to som e nontrivial chapters of finctional analysis conceming the theory of
unbounded linear operators, but the content of such chapters isusually beyond the scope ofthe
m athem atical apparatiis given in standard textdooks on quantum m echanics Erphysjcjstﬁ_: .A
crucial subtlety isthat an unbounded operator, in particular, a quantum -m echanical cbservable,
cannot be de ned In the wholk H ibert space, ie. Pr any quantum -m echanical state. But
\there is no operator without its dom ain of de nition", an operator is not only a \rul of
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acting", but also a dom ain In a H ibert space, to which this rule is applicable. In the case
of unbounded operators, the sam e rule for di erent dom ains de nes di erent operators w ith
som etin es crucially di erent properties. Ik is a proper choice of the dom ain for a quantum —
m echanical observable that m akes it a sa. operator. The m ain problam s are related exactly
w ith this task.

T he form al rules of canonical quantization are of prelin lnary nature and generally provide
only, so to speak, \candidates" for unbounded quantum -m echanical cbservables, for exam ple,
form ally sa. di erential expressions?, because their dom ains are not prescrived by the quan—
tization rules and are not even clkar at the rst stage of quantization, especially for nontrivial
physical system s, even though it is prescribed that observables m ust be sa. operators.

W e would lke to elucidate our understanding of this point. T he choice of dom ains provid—
ing the selfad pintness ofall cbservables involved, especially ofprim arily in portant cbservables
like position, m om entum , H am iltonian, sym m etry generators, is a necessary part of quantiza—
tion resulting in a speci cation of quantum -m echanical description of a physical system under
consideration; this is actually a physical problem . M athem atics can only help a physicist in
this choice indicating various possibilities.

Tt appears that for physical systam s whose classical description incorporates in nite plane
phase spaces like R*" and \regular" interactions, quantization is practically unique: the m ost
in portant physical cbservables are de ned as sa. operators on som e \natural" dom ains, In
particular, classical symm etries can be conserved in a quantum description. The m aprity of
textbooks begin their exposition of quantum m echanics exactly with the treatm ent of such
physical system s. O £ course, nontrivial physical systamn s are also considered afferwards. But
the comm on belief is that no actual shgularities exist In Nature. They are the products of
our idealization of reality, ie. are of a m odel nature, for exam pl, related to our ignorance
of the details of an Interaction at an all distances. W e fom ally extend an interaction law
known for nite distancesbetween nite ob fctsto in nitely an all distances between point-lke
cb pcts. W e treat boundaries as a result of in nite potential walls that are actually always

nite? . The consequence is that singular problem s in quantum m echanics are com m only solved
via som e regularization that is considered natural and then by a follow ng lin iting process of
rem oving the reqularization. However, in som e cases the socalled In nite renom alization (of
\charges", for exam pl) is required. M oreover, In som e cases there exists no reasonable lim it.
W e should em phasize that we soeak here about conventional quantum m echanics, rather than
about quantum eld theory. It can also happen that physical results are unstable under
regularization: di erent reqularizations yield di erent physical results. It is exactly in these
cases that m athem atics can help a physicist w ith the theory of sa. extensions of sym m etric
operators. Thiswas rst recognized by Berezin and Faddeev @] in connection w ith the three—
din ensional -potentialproblem .

T he practice of the quantization of nontrivial system s show s that prelin lnary candidates
for cbservables can be quite easily assigned sym m etric operators de ned on the dom ains that
\avoid" the problem s: they do not \touch" boundaries and \escape" singularities of interaction;
this isa peculiar kind of \m athem atical reqularization" . H owever such sym m etric operators are
comm only non-selfadpint. The m ain question then is whether these prelin lnary ocbservables
can be assigned sa. operators by extensions which m ake the candidates real cbservables. T he
answer is sin ple ifa sym m etric operatorunder consideration isbounded. But if it isunbounded,

2S a. according to Lagrange in m athem atical term nology, see below sec2.
3To be true, a plane .n nite space is also an idealization, as any in nity.



the problam is generally nontrivial.

T he theory of sa. extensions of unbounded sym m etric operators is them ain toolin solving
thisprocblem . Tt appears that in general these extensions are highly nonunique ifat allpossible.
For physics, this in plies that there are m any quantum m echanical descriptions of the sam e
nontrivial physical systam . The general theory show s all the possibilities that m athem atics
can present to a physicist for his choice. O f course, the physical interpretation of available sa.
extensions is a purely physical problem . A ny extension isa certain prescription forthe behavior
ofa physical system under consideration nearboundaries and singularities. W e also believe that
each extension can be understood through an approprate regularization and lim ting process,
although this in itself is generally a com plicated problem . But, in any case, the right ofa nal
choice belongs to a physicist.

T he general theory of extensions of unbounded sym m etric operators ism ainly due to von
Neum ann [§] @ n English exposition ofvon N eum ann’s paper can be found in {§]). W e expound
only a necessary part of this theory that concems the case of sa. extensions.

T he llow Ing three theorem s exhaust the content of the necessary part of the theory. They
bear no nam e I the conventionalm athem atical literature {1, 8]; instead, their crucial form ulas
are called the von Neum ann formulas. W e call these theoram s the regpective rst and second
von N eum ann theorem s and the m ain theorem.

W e attem pt to m ake our exposition m axin ally selfcontained as far as possbl and st
rem Ind a reader the basic notions and facts, but only those that are absolutely necessary for
understanding the m ain statem ents; there are m any books on the sub gct. W em ainly refer to
{1, 8] although ©llow an altemative way of descrbing sa. extensions of sym m etric cperators.
The nal statem ents are our guides In constructing quantum -m echanical observables.

T he articke is organized as ollow s: In Sec. 2, we ram ind of the general theory of sym m etric
extensions of unbounded sym m etric operators. T he exposition isuntraditionaland isbased on
the notion of asym m etry fomm s generated by ad pint operators. T he basic statem ents concem—
iIng the possibility and soeci cation of sa. extensions both In tem s of isom etries between the
de cient subspaces and In tem s of the sesquilinear asym m etry form are collected In the m ain
theorem . (There follows a comm ent on a direct application of the m ain theoram to physical
problam s of quantization.) W e outline a possbl general schem e of constructing quantum —
m echanical observables as sa. operators starting from initial form al expressions supplied by
canonical quantization rules. T he schem e is illustrated by the exam ple of the m om entum oper-
ator for a particle m oving on di erent intervals of the real axis (the whole real axis, a sam iaxis,
a nite interval). Sec. 3 is devoted to the exposition of speci ¢ features and appropriate
m odi cations of the general theory as applied to ordinary sa. di erential operators n H ibert
spaces L2 (a;b) associated w ith ©m aldi erential expressions sa. according to Lagrange. For
di erential operators, the isom etries between de cient subspaces soecifying sa. extensions can
be converted to sa. boundary conditions, explicit or In plicit, based on the fact that asymm e—
try fom s are expressed In tem s of the (@sym ptotic) boundary values of finctions and their
derivatives. W e describe various ways of soecifying sa. operators associated w ith sa. di eren—
tial expressions by sa. boundary conditions depending on the regularity or sihgularity of the
boundaries of the interval under consideration. A 1l the m ethods are illustrated by exam ples of
quantum -m echanical observables lke m om entum and Ham iltonian. In addition to the known
conventionalm ethods, we discuss a possble altemative way of soecifying sa. di erential oper-

‘A reader nterested in the nalstatem ent (w ithout the details ofa strict proof) can go directly to them ain
theorem , T heorem Q, and the subsequent com m ents placed at the end of Sec. 2.



ators by explicit sa. boundary conditions that generally have an asym ptotic form for singular
boundaries. A com parative advantage of the m ethod is that it allow s avoiding the evaluation
of de cient subspaces and de ciency indices. Its e ectiveness is illustrated by a number of
exam ples of quantum -m echanical cbservables.

2 Basics of theory of sym m etric operators

2.1 G eneralities

W e begin w ith a notation.

Let H be a Hibert space, its vectors are denoted by Greek ltters: ; ;53 2 H. The
symbol ( ; ) denotes a scalar product in H ; by the physical tradition, the scalar product is
linear in the ssocond argum ent and antilinear in the st one.

Let M bea subspace n H; M H , then is closure and its orthogonal com plem ent are
respectively denoted by M and M ° ; M is a closed subspace if M = M : For any M , the
decomposition H = M M ? holds, where isthe symbolofa direct orthogonalsum , ie., any
vector 2 H isuniguely represented as

A subspaceM iscalleddenss in H ifM = H;thenM ° = f0g:

Operators in H , we consider only linear operators, are denoted by the Latin ktters £; o HH
w ith a hat above. T heir dom ains and ranges are subspaces In H and are resoectively denoted
by D¢ ;Dg;irand Re; Ry i The unit, or identity, operator is denoted by f:an operator £
is called densely de ned) ifD ¢ = H :

An operator £ isde ned by its graph

G:= _ H=H H;8 2D¢; 2R¢;

a subspace In the direct orthogonal sum oftwo copies of H;  is an abscissa of the graph,

is is ordinate. The scalar product of two vectors v, = . 2 H and v, = 2 2 H

N

1
isde ned by 1;vy) = (15 )+ (417 ,) :Two operatorsfand@areequalijf = Gg;In
particular, D¢ = D 4 :

W e assum e that the notion of sum f+ g of operators, D ¢4 g = D¢ \ D 4;and the notion of
the m ultjplication of an operator by a com plex number z, ie., £ ! zf;DZf = D¢ ;are known;
in particular, D¢ ,1 = D¢ :

The kemel of an opegator f is de ned as the subspace of nulkvectors of the operator,
kerf = 2 D¢ :f =0 :Ifkerf = f0g; the operatorfjsjnvertzble, ie., there exists the

nverse operator, or sin ply inverse, £ ! whose graph G¢: is

=f

iy
~

Ger =
: £

5A ctually, only such operators are interesting for quantum m echanics.




w here abscissas and ordinates are interchanged w ith respect to G such that D¢:1 = R¢ and
R:: = D; :tisevident that £ 1! g £

W e assum e that the notions ofthe operatornom , ofbounded, or continuous, and unbounded
operators are known.

An operator § is called an extension of an operator f i G ¢ Gg;ie, fDf Dy and
g = £ ;8 2 Df;the operatorfAjsrespectjveh/ called the restriction of §; this is w ritten as
£ §:A bounded continuous operator can be extended to the wholke H w ith the sam e nom .

For an unbounded operator, the notion of continuity is replaced by the notion of closedness;
orm any purposes, it is su cient that an operatorbe closed. An operator £ is called closed,
which iswritten asf = f;jfitsgmph isclosed, G = G—f;asa subspacen H ;ie. ! ;f 0!

; fngi D¢ =) = D¢; = £ :The di erence between c]osednessall‘lld oogtljnuity is that

not any convergent sequence f ngi D ¢ yields a convergent sequence ; the latter

nl
n 0,

n o
can diverge, but it is not allowed for two sequences £ r(ll) ) and f r(lz) ) to converge to
n o n o

w i and @ 1 have the sam e lin it. If an operator f is
bounded and closed, its dom ain is a closed subspace, D ¢ = D_f; if £ is closed and invertble,
its inverse isalso closed, £ 1= £ 1; ora cosed operator, we alo have £ zf= £ zf. kis
rem arkable that a closed It is ram arkable that a closed operator de ned everyw here isbounded
(the theorem on a closed graph), therefore, a closed unbounded operator de ned everyw here is
In possible. An operator £ by itself can be nonclosed, but allow the closure, or be closabl. A
generally nonclosed operator f is called closabk if it allow s a closed extension; the m Inin um
c]oswe}d:ensjonjsca]ledthec]oaue'ﬁoffandjsdenotedbyf;f f\;itsgrathf=G_f;
the closure 0of G ¢ In H : 0 foourse, any graph can bem ade closed, G ¢ ! G—f but the cJosureG—f
m ust ram aln a graph, ie., a subspace In H where any abscissa uniquely detemm ines an orxdinate,
which is nontrivial.

Any densely de ned (and only densely de ned) operator fis assigned the ad pint operator,
or sinply adpint, £* : ksgraph? G+ iSGg = (1 2G¢)° (the orthogonalcom plem ent is taken
in H); equivalently, £* is de ned by the equation

;f\ = £' ; ;8 2D¢;

di erent lm its if the ssquences

frthepairsofvectors 2 D¢ and = £° 2 Ry constituting the graph of £* . W e callthis
equation the de ning equation for £* and only note that £* must be evalnated. It is evident
thath zf - zf" : The adpint £* is always closed because any orthogonal com pkm ent is a
closed subspace. It is In portant that an extension ofa densely de ned operator is acoom panied
by a restriction of tsadpint: £ §=) & £' :The cbsure ofa densely de ned operator,
if it exists, has the sam e ad pint, £ ' = £ :A densely de ned operator £ is closablke iﬁ its

®The filndam ental notions of a closed operator and closability are usually left aside in physical textbooks,
probably because even though not any operatorallow sa closure, such \pathologic" operators are not encountered
in physics.

"Here and elsswhere *;k = 1;2;3 denote Paulim atrices.

8T he bar over num erical quantities denotes com plex conjigation.

°I means \ifand only if".



— +
adpint is also densely de ned, D ¢+ = H ; and if so, the equality £= £ holds. W e note

+
that the generally acospted equality £r = £ hods only for closed operators. W e also note

+

+
that generally £+ g & £+ §" for densely de ned unbounded operators: £+ g may

notexjstj.f:‘Dfng%H;andevenJ'.f:‘]fo]Dg:H;wegenem]]yhavefJ“+<§‘+ f+g+

But if one of the operators, ket it be §; is bounded and de ned everywhere, the generally
acoeoted equalty f+ § " £* + ¢ hods, i particular, £ =zT "t £* ZI:Fora
densely de ned operator £; the equality R? = kerf" holds, which In plies the decom position

H = Ry kerf';inparticular,H = R; ,; ker f* ZI :Iff and £ are mvertbl, the
+ 1

equalty £ * = f£* holds.

2.2 Selfadpint and sym m etric operators, de ciency indices

A densely de ned cperator f is called sa. if it concides with its adpint £ ; £ = £ ; ie,,
Gf= Gg¢ ;inparticular,D ¢ = D ¢+ :A llquantum -m echanical observables are sa. operators. A
sa. operator is evidently closed. T herefore, any bounded sa. operator is de ned everyw here,
but an unbounded sa. operator cannot be de ned everywhere. This concems the m a priy
of quantum -m echanical ocbservables and generates one of the m ain problem s of quantization.
O ne of the cbstacks is that the sum of two unbounded sa. operators £ = £*;and §= ¢ is

- +
generally non-sa.: even ifD ¢ \ D4 = H ; we generally have £+ g £+ § :But ifone of
the operators, kt it be §; is a bounded sa. operator, the sum £+ ¢ isa sa. operator w ith the
+ _
domainD ¢4 g = Df;jnpartjcu]ar,f f= f f fr = I ®olowsfom the previous

rem arks that a sa. operator £ does not allow sa. extensions, and if it is invertible, its inverse
£ ! isalso a sa. operator.

T he requirem ent of selfad pintness is a rather strong requirem ent.

A less restrictive notion is the notion of symm etric operator’%. An operator f is called
sym m etric jff:'sdense]y de ned,§= H ; and if the equality

£ = £ ;8 ; 20D @)

holds. An equivalent de nition of a symm etric operator f isthat i is densely de ned and its
adpint £+ is an extension of £ , £ £, ie, G: Gy ; in partiular,D; Dy . A sa.
operator is a sym m etric operator w ith an additionalproperty D ¢ = D ¢+ :The problem , we are
Interested n allwhat follow s is whether a given sym m etric operator allow s sa. extensions.

W e list the basic properties of sym m etric operators that are used below . They directly
ollow from the aforesaid or can be found I 1, 1.

Any symm etric operator £ has a symm etric closure £ such that the chain of inclusions
— + — +

A

£ £= £ £ = £ hoHds, ;n particular, f+_ = f_ for any vector 2 D~.
T herefore, when setting the problem of symm etric extensions, epecially, sa. extensions,
of a given symm etric operator f , we can assum e w ithout loss of generality that the initial

19A nother nam e, probably cbsolete, is H emn itian operator.



sym m etric operator is closed, which is usually adopted in the m athem atical literature. But in
physics, a prelin nary symm etric operator £; a "candidate to an observable", usually appears
to be nonclosed, w hilke constructing and describbing the closure f off is generally nontrivial. Th
what follow s, we therefore consider an initial sym m etric operator fn general nonclosed. If £
is, or appears, closed, the statem ents that follow are easily m odi ed or sin pli ed in an obvious
way.
In general, the adpint of a sym m etric operator £ anonsymm etric, but £ ds sym m etric,

then i is sa. as well as the cbsure £ because £* £r inplies the nclusions £ =

—+
N

— +
f f= £ Inverse to the previous ones. Such a symm etric operator, ie., a symm etric
operator whose closure is sa., is called an essentially sa. operator. A unijque sa. extension of
an essentially sa. operatorf is its closure £ that coincidesw ith its adpint £ :Thisis certainly
the case if f isbounded, then we have D F=H:
In what follow s, by a sym m etric operatorwe m ean an unbounded sym m etric operator.
Iffext is a symm etric extension of a sym m etric operator £; then the chain of inclusions,
+
£ f;xt fext £ holds, ie., any sym m etric extension off isa sym m etric restriction of
£ . This isone ofthe basic starting points ofthe theory to follow : when a sym m etric operator is
extended sym m etrically, its extensions and their ad pints go to m est each other; if the m esting

occurs, we get a sa. operator, but the m esting m ay be in possibl, and if possible, there m ay
be a nonunique way for it. The probkm of the theory is to describe all the possibilities.

The closure £ isaminum closed symm etric extension ofa nonclosed sym m etric operator
£ : f is contained in any closed sym m etric extension of £: For breviy, we ga]lf\ the trivial
sym m etric extension ofthe a sym m etric operator £; jff@(t contains the closure £ and isdi erent
from i, £ fext (@ strict inclusion), we call such an extension nontrivial.

A closed symm etric operator f; £ = f; is called m axin al, if it does not allow nontrivial
sym m etric extensions. Any sa. operator £f;f=f*;isamaxin al sym m etric operator.

Because we consider in general nonclosed sym m etric operators, it is natural to introduce a
notion ofan essentially m axin aloperator, sin flarly to the notion ofan essentially sa. operator,

as a symm etric operator f whose closure f is a m axin al operator, or sin ply, m axin al.

Any symm etric operator f ; in particular, its closure £; can have only realeigenvalued's, ie.,

A A

ker £ zf =ker £ =zf = f0g;8z2C, [C ;
Cy,=fz=x+1iy:y>0g;C = fz=x+1iy:y< 0g:

It follow s that forany z2 C, [ C , the closed ope::atorfA zf is nvertble and the inverse
= At
operatorR,= £ zI isa bounded closed operator, therefore the range <, of the operator

£ 21

<,=R¢ ;1= = f zf ;8 2D, ;

1A proof is a standard one; it is well known to physicists as applied to sa. operator. W e only note that a
sym m etric operator m ay have no eigenvalues, w hereas its sym m etric extensions can have eigenvalues.



is a closed subspace in H as the dom ain of the closed bounded operator R\Z .

By de nition, the orthogonalcom plment (n H ) to the range <, aswell as to the range
R¢ ,1 of the operator £ zf; is called the de cient subspace @, of a symm etric operator £
corresponding toapointz2 C, [ C ,

? 2

@z= CRf ZI)? = Rf zI = (<z)'
n

=ker £© zZT = _2Dq :f _=7%

z

o

z

A de cient subspace @, is a closed subspace.
Tt is In portant that the din ension of@,;

m,;z2C_ (z2C,);

din @, = m ;z2C, z2C );

is independent of z in the respective domainsC and C,;m . andm are called the de ciency
Indices of the operator £ .Fora gigen z, we therefore distinguish the two de client subspaces @,

and@,= ,2Dg :£f% =2z, ;suchthatifz2 C_(C,)thendim @,=m, (m ) whik?

dim@,=m @m,);bothm, andm can be In nie, fm,, m = 1 ; they are considered

equalm; =m =1 :
A coordingly, the decom position

holds, which m eans that any vector 2 H can be represented as

A

= £ zf + _; 3)

with some 2 Dt and ; 2 @, that are uniquely de ned by . W e note that for in general
nonclosed operator £, its closure f enters decom positions @) and ().

2.3 First von N eum ann theorem

This theoram provides a basic starting point in studying symm etric and sa. extensions of
sym m etric operators.

Theorem 1 (The rstvonNeumanntheorem)Foranysymmetm'coperatorf\,’dledomajnDf+
ofitsad;bint]’?+ is the direct sum of the three linear manifodsD 7; @, and @, :

Deg =D+ @,+@,;8z22C, [C ; @)

where + is the sym bolofa direct nonorthogonal sum , such that any vector 2 D ¢+ isuniquely
represented as

= 4t ©)

12 e point out that there exists an anticorrespondencez  z between the subscript z of@, and the respective
elgenvalue z and the subscript of the eigenvector , of £ :p erhaps i would be m ore convenient to change the
notation @, @, ; the conventionalnotation is due to tradition. T he sam e is true for the subscriptsofm  and
C



whe::e_2D7f; ,2@,,and ;2 @,;and
£ =f +z,+2;: 6)

Fomula Q'_E’.) is called the 1rst von Neum ann formula, we assign the sam e nam e to form ula

@).
It should be em phasized that for in general nonclosed symm etric operator £, the dom ain
D ¢ of its closure £ enters decom positions @)—-(6) .

P roof. Thedom ain D 7 and the de cient subspaces @, and @, are linearm anifolds belonging
to D ¢, therefore, a vector = + ,+ , belngstoD+ wihany 2 Dy ,2 @, and

7 2 @,.By the de nition ofa direct sum of lnearm anifolds, it rem ains to show that for any
vector 2 D+ ;aunijue representation @) holds.

Let 2 D . According to @) and @), the vector £ zf ,8z2 C, [C ,is
represented as

£r zf = £ of + 2 z)4; (7)

with some 2 Dzand ; 2 @, that are uniquely de ned by (the nonzero factorz z In
front of - is introduced for convenience). Butf\_ = f+_ andz,= f° ., and {l) becomes

£t zf = £ zf + £ zf 57 Or £r zf =0;

which yields = ,,0r =+ _+ _;where , 2 @, and is evidently uniquely

de nedby , , and +; therefore by _a]one, aswellas and . Thisproves representation
&) branyvec_tor 2Dt B

A fter this, ormula (§) is evident.

W e note that

i) representations 4)—(4) hold for any com plex, but not real, numberz= x+ iy; y$6 0;

i) these representations are explicitly z-dependent because the de cient subspaces @, and
@, and therefore the sum @, + @, depend on z, butdim @, + @,)=m, + m ,aswellasm,
andm ;is independent of z*3;

iii) the sum in {'f!) is direct, but not orthogonal, it cannot be orthogonal, at least, because
D,=H and therefore D £ = £0g:

&t mmediately follows from the st von Neum ann theoram that a nonclosed symm etric
operatorf is essentially sa. (@nd a closed symm etric operator issa.) i @, = @, = f0g, ie.,
i its de clency indices are equalto zero,m ; = m = 0, because in thiscase, D¢ = D5,

therefore £ = £* . In otherwords, the adpint £* issymmetrici m, =m = 0:

But this theorem , nam ely, omulas ) and ), also allow s estin ating the \asym m etricity"
of the adpint £* i the case where the de ciency Indicesm ., and m are not equal to zero
(one of them or both) and analyzing the possibilities of symm etric and sa. extensions of £.
W enow tum to this case, the casewheremax m,.;m )% O:

137 Ithough @, and @, are closed subspaces in H ; we cannot in general assert that their direct sum @, + @,
is also a closed subspace. T he Jatter is always true if one of the subspaces is nite-din ensional.



24 Asymmetry forms ! and

The oconsideration to follow is prooeeding with som e arbitrary, but xed, com plex number
z=x+ 1y; y6 0:A choice ofa speci ¢ z is a m atter of convenience, all z are equivalent; In
the m athem atical literature, it isa tradition totakez= i x= 0; y= 1).

W e recallthat by de nition, a sym m etric operatorfjsa densely de ned operator,D_f =H,
w ith the property (). The criterion of symm etricity is that all diagonalm atrix elm ents (@Il
m eans) of a sym m etric operator are rea?,

2iIm ;f\ = ;f\ ;f\ = ;f f\; =0;8 2D¢:

Forthis reason, it isnaturalto Introduce two form s de ned by the ad pint £* i itsdom ain
D ¢+ :the sequilinear form ! given by

Ly )= GEY £ 5 i i 2Dg; ®)

and the quadratic form given by
()= ;f\F £y ; = 2iTm ;f\+ ; 2 D¢+t 9)
The form ! isantiHemitian, ! ( ; )= ﬁ;andtheﬁ)m is pure In aghary

()= () :The oms ! and determm ine each other. Really, is an evident
restriction of ! to thediagonal = ;

()=t i )
while ! is com pltely determm ined by In view ofthe equality

!(;)=711f[(+) ( )Iif ( +1) ( il
(the so—called polarization formula).

Each of these fom s is a m easure of asymm etricity of the adpint £, ie., a measure of
to what extent the adpint £ is nonsymm etric. W e therefore call ! and the respective
segquilinear asym m etry form and quadratic asymm etry form . If ! 0; orequivalently 0;
the adpint £+ is symm etric and f is essentially sa. .

2.5 Closure of sym m etric operator in term s of asym m etry form !

One of the imm ediate advantages of introducing the sesquilinear form ! is that it allows

sin ply determ ining the closure f of an iitial generally nonclosed symm etric operator £ if
— — — +

the adpint £ is detem ined. Really, we know that £ is sym m etric, £ £  wih the

+

— +
same adpint, £ = f£; and coincides with the adpint to the adpint £° ; such that

M1 iswellknown to physicists as applied to sa. operators.
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+ — + +

£f= £ £ = £ ; therefore, £ can be determ ined as £+ : The de ning equation

. — _
or £t = £;ie, forapair 2D and = f_;jszﬁ_

;e ; =0;8 2Dy : (10)

But f f* meansthatD,; D jie, 2D jand = f\_= f+_ we know the "ruk"
for £), therefore, de ning equation @10) for the closure £ reduces to the equation _;f+

£ =0;8 2 D¢ ;ie., tothe equation

! ; =0;8 2Dg ; 11)

or 2 D only, or equivalently, taking the com plex conjuigation of 1), to

! i =08 2Dg; (12)

which is the linear equation forthedomain D D ¢+ ofthe closure.
The closure f ofa symm etric operator £; £ £+ ; is thus given by"a

(
A D,= 2D 2! H :0;8 2 D ¢+ H
£, -f —°7F — £ (13)
£ = £

Fomula {13) speci es the closure f asan evidently sym m etric restriction of the adpint £ .
! ; = 0inplies

! = _;f_ f_;_ =O;8_;_2Df+;
which con m s the fact that the closure of a sym m etric operator is sym m etric.

Because ! vanishes on D ; and because of representation () or 2 D¢+ ; the nontrivial
content of eq. {2) for the domai D, in {13) is only due to the presence of the de cient
subspaces. Really, substituting representation @) or ; = + ,+ . in (12), and using the
fact that ! wvanisheson D ;, we reduce it to the equation a

! t 5z =0;8,2@,;8,20@,; (14)
which is equivalent to the set of equations
! ;. =0;! ;7 =0;8_,2@,;8 ,2Q,:

Let the de cient subspaces be nitedimensional, dim @,=m, < 1 anddm @,=m, < 1
fm, isequaltom, orm andm,=m orm, forthe repective z2 C orz 2 C,), and

15H ere, we use the notation __and instead ofthe conventional and in oder to avoid a possible confision:
_ Isalso a conventionalnotation for the D¢ -com ponent of  in representation 65) that is used below .
161 e adopt this form of representing operators; it actually represents the graph of an operator.
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kt fe, g * and fe,xg] * be som e basises in the respective @, and @, . Then the last set of
equations can be replaced by a nite sst

' oexi =050 ep; =0;k=1uym,; 1= 1uym e

Taking all this into account, we can e ectively replace eq. (13) specifying the closure f by

2. De= _2Dge 2t =10 g =0;8,2€,;8 .20, ;
£: 2 i - - (15)
f =1f 5
which In the case of nitedin ensionalde cient subspaces is equivalent to
(
= D= 2Dg ! e =' en =0k=1;u5m,; 1= 1;05m,
f: = - - - 1o)
£ = £
where fe,; g} * and fe, ;g © are som e basises In the respective de cient subspaces @, and @, .

2.6 Von Neumann form ula. Symm etric extensions. Second wvon
N eum ann T heorem .

But the m aln blessing of the two asymmetry forms ! and is that they allow e ectively
studying the possibilities of describing sym m etric and sa. extensions of sym m etric operators.
The key ideas form ulated, so to say, In advance are as follow s. Any sym m etric extension of a
sym m etric operator f is a restriction of its adpint £* to a subdom ain in D £ such that the
restriction of! and to this subdom ain vanishes. O n theotherhand, ! allow scom paratively
sin ply evaluating the ad pint of the extension, whilke allow s estin ating the m easure of the
closedness of the extension and the possbility of a further extension. S a. extensions, if they
are possble, correspond to m axinum subdom ainswhere ! and vanish, maxmum In the
sense that a further extension to a wider dom ain where !  and vanish is in possble.

A coording to the aforesaid, the both ! and vanish on the domain D ¢ D ¢+ of the

cosure £ £';

! i =0;8; 2D:; _ =0;8 2D¢; @7

and are nonzero only because of the presence of the de cient subspaces @, and @, .

Wenow evalnate ! ( ; ) :According tothe rstvon Neum ann theorem 1, representation
@) hodsforany ; 2 D¢ . Substituting this representation forboth and ¢! ( ; )
using the sesquilinearity ofthe form ! and taking the factsthat ! ;= 0; see (I1), and
! ,+ ,i = 0;jsee {14), nto account, we obtain that ! ( ; )= ! (,+ ,; ,+ ,):

Then using de nition @) of ! and the de nition ofthe de cient subspaces according to which
£ =g
we nally nd

Y )=2v (L, ) (L )li2ly= (z z): (18)
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It follow s a sin ilar representation for ()y=1"1!" (¢, ):

( )=2iy k k¥ kK

z

19

Fomula (19) is som etin es called the von Neum ann fomula @ ithout a number).

W e really see that the asymm etricity of the adpint £ is due to the de cient subspaces.
W hat ismore, ! and are of a speci ¢ structure: up to a nonzero factor (z  z) = 2iy, the
contrbutions of the di erent de cient subspaces @, and @, are of the opposite signs and, In
principle, can com pensate each other under an appropriate correspondence between , and
the respective @,—and @,-com ponents of vectors 2 D ¢+ ¢

In ourexposition, these form ulas (1§) and 19) togetherw ith the rstvon N eum ann theorem
form a basis for estin ating the possibility and constructing, if possble, sa. extensions of a
symm etric operator f. A though the orms ! and and the respective ormulas (1§) and
19) are equivalent, it is convenient to use the both of them , one or another in dependence of
the context.

An alemative m ethod for studying and constructing symm etric and sa. extensions of
symm etric operators is based on the socalled Caylky transfom ation ofla closed symm etric

z !

A

opemtorf;f= f;toan isom etric operator\/f = £ zf £ zZf ; with the dom an

N A A Ay Ay 1
Dy = <,= R¢ ,randtherangeRy = <, = R¢ ,r,andviceversa,f= zI zV I Vv ;
all that can be found in [1, 8.

A nontrivial sym m etric extension fext of a sym m etric operator £ , £ fext f:xt £
wih thedomain D¢, ,Df Dy, D+ Ispossbl only at the expense ofde cient subspaces
@, and @,:

Dfext: ext:_+ z;ext+ z;ext;8_2Df; z;extz@z; z;ext2@2 7

@ny 2 D¢ andsome .2 @, and .. 2 @,),orD¢,=D¢+ D ¢, ;where D ¢ =
et = zext T zmext @,+ @, ;isnontrivial, D ¢, 6 f0g:
D ¢, Isa subspace aswellas D¢, ; therefore, the sets D e = £ ,49 @, and
D sext = T 09 @, Ofthe respective ;. and ., Iivolved must also be subspaces. W e
caution against that D ¢, belnging to @, + @, be considered a direct sum of D . and
D gext7 D £,.,6 D zextt D ext7Seebelow.

The crucial rem ark is then that a symm etric extension foy of f toD¢, = D;+ D ¢
is sin ultaneously a symm etric restriction of the adpint £* to D¢, D ¢+ . In particular,
this in plies that we know the "rulk" for fext : according to {6), it actsas f on D ¢ and as a
multplication by zon D . andby zon D et -

T he requirem ent that the restriction f.,. of the adpint £ to a subspace D for D+ be
sym m etric is equivalent to the requirem ent that the restriction ofthe asymm etry form s ! and

to D¢, vanish,

! (ext; ext)= O; 8 ext; ext2 Dfext; (ext) = O; 8 ext2 Dfext : (20)

W e now establish the necessary and su cient conditions for the existence of such nontrivial
dom ain D ¢, and describbe their structure. Each of conditions €0) is equivalent to another. In
the consideration to follow , we m ainly dealw ith the quadratic asym m etry fom

13



A coording to von Neum ann formula (19), theonly nontrivialpoint in thecondition () =
0 is that the restriction of  to D ¢, vanishes:

ext z;ext+ ziext 2ly z;ext ’ z;ext © = 0;8 ext2 DR @1)

Tt In m ediately follow sthat ifone ofthe de cient subspaces of the initial sym m etric operator
£ is trivial, ie., if@, = f0g or @, = £0g; or, equivalently, if one of the de ciency indices is
equalto zero, ie.,, ifm,; = Oorm = 0;in short,min m,;m )= 0;then there isno nontrivial
sym m etric extensions of this operator. In other words, a sym m etric operator £ with one of the
de ciency indices equalto zero,min m , ;m ) = 0; is essentially m axin al.

In what Pllow s, we therefore consider the case wheremin m,.;m ) 6 0 and the both
de cient subspaces @, and @, ofa sym m etric operator f are nontrivial. W e show that in this

case, nontrivial sym m etric extensions of f do exist. W ithout loss of generality, we assum e that
O<dm@=mihm,;m ) dm@=maxm,;m ) ;

we can always take an appropriate z. In the m athem atical literature, it is conventional to take
z2Ci;y> 0;then if0< m, m ;we fall into our condition; In the opposite case, the
de cient subspaces and de ciency indices are sin ply trangoosed in the consideration to follow .

W e rst assum e the existence of nontrivial sym m etric extensions in the case under consid—
eration. Let fext be a nontrivial sym m etric extension of a sym m etric operator £ with the both
de ciency indicesm , andm di erent from zero. Fomula (1) suggests that the both de cient
subspaces @, and @, must be nvolved In thisextension, ie., D ., € fO0gand D ., 6 £0g;
and any nvolved 2 D ext @, must be assigned a certain 2 D ,ext @, of

zjext z;ext
the ssmenom, .. = . ; Ortheir contrbutions to com pensate each other. W e
now note that this assignm ent m ust be a one-to-one correspondence. Really, if, or exam ple,
avector = Lex T e @Nd @ vector 0= zext T Sﬁxt belong to D ¢, ; then their
di erence 2. oxt = g;ext 2ext W1ih the zero @,-com ponent also belongsto D ¢,
because D ¢, isa lnearmaniPld. But then mul @l) mpliesthat ... e = 0
ie., gﬁxt = et A sinilbr consideration for a pair of vectors . = Lot e 2 D g
and 2xt = g;ext + et 2 D g, results in the conclusion that theremustbe | .= o0

In addition, this cormespondence must be a Iinearm apping of D e t0 D e or D ¢, tO
be a linearm anifold.

But thism eans that any nontrivial sym m etric extension fext of f is de ned by som e linear
isom etric m apping, or sim ply isom etry,

G:@, ! @,;

withadomain Dy = D e @,andarangeRy = D e = U D zext @, :Because any
isom etry preserves dinension, D ey and D 4, must be of the sam e dim ension,

din D z;e:><t:d:.[rl D ;ext =My minfm,;m );

D ¢, isalso ofdinension my because of the oneto-one correspondence between the
and ., components In any vector . 2 D g, :

It is now reasonabl to change the notation: we ket Dy denote D .. and let UD g de-

note D ,. and change the subscrpt "ext" to the subscript "U" In other cases, such that

zext

14



fext; D¢,7 D ¢, sand etc. are now denoted by fU D¢ 7 D g ,and etc. In particular, D ¢,
isnow written as

Dg, =Det+ D g = 4= + U;8_2Df;8 v 2 D¢
D fy = DU+UDU = I+ U DU = U = Z;U+ Z,'U;
(o]
z;U 2 DU @Z; z;U = U z,;U 2 UDU @Z ; (22)

w here the parenthesis In the notation Dy + 0D y denotesthat D ¢, isnota direct sum of

the Iinearm anifoldsD ¢y and 0D g ofequaldimnensionmy min m,;m );buta sgeciallinear
m anifold of din ension m y that can be considered a "diagonal" of the direct sum Dy + UD U s

W e can now prove the existence of nontrivial sym m etric extensions ofa sym m etric operator
£ in the case where m in m,;m )& 0 by reversing the above consideration. Namely, i is
now evident that if the de cient subspaces of £ ; @, and @, ; are nontrivial, then any isom etry
g : Q, ! @, wih the domain Dy @, and the range L’J\DU @, generates a nontrivial
sym m etric extension fU of £ as the restriction of the adpint £* to the domain D v 9given by
£2) because this restriction is evidently symmetric. T fllows in particular that if £ is an
essentially m axin al sym m etric operator, then one of its de ciency indices m ust be zero.

W e collect all the aforesaid 1n a theorem .

Theorem 2 (The sscond von Neum ann theorem ) A symm etric operator f is essentially sa.
i its de ciency indices are equalto zero,m , = m = 0.

A symm etric operator £ is essentially maximali one of its de ciency indices is equalto
zero,mIn m, ;m )= 0; if its second de ciency index is also equalto zero, then fjsessendaljy
sa.; if the second de ciency index is nonzero, then £ is only essentially m axim aland does not
allow s.a. extensions.

Ifthe both de ciency indices ofa sym m etric operator £ are di erent from zero,min m ,;m )6
0, ie., the both its de cient subspaces @, and @, are nontrivial, then nontrivial sym m etric ex—
tensions of £ do exist. Any symm etric extension fAU of f isde ned by som e isom etric operator
U withadomainDy @, andarangeUDy @, and is given by’

Dg,=De+ T+0 Dy= = + ,+0 4
8 2D:;8 ,, 2Dy @,;U0 ,; 20Dy @ZO; @3)
and
fUU=?_+zZ;U+zﬁ o 4)
Conve::se]y,anyisometticoperator[f:@Z ! @, withadomain Dy @, andarange[j\DU
@, de nes a symm etric extension £ off\g'wenby @3) and @4).
The ormula ;= + ,5 + U .5 - @3) is calkd the second von Neum ann fom ula.

W edo not dwellon the theory of sym m etric extensions of sym m etric operators In every detail
because it hardly can nd applications in constructing quantum -m echanical cbservables and

1n this case, it seem s m ore expressive to represent the graph of the operator £ by separate form ulas.
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restrict ourselves to a few ram arks on the general properties of arbitrary sym m etric extensions.
A 1l the details can be found 1 [7, ).

1) ]j:jseviientthatjfﬁJ isa closaed extension ofa symmeu::icoperatorf;then Dy and UD U
are closed subspaces in the respective de cient subspaces @, and @, and vice versa.

i) The de cient subspaces of an extension ﬁ, are the respective subspaces @,y = D} =

@znﬁ and @,y = LfDU = @ZnL/J\DU ; the orthogonal com plem ents of Dy and ﬁDU n

the respective de cient subspaces @, and @, of the hitial sym m etric operator f ; therefore, the
de ciency indices ofthe extension fU aretherespectivem ., 5y = m, my andm gy = my ;
wheremy = din Dy : The evaluation of the de cient subspaces and de ciency indices In the
particular case of a m axin al sym m etric extension fU is given below . ks m odi cation for the
general case is evident.

iil) Any symm etric operator £ wih the both de ciency Indices di erent from zero can be
extended to a m axin al sym m etric operator, see below .

1) T he description of sym m etric extensions ofa sym m etric operatorf In term s of isom etries
U o:e, ! @, is evidently z-dependent: for a given and xed symm etric extension of £, the
corresoonding isom etry g changes w ith changing z together w ith the de cient subspaces @,
and @, :

2.7 Selfadpint extensions. M ain T heorem .

Ourm aln Interest here isw ith a possbility and a construction of sa. extensions of sym m etric
operators w ith nonzero de ciency indices.

W e 1rst note that any sa. extension, if at allpossible, is a m axin al sym m etric operator.
This inplies (in our case where dim @, din @,) that the de cient subspace @, must be
Involved in the extension as a wholg, ie.,, Dy = @,, othemw ise, a further sym m etric extension
ispossibl by extending the isom etry U to thewhok @, : The dom ain ofa m axin al sym m etric
extension f} of f isthus given by

De =Ds+ T+0 @,
n (@]

A

= y=_+ ,+U ,:8 2D;;8,26€,;0 ,28@, ; (25)

V4

?

whilke @, can be represented as @, = 6@2 L’J\@z ; where

, D o
? ? N

[/J\@Z = é;U2@Z: é;U;U z :0;8 22@2

is the orthogonal com plem ent of a subspace U@, @, inthede cint subspace @, :
W e now evaluate the adpint f;; . Because both fU and f;; are the restrictions of the ad pint

£, 5 f: £* ; we can use argum ents sin ilar to those in evaliating the closure f of £; see

formulas @0)—-(13): the de ning equation for £, is reduced to a linear equation for a dom ain
D . D¢+ ;ie, forvectors ;2 D .+ ;namely,
U U

(g7 y)=0;8,y32Dg : (26)
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Let y= + ,+ ,berepresntation @) for ;whicth we rewrite as

U ,2 @,:Because ! vanisheson D¢, ; see 20), equation

ay

where , 2 D¢ ;see @8),and

V4

©4) reduces to the equation orthe component , U , 2 @,;
'oys, U, =0;8,2Dg :
Substiuting now representation @§) for ;; , = + ,+ U ,;and usihg representation (18)

V4 V4

for ! ;we nally obtain that G ,; , U ,)= 0;8 ,2 @,;which inplies that g =
io 2 de, :Any y2 D Isthus represented as

v vt omi @7)

with some , 2Dg andsme 2, 2 U@, Q,:
Conversly, it is evident from the above consideration that a vector ; of form €7) with

any y 2Dg andany 4 2 ¥@, satis esde ning equation 26) and therefore belongs to
D

+ .

£
N aturally changing the notation ! ys we thus obtain that

? ?
? ?

DfJ=DfU+ e, u= vt Lui8yu2Dg ;8 452 UQ

?

andf: U=ﬁ]U+Zz;U:
T his result allow s answering the m ain question about possibl sa. extensions of sym m etric

operators. If the subspace de, ' isnontrivial, U@, = Q,ni@, 6 f0g ; we have the strict

Inclusion D ¢, D .+ ; ie., the extension ﬁ] isonly m axim al, but not sa., sym m etric operator;
U
if this subspace is trivial, If@z = fO0g; we have D¢, = D .+ ; which inplies the equality
U
ﬁ, = f/; ; ie., them axin al extension fAU issa.. W enow evaluate the din ension din L?@z . of
the subspace ve, " that is the evident criteria for ve, . be nontrivial, din U@, - 0;
ortrivial, din U@, = 0; and respectively foram axin alsym m etric extension ﬁ] benon-sa.
or sa.. It appears that L’J\@Z ' is essentially detem Ined by the de ciency indices ofthe initial
sym m etric operator.
If one of the (montrivial) de ciency indices of the iniial sym m etric operator £ is nie,
ie, mourcase, din @, = minm,;m ) < 1 We ran ind that we consider the case where
minm,;m )& 0),whilketheother,dimn @, = max fm, ;m ), can be In nite, then we have

?
A

din U@, =dm@, dimn U@, =dm@, dima@,

=maxfm,;m ) mihfm,;m )=, m 3J;
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where we use the equality din U@, = din @, : Ifthe both de cient subspaces @, and @, are

In ntedinensional, m;, = m = 1 ;we enocounter the uncertainty din Ij\@z =1 1;

and a speci ¢ consideration is required. T he point is that In this case, the isom etry U :e,! e,
de nihgam axin alsym m etric extension £y can be isom etricm apping ofthe n nite-din ensional
subspace @, both Into and onto the in nitedin ensional subspace @,. In the case "into",

the subspace ve, s nontrivial, din U@, 6 0; while in the case "onto", the subsoace
e, istrvial dim U@, = 0:

Tt follow s that

1) a symm etric operator £ wih di erent de ciency indices, m , & m , (which inplies
mih m,;m )< 1 )hasno sa.extensions, but only m axin al sym m etric extensions;

i) asyrnmetrjcoperatorfwjth equaland nite de ciency indices, m, = m =m < 1 ;
has sa. extensions, and what ism ore, any m axin al sym m etric extension of such an operator
issa.;

ii) a symmeudcoperatorfwith In nitede ciency ndices,m . = m = 1 ;allowsboth a
sa. and non-sa. m axin al extensions.

Any sa. extension is de ned by an isom etric m apping U of one of the de cient subspaces,
for exam ple, @,, to another de cient subspace, @,; U :@, ! @,: This m apping establishes
an isom orphian between the de cient subspaces. Conversly, any such an isom etric m apping
U :@, ! @, denesasa. extension fy of f given by @£3) and ¢4) with Dy = @, and
UDy = @,:

W e note that there is anotherway m aybe, m ore Inform ative) of establishing these resuls.
Tt seem s evident from  @3) and can be proved using argum ents sin {lar to those in proving
the st von Neum ann theorem that In our case, the de cient subspaces of a m axin al sym —
m etric extension f; are @,5 = fO0g and @,y = de, ' @, and its respective de ciency

indices are dim @, = min m,y;m y)= Oand din @,y = max @M ,y;m y)= din UE,

Whith con m s that fU is really a m axin al sym m etric operator) . It then rem ains to evaluate

din If@z " and to refer to the above-established relation between the de ciency indices of a
m axin al sym m etric operator and is selfad pintness: a m axin al sym m etric operator is sa. i
the both its de cient indices are equal to zero.

T he presented consideration seem sm ore direct.

A sa. extension ofa symm etric operatorfwith equalde ciency indices, ie., with isom or—
phic de cient subspaces @, and @,; the extension speci ed by an isom etry U :@,! @,and
given by omulas @3) and §4) withDy = @, and UDy = @, ; can be equivalently de ned i
tem s of the sesquilinear asymm etry form ! s ilarly to the closure £; see omulas 13) and
fi2). Namely, fy issuch an extension i 1t isa restriction ofthe adpint £* to thedoman D ¢,
that is de ned by the linear equation

! ,+U ,;y =0; ,2Dg Dg ;8 ,2@,: 28)

N ecessity. Letf} be a sa. extension of f . Then the restriction of the orm ! to its
domain D¢, vanishes, see ), ! (y; y)= 0,8 y; y 2 D¢ :Usihg now the representation
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v = + ,+U _ andtheequaliy ! iy =0;se ll)with = and =  ;wereduce
this equation to €8). - -

Su ciency. Let U :@,! @,bean isom etry of one of the de cient subspaces onto another.
W e consider linear equation (2§) ora subspace D¢, = £ ;g D+ and show that its general
solution is

= + ,+U ,;8 2D;;8,2@,;U0 ,2@,: 29)

U

Really, a vector , of form R9) evidently satis eseg. 28):
h i
b+ U0 L+ 40, =2y (L, U 50, =0;
where we use eq. {18) and the fact that U is an isom etry. Conversely, ket a vector ; 2 D ¢
satis es eq. @8), then representing it as
y= + .+ ,= + ,+U0 _+ g i 2Dg; ,208@,;

N
Z Z z z Z Z ;Uz2@z;

z

Ay

U =

and using again form ulas @) and the isom etricity of U, we reduceeq. @d)to U ; , .
A; 8 , 2 @,;yhence it ©lows that , i) , = 0;jor , = g , + because the subspace
g ;8 ,20, =Ue,=¢@,:

Actually, eg. €8) is the de ning equation for the adpint fAJ of the operator £, that is

the restriction of the adpint £ tothedomainDg = D¢+ f+ 07 @, ; the equation that we
already encounter above, see eq. (26), where the substitutions , ! , and ! , must
bem ade. ]tssohtjonjnthecasewhere@@z= Q, shows‘chatf/;+ = f% :
In the cass ofa syrnmetﬁcoperatorfwjth equaland niede ciency indices,m , = m =
m < 1 ;an jsomeUy[/J\ :@, ! @,; and thercby a sa. extension ﬁ],canbespeciedbya
unitary m m matrix. For this purpose,gie choose som e orthcbasis fez;kgrlﬂ n @,; such that
any vector , 2 @, isrepresented as , = ,_, &€ ; & 2 C ;and som e orthobasis fe, ;g I
@, : Then any jsometn'coperator[f w ith the dom ain @, and the range @, is given by
|
X X ’
[j\ez;k= Uxens ory 2= UG €57
k=1 =1 k=1

whereU = Ui J); Lk = 1;:5m ; isauniary m atrix. C onversely, any unitarym m matrix U
de nes an isom etry g given by the above form ulas. It is evident that for a given U, them atrix
U changes appropriately w ith the change of the orthobasjsesfeﬁ;kg% and fe,,q] :

Tt follow s that in the case under consideration, the fam ily f% of all sa. extensions of a

given symm etric operatorfjsamanjﬁ)]d of dim ension m ? that is a unitary group U () :
This result can be extended to the case of in nie de ciency indices, m = 1 ;butwih a
goecial assignm ent of a m eaning for the indices 1and k ranging from 1to 1 .
Because In the case where the both de ciency Indices coincide, there isno di erence in the
Goiez2 C, orz2 C ;wetakez 2 C, ;ie, z= x+ iy; y> 0; In what ollow s, such that
from now on,m, = dim @,andm = dim @, :
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W e now summ arize all the relevant previous results in a theoram . This theoram is of
param ount In portance: it is just what we need from m athem atics for our physical purposes.
W e therefore present the m ain theorem and the subsequent com m ents in great detail, in fact,
In an independent selfcontained way for ease of using w ithout any fiirther references.

Theorem 3 (Them ain theorem ) Letf bean (in generalnonclbsad) symm etric operator w ith a
dom ain D ¢ in a H ibert space H ;£ £ ;where £ isthe adpint, t @, and @, ke the de cient

subspaces off,

and
@,= ker £ zf = £ =2 ;

where z is an arbitrary, but xed, com plex num ber in the upper halfplne, z= x+ iy; v > 0;
and ktm, andm le the de ciency indices off;

m, =dim@,;m = din @,;

m, andm are independent of z:

Theoperatorfhass.a. extensjonsf; = f;* ;f ﬁ, ;1 the both its de cient subspaces @,
and @, are isom orphic and are therefore of the sam e dim ension, ie., 1 its de ciency indices
m, andm arejualm;=m =m .

If the de cient subspaces are trivial, @, = @, = f0g; ie., if the both de clency indicesm .
andm arrequaltozero,m, =m = 0;the operatorfjsessentjaﬂy sa., and its unigque sa.

— + — — +
extension is its cbsure £ = £'  which coincides with its adpint, £ = £ = £* .

Ifthe de cient subspaces are nontrivial, ig., fthe de ciency indices are di erent from zero,
m 6 O;‘dlereezdstsanmz—pameterfamj}y fU of sa. extensions that isthem aniod U ()
, the unitary group.

Each s.a. extension £, is de ned by an jsometdcmappjngtf :@, ! @, ofone ofthe de -
cient subspaces onto another, which establishes an isom orphisn between the de cient subspaces,
and is given by

n o
Dg, =D+ f+0 @,= = + ,+U ;8 2D:;8,2@,;0 ,28@, 30)

where D ; is the dom ain of the csure £, and

@1

5 -

£ y=£f +z,+20

Conversely, any isometry U :@Q, ! @, that establishes an isom orphisn between the de cient
subspaces de nes a sa. extension fy of £ given by B0) and @1).
The s.a. extension ﬁ, can ke equivalently de ned as a sa. restriction of the adpint £
( n o
£ . Df = ¢2Dg ! ,+U ;, =0;8_,20, ;

N /\+
fo =15 4

32)
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Ifthe de cient subspaces are nite-dim ensional, ie., if the de ciency indices of £ are nite,
0<m < 1 ;the sa. extensionsﬁ] are goeci ed in term s of unitary matrices U 2 U (m ) :
Namely, kt fe,x g and fe,;g; be some orthokasises in the respective de cient subspaces @,
and @,, then a s.a. extension ﬁ] is de ned by

Xt Xt
Dg = oy=_+ G St Uxe;n 78 2Dgj8g2C 33)
k=1 =1

and

— X X
fy 4 = f_ + G zext+z  Ugen ; 34)
k=1 =1

where U = kUyk; Lk = 1;:x5m ; is a unitary m atrix.
T he equivalent de nition of f’; in term s of the adpint £ Tecom es

£ ];fU = ffg De t! (et F T Ukei y)= 0; k= 1;u5mg; ; a5)
U u ™ U -°
Theorem 3 nishes our exposition of the general theory of sa. extensions of symm etric
operators. However, we would lke to give som e comm ents and rem arks of practical in por-
tance, w thout being afraid of repeating ourselves, and to end this section w ith som e practical
\Instructions", ollow ing from the general theory, for a quantizing physicist.

2.8 Comments and rem arks

Comm ent 1: In the case of niedin ensional de cient subspaces of equal dim ensions, 0 <
m < 1 ,any maxin al symm etric extension ofa sym m etric ope::atorfA is sa., whilk in the case
of in nitedim ensional de cient subspaces, there exists a possibility ofboth sa. and m axim al
non-sa. extensions.

If the de cient Indices of a sym m etric operator f are nonequal, then there exist no sa.
extensions of £ .

Comm ent 2: O foourse, sa. extensions can be equivalently de ned in tem s of isom etric
m appings of the de cient subspace @, onto @,. In the previous tem s, they are describbed by
isom etric operators U ! and matricesU = Uy .

Comm ent 3: The isometriesU :@, ! @, n @), B31),and {2) that de ne sa. extensions
fU of a sym m etric operator £ depend on z, as well as the de cient subspaces; for a given sa.
extension, they change w ith changing z. The sam e is true or the matrix U = kUyk n &3),
34), and (38) in the case of nite de cient indices, 0 < m < 1 . In addition, for a given sa.
extension, thism atrix changes In an obviousm anner w ith a change of the resgpective basises In
the de cient subspaced™,.

Comm ent 4: The last comm ent is a m ore extensive com m ent conceming a possbl appli-
cation of the general theory of sa. extensions of sym m etric operators to physical problem s of
quantization, nam ely, to a de nition of quantum -m echanical cbservables as sa. operators. W e

18 e em phasize once again that any sa. extension is contained in the fam ily of sa. extensions constructed
w ith a chosen z and certain orthobasises n @, and @, :
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give it a form of som e \instructions". They are generally applied to both quantum m echan-—
ics and quantum  eld theory. But here, we m ainly address to the case where observables are
represented by di erential operators, as in nonrelativistic and relativistic quantum m echanics
of particles, especially having in m ind physical system s w ith boundaries and/or singularities
of interaction (potentials) (the position of singularties can coincide w ith boundaries), we call
such system s nontrivial system s. A s to di erential operators, the "instructions" to follow are
of a prelin Inary nature; a m ore detailed discussion of sa. di erential operators is given in the
next sec3.

A \prelin hary candidate" to an observable, supplied, for exam pl, by the canonical quan-—
tization rules for a classical observable f (;p)), is usually a form al expression lke f (&;0); or
m ore speci cally, a orm al \di erential expression"!d, f (x; i~d=dx), that is \sa." only from
a purely algebraic standpoint, wihin a fom al algebra of symbols § = x and P =  i~d=dx
w ith involution. But as we incessantly repeat, such an expression is only a "ruk" and is not
an operator unless is dom ain In an appropriate H ibert space is Indicated. A s to di erential
expressions, In a physical literature, In particular, In m any textbooks on quantum m echanics for
physicists, such a di erential expressions are considered a sa. di erential operator in a H ibert
space of wave fiinctions like L2 (@;b) actually with an in plicit assum ption that its dom ain is
the s0 called "natural dom ain" that allow s the corresponding di erential operations w ithin a
given H ibert space. But in the case of nontrivial system s, such a di erential operator is not
only non-sa., but even nonsymm etric. T his hidden defect can m anifest itself when we proceed
to the elgenvalue problem . "T hus, w ith su ciently singular potentials, the custom ary m ethods
of nding energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions &il" El]: an unexpected inde niteness in the
choice of eigenfiinctions or even nonphysical com plex eigenvalues can occur. T he early history
of quantum m echanics know s such examples {10, 11, 12], which rst kd to the apprehension
that sngular potentials " do not all Into the fom al structure of the Schrodinger equation and
its conventional interpretation" ). & was later realized that som e additional requirem ents on
the wave functions are needed, for exam pl In the form of speci ¢ boundary conditions.

Them ain m athem atical and quantum -m echanical problem is to construct a really sa. op—
erator In an approprate H ibert space starting from a prelin nary form ally sa. algebraic ex—
pression f &;¥); n particular, di erential expression f (x; i~d=dx), or aswe propose to speak,
a sa. operator associated w ith a given form aldi erential expression.

1. The st step.

The rst step ofa standard programm e for solving this problem is to give them eaning ofa
sym m etric operator £ i an approprate H ibert space H to the fom alexpression by indicating
its domain D ¢ H which must be dense,D—f = H : In the case of di erential expressions
and nontrivial systam s, this is usually achieved by choosing a dom ain D ¢ In a H ibert space of
fiinctions (wave fiinctions in the conventional physical term inology) lke L? (@;b) such that it
avoids the problam s associated w ith boundaries and singularities by the requirem ent that wave
functions In D ¢ vanish fast enough near the boundaries and singularities. T he sym m etriciy of
f is then easily veri ed by Integrating by parts.

2. The second step.

W e then must evaluate the ad pint £t , le., to nd is \ruk" and its domain D ¢+ D¢y
solving the de nihg equation for e enerally, this is a nontrivial task. Fortunately, as to
di erential operators, the solution for a rather general sym m etric operators is known in the

192 Il notions w ritten in inverted comm as are de ned m ore precisely in the next section.
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m athem atical literature, see, for example, 6, 8, 7,13, 14]. T usually appears that the \ruk"
for £* does not change and is given by the sam e di erential expression?% f (x; i~d=dx), but
its dom ain is Jarger and is a natural dom ain, such that £ is a real extension of the initial
sym m etric operator, £ £';the extension that is generally nonsym m etric.

3. The third step.

T his step consists In evaluating the de cient subspaces @, and @, wih some xed z= x+ iy,
y > 0; as the sets of solutions of the respective (di erential) equations £ , = z ,; , 2
D+ ;and £F , = Z ,i , 2 D¢ ;and determ ning the de ciency indicesm ;, = din @, and
m = din @,. Thisproblem can also present a labour-intensive task, in the case ofdi erential
operators, it usually requires an extensive experience in soecial functions.

An In portant rem ark here is in order. A swe already m entioned above, In them atham atical
literature, there isa tradition totakez= iandz= i Werem Ind a readerthatallz2 C, (or
z 2 C ) are equivalent). But in physics, a prelin lnary symm etric operator f and its adpint
£* are usually assigned a certain din ension?. Therefore, it is naturalto choose z = iand
z= i, where isan arirary,but xed, constant param eter ofthe corresponding din ension.
In oconstructing a physical ocbservable as sa. extension of a prelin lnary sym m etric operators
£, this din ensional param eter enters the theory. In particular, if prelin narily a theory has no
din ensionalparam eter that de nes a scale, a naive scale nvariance ofthe theory can be broken
after a speci cation of the observable.

Let the de ciency Indices be found. If the de ciency Indices appear unequal, m . € m ,
ourwork stopsw ith the conclusion that there is no quantum -m echanical analogue for the given
classical ocbservabl f (Q;p). Sudh a situation, nonequal de ciency indices, is encountered in
physics thus preventing som e classical observables to be transferred to the quantum level (@n
exam pl isthem om entum operator fora particlke on a sam taxis, ssebelow ). W enote in advance
that for di erential operators w ith real coe cients, the de ciency indices are always equal.

Ifthe de ciency ndices appeartobe zero,m, = m = 0, ourwork also stops: an operator
f is essentially sa. and a uniguely de ned quantum -m echanical cbservable is its closure £ that
coincides w ith the adpint £+, £ = £* .

If the de ciency indices appear to be equal and nonzero,m ;. = m = m > 0, the fourth
step follow s.

4. The fourth step. n o

At this step, we correctly specify allthem %-param eter fam ily f% ofsa. exl:ensjonszU off
in term sofisom etriesU :@ ; ! @; orintem sofunitarymatricesU = kUypk, Lk = 1;:::;m .
T he general theory provides the two ways of speci cation given by the m ain theorem . The
speci cation based on omulas B0) and B1L), or 33) and B4) (and usually presented I the
m athem atical literature) seem s m ore explicit In com parison w ith the speci cation based on
fomulas B2) or (35), which requires solving the corresponding linear equation for the dom ain
D¢, :Butthe st speci cation assum es the know ledge of the closure f ifthe niial symm etric
operator is nonclosed?3, which requires solving linear equations in @3), or @5), or in {6) for

20An exception is provided by -lke potentials.

21T conventionalunits, a certain degree of length orm om entum  (Or energy) .

22W e would like to stress that at this point the generaltheory requires evaluating the closure ;A; i is exactly
£ and D, that enter omuls (30), 61), §3), and (34), while in the physical literature, we can som etin es
see that when citing and using these form ulas, £ and D ¢ stand brg\ and D ; even for non—closed sym m etric
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the dom ain D ¢ : The second speci cation can som etin es becom e m ore econom ical because it

avoids the evaluation of the closure £ and directly deals with D ¢, : This speci cally concems
the case ofdi erential operatorsw here £* isusually given by the sam e di erential expression as
£ and where the second soeci cation allow s eventually soecifying the sa. extensions fU In the
custom ary form ofsa. boundary conditions. T hispossibility isdiscussed below in sec3. W e say
In advance that In sec.3, we also propose the third possibl way of sa. extensions of sym m etric
di erential operators directly in tem s of, In general asym ptotic, boundary conditions.

In the physical literature, there is a convention to ket D, denote the de cient subspace
@ ; =ker £ if and BtD denote the de cient subspace @; = ker £ + i f , such

that the jsometryﬁ isnow written asU :D, ! D . The ekments ofthe de cient subspaces
D, andD are repectively denoted by™ ,,£" , =i ,,and ,f* = i ,andthe
orthcbasises in D, and D are regectively denoted by fe, ; g* and fe , g" . In these tem s,
ormulas B0) and $3), and Hmulas B1) and B34) that de ne a sa. extension fy ofan initial

symmetdcoperatorfjnthe cass ofm > 0 become

n o
Dg =D+ f+8 D,= ,= + ,+0 ,;8 2Ds;8,2D,;0 ,2D
( B B )
X Xt
= U=_+ Ck e+;k+ Uxe i1 ;8_2Df;8CkZC (36)
k=1 =1
and
|
— ) X X
ﬁJU:f\_+i+ iU+:f\_+i & Sk U]ke;l H
k=1 =1
while omulas 32) and (35) becom e
8 n )
2 DfU: U2Df+ :! t)-l-U +;U :O;8+2D+
fU :> =f432D¢ ! v xt rlﬂlelke 27 p)=0;k=1;u5mqg; @37
Cfy = L

At last, we should not forget that an isom etry U and m atrices Uy,aswellasD, andD ;
depend on the realparam eter ; and forthe sam e sa. extension, they change w ith changing

There is a slightly m odi ed m ethod of nding sa. operators associated w ith form ally sa.
di erential expressions f (x; i~d=dx), see [, 8]. Thism ethod di ers from the above-described
one by som e transpositions of steps 1 and 2 and partly of steps 3 and 4 . W e actually can start
w ith the end of step 2, nam ely w ith an operator £ given by the initialdi erential expression f
andde ned n L? @;b)ona subgpace ofall functions x) such that (f (x; i~d=dx) ) (x)al
belongsto L? (a;b) : This isthem ost w ide \natural" dom ain for such an operator. T he operator

A
£ is generally non-sa. and even nonsymm etric. Then we evaluate its ad pint £ = f and

nd’chatf/\jssyrmnetrjcand’chatfA jsrea]@theadjajntoff/\; £ff = f :E plowsthat f isa
closed sym m etric operator. A fter this, we can prooeed to the steps 3-5.

operator f; w hich is incorrect.
231t is the sign in front of \i" in the latter form ulas that de nes the subscript + or i D, see footnote 10.
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Them ethod was far developed for a w ide class of di erential operators, especially for ordi-
nary even-order di erential operatorsw ith real coe cients. Unfortunately, arbitrary odd-order
orm ixed deferential operators practically rem ained apart (see, however [18,14]). In addition,
thism ethod is inapplicable to the physically interesting case where the coe cient functions of
a di erential expression £ are singular at the inner points of the Interval @;b), an exam plk is
a —like potential, whereas the rstm ethod doeswork in this case.

Thism ethod is rather a m ethod of sa. restrictions of an Initialm ost w idely de ned di er-
ential operator that is generally nonsym m etric, and all the m ore sa., than the m ethod of sa.
extensions of an Iniial symm etric operator. W e note that, in fact, the conventional practice
In physics i plicitly follow this m ethod, but, so to say, in an \extram e" form . Nam ely, a sa.
di erential expression is considered a sa. operator in appropriate H ibert space of functions
with inplicitly assum Ing that is dom ain is the m ost wide natural dom ain. Therefore, the
standard physical practice is to directly proceed to nding its spectrum and eigenfunctions
as the solutions of the eigenvalue problem for the corresponding di erential equation. Som e—
tin es, this approach works: the only requirem ents of the square-integrability of eigenfuinctions
or their \nom alization to -flinction" appears su cient. From the m athem atical standpoint,
this m eans that the operator under consideration is really sa., or from the standpoint of the

rst m ethod, that an niial symm etric operator is essentially sa.. To be true, it som etin es
appears that som e additional speci ¢ boundary conditions or conditions near the singularities
of the potential on the wave functions are necessary for xing the eigenfunctions. In some
cases, these boundary conditions are so natural that are considered unique although this isnot
true. But In som e cases, it appears that there is no evident way of choosing between di erent
possbilities, and this becom es a problem for the quantum -m echanical treatm ent of the corre—
goonding physical system . From them athem atical standpoint, such a situation m eans that the
Initial operator is nonsymm etric, or, from the standpoint of the st method, that an initial
sym m etric operator is not essentially sa. and allow s di erent sa. extensions, ifthese are at all
possible, and there is no physical argum ents in favor of a certain choice.

W e retum to this sub ct once m ore In the next section devoted to di erential operators.

5. The nalstep.

The nalstep is the standard soectral analysis, ie., nding the spectrum and eigenvectors
of the obtalned sa. extensions ﬁ, and their proper physical interpretation, in particular,
the explanation of the possble origin and the physical m eaning of the new m ? param eters
associated w ith the isom etrjesﬁ;orunjtarym atricesU = jUy Jj In the casewhere the de ciency
Indices are di erent from zero. The problem of the physical interpretation of these additional
param eters that are absent In the initial form al di erential) expression £ and in the niial
symm etric cperator £ is sometines a most di cult one. The usual attem pts to solve this
problem are related to the search for an approprate regularization of singularties in £ and a
change ofboundariesby nite walls.

The m ost am bitious program m e is to change the Iniial singular (di erential) expression f
by a reqular expression f; wih m 2 param eters of reqularization, such that the initial sym m et—
ric operator f\reg is essentially sa., and then reproduce all the sa. extensions f; of a singular
problm as a certain lim it of the regularized sa. operator under properly rem oving the reg—
ularization. This procedure is lke a weltkknown renom alization procedure in QF T, and the
new m ? param eters m ay be associated w ith \contertem s". O f course, the regularization can
be partial if som e shgularities and arbitrariness associated w ith them are wellnterpreted. In
m any cases, this problm ram ains unsolved.
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T he abovedescribed general procedure for constructing quantum -m echanical cbservables
starting from prelin hary fom alexpressions is not universally cbligatory because in particular
casesm ore direct procedures are possible, especially ifthere exist additionalphysical argum ents.

Forexam ple, In som e caseswe can guess a properdom ain D ¢ for initial sym m etric operator
f such that £ appears to be essentially sa. from the very beginning.

In other cases, i can happen that an nitial sym m etric operator fm ay be represented as
£ = \a""a+ b, where an operator 4 is densely de ned and an operator \&" " is its orm al
\adpint" and is also densely de ned, actually, \&" " is a restriction of the really adpint &*;
and b= B is a bounded operator, in particular, a constant.

T here is one ram arkabl criterion for selfad pintness that is directly applicable to this case,
we call it the AkhiezerG lazm an theorem (see {]]).

Theorem 4 Leta be a densely de ned closed operator, D , = H ; &= a; therefore the adpint
4" exists and is also densely de ned. Then, the operator £ = &% 4 is sa. , the sam e is true Hor
the operator § = 448" :

This theorem must seam evident for physicists by the exam ple of the ham onic oscillator
Ham iltonian. A subtlkty is that & m ust be clos=d.

+

Based on the A khiezer{G lJazm an theorem , we have at least one sa. extension ?= % of

+

thejnitjalsymmeudcoperatorf,gjyenby?= ara+ b= a a+pb= ¢ ; where & is the

closure of 4. T his extension m ay be nonunique, but is existence guarantees that the de ciency
indices of £ are equal, and we can search for other sa. extensions of £ without f&il.

2.9 Tlustration by exam ple of m om entum operator

To illustrate the abovegiven general schem e, we consider a sim plest one-din ensional quantum —
m echanical system , a spinless particle m oving on an interval (a;b) ofa realaxisR?, and a well-
known observable in this systam , the m om entum operator. The interval can be (sam i)open
or closed, the ends a and b can be in nides ( 1 or + 1 ) : For the soace of states of the
system , we conventionally take the H ibert space L? (a;b) whose vectors are wave fiinctions

x); x 2 (a;b) (the xrepresentation). If we set the P lJanck constant ~ to be uniyy, ~ = 1;
then the standard wellknown expression for the m om entum operator isp =  id=dx : But as
we now realize, for the present, this form ally sa. "operator" is only a prelin nary di erential
expression??

d

= i 38
p T (38)

because itsdom ain isnot prescribed In advance (poy the known) quantization rules. T he problm
of quantization in this particular case is to construct a sa. operator, an observable, associated
w ith thisdi erential expression. It tums out that the solution ofthisproblem crucially depends

on the type of the interval: whether it is a whole realaxis, @;b) = ( 1 ;+1 )= R';ora
sam iaxis @;b) = D;1 ) (@ istaken to be zero for convenience, it can be any nite number) or
@b = (1 ;0jora nitessgment’ Bjbl; 1 < a<b<1:

24Tn what fllow s, we distinguish form aldi erentialexpressions from operatorsby an inverted hat _; see sec 3.
2>Because the nite ends of an interval have a zero m easure, we can nclide (or exclude) the nite ends in
the interval. L2 ((@;b)) and L2 (@;b]) are the sam e.
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A most wide natural dom ain for a linear operator de ned in L? (@;b) and given by the
di erential operation id=dx is the subspace D ofwave functions ®) 2 L? (@;b) that are
absolutely continuous on (@;b) ; the tetm \on" in plies contihuiy up to the nite end or ends
of the terval (a;b) ; and such that their derivative ° (x) also belongg% to L? (a;b) : W e ket
P denote this operator, the above notation is justi ed below . The operatorp is thus de ned

py?’

D, =D =f : axion @&b; ; °2L%@bg;
18] p =p = 1i°: 39)
W e rst check the symm etricity of this operator (ie. whether the equality ( ;0 )
® ; )= Ohodsforany ; 2D ) and considerthe di erence
Z Z,
P (i )= ) ©® ; )= i o ° i dx° ;8 ; 2D : (40
a a

A readereasily recognizes the sesquilinear asym m etry form ofthe operatorp In ! . Integrating
by parts In the second term , we nd

POy o= ]:i:[ i1 [ 1@ 41)
where we Introduce a local sesquilinear form [ ; ]de ned by
[ 7 1= 1 &) &); 42)

andwhere [ ; J@)and [ ; ] are the respective lim its of this form asx ! b;a,
[ ](a)=33"ma[ -9 IF A ](b)=}3<-"]mb[ ;1) e 43)

W e call these 1m its the boundary values of the local form , or sin ply boundary term . These
lim its certainly exist because the integrals .n rhs. of (@0) do exist, they are the sesquilinear
form s In the (asym ptotic) boundary values of the wave functions n D . Egs. (142) m anifest
that the sesquilinear asym m etry form ofthe di erential operatorp is reduced to the boundary
values of the local form and the asymm etricity of ¥ is de ned by the asym ptotic boundary
values of the wave functions m D . At the moment, we have no ideas on the values of
[ ; 1( 1) In the case of In nie intervals. W e must note that In the physical literature
we can mest th%assertjon that the square-integrability of (x) at in niy, Prexample, 2
L2 (1 ;+1); +11 dxj ¥ <1 ;inpliesthat vanithesati nity, )! Oasx ! 1.

T his is incorrect: it isa sim ple exercise to nd a continuous function that is square-integrable
atin nity but can take arbitrarly large valuesat arbirarily largex. (Tobetrue, In the follow ing
section we show that [ ; ]( 1 )= Obecause ° isalso square-integrablk.)

O n the other hand, what we certainly know isthat in the case where one orboth ends ofan
nterval @;b) are nite, orexample, 8j< 1 and/or pj< 1 ,wegenerally have [ ; ]@)=

i @) @) & 0and/or— () ) & 0, which Inplies that the operator in this case is

nonsymm etric.

280 f course, we could extend D by step-fiinctions that are also di erentiable aln ost everyw here, but then
there would be no possbility for integrating by parts and no chance for the sym m etricity of the corresponding
operator.

27In what Bllow s, we use the abbreviation (a.c= is absolutely continuous).
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T here are two conclusions from thisprelin nary (perhapsexcessively detailed and seem ngly
boring) consideration of this sin ple exam ple, the conclusions that prove to be valid for m ore
general di erential expressions. First, a natural dom ain for a di erential expression does not
provide a symm etric operator in the case of nite boundaries. Second, the asymm etry form of
a fom ally sa. di erential operator is de ned by the boundary temm s. Tt is a sesquilinear form
In the (@asym ptotic) boundary values of functions nvolved (and their derivatives in the case of
di erential operators of higher order) . T herefore, in order to guarantee the existence an initial
symm etric operator associated with a given di erential expression, it is necessary to take a
m ore restricted dom ain of fiinctions vanishing fast enough at the boundaries (and singularities)
and yielding no contributions to the boundary tem s.

In ourcase, we therefore restart w ith adom ain D (@;b) of nite sm ooth finctiong’4,D (a;b) =
L? (a;b), and respectively w ith a symm etric operator p» de ned by

D,o=D @b=f &) :’"2C" ;supp’ (;bg;
) .y 0 (44)
p [ A pl — ir Y.

p©
T he operator p© is a restriction of the operatorp toD (a;b) and is evidently symm etric: the
boundary tem s [ ; ]if vanishes forany ;’ 2 D (a;b) because of the requirem ents on the
support of functions in D (@;b) : they must vanish in a vicinity of the boundaries.

The st step of the general program m e is thus com pleted.

W e now must evaluate the adpint p? . Thede ning equation for a pair 2D )"
and = p(o) ' ’
;p(O)/ ( ;")=20;8" ZDP(O):D @b ;
is
Z Z
i odx %+ dx " =0;8" 2D (@b : (43)
a a

W e solve it using the follow Ing cbservation. W e Introduce an absolutely continuous function

Z X
f xw=1i d ();a c b (46)
C
such that = if O:Substjmtjng 46) in {43) and integrating by parts in the second tem ,
we reduce eq. (43) to
z b
dx £ 19%=0;8 2D @b :

(the boundary tem s vanish because of /' (x)). By the known du Boi{fReymond lemma, it
follow s that f - c= const; or

®k)=1 d ()+c; @7)

28T his choice m ay seem too cautious in our case; however, D (a;b) allow s a universal consideration of sym —
m etric operators w ith sm ooth coe cients of arbitrary order (see the follow ing section).
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which inpliesthat  isabsolutely continuouson @;b)and =p = i 0 :Conversly, any
such function given by @7) evidently satis es the de ning equation 5).

This m eans that the adpint P * coincides w ith the above-ntroduced operatorp given
by $9), ie., it is given by the sam e di erentialexpression @8) and itsdom ain is a naturalone.

T he second step of the general program m e is also com pleted.

W e now must evaluate the de cient subspaces and de ciency Indices. It is this step where
the di erence in the type of the interval (a;b) m anifests itself. The de cient subspacesD are
de ned by the di erential equations

i% &= i ® ; 2D L @D ;

isan arbirary, but xed, param eterw ith the din ensionality of nverse length. T he respective
general solutions of di erential equations @5) by itself are

®)=ce *; 48)

where ¢ 2 C are constants.
Let @;b) = ( 1 ;+1 )= R*, then both in {48) are non-square-ntegrabl, , is on
1 and ison+1 unkssc & 0. Therefore, n this case, the de cient subspaces are trivial,
D = f0g, and the de ciency indices are zero,m, = m = 0, and the operator p© = p
(39) tums out to be symm etric (as we already m entioned above, the corresponding boundary
term s are equal to zero). The operator p© {424) is thus essentially sa., and its unique sa.
extension is its cosure, p© = p= p@ " = p ;we ket p denote the cosure p© .

The conclusion is that in the case @;b) = ( 1 ;+1 ); there is only one sa. operator
associated w ith the di erential expression p B8). Passing to the physical language, we assert
that ra spinless particle m oving along the realaxisR !; there isa unique m om entum operator
P, an observablk given by we actually rew rite 39))

axc:in (1 ;+1); ; “2L2 RYg;

Dr S (49)

e: ool 1 °
P i

A forth step is unnecessary. The soectrum , elgenfunctions and the physical Interpretation
of this operator are welkknown.

Let (@;b) = D;1 )= R, a semiaxis, then , i {@§) is square-integrablk, whilk is not,
unlessc = 0.W ecbtain that the de ciency indices of p© in thiscasearem, = 1andm = 0
(n the case of @@;b) = ( 1 ;0], they interchange). T his in plies that In the case of a sam jaxis,
there is no sa. operator associated w ith the di erential expression p @8). In the physical
language, this m eans that for a particle m oving on a sam iaxis, the notion of m om entum as a
quantum -m echanical cbservable is absent. In particular, this in plies the absence of the notion
of radialm om entum .

T he general programm e In the case of a sam iaxis tem inates at the third step.

Letnow (@;b) = B;b],0< a< b< 1 ,a nie ssgment, wihout loss of generality we take
B;bl= 0;1,1< 1 .Thenboth , and In {@8) are square-ntegrable. T his in plies that in

the case ofa nite interval, the both de cient subspacesD = fc e &)g,withe = e * and
e = e ®% behg the respective basis vectors of the sam e nom , are one-din ensional, such
that the equalnonzero de ciency indicesarem . = m = 1. A coording to the m ain theorem ,

this m eans that in the case of a nie Interval, we have a oneparam eter U (1)-fam ily of sa.
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operators associated w ith the di erential expression p B8) (the group U (1) isa circe &' ;
0 2 ;0 2 ; the symbolv is the symbol of equivalence, or identi cation), and the
fourth step is necessary.

W e consider the both ways of speci cation given by them ain theorem .

The rstway requires evaluating the closure p= p© of p® {@4), which reduces to nding
its domain D ,. Equivalent de ning equations for D , are given in {{3) and {15), or {I§). We
use the de ning equation in @3), which in our case is ! ; =0, 2D,,8 20D
A coording to @1), é32), this equation reduces to B B

i ;o ,= @O0 O _®=0;8 2D ;

a linear equation for the boundary values of functions in D . Because ©0) and @ can
take arbitrary valies independently, which, in particular, follow s from representation (47), this
yeds _ (0)= _(@=0: 3

W e obtain the sam e resul considering the de ning equation forD , n (14G), because the
determ inant of the boundary values of the basis vectors e is nonzero,

gt SO & O ey,

e @O e

The closure p is thus speci ed by additional zero boundary conditions on the functions
In D, In com parison w ith the functions In D that can take arbitrary boundary values:

_ — . . 1. . O 2 . . — — .
p= p(O) . E]:;P= p_=-_ i:co.on [Oll]l_l_ 2L (Orl) r_ (0) o (l) 0 12 (50)

The isometries U :D, ! D are given by a com plex number of unit modulk, Ue, = et e ,
and are Iabelled by an angke , 0 2 ,0v2 =0 ().Repectively, theU (1)-fam ily
fp g of sa. extensions of p» @4), and p $0), is given by

=D — — +Cex+eie 1 x)

_r Lo ’ 1)
=p = i7;

D
Py
where isgiven by (0).

T he second way of speci cation of sa. extensions of p©, and P, requires soling the de ning
equation orD , In B2),or §5). Ih ourcase, thisequation, ! e + e'e ; = 0;reducesto

. 1 . .
e +ee; ,= 1e "+e” Q+il+t+ete 0)=0;

the equation relating the boundary values of functions n D , and yilds

m=e* ©O; (52)
where the angk # is
$=  2arctan ——— (53)
e+ oos

30



Theangke # rangesfrom 0to2 when goesfrom Oto2 ,0 # 2 ,0v 2 ,and isin oneto-
one correspondence w ith the angle (it is su cient to show that # ( ) is a m onotonic fiinction,
d#t=d > 0); therefore, the anglk # equivalently labelsthe U (1)-fam ily of sa. extensions, which
wewriteasp = .

Eqg. (52) is an additional boundary condition for the finctions = , m D = D; I
com parison w ith the functions 2 D . L is easy to verify that this boundary condition is
equivalent to the representation i (61); therefore, thisboundary condition isa sa. boundary
condition specifying the sa. extensions as

Dy=Dp = 4: gacion D;U; 4 y2L°0;D; , W=¢e* , 0 ; 54)

By :
where 0 # 2 ; 0v 2 :The sscond speci cation seem s m ore direct and explicit than
the rst one” because it speci es the sa. extensions in the custom ary form of sa. boundary
conditions that are m ore suitabl for spectral analysis.

The conclusion is that for a particle moving on a nite ssgment [g;b]; there is a one-

parameter U (1)-fam ily (@ circke) of sa. operators ¥y =  id=dx, that can be considered the
m om entum of a particle. These operators are labelled by an angk #, and are speci ed by the
sa. boundary conditions , (1) = et 4 0). In short, the m om entum operator for a particle

on a nite ssgm ent is de ned nonuniguely.

The nalstep, the spectral analysis of these operators and the elucidation of their physical
m eaning, is posgooned to a soecial publication.

W e now tum to the general sa. di erential operators (in tem s of which m any cbservables
In the quantum m echanics ofparticles are represented) . W e only note In advance thatm any key
points of the above consideration of the m om entum operator are characteristic for the general
case.

3 D i erential operators

3.1 Introduction

This section is devoted to di erential operators, m ore soeci cally, to constructing sa. dif-
ferential operators associated with formal sa. di erential expressions’%. W e try to make it
as slfoontained as possiblk and therefore don’t afraid to repeat som e item s In the previous
text. A reader who is acquainted w ith the end of the pervious section w ill see that som e of
the key points and ram arks of the exposition to follow were already encountered in the above
considerations.

W e begin the section w ith rem arks of the general character.

W e restrict ourselves to ordinary di erential operators in H ibert spaces L2 (a;b), 1
a b 1 (scalar operators) wih a special attention to exam ples from the nonrelativistic
quantum m echanics of a one-din ensionalm otion (in particular, the radialm otion) of spinless
particles. But an extension tom atrix di erential operators in H ibert spaces of vector-fiinctions
ke L? (@;b) :::L? (@;b) isdirect. T herefore, the m ain results and conclusions of this section
allow applying, w ith evident m odi cations, to the quantum m echanics of the radialm otion of

29A Ithough in the general ©m ofthe m ain theorem this appears to be the opposite.
30T hese notions are de ned m ore precisely below .
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particlesw ith soin, both nonrelativistic and relativistic, in particular, to the quantum m echanics
of D irac particlkes of spin 1=2.

A s to partial di erential operators, we refer to

@, 17,18, 19,20, 21, 14, 3); fr physicists, we strongly recomm end references {19] where
three-din ensional Ham iltonians are classi ed and [§]. Foundations of the general theory of
ordinary di erential operators were laid by W eyl 2, 23, 24]. A som ewhat di erent approach
to the theory was developed by T itchm arsh 5, 17].

In view ofm any flindam ental treatises on di erential operators, our exposition is ofa quali-
tative character In som e aspects, a num ber of item s is given under sin plifying assum ptions only
to give basic ideas. But we try form ulate the m ain statem ents and resuls for the general case
as faraspossible. By the m atham atical tradition, we present them in the form oftheoram s. A
physicist may nd this m anner super uously m athem atical, whilk a m athem atician may nd
drawbacks In our form ulations and proofs, but it provides a suitable system of references and
facilitate applications.

A Nl theoram s are illustrated by sin ple, but we hope, instructive, exam ples of the welkknow n
quantum m echanical operators like the m om entum and H am iltonian.

W e additionally restrict ourselves to the case where possible shgularities of the coe cient
functions in a di erential operator are on the boundaries Wwhich is natural for radial H am iltto—
nians). If a shgularty is located in the inner point c of an interval @;b), lke :n the case of

-potentials, the consideration m ust be appropriately m odi ed. W e here refer to the extensive
treatise P§] on the sub fct.

And nally, the ram arks directly related to our sub ect.

T he generalm ethod of sa. extensions of sym m etric operators presented In the previous sec-
tion and based on the m ain theorem is universal, ie., it is universally applicable to symm etric
operators of any nature. But as any universalm ethod, it can tum out unsuiable as applied
to som e particular problem sw ith their own speci ¢ features and therefore requires appropriate
m odi cations. Forexam ple, in quantum m echanics for particles, nonrelativistic and relativistic,
quantum -m echanical cbservables are usually de ned in tem s of sa. di erential operators, and
the spectral problem is form ulated as an eigenvalue problm for the corresponding di erential
equationg’. In the presence of boundaries and/or singularities of the potential, we are used
to acoom pany these equations w ith one or another boundary conditions on the wave fiinctions.
This m eans that we additionally specify the dom ain of the corresponding observables by the
boundary conditions that provide the selfad pintness of the di erential operators under con—
sideration. It is naturalto call such boundary conditions the sa. boundary conditions, this is
a standard term in the m athem atical literature.

A revealing of the speci ¢ features of sa. extensions of di erential sym m etric operators is
Just the sub ect if this section.

Tt appears that in the case of di erential operators, the isom etries U :D, ! D ofone
de cient subspace to another specifying sa. extensions of sym m etric operators can be converted
Into sa. boundary conditions, explicit or In plicit. T his possibility isbased on the fact that the
asymmetry form s ! and are expressed in tem s of asym ptotic boundary values of fiinctions
and their derivatives. In addition to conventionalm ethods, we discuss a possible altermative
way of specifying sa. di erential operators in tem s ofexplicit boundary conditions. Tk isbased
on direct m odi cation of the argum ents resulting in the m ain theorem . The m ethod does not

310 f course, this does not concem the spin degrees of freedom and spin system s where cbservables are
represented by Hem itian m atrices.
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require evaluating the de cient subspacesD , and D and the de ciency indices, the latter are
determ ined In passing. Its e ectiveness is illustrated by a num ber of exam ples of quantum —
m echanical operators. Unfortunately, thism ethod is not universal at present. Tts applicability
depends on to what extent we can establish the boundary behavior of fiinctions nvolved. In
general, it depends on speci ¢ features of boundaries, in particular, whether they are reqular
or shgularfa

3.2 D i erential expressions

Let (a;b) be an ntervalofthe realaxisR*®. By (@;b) wem ean an interval in a generalized sense:
the ends a and b of the interval can be in nite, a= 1 and/orb= +1 ; ifthey are nite,
BJ< 1 and/or Pj< 1 , they can be included in the interval such that we can have a pure
Interval (@;b), sem Iinterval |g;b) or (@;b], or a segm ent [;b]. This depends on the regularity
ofthe coe cients of a di erential operator under consideration.

Each ;nterval (@;b) is assigned the H ibert space L? (a;b) of fiinctions, wave functions in the
physical term inology. W e recall that from the standpoint of H ibbert spaces, the inclusion ofthe

nite end points a and/orb in (a;b) is irrelevant: the H ibert spaces L2 ((a;b)) and L2 (jg;b))

for the respective pure Interval @;b) and ssgm ent [;b] are the sam e because the Lebesgue
m easure of a point is zero.

A di erential expression, or a di erential operation, £ associated w ith an Interval (@;b) is
an expression of the form

1

d " d " d
f=5f &) . + £ 1 X) . + f(ﬁ)&+fo(x);x2(a;b); (55)
where fy ®), k= 0;1;:::;n, are som e fiinctions on (a;b) that are called the coe cient finc—

tions, or sin ply coe cients, of the di erential expression, £ , &) 6 0;an Integern 1 iscalled
the orderof f.

The di erential expression f naturally de nes a lnear di erential operator over fiinctions
on (@;b), whence an altemative nam e \di erential operation" for f;

f ®=f& ")+ & P+ +&) @+ f &) ®); (56)

underthe naturalassum ption that  isabsolutely continuous togetherw ith itsn 1 derivatives’™
W= %:::; @Y Fomula 8) de nesthe "rulke ofacting" for fitture operators in L? (a;b) :

An iIntermm ediate rem ark is n order here.

T he consideration to follow are directly extended to m atrix deferential expressions, ie., to
deferential expressions w ith m atrix coe cients, that generate system s of di erential equations
and di erential operators in H ibert space of vector-fiinctions lke L? (@;b) 2 &b
w here vector-functions are colum ns of square-integrabl functions. Such m atrix di erential
expressions are Inherent in nonrelativistic and relativistic quantum m echanics of particles w ith
SIn, In particular, D irac particles we m ean the radialm otion of particks).

A siswellknown, an ordinary di erential equation of ordern can be reduced to a system of
n rstorderdi erential equations, and vice versa. W hat ism ore, this reduction isussfuilin an—
alyzing hom ogeneous an inhom ogenous di erential equations, in particular, In establishing the

32T hese notions are explained below .
33 ®) i5 a conventional sym bolof the derivative of order k.
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structure of their general solution. R espectively, any di erential expression £ (5F) is assigned
a rstorderm atrix di erential expression with n  n m atrix coe cients.

The regularity conditions for the coe cients £ (Integrability, continuity, di erentiability,
etc.) depend on the context. The standard conditions are that fi, k = 1;:::;n 1, has
k derivatives n (@;b), £, 6 0, and f, is bcally integrabk’® In (@;b); the coe cients, for
example, fy; can be n nite asx ! a and/or x ! b. These conditions are su cient for the
function £ toallow integrating by partsand a given di erentialexpression f to have an ad pint
di erentialexpression £ ; ssebelow, and forthe functions fy;f:;::: ;£ 1 and 1=£f, tobe locally
Integrable n (@;b), which is necessary for the theory of usualdi erential equations generated
by a given di erential expression: the hom ogenous equation £ = 0 and the inhom ogenous
equation £ = , seebelow . The conditions on the coe cients som etim es can be considerably
weakened for another representation ofdi erential expressions, see below . Forthe st reading,
one can consider the coe cients f , an ooth functions. If the coe cients have sihgularities In
@;b), a ssparate special consideration is required.

In the physical language, £ (08) can be considered an elem ent ofa form alalgebra generated
by the \operators" §= x (the position operator) and p= id=dx (them om entum operator’d),
satisfying the canonical com m utation rehtion &;p]1= i,

f=f @ @+ f, 1@ @®" '+ @ P+ £ @ ;

w ith the so-called gp-ordering [3].

The di erential expression (65) is called the regular di erential expression if the interval
(@;b) is nite and ifthe coe cients f o;:::;£, 1;and the function £, ' are integrab¥’ on (a;b),
the term \on (@;b)" means on the whole @;b), ncluding the ends a and b; in this case, we
consider (@;b) as a segment g;b]. In the opposite case, £ is called the singular di erential
expression. The lkeft end a is called the regqularend ifa > 1 , and the indicated functions
are ntegrable on any segment p; ], < b. In the opposite case, ie, ifa= 1 and/or the
Integrability condition on fg; ] forthe coe cients doesnot hold, the end a is called the singular
end. Sin ilar notions are introduced for the right end.

Let ' x) and (X) be snooth nite functions, ’; 2 D (@;b), then theRﬁmctjon f’ is
square-integrab¥’’ on (a;b) ; aswellas ’ ; and the scalar product ( ;£/) = ab dx f’ hasa
sense. W e consider this integral. Integrating by parts and taking into account that the standard
boundary tem s vanish because of nite supportsof’ and , we have

Zb Zb _
;7 = dx £r = dxf "= £ ;' (57)

a a

341t is integrable on any nite interval inside (a;b):

35The Planck constant ~ is set to unity, ~ = 1. In the m athem atical language, ¢ and P are called the
generators of the algebra, or \symbols". W e no longer use the physical symbolf &;p) = £ x; i% ; orm ore
bre y £ x;% , oor £, because its orighh is irrelevant here.

3T his condition does not exclude that the coe cients, orexample, £ o (x), can be .n niteasx ! a and/or
x ! b.
37B ecause of our conditions for the coe cients of f and because ofa nite support of’ and therefore of £/ .
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w here the function £ ’ is given by

e - 37g . 27 g + S OE % 69
dx dx dx
and de nes the di erential expression
qa " q 1! 4
f = = f, + = foo1 4+ +d_x f1+ fp; (59)

a di erential operation each tem % . £, ofwhich in plies rstmultiplying a function by the
finction f;, and then di erentiating the result k tim es, which has a sense on the abovegiven set
of functions because f; (x) isk-tin edi erentiable. The di erential expression £ (59) is called
the the ad pint di erential expression (to f), or sin ply the ad pint, or the ad pint by Lagrange.
In the physical lJanguage, the ad pint is de ned by

f=(®'6H@+ (P '@+ i+ £ @ ; (60)

it is the adjpint In the abovem entioned fom al algebra wih involution (the standard rule
for taking the ad pint: reversing the order of \operators" and the com plex conjigation of the
num erical coe cients, which is denoted by a bar over the function symbol. It naturally arises
as a pgordered expression. The adpint £ 69) can be reduced to orm  (G5),

. d n . d n 1 h_
f=f %1 nfl + £+ +"Ho 1E"?
. S h o i
+ (D tne ? - * £, + + CHES M+ D ED 61)

by subsequently di erentiating in rhs. of §8) and using the Lebnitz rulk, or by rearranging
the pg-ordering in 60) to the gpordering by subsequently commuting allp’s in P* = p
wih fi &) wih the ruke

i -
I+ 1)

_ - h

Pt @ = £ @p+ HE’ @ = £ @p+ ( DETT @i 1= 0;1;::5k 1
A reader can easily write a detailed fomula.

A di erential expression f is called a sa. di erential expression, or sa. by Lagrange , if it
coincidesw ith itsadpint, £ = £

Any di erential expression £ can be assigned a di erential operator in L? (a;b) ifan appro—
priate dom ain in L? (@;b) or this operator with the "rule of acting" given by f is indicated.
But only a sa. di erential expression can generate a sa. di erential operator in L2 @;b),
which is of interest from the standpoint of quantum m echanics. W e refer to such an operator
as a sa. operator associated w ith a given sa. di erential expression. The selfad pintness of
a di erential expression is only necessary for the existence of the respective sa. operator and
in generalis not su cient: them ain problam is to indicate the properdom ain in L ? (@;b) such
that £ becom es a sa. operator, som etin es, it appears in possble; in addition, di erent sa.
operators can be associated w ith the sam e di erential expression aswe already know from the
exam ple at the end of the previous section.
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W e now describe the general structure of sa. di erential expressions ofany nite order that
m akes is selfad pintness cbvious.

The coe cients of a sa. di erentialexpression £ (B8), £ = £ , satisfy the ©llow Ing condi-
tions w ith respect to com plex conjugation:

fao= () f;

fa1= ()" YE+ ()'nE®;

f1= fi+ + 150 DEST+ ()" nEf Y
o= £, + + UHED D () ER;

that ©llow from the com parison ofrhs. in (53) with rhs. in 61) and the subsequent com plex
conjigation. T hese conditions can be resolved, which leads to the so-called canonical form ofa
sa. di erential expression. T he canonical form ofa sa. di erential expression isa sum ofsa.
odd binom ials,

nw #
£ - 2 dklf dk+ dkf d "o 62)
2k 1) 2 dX 2k 1 dX dX 2k 1 dX I4
fox 1 = fox 17 k= 1;2;:::5
and sa. even m onom ials,
da a _
fox = = fox = = fok i k= 0517005 (63)

w ith the realcoe cient functions £, () = £y %) ishere considered a di erential expression of
order zero); for breviy, we use the sam e notation for the coe cient functions as for those in
©5).

In term s of the form al algebra, these are the regpective \operators"

fox 1= % P T 1 @ D 1 @D T k= 1;2;u5
and
fox) = pkuk (Q)pk k= 0;1;:::;
w ith the properly symm etrized pg-ordering; they are weltknown to physicists 31.

The canonical orm ofa sa. di erential expression £ = £ ofordern 1 isthusgiven by

X X
f= fox) + fox+1) (64)

k k

In thisform (64) fora sa. di erential expression, the reqularity conditions forthe coe cient
functions f; (x) can be weakened: there is no need In the I+tim edi erentiability of f; ), a
natural su cient requirem ent is that £ 5 X) and 5, 1 X) be only k-tim edi erentiable.
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The sinplest rst-order sa. di erential expression is £ = p given by (3§) that is denti ed
In physics w ith the quantum m echanicalm om entum of a particle m oving on an interval (a;b)
of a real axis; it was considered at the end of the previous section.

T he even second-order di erential expression w ith the conventionalnotation £, &) = p ) ;
fo X) = q x) is the Stum Lioville di erential expression

d d —_— —_
f= d—xp(x)d—x+ d&) ip&) =pK;aK) = gK):
Wihp &)= landg x) = V (x),welktH denote f and obtain the ssecond-order sa. di erential
expression
2

H = @"‘V %) (65)

that is identi ed in physics w ith the quantum -m echanical H am ittonian®® for a nonrelativistic
particle m oving on an interval (a;b) ofthe realaxis In thepotential eldV (x) : Th what follow s,
wemainly dealw ith this sin plest, but physically interesting, di erential expression 65) when
llustrating the general assertions.
The generaleven sa. di erential expression of order n,
X2 g 0k a * _
f= — L — 7 fo = fox; (66)

can be rew ritten in tem s of di erential operations D ¥!, k = 1;:::;n, that are de ned recur-
sively and separately foreach £ by

x n=2
D k= di)l( ;k=1;:::;n=2 1;D P =f é ;
p B=2tkl_ £ g "o dD[n2+k . g = 1; in=2;
dx dx
and de ne the resgpective so-called quasiderivatives [7, 8] by™x
= £, x e s k= 1;:::;n=2:
Then the di erential expression (b6) is sin ply w ritten as
f=DPM; 67)
and
£ = Bl 68)

38T o be true, this ddenti cation assum es appropriate units, w here, r exam Pl the P lanck constant ~ = 1 and
them assofa particlem = 1=2;w ith the usualunits, di erential expression C65 ) corresponds to the H am iltonian
m ultiplied by a num erical factor 2% :

31 @,E],anevenn isdenoted by 2n; and the coe cient fiinctions f » (%) aredenotedby pn x &):Pn x &)=
fox ®).
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W ith this om @1) or £ {§) and 8) for £ , the regularity conditions for the coe cient
finctions £y can be essentially weakened: it is not necessary that fo, be k-tim e di erentiable;
it is su cient that [k], k= 1;:::;n 1; be absolutely continuous in (a;b) for Bl +5 have a
sense and that the functions fy; :::; £, ,;1=f, 6 0be bocally integrable for the hom ogenousand
Inhom ogenous di erential equations £ = 0Oand £ =  to be solvabl with usual properties
of their general solution. T he notions of reqular and singular ends are m odi ed respectively.

Any even sa. expression £ (66), (67) is assigned at least one associated sa. operator
(s2e below ). The notion of quasiderivatives allow s highly elaborating the theory of even sa.
di erential operators w ith real coe cients [7, 8]. To our know ledge, there is no sin ilar notion
for odd sa. di erential expressions and for the respective sa. di erential operators w ih
in aginary coe cients. For any sa. di erential expression (84) of any order n, the so called
Lagrange identity

- f f = —10[;] (©9)

holds, where [ ; ]isa local sesquilinear form in functions and their derivatives of order up to
n 1:

+1 L (
gj(z l Ekz ]X 2 d k 2 1
[; 1= 1 & 1F, &k 1y = o -
k=1 2 k=2 =0 dx )
0 g k21! L 0
fox 1 + s v + - fox 1 ® + £ &1 @
dx
nw
>£§]X 1 g K11 L g k1t #
+ 0 = fo @ . fo i (70)

k=1 1=0

Equalities {69), {/0) can be derived by the standard procedure of subsequently extracting
a totalderivative in the lhs. of (69) used In integrating by parts or can be veri ed directly by
di erentiating [ ; 1 @0) i the rhs. of 69).
Tt follow s the integral Lagrange dentity
Z Z -
dx £ ax £ = [; 137 (71)

where [ ; ]isany nite ssgnent of @;b), [ ; 1 (@;b), and, by de nition, [ ; ]j is the
di erence ofthe form [ ; ]at the respective points and

(; I3=10:1C) [; 10):

Assinplkexamplks, for rstorderdi erentialexpressions B8),wehave [ ; 1 &)= 1 &) &) ;
while for the second-order deferential expression (63), we have
h i
[ 1&) = ®) ‘&) &) &) (72)

W e point out som e propertiesofthe form [ ; ]. W e st note that the conventional symbol
[ ; ]forthisfom is identicalto the symbolofa com m utator (perhaps, this is because the 1h s.

38



of (69) is sim ilar to a com m utator and because in the fram ew ork of the com m utative algebra of
functions there isno need In the symbolofa true com m utator, so that a confusion is avoided).
But [ ; ]isnot a commutator, and, in particular, [ ; 16 0 In general
For even sa. expressions £ (66), {67) oforder n, the form [ ; ] is a sinple sesquilinear
form in quasiderivatives:
nXZ 1 L -
[; 1= k] b k 1] h ok 11 K. (73)
k=0

W enote that because the coe cient functionsofeven sa. expressions are real, we have ;
0,8 ,whie [ ; 16 0 ih generalunlkss is realup to a constant factor of m odule unity,
=&t , = const:

The form [ ; ] {/Q) isevidently antisymmetric, [ ; 1= [ ; ];and its reduction to the
diagonal = , the quadratic form [ ; ], s purly inaghary, [ ; 1= [ ; ]:Let the
functions and In [ ; ] satisfy the sam e hom ogenous linear di erential equation generated
by a sa. expression £, f = 0and £ = 0; we note that if f is odd wih pure in aghary
coe cients or even with real coe cients, the com plex conjugate functions ~and “satisfy
the sam e equation. It simply follows from [6:9!) that the form [ ; ] G]-Q) for solutions of the
hom ogenous equation does not depend on x, ie., [ ; 1= oonst. For second-order di erential
expressions this isa weltknown fact: a reader can easily recognize the W ronskian for™— and In
(72) . W e only note that this is the W ronskian for—, which is also a solution ofthe hom ogenous
equation, and , butnot for and 1 particular, [ ; ]which is the W ronskian or and

, Is generally not equal to zero; this is a speci ¢ feature of the com plex lnear space under
consideration.

The same istrue if and are the solutions of the respective spectralequations £ =
andf =  wih com plex con jigated param eters. W e again note that if £ = then for
an odd sa. di erential expressions, we have £ = _, whilk or an even sa. di erential
expressions, we have f =

3.3 D i erential equations

Before we tum to di erential operators generated by sa. di erential expression, wem ust recall
som e facts of the theory of ordinary di erential equations, hom ogenous and inhom ogenous.

The theory of sa. di erential operators in L? (@;b) is based on the theory of ordinary
linear di erential equations, especially on the theory of its general solutions Including the so—
called generalized ones. W e recall the basic points of this theory as applied to hom ogenous
and inhom ogenous di erential equations generated by the above-introduced sa. di erential
expressions. W e present them by the sin ple exam ples of di erential expressions B8) ofthe rst
order and (65) of the second order. O n the one hand, these expressions are of physical interest
and are w dely used In physical applications, on the other hand, they allow dem onstrating the
com m on key points of the general consideration.

Asto the sinplest rstorder di erential expression (38), this programm e has been accom —
plished above, In the end of the previous section. T he general solutions of the corresponding
equation i%y x) = 0 and i%y (x) = h x) are so cbvious that this allow s com pltely
solving all the problem s related to this di erential expression, lncluding sa. operators. The
consideration was so easy that som e general points could prove to be som ewhat hidden.
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W e therefore proceed to di erential expression §5). This di erential expression is correctly
de ned as a di erential operator on the com plex lnear space of functions on (@;b) that are
absolutely continuous In (@;b) together w ith their rst derivatives. W e change the notation of
finctions from x); );:::;which isusually adopted in physics for fiinctions in L? @;b) ;to
u (X);y X);:::;whith isusually adopted In the theory of di erential equations, In particular,
because these fiilnctions are generally non-square-integrable on an arbitrary interval @;b) R1.

O n this space, we consider the hom ogenous di erential equation

Hu= u®+vu=0 (74)
and the Inhom ogenous di erential equation
Hy= ym-l- Vy=h; (75)

where h (x) is assum ed to be locally Integrable.

Tt isknown from the theory of ordinary di erential equations that ifV is locally integrable,
eq. (74) hastwo linearly independent solutionsu; and u,, H u;, = 0; that orm a findam ental
systam ofeq. (74) in the sense that the general solution ofeq. (74) is

u= qu; + Quy; (76)

where ¢, and ¢, are arbitrary com plex constants, these constants are xed by initial conditions
on u and u’at som e nnerpoint in (a;b) orat a reqularend. T he Inear independence ofu; and u,
isequivalent to the requirem ent that theirW ronskian W (u3;u;) = u; ®)u) ®) uw; ®)u! ®) ;
which is a constant for any two solutions ofeq. (74), be nonzero, W (u;;u,) = const6 0:0f
course, the fundam ental system u;;u, isde ned up to a nonsingular linear transform ation. For
real potentials, V = V, the fiinctions u; and u, can also be taken to be real .gthe end a of
the Interval @;b) is reqular, ie, if 1 < a and V is integrable up to a, ie., R dx ¥ j< 1,

< b, then any solution {76) hasa nite lim it at thisend togetherw ith its rst derivative. T he
sam e is true for a regular right end b. In the case of sihgular ends, one or both of fuindam ental
solutions, ie., u;;u and/oruy;u), can be .n nite at such ends. Ifthe potentialV is sm ooth in
@;b),V 2 C! (a;b), which does not exclude that V is in nite at the ends, then any solution
u (76) is also anooth In (a;b).

T he general solution of nhom ogenous equation {73) is given by
Z Z

X

1
yX)= — u; ) d wh+ u; &) d wh + gu; K)+ qu; &) ;

W (u;uy) x

where and arearirary,but xed, nnerpointsin (a;b), in particular, we can choose = ;
and ¢ and ¢, are arbitrary constants that are xed by initial conditions on y and y° at som e
Inner point in (@;b) orat a reqular end. If the kft end a of the interval @;b) is regular, we can
alwaystake = a,we can also do this in the case where the end a is singular if the regpective
Integral is certainly convergent, for exam ple, if the functions u, and h are square-integrable on
the segm ent [g;x]; the sam e is true for the right end b.

W e now consider the question about the so—called generalized solutions of hom ogenous
equation (74), ie., the question about finctions u that satisfy the linear functional equation

Z

dxuH'’ = 0; 8" 2D @;b) : 77)
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G enerally speaking, u In {/7]) can be considered a generalized function (a distrbution), then the
integralin (71) is symbolical, but for our purposes, it appears su cient that u be a function 9.
Tt is evident that any usualsolution 74) ofhom ogenous equation (74) is a generalized solution,
ie., satis eseq. (77) because of the equality
Z Zy,
dxyH ' = dx'Hy; 8" 2D (@b ; (78)
a a
for any fiinction y absolutely continuous in (a;b) together w ith its derivative y° which ollow s
from integrating by parts in lhs. in (8) with vanishing boundary tem s because ofa nite
support of ', supp’ [ ] @;b), ie. because ’ wvanishes in a neighborhood of the
lin its of integration. Actually, eq. (78) is a particular case of the extension of eq. (7) for
sa. di erential expressions £ = £ ofany ordern from functions 2 D (a;b) to functionsy
absolutely continuous in (@;b) togetherw ith tsn 1 derivatives,
Z Zy _
dxyf’ = dx’ fy; (79)
a a

for the validity of equality €79), it is su cient that only / 2 D (a;b). W e would lke to show
that conversely, any generalized solution of hom ogenous equation is a usual solution, ie., any
solution u (x) ofeq. (/1) isgiven by eq. (76).

Here, wem ake a sin plifying technicalassum ption that the potentialV isa an ooth function,
V2C! @b,andH’ 2D (a;b) aswellas’, which allow s m aking use of the welldeveloped
theory of distributions (strictly speaking, u () in (77) can be considered a distrbution only in
this case).

This assum ption is in fact technical; the m ain resul can be extended to the general case,
see below . W e also note that m any potentials encountered in physics satisfy this condition.
But if V is nonam ooth, no practical loss of generality from the standpoint of constructing
sa. operators associated with H occurs. Let the potential V. be a locally bounded function,
ie. i isbounded In any nie ssgment [ ; ] @;b), with possbl nite jmps, such that
step-like potentials or barriers are adm issbl. Any such potential can be an oothed out, ie.,
approxin ated by a sm ooth potential Vg (X), such that thedi erence V =V X) Vg X) is
unifom Iy bounded. T hen the operators H and Pfreg in L? (a;b) associated w ith the respective
di erential expressions 65) and H . = (i—zz + Vg %) di erby a bounded sa. multiplication

operator €V = V (x) de ned eveJ:ywheJ:e,HA HAIecJ = Cv, and, therefore, are sa. or non-sa.

b

sim ultaneously, m ore precisely, any sa. operatorl—fIeg isassigned a sa. operatorff = meg+ Cv
w ith the sam e dom ain, and vicesersa.

Let thus the potential V. be snooth, and we r=tum to the problm of the generalized
solutions of hom ogenous equation 74), ie., the solutions of eq. (77). W e actually need a
generalization of the du Boi{Reym ond lmm a used at the end of the previous section when
constructing sa. operators associated with the rst-order di erential expression p (88). W e
cbtain this generalization based on two auxiliary lemm as. In the process, it becom es clear how
the result on the generalized solutions can be extended to di erential expressions of any order.

40T the theory of distributions, u (x) usually stands fru (k) n {71). Forsa. di erentialexpressions H w ith
real coe cients, u (x) In (77) can be equivalently replaced by u &), as or any even sa. di erential expression
f, or for any odd sa. expression £ with pure in agihary coe cients. Fom (77) wih u (%) ism ore convenient
here because the follow ing consideration is apphcab]e to any m ixed sa. di erential expression f and because
for (locally) square integrable u (x) , the integralin {77) becom es a scalarproduct uw;H '’ in L2 (a;b).

41



Lemma 5 A function ()2 D (a;b) is rpresented as
=H ; 2D @b

i is orthogonalto solutions u of hom ogenous equation (74),
w; )= dxu x) &)= 0;8u:Hu= 0; (80)

which is evidently equivalent to the requirem ent that  be orthogonal'l to findam ental solutions
u; and u, ofeq. (74), (ui; )= (uz; )= O.

T he necessity inm ediately ollow s from equality (78) with y = u.
Su cilency. Let 2 D (a;b) and satisfy condition (80]. For this , we take a speci c
solution of nhomogenouseq. (/) withh= ;H = ;giwvenby (/6)withg = ¢ = 0and
=a =D
1 Z b4 Z b

= - d d
x) W w) u; (X) B + uy X) W

a X

Wecan sest = aand = beven ifthe interval @;b) is In nie becauss ofa nite support of
.Because u;;u,, and are an ooth, the finction isalso amooth, 2 C! (a;b), and because
of condition (80) and supp (%) [; 1 @b;wehave = 0Hrx< andx> ,ie,

2 D (a;b), which proves the Jemm a.

Lemma 6 Any nite function ’ k) 2 D (@;b) can ke represented as
"=a ()t () ,+H ;a()= @;");i= 12;

where u; and u, are fundam ental solutions of hom ogenous equation @Z!), and " ,, ' ,, and
are some nite functons, ’;,",, 2 D (a;b); such that

ui;’ g = w5 LJ= 125 81)

the functons, ' ;, ' , can be considered some xed finctons independent of’ :

W e rstprove the existence ofapair’ ;,’ , of nite functionsw ith property ®1) (@although
som ebody m ay consider this evident). Ik is su cient to show that there existsa pair ,, , of
nite functions such that thematrix A ;5 = ujy; 5 is nonsingular, detA & 0, and, therefore,
hasthe inverse A '. Then the functions’ ;= @ l)ji ; form the required pair. W e now show
qualitatively that the pair ,, , does exist. Let ( ; ) be any nite interval in the iniial
interval @;b). T he restrictions of fuindam ental solutions u; and u, to this nterval, ie., u; and

u, considered only orx 2 ( ; ),bebngtoL? ( ; R T he linear Independence of fundam ental

solutions u; and u, inplies that the m atrix U;5 = dxujus, is nonsingular. BecauseD ( ; )
isdense n L% (; ), wecan nd nite finctions ; and , that are aﬂoitraeryRc]ose to the
regpective u; and u, on the interval ( ; ). This in plies that them atrix A5 = dxu; j;js

41A though u (x) is generally non-square-integrable, the symbol (;) of a scalar product in C_8-Q') is proper
because ofa nite support of (x).
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also arbitrarily close to them atrix U, therefore, detA 6 0, and A isnonsingular. A reader can
easily give a rigorous form to these qualitative argum ents.

I then ramainstonotethatthefunction’ o ()’'; & (')’ , satis es the conditions of
Lemnma§.

W e can now prove a lemm a generalizing the du-BoiReym ond lemm a.

Lemma 7 A bcally integrable finction u (x) satis es the condition (77)
Zy
;,H'")= dxuH'’ = 0; 8" =D @;b) ;
a
i u is absolutely continuous in (a;b) together with its rst derivative u? and satis es ho-
m ogenous equation (74) H u = 0: This m eans that any generalized solution of the hom ogenous
equation is a usual solution.

Asto su clency, it was already proved above based on eq. (]8)] (@nd actually repeats the
proof of necessity in Lemm a §.

T he necessity is proved using Lemm a'§. For convenience of references, we ket denote ’ in
(77), after which it becom es

u;H =0;8 =D @b : (82)
Let’ be an arbitrary nite function,’ 2 D (g;b). By Lemm a §, we have the representation
14 (ul;,),l (u2;7)72= H

wih some nite functions’ ;;’,; 2 D (@;b), u; and u, are fundam ental solutions of eg. Ufl) .
Substituting this representation of H  in lhs. of (82) and appropriately rearranging i, we
have

u;H = (;’ ;") (uz;’Z)’2)=(u;’) ;") @;") @' y) W)

Dur G ug’ = dx@u cu; ou)’ =0;8" =D (@;b ;

where g = (' ;;u),i= 1;2, are constants, which yieldsu = cu; + qu; ; representation (74) or
a solution ofeg. (74), and thus proves the lenm a.

This Jemm a aswell as the du-BoiR ym ond Jlemm a are particular cases of the universal gen—
eraltheoram in the theory ofdistribbutions: the generalized solution ofa hom ogenousdi erential
equation of any order generated by a sa. di erential expression with an ooth coe cients is a
am ooth fiinction that is a usual solution of the sam e equation R9]. W e only note that it is evi-
dent how them ethod forproving the above lemm a, them ethod based on using the fiindam ental
system of a hom ogenous equation, is extended to the general case.

A s to the case of nonan ooth coe cients, a sin ilar assertion on the generalized solutions of
a hom ogenous equation also holds under the above-m entioned standard condition on the coef-

cients of the corresponding di erential expression £ (64), (62), (63) and w ith an appropriate
change of the space of nite fnctions in tem s ofwhich the generalized solution isde ned. W e
recall that the standard conditions are that the coe cients £ 5, ; and £, In (_62]:), (-_6:2), €6:3)
are k-tim edi erentiable and f; is Jocally integrable. Under these conditions, the hom ogenous
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equation fu = 0 is solvablk and ha%a system fu;g® of lnearly independent fiindam ental solui—
tionswhose llnear com bination u = rilz , Giu; with arbitrary com plex constantsc;, i= 1;:::;n,
yields the general solution of the hom ogenous equation and in tem s of which the general so-
Jution of the inhom ogenous equation fy = h is canonically expressed as a sum of a particular
solution and the general solution of the hom ogenous equation; the constants ¢, i= 1;:::;n,
are xed by initial conditions on the respective u and y together with itsn 1 derivatives at
som e inner point in (@;b) or at a reqular end.

The only di erence is that the space D (a;b) of an ooth nite fiinctions that is universally
suitable for di erential expressions with sn ooth coe cients of any order is napproprate in
this case because £’ isno longer an ooth and has to be replaced foreach di erential expression
ofany ordern by is own space D, (@;b) of functions’ with a com pact support In (@;b) and
absolutely continuous togetherw ith itsn 1 derivatives

D, @@b)=£f" :* 2C" (@;b) ; supp’ [; 1 @bg; 83)

of course, D (@;b) D, @;b). It is natural to keep the name \ nite functions" for such
functions. In the case of a regqular end a where a solution of a hom ogenous equation has a
nie lin it togetherw ith itsn 1 dervatives, the space D ,, (@;b) can be extended to functions

vanishing at this reqular end togetherw ith itsn 1 derivatives. T he sam e is true for a regular
end b. It iseasy to see that above Lemm as’§ and '§ are directly extended to such nite finctions,
and therefore, the extension Lemm a 7] to sa. di erential expressions of any order also holds.

For even sa. expressions, the corresponding assertion holds under the weakened above-
m entioned conditions on the coe cients in tem s of quasiderivatives, see [J; 8].

This result is the main Ingredient In evaluating the adpint of a prelin lnary symm etric
operator associated w ith a given sa. expression, see below .

34 Naturaldom ain. O perator £ .

W e are now ready to proceed to constructing sa. operators in L2 (a;b) associated with a
given sa. di erential expression £ (64) based on the general theory of sa. extensions of
sym m etric operators presented in the previous section. For sim plicity, we consider the case of
an ooth coe cients which allow s universally considering di erential expressions and associated
operators of any order. The results are naturally extended to the general case of nonsn ooth
coe cients under the above-m entioned conditions on the coe cients.

W e begi w ith the so-called naturaldom ain fora sa. di erential expression £ (64).

Let D be a subspace of square-integrable fiinctiongd  that are absolutely contihuoudd
In (@;b) togetherwith itsn 1 dervatives and such that £  is square-integrable aswellas

n o
D = Ty it PP erE ) @b; ;£ 2 L2 @;b (84)

It is evident that D is the Jargest linear subspace in L? (a;b) on which a di erential oper-

ator .n L? (@;b) can be de ned with the \rule of acting" given by f: the requirem ent that
0 (

;o opiiz; Y pe absolutely continuous in (@;b) is necessary for £ to have a sense of

42T he expediency of this notation is Justi ed below .
43W hen we say that som e property of fiinctions under consideration holds in (a;b), wem ean that thisproperty
holds orany nie segment [ ; ] @;b).
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function, the requirem ent that and £ belong to L? (@;b) is necessary for and f
be the respective pre-in age and in age of an operator in L? @;b) de ned by f. W e call the
domain D (8%4) the naturaldom ain fora sa. di erential expression £ %4) and kt f denote
the respective operator in L? (a;b) associated w ith the di erential expression £ and de ned on
the naturaldom ain D , such that

_ Df:D ’
£ = P : 85)

Tt isevident that the space D (a;b) of nite an ooth functionsbelongstoD ,D @;b) D ,
and because D (;b) isdense n L? (@;b) ; D (@;b) = L? @@;b) ;thedoman D is allthe more
dense in L2 @;b) ;D = L2 (@;b) ; such that the operator { is densely de ned.

A s we already mentioned above n Comment 4 In the previous section, in the physical
literature and even In som e textbooks on quantum m echanics for physicists, sa. di erential
expression (64) is identi ed with a sa. operator in L? (a;b) without any reservation on its
dom ain, and the spectrum and eigenfunctions of this operator are Inm ediately looked for.
A Ythough its dom ain is not indicated, but actually, the natural dom ain for £ is inplicitly
m eant by this dom ain: it is believed that the only requirem ents are the requirem ent of square
Integrability for the respective eigenfunctions ofbound eigenstates and the requirem ent of local
square Integrability and the \nom alization to —function" for (generalized) eigenfunctions of
the continuous spectrum . In som e cases, this appears su cient, but som etin es, isnot:possble
situations are shortly describbed in Comm ent 4 In the previous section.

Aswe show later, to verify that £ issa. it is su cient to verify that it is sym m etric, the
necessary and su cient conditions for which are that its sesquilinear asymm etry form ! oris
quadratic asym m etry form de ned on itsdomain D respectively by, see &), @),

Zy
| N dx— £ ax £ ;8 ; 2D ; (86)

()= dx £ dx« £ ;8 2D ; 87)

vanish; because ! and de ne each other, see the previous section, it is su cient to do this
for only one of this formm .

W e now show that the values ofasymmetry orms ! (86) and ©1) are de ned by the
behavior of finctions belonging to D near the ends a and b of the interval (@;b) because the
both ! and are detem ined by the boundary values of the respective sesquilinear fom
[ ; 1{/Q) and quadratic form [ ; ], its reduction to the diagonal, that are Iocal form s in
functions and is derivatives of order up ton 1. Really, by the integral Lagrange identity
(71}), we have

O A ]i?=[ i 1 [ 1@;8 7 2D ; 88)
w here, by de nition,
[ s ](a)=£|ina[ HE I ](13)=}J<I;nb[ i1 (89)



theboundary values [ ; Jo and [ ; ]@)oftheform [ ; Jdoexistforany ; 2D
because the Integrals n rhs. ;n B6) de ning ! ( ; ) exist. W e note that the existence of
lim its B9) does not in ply that the functions in D have the respective boundary values at a
and b togetherwith itsn 1 derivatives; in general, these m ay not exist.

Sim ilarly, for the quadratic asym m etry form @87), we have

()y=1 7 ]]f=[ ;1 [, 1@); (90)
where

[ ](a)=£J!'ma[ A A ](b)=£J;mb[ i1 ©1)
W e note that the boundary values (89) and (1) of Iocal orm s are independent in the
follow ing sense. Let we evaluate [ ; ](@) for some functions ; 2 D . Forany function
; there exists another function e 2 D that coincides w ith near the end a and vanishes
near the end b, m ore strictly e = ,a X< < bande =0, < < X Db. In the case
ofa di erential expression w ith di erentiable coe cients *%, such a fiinction can be obtained by
multiplying by a an ooth step-lke function ~ X) equal to unity near x = a and zero near
x = b. In the case of an even di erential expression with nondi erentiable coe cients, the
m uliplication by € in generalm akes £ to leave the dom ain D , but the existence of functions

e wih the required properties can be proved [],8]. Wethenhave e ; 1@ = [ ; 1@)
whilke e ; ]10) = 0.The sam e istrue for the end b. It llow s that the conditions of vanishing
the agymm etry form ! wih an arbirary st argument, ie., the condition ! ( ; )= 0,

8 2D ,isequivalnt to the condition of separately vanishing boundary values §9), ie., to
the boundary conditions

[ ;7 1@=1[1; 1b=0;8 2D : (92)

Tt is evident that we can interchange the st and second argum ents and in the above
consideration.

A llthe above-said is true rboundary valies (91) . In particular, thecondition  ( )= 0,
8 2 D , foran operator f associated with a di erential expression f is equivalent to the
boundary conditions (92).

Tt ©llow s that an answer to the question of w hether the operator £ 83) is symm etric, and
therefore sa., or not, is de ned by possble boundary valies 89) and ©1) for the respective
asymmetry foms ! and for all functions In D , nam ely, w hether they vanish identically
or not. W e shortly discuss the possbility to answer the question. For de nieness, we soeak
about boundary valies ©1). The naturaldomain D 4) can be de ned as the space of
square-intergrable solutions of the di erential equation

f = ;8 21L% @b : (93)

T herefore, boundary values 1) can be evaluated by analyzing the behavior of the general
solution  ofeq. (©3) nearthe ends a and b ofthe interval (a;b) w ith the additional condition
that must be square integrable up to the ends.

44This is a short nam e for a di erential expression w ith coe cients satisfying the standard di erentiability
conditions, n particular, w ith sm ooth coe cients.
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Ifwe succeeded in proving that boundary values (97) vanish forall functionsin D , we thus
prove that the operator £ 5) associated w ith a given di erential expression f and de ned on
the naturaldomain D (84) is sa.. W e show Jater that it is a unique sa. operator associated
wih f. Therefore, it seam s evident that the st thing we should do is to attem pt to prove
that boundary values ©1)) ofthe quadratic Iocalform [ ; ]vanish forallfinctions  in the
naturaldomain D (84). But ifwe can indicate a function 2 D such that, for exampl,
[ ; 1@ & 0, we thus prove that the operator £ (-8_5) is nonsym m etric and, all the m ore,
non-sa..

In general, the set of possible boundary values (1)) depends on the type of the interval (a;b),
nam ely, whether it isa whol axisR*', ora sm iaxis, ora nite interval, and on the behavior of
the coe cientsof f asx ! aand x ! b. W e illustrate possbl situations by sim ple exam ples
related to di erential expression H (63).

Let @)= (1 ;1)=R' and kt f = H given by 65) with the zero potential, V. = 0.
W e conventionally ket H o denote this di erential expression,

d2

Ho= G’

94)

it is identi ed w ith the H am iltonian ofa free nonrelativistic particle m oving along the real axis
R!. Thenaturaldomain D, ©rH, is

Do = : ; Oa.c.jan; ; @5 LZCRl) : 95)

As we already m entioned above, 2 L?®') does not inply that ! Oasx ! 1.
T herefore, the proofofthe selfad pintness (@ctually, the sym m etricity) ofthe free H am iltonian
basad on the opposite assertion in som e textbooks for physicists is incorrect. But it can be

shown, and we show this later, that 2 D, @5) inples that ; °1 Dasx! 1 ,and
therefore, the quadratic ocalfom [ ; 1=  ° %  frHy, se (B)with =
vanishes at in nities, [ ; ]! 0; x ! 1 ; ie., boundary values (91) vanish orall i

this case. Tt follow s that the operatorff o (We conventionally om it the upperscript ) associated
w ith the di erential expression H 3 and de ned on the naturaldom ain, the free H am ilttonian, is
really sa., which we know from textbooks. A swe show later, the sam e is true for the potential
V (x) = x?;we then dealw ith the di erentialexpression H = d?=dx? + x?, which is identi ed

w ith the H am iltonian fora quantum oscillator: the sam e localform [ ; ]vanishesat in nities
also In this case. This in plies that the operator H associated w ith this di erential expression

H = d’=dx?+ x? and de ned on the naturaldom ain

D = : ; ac.;mRY; ; P+ x®2 21L2RY)

is sa. which we also know from textbooks.

But ktnow V (x) be a ratherexotic potential rapidly goingto 1 asx ! 1 , forexampl,
ktV = x%, such that the "Ham iltonian" isH = d?=dx? x*.Let bea square-integrable
an ooth fiinction that exponentially vanishes as x ! 1 and such that

1 iy

= —exp =X ;x>N > 0:
b4 3
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Tt iseasy to verify that  belongs to the naturaldomain D forthisH :
2 iy

X = ;exp §X ;x> N ;

and is square-integrable at +1 , aswellas , whik the kft end, 1 , isevidently safe. &t

isalwo easy to evaluate the form [ ; JPorx> N,iEtis[ ; 1= 2i: &t follows that for
this finction, the boundary value [ ; 1+ 1 )= 2i$6 0, which Inplies that the operator
H associated with the di erential expression H = d?=dx® x* and de ned on the natural
dom ain

D = : ; oa.c.jan; ; S 2L2(Rl)

isnon-sa., and even nonsym m etric,and,therefore, it cannot be considered a quantum -m echanical
Ham iltonian for a particle in the potential eld V. = x*. The correct Ham iltonian in this
case requires an additional speci cation. W e only note in advance that this is possbl, but
nonuniquely. It isalso Interesting that the spectrum ofsuch a H am ittonian is discrete, although
it may seem unexpected at the st glnce.

If the Interval (a;b) is a sam iaxis, for exam ple, the positive sam iaxis (0;1 ), and the keft
end a= 0 isregular, then ; ° are contingious up to this end and cay take arbitrary com plex

values, which impliessthat [ ; 1) = © “0) °@©0) (0 can also take arbitrary

nonzero In aginary values and, therefore, the operator H isnotsa..

An In portant ram ark conceming real quantum m echanics is In order here.

In physics, the di erential expressions lke 65) on the positive sem iaxis usually have a
three-din ensional origin. T heir standard source is a problm of a space m otion of a quantum
particle In soherically symm etric or axially symm etric elds.

Let we consider a space m otion, for exam ple, the scattering or bound states, of a nonrel-
ativistic spinless particlke in a soherically symm etric eld. The quantum states of the particlke
are descrbed by wave fiinction  (r); r is the radiuswvector, (r) 2 L? R?®), and the m otion is
govemed by the \H am iltonian" H = +V (r),where isthe Laplacian,V (r) isa potential,
and r = Tj (the approprate units are assum ed, In particular, ~ = 1). The problem is usually
solved by separating the variablesr ! r; ;’,where ;’ are spherical angls. W hen passing

from the threedim ensionalwave function (r) to tspartialwavesui(; ;' )= w@®@Y¥w ( ;" );
ip

where Yy, are sohericalham onics, (r) = Rl+ Dui@)Ym ( ;7 ), thedi erential expressions
=0

like ) naturally arise as the so called radial \Ham iltonians" H; for the radialm otion w ith

the angularm om entum 1= 0;1; :::
Hi= —+Vi@); (96)

w here the partial potential V, (r) is

1+ 1)

Vi) =V () + =z

o7

and includes the so—called centrifiigal term 1(1+ 1)=r’. The radialm otion is described in tem s
of the radial wave functions ;(r) 2 L?(0;1 ) that di er from the partial am plitudes u; (r)
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by the factor r, ;) = ru;(r), which is essential. If the mnitial threedin ensional potential
V (r) is nonsingular at the origin or have rather weak sihgularity we do not de ne an adm is-
sbble singularity for V (r) at r = 0 m ore precisely here, see [19], the natural dom ain for the
three-din ensional H am iltonian H oconsists of functions  (r) that are su ciently regqular in the
neighborhood ofthe origin, such that the partialam plitudesu; (r) are niteatr= 0 and, there-
Pore, the radialwave functions ; (r) must vanish at r= 0. In this setting, the naturaldom ain
D forH;isreduced toadom ain D ; thatdi ersform D by the additionalboundary condition

; 0) = 0. This boundary condition is the weltknown conventional condition in physics for
the radialwave-finctions. If;, in addition, [ ;; ;] )= 0, which holds ifV (r) ! Oasr! 0;
aswe show later, then the operator H | associated w ith the di erential expression H, (94), ©7)
and de ned on the dom ain D ; isa sa. operator and can be considered a quantum -m echanical
cbservable that we know from textbooks. To be true, the zero boundary condition at r= 0
for the radial wave functions is critical only for the s-wave, 1= 0, because for 1= 1;2;::: the
naturaldomain D j;coincideswith D ;.

These argum ents fail if the potential is strongly sihgular, for exam ple, In the cases where
vV = =r’, > 1,orV = =r, >0, > 2,and where the so-called phenom enon of
\fall to the center" occurs.

A sim ilar consideration can be carried out fora m otion ofa particle in an axially sym m etric
potential ed V ( ), is the distance to the axis, wih the sam e conclusion for the partial
radialH am iltonians

2

Hy = ?+Vm();

w here the partial potential is

2
Ve ()=V ()+—;

andm = 0;1;::: is the progction of the angular m om entum to the axis. The reason is that
the radialwave functions [ () 2 12 (0;1 ) di er from the originalpartialam plitudes u, ( )
square integrable w ith themeasure d by the factor 7, | ()= 'u, ( ),and ifthe nitial
potential V ( ) is not too singular, the natural dom ain forH, is supplied by the additional
boundary condition  (0) = O.

Ifan interval @;b) is nite and one of its ends a and b or the both are regular, then one of
theboundary values 6_9_31) ortheboth can be nonzero, and, therefore, the opej:atorHA associated
w ith the di erentialexpression H and de ned on thenaturaldom ain isnon-sa. In thiscase. For
exam ple, this assertion holds for the di erential expression ©4), the \Ham iltonian" for a free
particle on a nie Interval of the real axis. T he physical reason for this is evident: a particle
can \escape" from or enter the interval through the ends, which results in the nonunitarity
of evolution. O nly additional physical argum ents preventing these possibilities by additional
boundary conditions that m ake the asymm etry fomm @®7) to be zero resulk In the self-
adpintness of the real H am iltonian HAO associated with the di erential expression Hy,. The
most known sa. boundary conditionsare (@)= () = 0, which corresponds to a particle in
an \in nite potentialwell", and the periodic boundary conditions (@) = ©), 0 @) = 0 )
(the latter condition is usually hidden in textbooks), which corregponds to \quantization in a
box" conventionally used in statistical physics.
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3.5 Initial sym m etric operator and its ad pint. D e ciency indices.

W e now retum to the general consideration. Because the operator f  {§5) associated w ith the
sa. di erential expression £ (64) and de ned on the naturaldom ain D  is generally non-sa.,
we proceed to the general program m e of constructing sa. operators presented In the previous
section. In the case of di erential operators .n L? (a;b), it ism ainly based on a possibility to
represent their asymmetry orms ! and In tem s of (@asym ptotic) boundary values of the
localform [ ; ']{70) sin ilar to the respective [88), [89), and [90), [91).

Asthe rst step, wemust de ne a symm etric operator in L2 (@;b) associated w ith a given
sa. di erential expression £ ofordern. In the case of an ooth coe cients, it isnaturalto take
the subspace D (a;b) of an ooth finctions, D (@;b) L2 (a;b), Hra dom ain of such an operator
and thus to start w ith a symm etric operator £© de ned in L? (a;b) by

D.oo =D @b ;
£ . o o 98
£Or = £/ ;8" 2D (b : 8
It is evident that £/ 2 L? (a;b) aswellas’ because ofa nite support of / . It is also evident
that £© is symm etric because it is densely de ned, D (@;b) = L? (a;b), and the equality

;f\(O)r = ;f(O), 787 2D:o =D (a;b)

holds because it coincides w ith eqg. 6_5"_2) ;£ = £ ;7 Porthesa. £ = £, the latter

equality is sin ply the m anifestation of the selfad pintness of £ as a di erential expression, see

aloeg. (/9) with y= .W e emphasize once m ore that because of the selfad pintness of £ as

a di erential expression, £ @ is generally only a symm etric, but not sa., operator in L2 @;b).
+

The seoond step is evaluating the adpint £@ by soing the de ning equation

;f(o)’ ( ;7)=0;8" 2D :w
+
ora pairofvectors 2 D oy L2 (@;b) and = £fO 2 L% @;b), see subsec2.1.
In our case, this is the equation
Z Z
dx £’ d< " =0;8" 2D @b ; (99)
a a

N
fora pair of square-integrable functions and .W eassert that the ad pint £0  coincides
+

w ith the above-introduced operator £ @4), £© = f, in particular, its dom ain D oy
is the naturaldomain D 84). In other words, we assert that functions 2 L? (a;b) and

2 L? (@;b) sokve eq. {-_9:9) i is absolutely continuous in (a;b) together w ith its derivatives
oforderup ton 1 and = f

Su clency is evident because ofeq. (J9) with y =

N ecessity is proved as ollows. Let 2 L? (@a;b) and 2 L? (a;b) sove eq. ©9), and
ket © be som e solution of the Inhom ogenous di erential equation £ € = : Such a function
certainly exists because the square ntegrability of  (x) In plies its Jocal integrability In @;b);
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In addiion, ~ is absolutely continuous in (a;b) together w ith its derivatives of order up to
n 1.W ethen have

z Zb Zb J—

dx™ ' = ax’ £7 = dx~ £’

a a a

b

~

because of the ssme eq. (/9) with y= ~ , and the de ning equation ©9Y) becom es

4 b
dxUuf’ = 0; 8’ 2D @jb);

~

where u = .

By the above—cited distribution theory thﬁorem on the generalized solution of the hom oge-
neous equation fu = 0, i dlowsthat u = |, cu;; where fu,g; ,Pjs a fiindam ental system
of this hom ogeneous equation, and we nally obtain that =" + rilz 1 Giu; ; which in plies,
that  isabsolutely continuous in (@;b) together w ith its derivatives of orderup ton 1 and

= £ . This com plktes the proof of the above assertion.

T his assertion is evidently extended to the general case of nonan ooth coe cients under the
standard conditions on the coe cients ofa di erential expression w ith a change of the dom ain
D ;0 ofthe initial symm etric operator £ @ from the space D (a;b) of nite sm ooth finctions
to the space D 4, @;b) @:3) of nite functions. For even sa. expressions, the requirem ents on
the coe cients can be weakened up to the sin ilar conditions on the quasiderivatives, see [{, 81.

R

Them ain conclusion is that in any case, the adpint £©@  ofthe initial sym m etric oper—

ator £© associated with a sa. di erential expression f %) is given by the sam e di erential

expression £ and de ned on the natural dom ain. Under the the standard conditions on the
+

coe cients of f,thenaturaldomain D isgiven by (4) and theadpint £©  coincidesw ith

the operator £ (83). For even sa. di erential expression, the condition of absolute continuity
for derivatives can be weakened to the sam e condition on quasiderivatives.
+

Therefre, the asymmetry oms! and  oftheadpint £©  coincide w ith the respec—
tive orms ! @86) and §87) and are represented respectively by 8), 89) and ©0), 1) ;n
term s of boundary values of the Iocalform [ ; 1 [70).

A coording to the general theory, if the adpint £© * appears to be symm etric, which
is equivalent to identically vanishing boundary valies 89) and @), then £© ' issa., the
initial symm etric operator £ @ is essentially sa. and its unique sa. extension is its closure
— i
£O = f coinciding with itsadpint £©@ . This justi es our prelin inary statem ent that if
the operator f {8Y) associated with a sa. di erential expression f {64) and de ned on the
naturaldom ain D (84) is symm etric, then i is sa. and is a unique sa. operator associated
w ith a given di erential expression.

.

But according to the previous discussion, theadpint £@ = £ isgenerally nonsymm et—
ric and we m ust continue our program m e of constructing sa. operators associated w ith a given
di erential expression f by extending the initial symm etric operator £ @ and restricting the

+
adpint?l £©@ = £ . According to this program m e, the next step is evaluating the de cient

45W e note once agai that an additional speci cation of a \Ham iltonian™ H by som e boundary conditions
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subspacesD , and D ofthe Mitial symm etric operator £ @ ;

n o
D = 2D :f = i ;

and itsde ciency ndicesm ;. andm ,m =dm D .hourcass,D,; andD arethe spaces
of square-integrable solutions , and of the respective hom ogeneous di erential equations

£ =1 (100)

where isan arbitrary, but xed, din ensional param eter whose din ension is the din ension of
f.

W emust nd the complte system s fe, 4g] * and fe 4g] of Iinearly independent square-
integrable solutions of respective egs. (100):

ferx=1exik=1;ttimy ;fe 4= iex;k=1;::05m (101)
for the future, it is convenient to orthonom alize them ,

& xierp)= s kil=1;::0my 5 €@ x5 )= wirkjl=1;::0m 102)

then fe, 4 g " and fe xg] fom the orthobasises in the respective D, andD ,

R+ R+
+ = C+—;ke+;k;c+;k: e-#;k; + 7 = C;ke ;k;c;k: e;k;
k=1 k=1

A s to possbl values of de ciency indices, the follow ing rem arks of the general nature can
beus=ful

W e 1rst note that the de ciency indicesm . and m of a symm etric ordinary di erential
operator of order n are always nite and do not exceed n: for a di erential expression £ of
order n, the whole number of lnearly independent solutions, findam ental solutions u ; (x),
of each of hom ogenous equations {100), is equal to n, the additional requirem ent of square
Integrability of solutions can only reduce thisnum ber, such that we generally have the restriction
0 my,;m n.

A s is clear from the above discussion of the operator £ , the de ciency indices depend both
on the type of the interval (@;b) and on the type of its ends a and b, whether they are reqular
or sihgular. If som e end, a orb, is reqular, the general solution of each ofegs. (00) is square
Integrabl at thisend, and the square integrability of , and isthus de ned by their square
Integrability at sihgular ends.

It follows that in the case where the interval (@;b) is nite and the both is ends are
reqular, wehavem, = m = n forany symm etric operator £ © of order n. A coording to the
m ain theorem in the previous section, this in plies that there is a n?param eter U (n)-fam iy of
sa. operators associated with a given di erential expression £ of order n. For exam ple, the
di erential expression (38) generates a one-param eter U (1)-fam ily of sa. operators each of
which can be considered the quantum -m echanicalm om entum of a particke on a nie interval
of the real axis we already know this fact from the previous section), whike the di erential

for wave functions which is a standard practice in physics) is actually a selfadpint restriction of when it
becom es clear that the Ham iltonian under consideration is non-selfadjpint on the naturaldom ain.
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expression (94) generates a fourparam eter U (2)-fam ily of sa. operators each of which can be
considered the quantum -m echanical energy of a free particle on a nite Interval. Thism eans
that for a particke on a nite Interval, an explicitly sa. di erential expression does not yet
de ne uniguely a quantum -m echanical observable, and a further speci cation of the cbservable
is required. W e show later that this speci cation is achieved by sa. boundary conditions on
the wave functions In the dom ain of the observable. T he optim istic point of the conclusion is
that sa. operators associated w ith any sa. di erential expression do exist in this case.

A s to the case where one or both ends are sihgular, the situation is not so optin istic In
general. In particular, i is di erent for even sa. di erential expressions w ith real coe cients
and forodd sa. di erential expressions w ith pure In agihary coe cients, allthem ore form ixed
di erential expressions.

Foreven sa. di erential expressions f; the de ciency indices of the associated symm etric
operator £ @ are alwaysequal,m, = m = m, ndependently ofthe type ofan intervaland its
ends. Really, because ofthe realcoe clentsof f, any square-integrable solution , ofeq. (100Q)
is assigned a square-integrable solution = ., whik the Inear Independence of solutions
preserves under com plex conjigation. In particular, orbasisvectorse, x D, ande 4 nD
de ned by {101), we can take com plex conjigated functions such thate 4 = & 4; k= 1;u5m .
Therefore, any even sa. expression always generates at least one sa. operator in L? (a;b)
In contrast to odd sa. di erential expressions, as we already know from the previous section
by the exam ple of the rst-order di erential expression p (88). In particular, for any interval
@;b), the energy of a nonrelativistic particle associated w ith a di erential expression H (65)
can always be de ned as a quantum -m echanical observable, although in general nonuniquely.

The last two assertions on de ciency indices concem sym m etric operators associated w ith
even sa. expressiond'd, see [, §); orbreviy, we callthem even symm etric operators. These
assertions are based on the notion of the dim ension of a linear space m odulo is subspace, on
the boundary properties of the functions in the dom ain of the closure of an even symm etric
operator at a regular end, on rst von Neum ann formula @), and on second von Neum ann
omula ¢€3) and the rem ark to the second von Neum ann theorem on the relation between the
de ciency indices ofa symm etric operator and its sym m etric extension.

Let L be som e linear space, and tM be issubspace, M L . W e consider the factor space
L=M , orthe space L m odulo the subspace M , that isa linear space w hose vectors are equivalent
classes of vectors in L w ith respect to the equivalence relation wheretwovectors 2 Land 2 L
are considered equivalent if their di erence belongsto M , 2 M . The din ension of the
factor space L=M isdenoted by dimy L and is called the dim ension of L modulo M . Linearly
independent vectors ; ,;i::: 2 are called linearly ndgpendent modulo M if none of
their nontrivial linear com binations ];1 c ; belongsto M : ];101 ;2M =) 8¢ =0.TIf
diny L = n,then them axinum num berofvectorsin L linearly independentm oduloM isequal
ton,suchthatk n.Letaspacel beadirect sum oftwo itssubspacesL; and Ly, L = L+ Lo,
then itsdim ension isa sum of the din ensions of the subspaces, dim L = dim L; + din L,, and
dimy, L = din L; anddim, L = din L;.

W e discuss the closures of symm etric operators £© a bit later, and here, we only need
one prelin nary rem ark on this subect. Let £@ be an even symm etric operator of order n

with a reqular end, kt i be a, kt £ be tscosure, £ = £©, with a domain D . Tt appears

462 Though it is quite probable that sin ilar assertionshold orany sa. di erentialexpressions, perhaps under
som e additional conditions for the coe cients.
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that at a regular end, the functions In D ¢ vanish together w ith theirn 1 quasiderivatives:
¢ 2Dg=) f[k](a)=0,k=0;:::;n 1.

A fter this retreat, we retum to the de ciency indices of even sym m etric operators.

Ifone ofthe endsofan Interval (a;b) is regular, ket itbe a, w hik the second, b, is sihgular, the
de ciency indices of even symm etric operator £ © ofordern, being equal, m, = m = m,and
bounded from above, m n, are also bounded from below by n=2, such that the doublk-sided
restriction

2 m n (103)
holds. In particular, the symm etric operator H @ associated w ith the di erential expression H
65) forthe energy ofa nonrelativistic particle on a sam iaxis (0;1 ) in a potential eld V; where
V isregular at x = 0, can have the de ciency ndicesm = 1 andm = 2 in dependence on the
behavior of V at in nity, but not zero. T his in plies that the quantum -m echanical H am iltonian
or such a particle cannot be de ned uniquely asa sa. operator in L? (0;1 ) w ithout additional
argum ents. This fact is known since W eyl P3], where the casesm = 1 andm = 2 were
respectively called the case ofa "Ilim it point” and the case of "Iim it circle" due to a m ethod
of embedded circles used by W eyl

To prove the lower bound, we tum to the representation of the domain D of the adpint

]
= as a sum ofD¢; D, an ; =Ds+ D, + ; accordin
£O £ direct fD¢; D dD ;D Df+ D D rding to  rst

von Neum ann formula @,) . This formula in plies that the m axinum number of fiinctions In
D lnearly Independent m odulo D ¢ isequalto 2m because

din, D =dim @, +D )=dmD, +dinD = 2m :

Ifwe prove that there exists a set £ g? of functions in D lhnearly independent m odulo
D¢, we would have n 2m , which is required. But we know that the functions in D
together w ith their quasiderivatives * of order up to n 1 are nite at a regular end
and can take arbitrary values. Therefore, In our case of the regqular end a, there exists a set
f ¢ of linearly independent functions such that them atrix A ; A¥ = @), is nonsingular,

detPA & 0. W e assert that these functions are also linearly J'ndepeEr)ldent modulo D :Really,

¥t ,a = 2 Dg¢. Then by the above rem ark, [k](a)= Ojor ,a [ki(a)= lA}l‘cl= o,

whence it llows that allg = 0, 1= 1;:3n; because of the nonshgularity of the m atrix A,
which com pletes the proof.

In the case where the both ends a and b of an interval @;b) are singular, the evaluation
of de ciency indices is reduced to the case of one regular and one singular end by a speci ¢
symm etric restriction of an initial sym m etric operator £© and a com parison of the respective
closures of the restriction and £© itself.

Let £ be an even sa. di erential expression of order n on an interval (a;b) wih the both
shgularends, kt £© be a symm etric operator in L? (@;b) asociated with £,tm, =m = m
be itsde ciency indices, and lkt fbe tsclosure, f = £© . Let cbe an interm ediate point In the
Interval (@;b),a < c< b, such that @;b) = @c) [ (). W e note that the H ibert space L? (@;b)
is a direct sum of the H ibert spaces L? (@;c) and L2 (;b), L? @;b) = L? @;c) L? (cb).

W e consider the sa. restrictions £ and f;, ofthe Initialsa. expression £ to the respective
Intervals @;c) and (c;b); the end ¢ for both di erential expressions £ and £, is evidently

reqular. Let £ and £ be the symm etric operators in the respective L2 (a;c) and L2 (c;b)
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associated w ith the respective sa. expressionsf and £, ofordern and de ned on the resgpective
domainsD (@;c) L? @@jc) andD (c;b) L? (c;b); ket their de ciency indices be respectively

+ + . .
m!’=n"' =m0 andmn® =m® = m®;and et £ and £, be their cosures in the

respective L2 (a;c) and L2 (Gb), £ = £% and £, = £, with the repective dom ainsD ¢

L? @;0) andD¢,  L? (c;b). Because theend c is reqular ortheboth £ and f, , the functions
In the both domainsD ¢ and D¢, vanish at the end c together w ith their derivatives of order
upton 1.

W e now consider a new symm etric operator f/\c(o) in L? @;b) associated with the mitial
di erential expression f and de ned on thedomain D o that isa direct sum of D (a;c) and
D ©b),D_ .o =D @ic) D b). It is evident thatD .o = L? (a;b) and D _o D @;b) =
D w0, such that f\c(o) isa symm etric operator in L? (a;b) that is a speci ¢ symm etric restriction
of the symm etric operator £ @, £ £© :Let itsde ciency ndicesbem . = m. = m., and

kt £, be its cosure in L2 @@;b), £. = £, i is evident that £, f.

The crucialrem ark jsthatfc(o’ isa direct sum ofthe operatorsf\(o) and ffo), fc(O) = £94 ﬁ(o) :
T ollows, rst,that tsde ciency indicesarethe sum softhede ciency indices ofthe sum m ands,
ie.,

me=m‘ ' +m®; (104)

and, seoond,thatjtsc]os;ref\c is a direct sum ofthe closures £ and ﬁ ,f\c= £+ ﬁ ; which
jmp]ies’chatf\c is the restriction of £ to the dom ain D t. D¢ thatdiersfrom D ¢ by theonly
additional condition on the functions 2 D¢ that Kl = 0,k=0;1;:::;n 1,which In
tum in plies that there exist exactly n, and not m ore, linearly independent functions in D ¢
that do not satisfy this condition and are Inearly ndependent modulo D ¢, ie.,

din,, D¢ = n: (105)

On the other hand, the ssocond von Neum ann theorem is applicabl to f as a nontrivial
symm etric extension of f/\c(o) A coording to this theoram , nam ely to ssocond von Neum ann
omula 23) and to the ram ark ii) to the theorem , the din ension ofD ¢ modulo D ¢, is equal

to the di erence ofthe de ciency indices of £2) and f(o’f?,

dinp, De =m. m : (106)
T he com parison of {104), {05), and {06) yields the relation

m=m+m'’ n (107)

between the de ciency ndicesof £ @ and £7; £ . W enotethatbecausen=2 m ¢ '; m ¢’
n; this relation is com patible with the general restriction on the de ciency indices of £ @, 0
m n. It isknown that in the case where the both ends are sihgular, the de ciency indices
can take any value from 0 ton [],8].

Let we evaluate the de cient subspace D ;, and D  and the respective de ciency indicesm
andm ofan initialsymm etric operator £ © associated w ith a given sa. di erential expression
f.

4TW e recallthat the de ciency indices ofa symm etric operator and its closure coincide.
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By them ain theoram in the previous section, we know that three possibilities for the sa.
extensions of £ © can occur.

Let the de ciency Indicesbe di erent,m ;  m which can happen only for odd orm ixed
sa. expressions w ith at least one singular end. In this case, there exist no sa. extensions of
£ ie, there isno sa. di erential operators associated w ith a given sa. di erential expression
f.

Let the both de ciency ndicesbe equalto zero,m;, = m = 0, oreven sa. di erential
expressions, this can happen only if the both ends are sihgula®i. In this case, the mitial

symm etric operator £O is esentially sa. and is unique sa. extension is it closure £ that
+
coincides with its adpint £©@ = £ : Ih other words, there is only one sa. di erential

operator in L? (a;b) associated w ith a given di erential expression f.A swe already m entioned
above, this fact can becom e clearw ithout evaluating the de cient subspacesand de cient indices
if the asym m etry form ;or ! ; iseasily evaluated and appears to be zero.

Let the both de ciency indices be di erent from zero and equal, m y = m = m > 0;
which isalways the case ifthe both ends are reqular. In this case, there gxistsan m 2param eter

fam ily of sa. extensions of £ @ : In otherwords, thereisan U (m )<Bm ily f; ofsa. operators

ﬁ, ;U 27U (m);the group, associated with a given di erential expression f, and the problen
of their proper and convenient, if possible, speci cation arises.

3.6 Speci cation of selfad pint extensions in term s of de cient sub-
spaces.

Two sin ple prelin inary rem arks are useful. F irst, any sa. extension fU ofan initial symm etric
operator £© is sinultanecusly a sa. extension of its closure f with a domai D¢ and a

+
symm etric restriction ofthe adpint £©@ = f wih adomain D :A Il these operators are

given by the sam e nitial di erential expression f, but de ned on di erent dom ains such that
D¢ Dy D ;whereD ¢ isthe domain ofo . Therefore, a soeci cation of a sa. operator
fy is com pltely de ned by a speci cation of its dom ain D ¢, , second, because the de ciency
indices of the symm etric operator £ @ ofany nite ordern are nite,m < 1 , the isom etries
¥ :D, ! D de nihg the sa. extensions f; I the main theorem aredenedbym m

unitary m atrices U = kUyk, Lk = 1;2;:::;m ,U" = U 1.

Them ain theorem fuimishes the two ways of speci cation.

The rstway isbased on omulas @3), B4) HrD ¢, and requires the know kedge of the
dom ain D ¢ ofthe closure f\apart from the de cient subspacesD ; andD .ThedomainD ¢ is
de ned by omula (13) w ith the appropriate change ofnotationD ; ! D¢,D¢g ! D, ! ;
and ! , or equivalently by formulas @) or @§) with the additional change of notation

2ol i @00 andeyien ! exie x @0l wihm, =m =m.

W e use the de nition of D by {3): D= f 2D :! ( ; )=0;8 2D g;where
' ( ; )isgiwvenby @8),! ( ;)= [ ; ]ji in tem s of boundary values 89) of a local
bilinearform [ ; ]which certainly exist. Taking the above rem arks (@fter ormula 1)) on the
Independence of these boundary values, we can reduce the condition ! ( ; )= 0,8 2D ,

487 naturalhypothesis is that the sam e is true Hr any sa. di erential expression.
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to the independent boundary conditions
[ ;7 J@=1[; 160=0;8 2D : (108)
W e fomulate the result asa kmma.

Lemm a 8 Thedomain D ¢ ofthe cbsure £ ofa symm etric operator £ @ associated with a sa.
di erentialexpression f is speci ed by two boundary conditions (@08) and is given by

De=f 2D :[ ; 1@=0;[ ; 1®=0;8 2D g: (109)

In som e cases, boundary conditions f108§) in f109) can be explicitly represented in tem s of
boundary conditions on the finctions and their (quasi)derivatives oforderup ton 1, where
n isthe order of f; at the end aand/orb. Forexam plk, kt £ be an even di erential expression
ofordern on an Interval (@;b) and ket the left end abe regqular. Then and its quasiderivatives
oforderup ton 1 have nie valies k] @),k=0;1;:::;n 1,attheend a, aswellas any

2D ,andthecondition [ ; ]1@)= 0becomes

X

e " @ " Vae Ye =o0;
k=0

see (73).Because ™ @), k= 0;1;:::;n 1, can take arbitrary values, the boundary condition
[ ; 1@=0,8 2D ;reducesto zeroboundary conditions ¥ @)= 0; k= 0;1;:::;n 1
for functions 2 D ¢ and their quasiderivatives at the left reqular end a. The sam e is true for
the regular end b.

W e thus obtain that, n the presence of regular ends, a m ore explicit form can be given to
Lemmag.

Lemma 9 Iff is an even sa. di erential expression of order n w ith both regular ends, then
the dom ain D ¢ is given by
n o
D¢= ®)2D : [k](a)= [k](b)=0;k=0;l;:::;n 1 ; (110)

ifonly one end, kt it ke a, regular, then the dom ain D ¢ is given by
n o
D= ®) 2D : ¥@=0;k=0;1;:::5n 1;[ ; 1©=0;8 2D : 111)

Tt is evident that this result can be extended to any sa. di erential expression £ with dif-
ferentiable coe cients and reqular endsw ith the change of quasiderivatives to usual derivatives
ifa ocalform [ ; ]in functions and their derivatives up to ordern 1 is nondegenerate at
regular ends.

As an illustration, we consider two sinpl sa. di erential expressionsp (38) and H, ©4)
on a nite nterval 0;1], the both ends of which are evidently reqular. The dom ain D , of the

closure p of the initial sym m etric operator © with the dom ain D ;o) = D (0;1) is given by’

Dp= : awion D;1; ; °2L2@©0;); ©O= ®=0 ; (112)

4°The condition 2 L, (a;b) is not independent; it is autom atically fill lled in view ofthe rst condition of
the absolute continuity of on the whole 0;1]; we give it ©or com pleteness.
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we already know this result from the previous section, see (), while the dom ain D i, of the

closure I—fo ofthe J'nitjalsymmetrjcoperatorl-fém,DH o =D (0;1), isgiven by
0

Du,= : ; ‘axon D;1; ; ®2L%©0;); O= O= 0= °@=0 : (113)

W e note that the sam e dom ain evidently has the sym m etric operatorff associated w ith the
sa.di erentialexpression H (65) in the casewhere thepotentialV isbounded ¥/ (x)j< c< 1 .
IfV isnonbounded but locally Integrable, the dom ain Dy for the corresoonding H is changed
in com parison with Dy, {112) by the onk replacem ent of the condition ®2 L2 (0;1) by the
condition P+ Vv 2 L% (0;)).

W e also note that both HAO and ' are evidently symm etric, but not sa., because of the
additional zero boundary conditions on the derivatives.

A fter the soeci cation of the domain D ¢ of the closure f, we can formulate a theoram
describing all sa. operators associated w ith a given sa. di erential expression f.

T his theorem is a paraphrase ofthem ain theorem in the part related to formulas 33), E6).

Theorem 10 The set ofallsa. di erential operators associated with a given s.a. di erential
expression £ in the case where the initial sym m etric operator ]’:?{O’ has nonzero equalde ciency

indicesm, =m =m > 0 isthem?parameter U (n )—fam ily fU param etrized by elem ents

of the unitary group U m ), U 2 U (m ). Namel, each sa. operatorfAU is in one-to-one
correspondence with a unitary matrix U = kUyk, Lk = 1;2;:::;m ,U" = U 1!, and is given by
P P

m

£ . ]E\fU:f v= + i akxt L,Uxe x1;8 2Df;8a2Cg; 114)
v=7% ui

where D; is the domain of the cbsure f of £ @ speci ed by @0%), or @1L), or @11,

fe, 49" and fe ;g are orthobasises in the respective de cient subspacesD , and D de ned

by @00),@01L), and @02). In the case of an even di erential expression with real e cients,

wean takee 4 = e/ .

As an illustration, we consider the sinple exam pls of di erential expressions p B8) and
Hy (94) on a nite interval D;1]. Both ends are regular, which inplies that the de ciency
Indices m , ;m ) are the repective (1;1), ie., m = 1, and (2;2), ie, m = 2. Therbre,
for the di erential expressions p, we have a oneparam eter U (1)-fam ily f¥ g of associated sa.
operators ¥y = P because in thiscase, U = €', 0 2 ,0v 2 ;this fam ily is com pletely
described In the prgvious section. For the di erential expression H,, we have a fourparam eter
U @)-fam ily HAO,.U of associated sa. operators Pfo;U ,U 2 U (2), whith we describe below .

To sim plify the description, it is convenient to choose the din ensionalparameter in {10Q)
tobe = 2 ( =lf. For the orthobasis vectors in the de cient two-din ensional subspaces D
and D , we can take the respective functions

X
& = exp jap= exp( ); = (@ i)—l;
1=2 =

e1 = §aiiep=86,; = €& 1 @ =) ; (115)
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where isa nom alization factor. Tn view of {112), the sa. operatorH oy associated w ith the
di erential expression H , is then given by™"

8 n P,

2 Dy, = g= +* G5 g Oaac:gn o;u; ; P2L1%0;D; O
How o= 0= 0= "O=0jeay=ey+ [ UuSuij=1i2i852C ;

’ Hoy ¢ = 80;

(11e)

where U = kUysk ; k;j= 1;2;is a unitary m atrix.

The nom alization factor i e ;1,e , (15 can be absorbed in ¢, ¢ and is irrelevant.

A s we already m entioned above, this speci cation of the domain D y,, by specifying the
functions ; n Dy, asa sum of functions 2 Dy, and an arbitrary linear combination of

vectors ey;5, J= 1;2, that are the basis vectors in the two-dim ensional subspace D, + UD +

Seam s inconvenient for spectral analysis of i ov and is unaccustom ed in physics w here we used
to appealto (sa.) boundary conditions for functions ; In Dy, , these conditions are relations
between the boundary values of the functions and their rst derivatives, w thout m entioning
thedomamn Dy, .

Them ain ocbservation is that according to formula

g ®)= &)+ Ciey;y &) 5 117)

k=1

the our boundary values of the absolutely continuous functions ; and 8 are de ned by the
only second tem in rhs. n (I17) because ofthe zero boundary valuesof and ° nam ely, by
the certain boundary values of 5,5 and eg;j and only two arbitrary constants ¢ and o, which
result :n two relations between the boundary valuesof , and , the relations de ned by the
uniary m atrix U . To dem onstrate this fact, it is convenient to proceed in term s oftwo-colum ns
and 2 2 matrices. Fomula @17) yields

Vo—g, &

0
| = Eu O . (3 S

0) o (118)

(
(

c oa
cC oa

wherethe 2 2matricesEy (0) = kEyxy Ok andEy () = kEyxy Dk are given by
Euxs 0)= e 0) i Buus W= ey @ :

Ey 0)
Ey @
to 2. Therefore, we could express constants ¢ and ¢, In tetmsof ; (0);:::; 8 (1) from som e
two relations n {118), then substitute the obtained expressions in the rem aining two relations
and thus cbtain two Iinear relations between the boundary values of functions in Dy, and
their rst derivatives that are de ned by the m atrix U: But it is m ore convenient to proceed

It tums out that the rank ofthe rectangular4 2 m atrix ism axin aland equal

9 e change the notation of indices in {116) in com parison with @13) to avoid a confusion w ith the index 1
and the sym boll for the right end of the Interval.
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as Pllows. W emultiply the rst and the second relation n (18) by the respective m atrices
E; O)E andE/ ()E, where them atrix E= “=iand obtai that

o]

EX O)E Y =E' (O)EEy () ;
v S0 v y o
@ G
E; OE 7§ =E; WEEy @
0 o @ 0 ’ <
T he crucial rem ark is that the m atrix
R=E; ODEEy ) Ej O)EEy (0
is the nullm atrix: taking 8§), §9), and (72) or £ = Hy,
XZ
[ 5 1= “V e 9Y & ;
kij=1
iInto account, it is easy to see that m atrix elem ents of R are
Ri;= Buaieusldi= ! Exien;) =0

because the reduction of the sesquilinear antisymm etric form ! toDy,, isequalto zero. Ik
follow s that

—

e, oe  § O B; OE 5 =0 (119)
Ul) U(

—_

which is equivalent to
Busi ol =05 3= 1;2: (120)

Relations ((19), {20) are the boundary conditions specifying the sa. extension H gy , ie., the
sa. boundary conditions. It is clear how the representation @17) or , 2 Dy, is restored
from boundary conditions (113), (20) by reversing the above procedure. It is also clear how
this consideration is generalized to sa. operators associated w ith even di erential expressions
of any order in the case where both ends are reqular.

3.7 Speci cation of selfad pint extensions in termm s of selfad pint
boundary conditions

The second altemative way of the speci cation of sa. di erential operators fU in L? @;b)
associated with a given sa. di erential expression f; the operators that are sa. extensions
of the nitial symm etric operator £ @, is based on fom ulas @5), @7) in the main theorem
and ormulas B8), B9 for the asymmetry orm ! . It avoids the evaluation of the dom ain
f = £O of the closure D s and directly Jeads to the speci cation of the sa. cperators f;, in
temm s of sa. boundary conditions. A corresponding theoram is altemative to Theoram 4; it is
a paraphrase of the m ain theorem in the part related to formulas @5), @7) wih due regard
to ormulas 88), E9) and the appropriate change of notation n @%): , ! . Forbreviy,
we do not repeat the rst general assertion and the explanation of symbols that are com m on
to the both theoram s. W e also ntroduce the abbreviated notation ;4 for the basis functions

P o
e x+ L,Uxe x ihthesubspace D, + UD, Dg D
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Theorem 11 Each sa. operator f} in L? (a;b) associated with a given s.a. di erential ex—
pression f is given by
( n o
Dg = 2D :kyxi o14=0 ;
ﬁ] . fu U bU,kr U]Ji ’ (121)
ﬁJ u = f U s

P
m
where gy i = e x + ~1Uxe a:

W e make two rem arks on Theorem 11. First, this theorem explicitly speci es fy as a
restriction of the adpint £ to the domain D g, de ned by sa. boundary conditions. These
boundary conditions considered asadditional linearequations for fuinctions 2 D are lnearly
Independent. Really, ket the relation

b

G keyx; 1 =0;8 2D ;
k=1 a

X

P
holds, wih som e constants g, . Th1§ relation is equivalent to [ ; I]::l@eu,.k]i = 0 and by
Lenma §, see {109), inplies that ,_,Geyx 2 D¢, which is possbk only ifallg = 0,

k= 1;:::;m ,becauseD ¢\ D, + UD + = £0g, or, In otherwords, because the functions ey 4

are Inearly independent m odulo D ¢. Second, the basis functionseyx I D4 + UD, belong
to D ¢, , therefore, the relation

bu;k;eu,-ﬂjz = 0;kjl= 1;:::5m; 122)

holds; its particular realization forf = Hy wih m = 2 was already encountered above.

In som e particular cases, boundary conditions (121) in Theorem 11 becom e explicit bound—
ary conditions in tem s of boundary values of functions and their (quasi)derivatives. W e here
present two such cases. The rst is the case of even sa. di erential expressions of order n
on a nite interval (@;b) with the both regular ends, the case where the functions in D  and
their quasiderivatives oforderup ton 1 have nite boundary valuesand where the de ciency

Indicesaremaxinum,m, = m = n.By Pmul G]';";),ﬂle sa. boundary conditions becom e
n b
X ’ 1y h 11] h 1 1] ml
b
Boxi vl = S b eUn;k L =0;k=1;:::;n;

=0

or, shifting up the sum m ation Index by unity,

X 1 1 1 1 +
eg;k]b)EJm f,n " ) eLEl,.k}(a)E;m f,“ '@ =0;k=1;:::;n; 123)
Im=1
where
n+ 1
Em m+lm 1 5 7 Lm = 1;::05n; 124)



and (x) is the wellknown odd step function, ( x) = ®) and &) = 1 forx > 0.
Boundary conditions (123) can be conveniently represented in condensed term s of the m atrix
E = kEy, k; where Ey, are given by (124), the twon n matrices of boundary values of the
basis functions e; x and their quasiderivatives,
_ o r1]
Ey @) = kEy,x @k ;Ey,x @) = Sk @) ;
Ey ©) = KEy,x Ok ;Eoa © = ey, © ; Lk=1;:::;n; (125)

and the two n-colum ns of boundary values of functions and their quasiderivatives,

1 0 1
@ , ©
B ] B L]
_ B U (a) . B U (b)
ve=8 . i, s B=E g. (126)
M) M o)

T heir realization for £ = H  was already encountered above. Tt seem s usefiill to give a ssparate
version of Theorem 11 for this case in the introduced condensed notation.

Theorem 12 Any sa. operatorfu in L? (a;b) associated with an even s.a. di erentialexpres—
sion £ of order n with the both regular ends is given by

g . De= 42D :EJ OE © E @E @=0 ;
U

127)
fU U:fU;

where the matricesE; Ey @) ;Ey b) and the colimns @); @) are given by the respective
02%), Q2%), and 029).

Them odi ed version ofthe two rem arks to Theorem 11} in this case is
1) sa. boundary conditions (I27) are lnearly idependent, which is equivalent to the
property ofthem atricesEy @) and Ey () that the 2n  n matrix E hasthem axinum rank,

Ey (@)
E= ; kE = n; 12
E, b ; ran n; (128)
really the above g]i_yen proof of the linear independence of boundary conditions was based on
the property that Llckeu;k 2Df=) o =0;k=1;uym;but n ourcaseswherem = n, In
view of Lanm a9, ormul (10), this is equivalent to the property that
X L1 X L1
i @a=0; &x Oa=0;1=1;u3n=) o= 0;k= 1;u35n;
k=1 k=1

2) relation (I22) iswritten as
El OEEy; b E_, @EEy @ = 0: 129)

O foourse, in practical applications, the condensed notation requires decoding, see below an
exam ple of the di erential expression Hq.
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W e also note thatm atrices Ey @) and Ey (o) w ith a given unitary m atrix U depend on the
choice of the din ensional param eter  in {{00) and on the choice of the orthcbasises fe, g,
and fe ;kgff In the respective de cient subspaces D ;. and D . For exam pl, if we change the
orthobasises,

( ) n ( ) n
xn xXn

n n
fe, x9; ! e x = Vixern 7 fe xo ! e x= V xe 1
=1 1 =1 1

where m atrices V. are unitary, and it is not cbligatory that V. = V, ; then thematrix U for
the sam e sa. extension is replaced according to the ruke U ! U =V 'Uv, .

Again , asafter Lenm a[9, we can add that a sin ilar theoram holds for any sa. di erential
expression £ of any order w ith di erentiable coe cients and the both regular ends w ith the
change of quasiderivatives by usual derivatives if boundary values 9) are nite form s in the
boundary values of functions and their derivatives.

As an illustration, we consider our sin ple exam ples of di erential expressions p B8) and
Hy (©4) on a nite interval 0;1] and com pare the descriptions of the respective one-param eter
st of sa. operators ¥y, U 2 U (1), and fourparam eter s=t of sa. operators HAOU ,U 20U (),
acoording to Theorem 10 and to Theorem 12 respectively. For the operators p; , this was
already done in the previous section, and it was dem onstrated that the two descriptions are
equivalent. A sto . , wemust prelin narily evaluate thedomamn D g ofHAO . Thisisa natural
dom ain orH ( and is evidently given by 0F) w ith the only change R* ! [0;1]. A fter this, any
sa. operator I—fou is given by

8 0 ® 2
< Dy, =f y: yi gaxion P;1]; i g 2L°@©0;D;
Ho : . E; DE vy W=E; OE 4 0) ;
o &

HOU U - U ’
where E and Ey () ; Ey (0) are the m atrces given by the respective {_1-2:4) and 1:2:3) w ih

n = 2 and the usual rst derivatives of the basis vectors ey, given by @15), {116), whil the
tworcomns y (0) and ¢y @ are

o
o '

—

v )= 0 v =
U

Do
1) ’

a oc
—

see ((26) with n = 2; allthese were already encountered above. Ifwe com pare this description
of H oy according to T heorem 12 with that obtained from Theorem A{ and given by {119), we
nd that they are identical.

It is Interesting to give exam pls of sa. operators H o associated with the di erential
expression H, 94) on ;1] and corresponding to particular choices of the unitary m atrix U :
Each ofthem is a candidate to the quantum m echanical H am iltonian for a free particle on the
interval 0;1]:

Choosing U = I; the uni matrix, we cbtain the Ham iltonian PfOI goeci ed by the sa.
boundary conditions that being decoded and presented in conventional formPh looks rather

51W hen w riting boundary conditions w ith a speci c U separately, we conventionally om it the subscript U in
the notation of the respective functions.
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exotic:

1 . 0
(@)= cosh ©) —shh ©) ;

‘M= gsbh ) cosh ") ; (130)

ChoosingU = I;weobtain theHam iltonian Ho ; goeci ed by the wellkknown sa. bound—
ary conditions

0= @®=20 (131)

corresoonding to a particke in an in nite potentialwell.
ChoosingU = iI;we cbtain the H am iltonian Pfoﬂ soeci ed by the sa. boundary conditions

‘0= ‘m=o0: (132)

Choosing U = % (@ 4)I+ @+ 1) '1; we cbtain the Ham iltonian PfOU soeci ed by the
periodic boundary conditiong’a

o= @; ‘0= °0; (133)

conventionally adopted in statistical physics when quantizing an idealgas in a box.

The second case where the sa. boundary conditions in Theorem 11, becom e explicit in
tem s of boundary values of fiinctions and their (Quasi)derivatives of order up ton 1 isthe
case of even sa. di erential expression £ of order n w ith one regular and one singular end for
which the associated initial symm etric operator £ @ hasm nimum possble de ciency indices’
m, =m = n=2;see {103). This ©llows from som e general assertion on di erential sym m etric
operators.

Lemma 13 Letf @ bea sym m etric operator associated w ith an even s.a. di erentialexpression
f of order n on an interval @;b) wih the regular end a and the singular end b, and kt the
de ciency indices of £© bem, = m = n=2:Then the equality

[ ;7 1&®=0;8 ; 2D ; (134)

+
where D is the domain of the adpint £ = £©  holds. Ifthe end a is singular whik the
end b is regular, then b in {134) is changed to a:

W e show later that conversely, if the boundary values [ ; 1) vanish forall ; 2D ;
the de ciency indices of £© arem ninum , m, = m = n=2:

T he proof of the Lamm a is based on the argum ents already known and used above In the
proof of the independence of boundary values 89) and in the proof of the lower bound in
@103). T herefore, we don't repeat them and only form ulate two initial assertions ollow ing from
the conditions of the Lemm a by these argum ents. On the one hand, because the end a is

52To be true, In this case we actually solve the inverse problem of nding a properU for periodic boundary
conditions.
53W e recall that the de ciency indices are alvays equalin the case of an even sa. di erential expression.
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regular, there exist n functionswy 2 D ; k = 1; u;n; vanishing near the singular end b and
linearly independent m odul D ¢ ; where D ¢ is the dom ain of the closure £ of £@; £ = £© ;
On the other hand, because the de ciency indices of £ @, and therefore of £ are equal to n=2;
we have dPime D = n; whence i follows that any function 2 D can be represented as

= 4+ 2:1 awy ;jwhere 2 D¢ and g are som e num ber coe cients. T he boundary value
[ ; Jbywihany ; 2D isthen represented as

xXn
L7 JoO=1; 1O+ & [ swx] ) :
k=1

But the rsttem in the last equality vanishes by Lemm a 9, see the second equaliy in @1I)
w ith the change ! ; and the second tem also vanishes because all wy vanish near the
singular end b; which proves the Lemm a.

A coording to this Lemm a, the tem kyx; 1 ) i boundary conditions (21) in T heorem
17, vanishes, and they reducesto kyx; ] @) :Because the end a is regular, these sa. boundary
conditions are explicit In temm s of boundary values of functions and their quasiderivatives at
the end a,

X0
B @)y=0;k=1;:5n=2; (135)

=

1m =
where By, are given by {24). Ifwe introduce the rectangularn  n=2 m atrix
Eiop @ = Eioygx @ jEioux @)= eUD,.k“ @) ;1= 1;u5n; k= 1;u5n=2; (136)

sa. boundary conditions (135) are written in the condensed form asE ;Z,U @E @ =0:

seem s usefill to give a separate version of Theorem 11 for this case in the condensed notation.

Theorem 14 Any s.a. operator fﬁ associated with an even s.a. di erential expression £ of
order n on an interval (a;b) with the regular and a and the singular end b in the case where

the initial symm etric operator £© has the de ciency indicesm , = m = n=2;U 2 U @=2);
is given by
( n o
£ Dg = ¢ 2D :El,, @E y @=0 ; 137)
fs v=f i

where the matrixE is given by (124), the matrix E1, (@) is given by @36), and y @) is
given by {286).

If the end a is singular whik the end b is regular, a in {137]) is changed to b:

Them odi ed version of the two rem arks to Theorem 11} in this case is

1) sa. boundary conditions (I37) are lnearly independent, which is equivalent to the
property that the rectangularn n=2matrix E1,y @) isofmaxinum rank,

o]

rankE 45 @)= —; (138)

N
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an analogue of (128);
2) relation (122) is w ritten as

El,y @EEioy @=0 (139)

which is an analogue of (129).

O foourse, n applications, the condensed notation m ust be decoded.

As an illustration of Theoram 14, we consider the exam plk of the deferential expression
H, {94) on the samiaxis D;1 ). As to the deferential expression p (38), we know from the
previous section that there are no sa. operators associated with p on the sam iaxis. The
domain D in this case is the naturaldomain D, for H,, i is given by (93) with the only
changeR' ! R! = ;1 ). The de cient subspaces D  as square-integrable solutions of egs.

{1Lo0),
- 4 ; are easily evalnated. Tk issu clent to nd D ,, then D is ocbtained by
com plex conjigation. Am ong the two linearly independent solutions
r__

+1;2 = &Xp (1 l) EX
P _
of the equation for D, , only one, exp (I 1) 5x , is square integrabl on ;1 ). This
meansthatt}ille de 6:Jency Indices m ; ;m ) n ourcase are (1;1), and we have a oneparam eter

U (1)-fam il PfOU ,U 2 U (1), of sa. operators in L.? (0;1 ) associated w ith the di erential

expression H (. T heir speci cation by sa. boundary conditions isperfomm ed in direct acocordance
with Theorem 14. The orthobasis vectors in D are

B .
e = 2 ep (1 1) Ex

The group U (1) is a circle and is naturally param etrized by an angke :U = &,
v ,thereﬁ)re,ffou=Pfo,andthesjnglebasjsvectoreu=e is
r _ r _
B— . i .
e= 2 exp @ 1) Ex + e exp @+ i) EX

Thematrix E1,y @) in {{37) in ourcaseisa 2 1 matrix, ie., a comn

P— 1+ &

- @ 1 @+ de

therefore, sa. boundary conditions {37) becom e
r_

1+et 92 5 a+i a e 0)= 0;

or ° 0) = ©0) ;where = () isa -independent din ensional param eter of dim ension
of inverse length
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W hen ranges from to , mngesfrom 1 to+l1l ,and = 1 ( = ) equivalently
describe the sa. boundary condition (0) = 0. & is naturalto Introduce the notation H 0 =

H, and = , wih this notation, we nally obtain that any sa. operatorHAo associated
with sa. expression H o on the sem iaxis [0;1 ) is given by
8
< Dy, =f : ; Yaxion D;1); ; ©2120;1);
Hy : "= ©; 1 l1g; (140)
) HAO = (D:
Both = 1 vyield the sam eboundary condition (0) =

Each ofthese I—fo is a candidate to the quantum -m echanical H am iltonian for a free particle
on a sam iaxis. The boundary condition (0) = 0 is conventional in physics, but the boundary
conditions © Q) = (0) with a nite are also encountered. W e note that a speci ¢ d}gu'oe
of the dim ensional param eter appeared irrelevant as well as the nom alization factor g,
butif 6 1 , the dinensionalparameter absent in H, enters the quantum theory as an
additional specifying param eter.

By the way, the correctness of calculation which is J:ather sin ple in this case is con m ed

by verifying that necessary conditions @38) and {39), E;_ ,, OEEi5, 0)= 0;hoMd.

A fter the exam ple, we retum to the general questions. The speci cation of the sa. dif-
ferential operators f; in tem s of sa. boundary conditions according to T heorem si1112, and
14 requires evaluating the orthcbasis finctions fe, 4g] and fe ,g] in the respective de cient
subspacesD ; and D, but only their boundary behavior is essential. In addition, there is an
arbitrariness in the choice of the orthobasis functions, and the last exam ple dem onstrates that
their speci ¢ boundary values do not actually enter the answer. A 1l this allow s suggesting that
m any analytical details are irrelevant from the standpoint of the general speci cation. And
indeed, there is another way of specifying sa. boundary conditions where the analytic task
is replaced by som e algebraic task avoiding the evaluation of the de cient subspaces provided
that the de cient Indices are known and equal, m, = m = m > 0. Thisway can be m ore
convenient from the application standpoint. It is based on a modi ed version of the main
theorem in the part related to omulas 35), 7). W e therefore retum to the m ain theorem
and to the notation in the previous section, in particular, in 87), where an iitial symm etric
operator, its ad pint, and is closure are respectively denoted by £,£", and fand the vectors in
their dom ains and in the domain D ¢, aredenoted by with apﬂpropr:ate subscripts.

W e rstnote the evident fact that thevectorseyyx = e x+ L, Uxe oI (-37 form Ing a

basis in the subspace D, + UD, D¢+ ofdmmension m are linearly independent m odulo
D ;. It is also evident that because all ;x belong to D ¢, ; the relation

' Eexiev;) = 07 k;1= 1;:::5m (141)

holds; In the case of sa. di erential operators, it becom es the already known relation (@22). &
appears that the really essential points are the linear independence of the m wvectors fey ;kgr{l ’
modul D ¢ and relation (41) for thenm .

W e then note that the vectors 5% In {_335) can be equivalently replaced by their nonde—
generate linear combiations, ey, ! wyx = X k€, s provided thematrix X = kX ik,
a;k = 1;:::;m, is nonsihgular, detX € O. As ey x, the vectors wy i form a basis In the

subspace D, + UD, and are Inearly independent m odulo D ;. O f course, relation (141) is
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extended to wa,.kgI{l as the relation ! @Wyx;Wy,)) = 0:W hat ismore, we can add arbirary
vectors belonging to the dom ain D ; ofthe closure £ to any vector wy 4,

Xt
Wyx ! Wi =Wgxt = Xaext 7, 2Dgjk=1;:05m ;
a=1

and obtain the equivalent description of the dom ain D ¢, of the sa. extension f} in tem s of
them new vectorswy,

D¢

U

=f y2Dg¢ ! @Wyx; y)=0;k=1;:::;mqg; 142)

because !  ; y = O0by (1), see alo (13). By the same reason, relation {141) is also
extended to the set fwyg; ,

' wWy;wy) = 0;k;1= 1;:::;m ¢ 143)

It is also evident that them new vectors wy are linearly independent m odulo D .
It appears that the converse is true. Let f bea sym m etric operator w ith the adpint £r

and the closure f,and]etitsde ciency Indicesbenonzero and equal,m , = m = m > 0, such
thatDy D; D¢ anddinp Dg = 2m . Let fwyg] be a set of vectors w ith the follow ing
properties:

1) W 2D+ ; k= 1;:::;m ;

2) they are lnearly independent modulo D ;ie.,

X
GWx 2D¢ ;8 2C =) =0;k=1;:::;m ;
k=1

3) relation (143), ! (w,;wy) = 0;k;1= 1;:::;m ; holds for vectors wy, .

W e then assert that the sst fwkgri1 de nes som e sa. extension f% of f asa sa. restriction
oftheadpint £*, £ £y = fg £ to the domain D g, D¢+ given by {142).

To prove this assertion, it is su cient to prove that all the vectors w , can be uniquely
represented as

Xt
Wy = X gk e~+—;a+ U b +_k;
a=1

where fe, , g and fe ,g are some orthobasises in the respective de cient subspaces D .
and D ofthe sym m etric operator f, X .k and U, are som e coe cients such that the m atrix
X is nonshgular, and the m atrix U is unitary, and the vectors e belong to D ¢, B 2 Dy,
k=1;:::;m.

W e st address to the condition 1). According to st von Neum ann formula (5:), any
vectorwy 2 D ¢+ Isuniquely represented as

xn X
W= ,x*t x T = X ax€ ;a t+ Yaxe ;a"'_k
a=1 a=1
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where rk 2 Dy ; X 2 D ;and e 2 D¢;whilke X and Ya; a;k = 1;:u5m ; are the
expansion coe cientsof , , and , with respect to the respective orthobasises fe, ,.kgril and
fe ;kgri1 :W e now address to the conditions 2) and 3). The crucial rem ark is that these condi-
tions in ply that them atrices X and Y are nonsingular. T he proof of that isby contradiction.
Let, for exam ple, the rank of X is nonm axin al, rankX < m ; this m eans that there exist a
ﬁet fqg? of nontrivial com plex constants g such that at least one of them is nonzero, but
o1 XaxG = 0;ja= 1;uym :W e thus have
|

X X xn
S X ax G e+;a:O
k=1 a=1 k=1
P m .
and the vectorw = -1 Wy Is represented as
xn xn
w = +_I = G x7_ = Q<_k-
k=1 k=1

O n the other hand, it ollow s from the condition 3) that

Xt
bowiw) = W)= aa! @Wy;wy) = 0:
k=1
By von Neum ann omula (19), we then have w)= 2i = 0;or = 0;whence it
followsthatw = 2 D¢ :But by the condition 2), the latter in plies that allcoe cients cy are

zero, which isa contradiction.
T he proof of the nonsingularity ofthem atrix Y is sim ilar.
T he nonsingularity of them atrix X allow s representing the vectors wy as
|
X X '
Wy = X ax e~+—;a-|' U b +_k;
a=1 b=1

where the nonsingular matrix U is given by U = YX !

condition 3) and to formula ({§), we nd

; orY = UX :Aganh appealing to

Powgiwy) = ! sxt oxt L ieat o oat 0= 21 T xioa = 0;
or
xn e . X . -
Xak @ pierp)Xm Yax € ai€ p) ¥ = XaxXa1 Ya¥Yar =05
ab=1 ajb=1

k;1= 1;u3m ; where we use the condition that the sets fe, xg] and fe xg] are orthonor-
malized, @€ i€ p) = € mie ) = ap;a70= 1;:uym : The last equality can be written In the
m atrix form as

XX yY'vy=x"1 x* vyt vyx ! x=x*'"1I U'U X =0:
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Because X isnonsingular, it ©llowsthat U*U = I, ie., them atrix U isunitary.

Tt is also seen how the unitary matrix U is uniquely restored from the given set of vectors
fwyg, undera certain choice ofthe orthobasises fe, 4 g] and fe g in the respective de cient
subspaces D, and D ofthe Iniial sym m etric operator £; which accom plish the proof of the
above assertion.

W e form ulate the results of the above consideration as an addition to the m ain theorem
which isam odi cation ofthem ain theorem in the part related to omulas @5), G7).

Theorem 15 Addition to the main theoram .)
Any sa. extension fU of a symm etric operatorf\with the de clency indicesm , = m =
m>0;f £ ﬁj=f§ £* ; ;an e de ned as

f;: ];fUfoEZDP ! Wy y)=0;k=1;,u5mqg; (144)
U u urs

where fwkgril is some sst of vectors in D¢+ ; Wy 2 D¢+ ; k = 1;u3m ; linearly independent
modub D ¢ and satisfying relation {143), ! Wy;wi) = 0; k;1= 1;:u5m ¢

Conversely, any set fw kgT ofvectors in D ¢+ ; linearly independentm odulo D ; and satisfying
relation (43) de nes som e s.a. extension of the symm etric operator £ by @33).

n o

To be true, the U m ) nature of the st f} of all sa. extensions is disguised In this
form ulation. Thism anifests irself in the fact thatgwo sets fw 9] and fwyg, ofvectors related
by a nondegenerate linear transform ation wy = T=1 Zywi; where thematrix Z2 = Jly Jis
nonsingular, de nes the sam e sa. extension. W e can say that the description of sa. extensions
according to the addition to the m ain theorem is a description w ith som e "excess", irrelevant,
but controllable.

W hen applied to di erential operators .n L2 (a;b) ; the addition to them ain theoram yields
an evident m odi cation of T heorem 11. Form ulating thism odi cation, we retum to the notation
adopted In this section and om it the explanation of the conventional sym bols.

Theorem 16 Any sa. operatorﬁJ in L2 (a;b) associated with a given s.a. di erential expres—
sion f in the case where the initial sym m etric operator £© with the clsure £ has the nonzero
equalde ciency indicesm , = m = m can ke de ned as
( n o
f;: D¢, = v 2D s U]i=0;k=1;:::;m ;

(145)
fU U:fU;

where fwyg] is the set of finctions bebngingto D ;wyx 2 D ; k= 1;:uym ; linearly indepen-—
dentm odul D ¢ and satisfying the r=lhtions

Wi swil] = 0; k;1= 1;:ym (146)

Conversely, any set fwkgril of fiinctions kelonging to D ; linearly independent m odul D ¢

and satisfying relations (146) de nes som e s.a. operator associated with di erential expression
£ by @45).
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T he ram ark follow ing the addition to them ain theoram is com pletely applicable to T heoram
18.
Theorem 1§ yields a modi ed version of Theoram 12 for the case of an even di erential
expression w ith the both regqular ends where the de ciency indices are maxinum . The m od—
i cation consists in the replacem ent of the matrices Ey (@) and Ey () (@25) of the boundary
values of the basis functions g; 4 and their quasiderivatives of orderup ton 1 by the sim ilar

m atrices
W @= Wr@=w, '@ ;W 0= Wyb=w 0O ;
generated by the functionswy 2 D satisfying the conditions of Theorem 6. W e assert that
these conditions, the linear independence of the fiinctions wy, m odulo D ¢ and relation (146),
are equivalent to the two respective conditions on them atricesW (@) and W (o) :
1) the rank ofa rectangular2n nmatrix W ismaxinum and equalto n;
W @)
W = — ; mnkW = n; 147)
this property is a com plkte analogue of (139);
2) the relation

W' OEW ©=W" @EW @) (148)

holds.
T he necessity of condition (147) is proved by contradiction. Let rankW < n:Thismeans
that there exists a st fckgrl1 of nontrivial num bers, ie., at least one of ¢ is nonzero, such that

xn xn xn xn
Wy @a=  w, ' @a=0; Wyba= w 'Oaq=0:
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
By Lenma g, this in plies that the function w = F i:lqwk belongs to D ¢ ; the dom ain of
the closure £ of the iitial sym m etric operator £ @ ; but because the finctions wy are linearly
Independent m odulo D ¢; this In tum im plies that all g, are zero which is a contradiction. W e
actually repeat the argum ents keading to {139).

Conversely, Bt W @)= W x @) Jand W ©) = T i b) Jjbe arbitrary m atrices satisfying
condition (47).Because the finctions in D together w ith their quasiderivatives of orderup to
n 1 can take arbitrary values at the reqular ends a and b, there exist a set fw kgrl1 of functions
wx 2 D such that

Wlk(a)=WkD Y@ ;W (b)=wk[l Yo Lk=1;m5n;

the functions wy are evidently lnearly independent modulo D ¢ :

Asto rlation ([48), this relation is equivalnt to relation {146) in view of Hmulas £8),
©9) where  and are replaced by the respective w, and w; , Lk = 1;::5n; and omula
(73); it is the copy and extension of relation {129). Because the fiinctions w, are represented in
this context only by the boundary values of their quasiderivatives of order from O up ton 1;
it is natural to introduce the notation

A=faf=W @ ;B=dui=W O

and form ulate a m odi cation of Theorem 16 as ollow s:
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Theorem 17 Anysa. operatorﬁ] in L? (a;b) associated with an even s.a. di erential expres—
sion £ of order n with both regular ends can ke de ned as

Dy =f ,2D :B'E =A'E a)g ;
ﬁj . fy U U (b) U ( )g, (149)
ﬁ] u = f ur
where A and B are somen n matrices satisfying the conditions
A — . + — + .
rank B =n;B EB =A"EA; (150)

thematrix E and the cmolimns y () and y @) are respectively given by (124), and {128).
Conversely, any two m atrices A and B satisfying conditions {150) de ne som e s.a. operator
associated w ith the s.a. di erentialexpression £ by (149).

Again, as after Lenm a § and after Theorem 12, we can add that a sim ilar theorem holds
for any sa. di erential expression £ of any order w ith di erentiable coe cients and the both
regular ends w ith the change quasiderivatives to usual derivatives if boundary values 89) are

nite form s in the boundary values of functions and their derivatives.

T he rem arks after the addition to them ain theorem 13 and T heorem 1§ on thehiddenU @)-
nature of n sa. boundary conditions (149) becom e the rem ark that them atrices & = AZ and
B = BZ ;wherethematrix Z = JgxJ; Lk = 1;:u5n; is nonsngular, de ne the same sa.
operator.

A ctually, this arbitrariness in the choice ofthem atricesA and B isunrem ovable only iftheir
ranks are not m axinum?%, rankA < n; rankB < n;ie., ifthey are shgular, detA = detB = 0
(we note that condition (I50) inplies that the m atrices A and B are singular or nonsingular
sin ultaneously). If these m atrices are nonsingular, which is a general case, the arbitrariness
can be elin inated. Really, ket detB & 0; therefore, detA 6 0 also. Then, wih taking the
property E ' = E of the nonsingular m atrix E into acoount, sa. boundary conditions {149)
can be represented as

©=S @;or @=5 ' ©; (151)

where thenonsingularmatrix S isS = E @B )" E :Because them atrix E is antiH emm itian,
E* = E,theadpintS* isS* = E @B) 'E and the second condition in ([50) is represented
In tem sofS as

STES =E; 152)

othemw ise, S is arbirary.
The algebraic sense of relation (152) is clear: it m eans that the Inear transfom ations

'S (153)

de ned in the n-dim ensional linear space of n-colmns with elements ;; i= 1;:5n; pre—
serve the H emm itian sesquilinear form llE ; or equivalently, the H emm itian quadratic form
* llE : The Hem itian m atrix llE can be easily diagonalized by a unitary transform ation,

1 +
E=T" T; (154)
1

540 f course, this condition is com patiole w ith condition (150).
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where the diagonaln n matrix is
= diag I; I); (155)

I isthen=2 n=2unitmatrix, and theunitarymatrix T = iy Jj; ILm = 1;u5n; T T = I;
is

T 1 n+ 1 . n+ 1
= p— m i m
m 19—2 1m > >

n+ 1 . n+ 1

In+1l m 5 m + 1 m > H (156)
and (x) isthe welkknown step function,
_ 1; x>0
&) = 0;x<0 '

and we see that the signature ofthem atrix %E is ;3 ;which inpliesthat the transform ations

S given by (53) and satisfying (152) form the group U ;3 :W ethus nd that some ofsa.
boundary conditions, to be true, the m ost of them , are param etrized by elem ents of the group
U ;5 ;which de nesan embedding ofthegroupU %;7 intothegroup U (n) param eterizing
all the sa. boundary conditions. This enbedding is an embedding "into", but not "onto":
although U 7;7 isan n?-param eter m anifold as U () ; the group U %75 Isnoncom pact,
whereas U (n) is com pact; i is also clear from the aforesaid that the sa. boundary conditions
149) w ith the singularm atrices A and B cannot be represented in form {151)) . Such boundary
conditions can be obtained by som e lin it procedure where som e m atrix elem ent of S tends
to In niy while others vanish (Wwe note that HetSj= 1). This procedure corresponds to a
com pacti cation of U ;3 toU () by adding som e lin i points.
W e must note that looking at the representation of the sesquilinear asymm etry form !

In tem s of boundary values of fiinctions and their quasiderivatives n the case of an even sa.

di erential expression w ith the both regular ends’?

()= T OE 0 T@E @) ; 157)
where the n-ocoluimns @); (®); and @); (b are given by (26) with the respective
changes ! and 4 ! ; It is easy to see from the very beginning that boundary

conditions (51) with any xedm atrix S satisfying (152) result in vanishing the asym m etry form

! and thus de ne a symm etric restriction of the adpint £ :vu sing the standard technique of
evaluating thead pint in tem sof ! (I57), it isalso easy to prove that boundary condition (51),
fi52) are actually sa. boundary conditions de ning a sa. restriction of £ . Unfortunately,
these are not allpossible sa. boundary conditions.

Tt seem s Instructive to illustrate T heorem 17 and also sa. boundary conditions ('51), @52)
based on representation {157) or ! and their extensions to sa. di erential expressions of any
order w ith the both regular ends by our exam ples of the sa. di erentialexpressionsp (38) and
H, (94) on an interval (0;1).

SSThis representation based on omuls 88), 89), {73), and (126) was actually used above in the consider-
ation related to orm ulas (23)-@29).
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Astop, an analogue of (157) forp (39) is

P Cgo)= 1@ @ 0O 0 (158)
se @0){ @3). & inm ediately ollow s the sa. boundary conditions
s O=¢' 4 0); (159)

w ith arbitrary but xedangke#,0 # 2 ,0v 2 ,which coincidesw ith boundary conditions
©2) de ning sa. operatorspy (G4). In this case, thus obtained boundary conditions {159) yield
allthe U (1)-fam ily of sa. operators associated w ith the sa. deferential expression p (3§) on
an Interval 0;1].

AstoH ,,weshow how thealready known sa. boundary conditions (130) { 133) are obtained
w ithout evaluating the de cient subspaces.

Let

A_ 00 . _ 00
o011 "7 10 '

it iseasy to verify that they satisfy conditions {150), then ormula (149) yieldsthe sa. boundary

conditions (0)= (1) = 0 coinciding with @31). These boundary conditions can be cbtained

from boundary conditions {151) with

O w

S (M= 1" o

Inthelmit"! 0,such S (") adses ifwe slightly deform the initialA and B,

w w

| wy — - | mwy — .
AlA (" 01 B!'BM 1 0 ;
rem oving their singularity w ithout violating conditions (150).
Let now
a_ 01 10
o0 "7 o0 '

thesem atrices also satisfy {150

)
°1 = 0 comciding with @3
boundary conditions (I51) with

, then form ula {I49) yiedsthe sa. boundary conditions ° (0) =
2). Agah, these boundary conditions can be obtained from

0 1="
sM= .
nthelmi" ! 0,thisS (") arises as a result of a deform ation
0 1 1 0
Al! A M= ;B! B (™M=

w 0
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Ifwe take

0 a b 0
0 as by 0

w here at least one num ber in the pairs a,;a; and by ;1 isnonzero, which is required by the st
condition in (I50) and also a,a; = &Ga, and by = bbb, which is required by second condition
in {150), we obtain the so called splitted boundary conditions

‘o= O; ‘= O; (160)
where and are arbirary numbers, 1 , +1, 1 v+1 ,andtheboth = 1
vied @©O)=Owhie = 1 yied @=0.

Taking S = I in {{51), we obtain the periodic boundary conditions
o= o; "0= "0

concidingwith {133). IfwetakeS = 1,0 # 2 ,0v 2 ,wecdbtain them odi ed periodic
sa. boundary conditions

=€ O; ‘0= %0 (161)

Including periodic, # = 0, and antiperiodic, # = , boundary conditions. It is interesting
to note that these sa. boundary conditions de ne the sa. operator I—fo# which can also be
represented as

Ho = 18 : (162)

The oneparameter fam ily fH oygof sa. operators (162) am ong the whol fourparam eter
fam ily of sa. operators associated w ith the sa. di erential expression H , inm ediately follow s
from the Akhiezer-G lazm an theorem (Theorem 4) with & = &' = g, affer constructing sa.
operatorpy (54).

A s to the \entangkd" sa. boundary conditions ({30), i is easy to verify that they can be
represented in form {:L:S:l'), =S5 (), where them atrix

cosh 1 sinh
7 sinh cosh
satis es condition @52).
O ur concluding rem ark isthat the sa. operators associated w ith sa. di erential expressions
H (63) with Vv = V ; conventionally attributed to the quantum -m echanical energy a particke
on an Interval 0;1] n a potential eld V, are speci ed by the sam e boundary conditions ifV
is Integrable on ;1] because under this conditions, the ends of the interval rem ain regular. Tt
is com plktely clear in the case of a bounded potential, ¥ (x)j< M , because the addition ofa
bounded sa. operator de ned everywhere to a sa. operatorw ith a certain dom ain yields a sa.
operator w ith the sam e dom ain.
Theorem 1§ yields also am odi ed version of Theorem 14. Because the appropriate consid—
eration is com pletely sin ilar to the previous one resulting in Theorem 17, we directly form ulate
thism odi cation.
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Theorem 18 Any s.a. operator fU associated with an even s.a. deferential expression £ of
order n on an interval (@;b) with the regular end a and the singular end b in the case where
the initHal symm etric operator £© has the minimum de ciency indicesm, = m = n=2,
U 2 U h=2), can ke de ned as

( n o
£ Dg, = oy ®2D :ALE ; @=0 ; 163)
fU v =% gy
where A, is some rctangular n n=2 m atrix satisfying the conditions
rankAq_, = n=2 (164)
and
ATEA;,=0; (165)

thematrix E and the colimn  y (@) are respectively given by (12
Conversely, any n n=2 matrix A satisfying 164) and (16
associated w ith the s.a. di erential expression £ by @163).
If the end a is singular whik the end b is regular, A1, and a In @163){ 163) are replacd
by the respective B -, and b.

and (1286).
de ne some s.a. opertor

4),
9)

Sin ilarly to Theorem 17, thistheorem isaccom panied by the rem ark on thehidden U (=2)-
nature ofboundary conditions ((63):them atricesA -, and A,,Z ,where Z is som e nonsingular
n=2 n=2m atrix, yield the sam e sa. operator.

W e illustrate this theorem by the exam ple of the deferential expression H (63) withV = V,
on the sam jaxis 0;1 ) (the quantum -m echanical energy of a particke on the sam iaxis in the
potential eld V). W e begin wih the di erential expression H, {94) (a free partick) already
considered as an illustration after Theorem 714 where i was shown that the corresponding
de ciency indices are (1;1) and show how the known resul is obtained w ithout evaluating the
de cient subspaces, which allow s extending the resultsto the case V 6 0. In thiscase, n = 2,
n=2= 1,thematrix A |, isa two colum n w ith elem ents a; ;a, ; w here at Jeast one ofthe num bers
in the pair a; ;a, isnonzero, which is required by condition {164), while condition {165) requires
a2, = a13; . Fomula (163) then yields the already known sa. boundary conditions

%0) = ©0); 2RY; (166)

where = 3;=a; = ay=a; is an arbitrary, but xed, realnumber, 1 1, 1 v1;
= 1 oorrespond to the boundary condition (0) = 0. These boundary conditions de ning
sa. operatorsH, 140) are wellknown in physics.

Tt isevident that the sam e boundary conditions soecify the sa. operatorsl—f associated w ith
the sa. di erentialexpressions H {65) In the case where the potential isbounded, ¥ &)j< M ,
and ' is then de ned on the som e dom ain asHAo .

W e now shortly discuss the physically interesting question of under which conditions on
the potentialV (x), the sa. di erential expression H (65) on D;1 ) also falls under T heorem
1§ as the di erential expression H, (94), and is therefore speci ed by the sam e sa. boundary
conditions (166).
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For the keft end to ram ain regular, it is necessary that V ) be integrabl at the origh,
ie. Integrabl on any ssgment D;al, a < 1 . W e know that if the keft end is regular, the
de ciency indices of the associated symm etric operator H @ can be (1;1) or (2;2), and we
need criteria for these be m lnimum , but not maxmum . At this point, we address to some
usefiil general result on them axinum de ciency indices (;n) fr the symm etric operator £ ©
associated w ith an even sa. di erential expression £ of order n with one regular end and one
singular end. Tt appears that the occurrence of the m axinum de ciency indices is controlled
by the din ension of the kemel of the adpint £, din kerf , or by the num ber of the lnearly
independent square-integrable solutions of the hom ogeneous equation fu = 0. Namely, £ © has
maximum de ciency ndicesm ; = m = n i the hom ogeneous equation has the m axin um
number n of linearly independent square-integrabl solutions, In other words, i the whole
findam ental system fuig, of solutions of the ham ogeneous equation lies in L? (a;b) ; the same
is true for the hom ogeneous equation fu = u wih any real

It follow s from this general statem ent that in order to have the de ciency indices (1;1) In
our particular case where n = 2, it is su cient to point out the conditions on V under which
the hom ogenous equation u®+ Vu = 0 has at lest one non-square-integrable solution. A few
of such conditions are known since W eyl P3]. W e cite the two which seem rather generaland
also sin ple from the application standpoint and formm ulate them directly In the form relevant
to the de ciency indices: the symm etric operator H © has de ciency indices (1;1) if

NV x)2L%0;1); 167)
ie., the potentialV is square-integrable, BQ], or
2)V ®)> Kx*;K > 0; (168)

for su ciently large x B1]. Condition (168) is a particular case of a m ore general condition
B2]. For the proofs, other conditions and details, see B]. W e here don’t dwell on the proofs
because we Independently obtain the sam e results In another context later, but m ake ssveral
rem arks conceming physical applications.

W e consider it usefi1], In particular, for fiirther references, to repeat once m ore that under
conditions {167) or {16§) on the potential V integrable at the origin, all sa. Ham iltonians
associated wih the sg. di erential expression H ©3) on the sem jaxis ;1 ) form a one-
param eter fam ily H , 1 1, 1 vl,andanyHA is speci ed by sa. boundary
conditions (166):

" D =ff : ; %acon D;1); ; ®+v 2120;1); 0= ©0)g;
g = %v
(169)

Condition {167) covers the conditions of the reqularity of the left end because it autom atically
In plies that V is integrable at the origin. By the way, this conditions does not at all In ply
that V vanishes at in nity, the potential can have grow ng peaks of any sign w ith grow Ing x.
The m aprity of potentials encountered in physics, In particular, the potentials vanishing
or grow ing at In nity, satisfy condition (168§). Criterion (168) is optin al in the sense that if
Vv Kx*M"asx! 1 ,where"> 0 can be arbirarily an all, the both Inearly independent
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solutionsu; ,; ofthehom ogenousequation u®™ Vu = 0;and also oftheequation u®™ vu= u
with any real ; are square Integrable:

K 1=2
hE
2+ "

24"

1
Ul,-z(X)VWeXP rx D1 ;

therefore, the de ciency indices ofthe sym m etric operator H © are (2;2) and the sa. boundary
conditions include boundary conditions at 1 : This circum stance is crucial in the sense that
is neglecting leads to som e \paradox". From the naive standpoint, the situation where the
stationary Schrodinger equation P} v =E hasonly square-ntegrable solutions or any
real energy E , apparently in plies that all the eigenstates in such a potential are bound, and
what is m ore, the discrete energy spectrum tums out to be continuous, which is in possble.
T his situation isquite sin flarto the case ofa \fallto the center" fora particle of negative energy
n a strongly attractive potentia?i V (x) < 7 asx ! 0. The resolution of the paradox is in
the obligatory boundary conditions at in nity; w ithout these boundary conditions, we actually
dealw ith the Ham itonian H that isnon-sa.. O nly taking sa. boundary conditionsat In nity
into account, we get a sa. Ham iltonian all the eigenstates ofw hich arebound, but the spectrum
is really discrete.

W e must also em phasize that the condition of the integrability of the potential V at the
origin providing the reqularity of the left end is also crucial. The case where the potential is
singular and nonintegrable at the origin requires a special consideration.

The Jast rem ark concems the Ham iltonian for a particle m oving along the real axis in the
potential edV . IfV (x) isa locally integrabk function”’, the Ham iltonian isde ned asa sa.
operator associated w ith the previous di erential expression H 65), but now on the whole real
axisR'= ( 1 ;+1 ) and with the both singularends, 1 and +1 . Let H @ be the mitial

sym m etric operator associated w ith H . The crucial rem ark is that according to ormula (07),
) )

itsde ciency ndicesm;, = m = m arede ned by thede ciency indicesm , '=m ' '=m ¢
andm ' =m " = m ) ofthe repective symm etric operators § ¥ and K, associated w ith

the sam e di erential expression H restricted to the respective negative sam iaxisR* = ( 1 ;0]
and positive sem iaxisRT = D;+1 ):

m=m‘ +m®% 2: (170)

Let the potential V satisfy one of the conditions that are the extensions of conditions (167)
and ([6§) to the whole realaxisR?,

DV ®)2L2(1;+1); 171)
ie. V is square ntegrable on R!; or
2)V ®X)> Kx?;K > 0; 172)

for su ciently Jarge k3: Then the symm etric operator K, satis es conditions @67) or (Le8),
and therefore, its de ciency indices are (1;1), ie, m ©) = 1; the sam e is evidently true for the

56Tt can be respectively called a \fallto in nity" because a classical particle escapes to 1 nity in a nite
tin e.
5"That is, iV (x) is integrable on any segment R;b], 1 < a< b< 1 .
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symm etric operator § @, it is su cient to change the varisbe x | x,ie,m ()= 1l alo. &t
Pllowsby (70) thatm = 1+ 1 2= 0, ie. the de ciency indices of the symm etric operator
H © are (0;0). Thismeansthat { @ isessentially sa., and itsunique sa. extension isH = K

W e note that the sam e result Pllows from a consideration of the asymmetry form ! for
H . According to €8) and §Y), it is given by

' (; )=103; 19,:8 ; 2D ; (173)

where[ ; 1= %+ 70 . Thecrucialrem ark isthen that the restrictions ofthe functions
2 D tothe respective sam faxisR' and R} evidently belong to the dom ains ofthe respective

N

adpintsH = H £

M
and Pf+ = H, and therefore [ ; ] have the sam e boundary

values at In nity as the respective boundary values for H and HA+ . But if the de ciency

indices of ¥ @ and £ +(O) are (1;1), the corresponding boundary values are dentically zero. It

Pliows that ! {173) in this case is dentically zero aswell, and the adpint H s sym m etric,
and therefore is sa. W e retum to these argum ents later where we independently prove the

vanishing of the boundary values [ ; 1@ ) orH .

The nalconclusion is that under conditions (71) or {'72), there is a unique sa. operator
H associated with a sa. di erential expression H (6%) on the realaxis R' and de ned on the

naturaldom ain:

g, Da=f @:; ax:nRY; ; P4V 2L2(1;+1)g;
T H = %+v

This fact is Inplicitly adopted in the m aprity of textbooks on quantum m echanics for
physicists and considered an undquestionable common place. In particular, it concems the
one-dim ensional H am iltonians w ith bounded potentials lke a potential barrer, a nite well,
a solvablke potentials Ike Voch ? (ax) , the Ham iltonians w ith grow ing potentials, ©or exam plk,
the Ham iltonian for a ham onic oscillatorwhere H =  d?=dx®+ x?, and even the H am iltonians
w ith IinearpotentialV = kx,which goesto 1 atone ofthe ends, but only linearly, not faster
than quadratically.

A s to the ham onic oscillator H am iltonian, it follow s from the A khiezer{G lJazm an theorem
(Theorem ¥4) that its standard representation H=aa+1m plies that & is the closed operator
associated w ith the non-sa. di erential expression a = d=dx + x and de ned by

D,=f ® : ac.n (1;+1); ;@=dx+x) 2L2(1;+1)g;

a2 et x)

whilk & is its adpint, it is the operator associated w ith the non-sa. di erential expression
a’ = d=dx+ x and de ned by

A Dy =f ®: acd (1;+1); ;(d=dx+x) 2L%( 1 ;+1)g;
a" = ( d=dx+ x)
T hese subtlke points are usually om itted In the physical literature. To be true, they are irrele-
vant or nding the eigenfunctions of H because the latter are sn ooth functions exponentially
vanishing at in nigy.
T he other rem arks on the physical applicability of conditions (64) and (168) are naturally
and practically literally extended to conditions (L71) and (172). In particular, if condition
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@72) is violated, and, Prexampl, V (x) < Kx**", "> 0,asx ! 1 or/and x ! 1,
we regpectively havem ¢’ = 2 or/and m *) = 2 and consequently m = 1 orm = 2. T
this case, we have ‘gle r%qaectjye oneparam eter U (1)-fam ily or fourparam eter U 2)-fam ily of
sa. Ham ittonians HAU ,U 20U (1) orU 2 U ), that are soeci ed by som e sa. boundary

conditions at in nity, x = 1 or/and x = 1 . To be true, such potentials are considered
apparently nonphysical at present (unless they em erge in som e exotic coam ological scenarios) .

3.8 A fernative way of specifying selfad pint di erential operators
in tem s of explicit selfad pint boundary conditions

T he description of sa. extensions of sym m etric di erential operators in term s of sa. boundary
conditions due to the above presented conventionalm ethods is som etim es of an nexplicit char-
acter, especially for the case of singular ends, such that the U (m ) nature of the whol fam ily
of sa. extensions is not evident.

W enow discuss a possbl altemative way of specifying sa. di erential operators associated
w ith a given sa. di erentialexpression in tem sofexplicit, in generalasym ptotic, sa. boundary
conditions, theU (m ) nature ofthis speci cation isevident. T he idea ofthem ethod isa result of
tw o observations. T he both equally concemsthe asymm etry form s!  and . Forde niteness,
we goeak about the quadratic asym m etry form , although the all to be said applies to !
we recall that and ! de ne each other.

For the st observation, we retum to the previous section, but use the notation adopted
in this section for di erential operators where the elem ents of the H ibert space L? (a;b) are
denoted by  with an appropriate subscript, the closure of the initial symm etric operator £
is denoted by £, £0 = £, the de cient subspaces aredenoted by D, andD wih z= 1 ;and
etc.

By rstvon Neumann ormula B),any 2 D isuniguely represented as

= + 4, f i 2D¢; 2D, 2D

By von Neum ann omul @19), the asymm etry fom is nontrivial only on the direct sum
D, +D ofthede cint subspaces and expressed in tetm sofD ; and D componentsof  as

2 2

Let fe, xg) * and fe 4g] be som e orthcbasises in the respective D, and D such that

b X
+ = C+;ke+;k; = C;ke k7
k=1 k=1
where ¢ x are the respective expansion coe cients, then the asymm etry form becom es
I
X+ 2 X 2
()=21 ol rxd o 174)
k=1 k=1

The problem of symm etric and sa. extensions ofthe Iniial sym m etric operator £© can be
considered In temn s of the expansion coe cients. The de cient subspacesD , and D reveals
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itself as the respective com plex linear spaces CY * ofthem , -colmns fe, 4 d] © and C"  ofthe
m -oolum ns fc ;kgT . The quadratic form ll becom es a H em itian diagonal form , canonical
up to the factor 2 , In the complex linear space C™**™  that is a direct sum of C}* and
c" ,crmetm =l + ", giving oontdbu‘tjonstoli ofthe opposite signs. The de ciency
Indicesm . andm de ne the signature of this quadratic form SJgnll = m,;m ) ;being is
Inertia Indices. In this tem s, we can repeat all the argum ents of the previous section leading
to the m ain theorem with the sam e conclusions. W e repeat them in the end of the present
consideration In new temm s.

W e now note that we can choose an arbitrary m ixed basis fekgT* ’

D, + D such that

m

in the direct sum

mXi-m
Lt = G
k=1

which respectively changes thebasisin C™**™ ; and the form becom es

m§(+—m
()y=21 Glxici k= Tras 175)
k=1

such that ll becom es the general H em itian quadratic form , of course, w ith the sam e signa—
ture. W e then diagonalize this form and repeat the above argum ents w ith the known concli-
sions.

To be true, the second observation inclides a suggestion. W e know that In the case of
di erential operators, the asymm etry form is detem ined by the nite boundary values of
the ocalform [ ; Jthatisa form i temsof  (x) and its derivatives, see (7Q) and (73),

()=»03: 1 [ ; 1@3;
[ 7 ](a)=5ma[ i 1&x) [ ](b)=£-"'mb[ i 1 X)

we repeat (O0) and 91). Forbrevity, wecall[ ; J@)and [ ; 1() the boundary fom s.
W e certainly know that the boundary form at a regqularend isa nite nonzero form of ordern
w ith respect to nite boundary values of functions and their derivatives of orderup ton 1
for a di erential expression £ of order n. For a sihgular end, the evaluation of the respective
boundary form is generally nontrivial. T he suggestion is that the boundary form is expressed
In temm s of nite number coe cients In front of generally divergent or in nitely oscillating
leading asym ptotic tem s of functions and their derivatives at the end. Therefore, In the
generalcase, boundary fom s are expressed in tem s ofboundary values and the the coe cients
descrbing the asym ptotic boundary behavior of fiinctions. For breviy, we call the whole
set of the rlevant boundary values and the above-introduced coe cients the abv-coe cients
(asym ptotic boundary valie coe cients). Let the pcolumn fc kgll) denote the abv-coe cients
for 2 D These colimns form a complex lnear space CP, and is a nie quadratic
antiH emm itian form in this space

()=21 Gl k= Thas 176)



Tt isnow su cient to compare (I76) wih (175) and repeat the above consideration w ith the
known conclusions on the possbility of sa. extensions of £©@ and their speci cation in tem s
ofthe abv-coe cients by passing to Iinear combinations fc, xg] * and fc xg] ,p=m,+m ,
diagonalizing form (176). W e call them the diagonal abv-coe cients. A1l the jist said is
quite natural. O f course, the nonzero contributions to are due to the de cient subspaces,
but only the abv-ooe cients of functions In D , + D are wkvant, the de ciency indices are
evidently identi ed with the signature of the orm %, and the isometries U :D. ! D
reveal them selves as isom etries of one set of diagonalboundary values, for exam ple, fc, ,.kgril v
to another set fc xg] . W e ormulate the conclusions in tem s of abv-coe cients in the end
of our consideration.

The altemative m ethod is a result of obviously pining the two observations. W e outline
the consecutive steps of the m ethod for a di erential expression £ of ordern.

The st step is evaluating the behavior of finctions (x) 2 D near the sihgular ends
and either proving that the respective boundary formm s vanish identically by establishing the
asym ptotic behavior of fiinctions at the ends or establishing the asym ptotic tem s that give
nonzero contributions to the respective boundary fom s. Unfortunately, there is no universal
recipe for perfom ing the both procedures at present. W e only give som e instructive exam ples
below . Aswe already said above, the result m ust be a representation (174) of In temm s of
abv-coe cients fc o .

The next step consists in diagonalizing the cbtained form (17§), ie., diagonalizing the
Hem itian matrix ! . As a resul, becom es a diagonal quadratic om  (74) in tem s of
diagonalabv—-coe cients, fc, 49" = and fc 49" ,m,; +m = p. The resulting conclusions are
actually a repetition ofthem ain theorem in the case of nite de ciency indices. N am ely, if the
nertia ndicesm, andm of orm (74) aredi erent, m , 6 m , there is no sa. operators
associated with a given sa. di erential expression £f. Ifm, = m = 0, ie, if = 0, the
initial sym m etric operator £ © is essentially sa., and there is a unique sa. operator associated
with £ that is given by the cbsure f of £© coinciding with the ad fynt £ :f=f"=1¢f.
Ifm, =m =m > 0, there isan m?parameter U m)-Emiy fy; ; U 2 U (n); of sa.

operators associated with £. Any sa. ﬁ] is speci ed by sa. boundary conditions de ned by a
unitarym m matrix U relating the diagonalboundary values fc, ;kgrl“ and fc ;kgrl“ and given
by

C x=UxGxsk=1;:::;m @77)

In the case of singular ends, these boundary conditions have a form of asym ptotic boundary
conditions prescribing the asym ptotic form of functions ; 2 D ¢, at the singular ends.

A com parative advantage of the m ethod is that it avoids explicitly evaluating the de cient
subspaces and de ciency indices, the de ciency Indices are obtained by passing. U nfortunately,
it is not universal because at present we don’t know a universal m ethod for evaluating the
asym ptotic behavior of finctions in D  at singular ends.

W e now consider possibl applications of the proposad altemative m ethod.

W e rst show In detail , m aybe super uous, how sinply the problem of sa. di erential
expression p 38) on an interval (a;b) is solved by the alternative m ethod. W e recall that
the illustration of the conventional m ethods by the exam ple of p presented at the end of the

previous section was mather extensive. In thiscase, [ ; 1= 1ij 7; see @2), therehre,
the quadratic asym m etry form is ()= 1ij (b)32+ ij (a)j2 ; and 2D inples
; 9212 @b).
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Let @;b)= ( 1 ;1 ),thewhole realaxis. The nitenessoftheboundary form [ ; 1@ )

m eans that j 32! C()x! 1,;F( )j< 1l ;whereC ( ) isa nie constant. But
this constant must be zero, because C ( ) § 0 contradicts the square ntergability of . It
is easy to see that for the validity of this conclusion, ! Oasx ! 1, i issu cint that

be square integrable at in nity together w ith its derivative °; actually, we repeat the well-
known assertion that if the both and ° are square integrable at in nity, then vanishes
at in nity. Sin ilarly, we prove that ! Dasx! 1 andthereore [ ; 1( 1 )= 0alo
forany 2 D .We nallyhavethat () O,jnpartjcuhr,sjgn;i = (0;0). Thism eans
that there is a unique sa. operator P associated w ith p on the realaxis and given by 49), which
is in a com plkte agreem ent w ith the known fact established here in passing that the de ciency
indices of the initial sym m etric operator p© are (0;0) and therefre, P is essentially sa. and

p=pO =p .
Let @;b) = ;1 ).Bytheprviousargum ents,wehave[ ; 1@ )= 0,whie[ ; 10)=
ij (0)326 0 in general. C onsequently, the H emm itian quadratic form ;l ( )= 7 (O)j2 is
positive de nie and SJgnll = (1;0). Thism eans that there is no sa. operators associated

with p on a sam jaxis, which is In com plete agreem ent w ith the known fact that the de ciency
indices of p© 1 this case are (1;0).

Let (@;b) = D;1, a nie ssgmnent. In this case, we have ll = 7 (O)j2 3 (1)32 ;a
nontrivial Hem itian quadratic form with s::g'nll = (1;1), which con m s the known fact
that the de ciency indices of p© i this case are (1;1). The corresponding sa. boundary
conditions are

they de netheoneparam eterU (1)-fam ily £, g ofsa. operatorsassociated w ith p on a segm ent
D;1], the fam ily given by &4).

The case ofan even sa. di erential expression w ith the both regular ends is com plktely 21l
into the fram ework of the altemative m ethod. Let £ be an even sa. di erential expression of
ordern on a nite interval (@;b) ; the both endsbeing regular. In this cass, we have represen—
tation {157) for the sesquilinear asymm etry orm ! , while the quadratic asymm etry form
is represented as

()= " OE b T@E @ (178)
where them atrix E isgiven by (124) and ©) ; (o) are the colim ns whose com ponents are
the respective boundary values of functions 2 D and their (Quasi)derivatives of order up to
n 1;

0 1 0 1
@) ©)
B n B o
B @) B ©)
_ ; - ; 179
@) 8 : % ®) 8 : § 179)
" e S )
or y@= ¥Y@; o= ¥ ;k=1;:3n;an analbgue of {12§).

An i portant prelin inary ram ark conceming dim ensional considerations is in order here. In
them athem aticalliterature, the variable x is considered din ensionless, such that  ; [”; 3 b1
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have the sam e zero din ension aswellas the di erential expression f itself. T herefore, com par-
ing (178) with (76), wherep = 2n and = 1; as it is conventionally adopted in the math-
em atical literature, we could Inm ediately identify the set fckgin w ith the set k1] @) [
n o, 1
k1] () ;them atrix ! is then given by
1
1 E O
180
2i 0 E (180)
But in physics, the varable x is usually assigned a certain din ension, the din ension of

length, which wewriteas k]= [ength];while functions  have dim ensjpn ofthe square root of

inverse length, [ 1= [ength] ' :Thereore, ¥ x) hasthedimension ¥ = [ength] * '7;

and if the coe cient function £, ) In £ is taken dim ensionless, the £ itself is assigned the
dimension f = [ength] ". It is convenient to have allvariables g, k = 1;:::;2n, in @76) of
equaldin ension in orderthem atrix elem ents ofthe unitary m atrix U in (I77) be din ensionless.
T his can be done as follow s.

W e mtroduce arbitrary, but xed, param eter ofdimension of length, [ 1= [ength], and
represent () agd
()= """ "OE ® T @E @ ; (181)
where
0 1 0 1
@) ©)
B I B I
B @) B )
@ =% : ;é\ P O3 : ;é\
n 1 h 1] (a) n 1 h 1] GD)

or in com ponents

r@= " q; o= " ¥ Yp;k=1;:::50;
thedimension of (@) and () is[ 1= fength] .
W e can now identify the set fqgf“ w ih @) [ ) and proceed to diagonalizing

quadratic form {181) ormatrix ! (180Q). D fagonalizing is evidently reduced to ssparately diag-
onalizing the quadratic form * @)E @ and * OE () or to diagonalizing the m atrix

E . But this was already done above, see ormulas (154), 155), and {I56). The nalresul is

h i
( ): 2i +(+ ) + ) +( +) (+) ’ (182)
where =1=4 "*'and 4 ,, (., arcthen-colmns
_ + O _ b
. @ VA
8Thedinension of is[ ]= [ength] ®:
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where @), are the n=2-colum ns

0 1
(a) + l n 1l h 1] (a)
@) E AR g (183)
a = .
* @ x 7
n=2 1 h=2 1] (a) + i n=2 h=2] (a)
0 n=2 1 h=2 1] (a) i n=2 nh=2] (a) 1
B o
B ol
a) = B ol 184
( ) @ 1] (a) i n 2 h 2] (a) A ’ ( )
@ 1i** " Y@
or In com ponents
v @= P EUg 4 ink PGy sr= 10,02, (185)
K @)= "P K PGy okl Rl Gy s k= 1;::;n=2:  (186)

W e note that x (@) are cbtained from + x @) by the change 1! i;andk ! n=2+1 k:
The n=2-colum ns x ) are given by sin ilar formulas with the change a ! b. In other
words, the com ponents of the n-colimns 4 , and ( +) are respectively given by

kb kMg g0k BXlgyx=1;:::;n=2;

+ )k T :
“ nk R M@ ikt K@) s k=n=2+ 1:n;

and

n=2 k h=2 k] (b) in:2+k 1 h=2+k 1] 03) sk = 1:::::n=2:
’ resey ’

k= - = . 3p= =
+) k n=2 1 k n=2 l](a)+l3n—2k BHZK](a);;k=n=2+ 1;:::;n ¢

T ollows from {182) that the sa. boundary conditions de ning a sa. operator fy associated
with f are given by

(+H =10 @ )7 187)

where U isann n unitary matrix, U 2, U @). When U ranges over allU (n) group, we
cover the whole n?-param eter U (n)—fam ily f’; of sa. operators associated w ith a given sa.

deferential expression £ or ordern on a nite nterval (@;b) w ith the both regular ends.

W e conclude this item with som e evident ram arks.

1) W e use the sam e symbol fU for the notation of sa. extensions as before, although the
subscrpt U hasnow anotherm eaning. In the previous context, the subscript U was a symbol
of a an isom etry ¥ :D, ! D ,i the present context, it is a symbol of a unitary m apping
187) of one set of boundary values to another one.

2) W e could organize the colum n ( +) In anotherway, for exam ple,
_ ®©) | _ + @
¢ N ¢ ©
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0 I ,

where the unitary matrix is = I 0 , here, T is the n=2 n=2 unit m atrix, = TI.
Then U in {187) would change to U, which is also a unitary m atrix.
3) It is evident that we can specify sa. boundary conditionsby ¢ ,=U (4,: &k is

su cient tomake the changeU ! U ' in (87).
4) Ifamatrix U n {187 isofa speci ¢ block-diagonal form

U b 0

U= 0 U !@)

; (188)
where U (@) and U () are n=2 n=2 unitary m atrice®?, we obtain the so-called splitted sa.
boundary conditions

@=0Uf@ + @:; =00 .+ 0O:; (189)

For illustration, we consider the fam iliar sscond-order di erential expression H (65) on a seg-
ment [0;1] with an integrable potentialV which im plies that the both ends are reqular. This
includes the case of a freeparticewhereV = OandH = H, ©4). The sa. boundary conditions
In this case are given by

@ 1’0 +i @
O+i %0 © i @ '
whereU isan 2 2 unitary m atrix, to our know kedge, they were rst given n B3]wih = 1:
Choosing U = I, we obtain sa. boundary conditions f132): Q)= °@®=0:
W ith U = I, we reproduce sa. boundary conditions (131): ©)= ()= 0:
If
et 0
U = 0 e i 7 ’ # ’
we dbtain splitted sa. boundary condition @6): ° () = 0; = () ; where
=ltan§;=ltan§;l ; 1, 1 v1:
Choosing
_— 0o et
e 0 !
we cbtain modi ed periodic sa. boundary conditions @61} Q=& 0; °0 =
et %) :
Finall, taking = = and
y. _ L  ismh 1
cosh 1 ishnh !

we reproduce \exotic" sa. boundary conditions {37).

S9For convenience, we take the down right block in rhs. of {188) in the om U ! (a) ratherthan U (@); see
below {189).

86



Another case where the altemative m ethod is e cient is the case of an even di erential
expression £ of order n with one regular end, lkt it be a, and one singular end, b, if the
boundary fom s vanish identically at the sihgular end, n particular, [ ; 10) 0. In this
case, the quadratic asymm etry om is, see [182) wih o) = 0;

()=2i 7 @ @) T @ (190)

w here the n=2-colum ns of boundary values are given by (183){ {186). It ollows from (190) that
sa. boundary conditions de ning a sa. operator ﬁ] associated w ith £ are given by'fcﬁ

@=U0 4 @: (191)

where U isan unitary matrix, U 2 U (n=2), W jen U ranges over allgroup U (n=2), we cover
thewhole (n=2)2—param eterU =2)-fam ily fU of associated sa. operators in the case under
consideration.

W e know from the above considerations, see Lemma 13 that the su cient condition for
vanishing the boundary fom s at the singular end is that the de ciency indices of the initial
associated sym m etric operator £ @ bem ninum , =2;n=2). But ormula (190) explicitly show s
that conversely, if the boundary form [ ; ] @) vanishes identically, the signature of the
Hem itian form ¥  is

1
sign — = M=2;n=2) : (192)
i

which m eans that the de ciencies ndices of £© are (n=2;n=2). In other words, we can state
that for an even sa. di erential expression £ of order n wih one regular and one singular
end, the de ciency indices of the associated initial sym m etric operator £©@ are M=2;n=2) i
the boundary fom s at the singular end identically vanish. Therefore, for such di erential
expressions, the description of the associated sa. di erential operators by sa. boundary
conditions (191) is in com plete agreem ent with the previous description given by Theorem
14 and Theorem 1§. W e only note that the application of Theorem 14 requires evaluating
the de cient subspaces and that the matrix A ,_, in Theorem s1§ is de ned up to the change
A;, ! A;,7Z,where Z isa nonshgular matrix, whik sa. boundary conditions (91) avoid
evaluating the de cient subspaces and contain no arbitrariness.

For illustration, we consider the sam e di erential expression H (63) on the sam iaxis D;1 )
w ith a potentialV integrable at the origin, such that the left end is regular. W e know the two
criteria given by respective ([67) and (I68) for the initial symm etric operator H © to have the
de ciency indices (1;1) and, therefore, the boundary form [ ; ](@ ) tovanish identically. In
the soirt of the altemative m ethod, we now directly, w thout addressing to de ciency indices,
show that under either of conditions {67) or (16§), wehave [ ; 10 ) 0.

W e begin with condition®’ (167). The corresponding assertion is based on the cbservation
that under this condition, the function x ™ ° isbounded forx > a> 0,

x 7% <c% )<1;%x>a>0;8 2D : (193)

800 f course, we can interchange @ and .+ @) . @éi) . W e can also repeat the rem ark after Hmula
@éi) conceming the new m eaning of the symbolfAU .
51% e have already m entioned that this condition in plies the integrability of V (x) at the origi.
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Tt ©llow s that the function x ™2 ° is square ntegrabke at in nity aswellas , therefore,

the function x 2 [ ; ]=x 2 ° Y isaleo square ntegrabk at n nity. On the
other hand, the niteness ofthe boundary fom [ ; 1@ ),

[ 7 1t C();x! 1 ;%X ()<l (194)
Inpliesx 2 [ ; 1! x ¥C ( );x! 1 :Butthefinction i lhs. is square integrabk at
In nity, whereasthe function in rh s. isnotunlkssC ( )= 0,which provesthat [ ; 1@ )

0. It rem ains to prove {193).

Forthis, we regallthat 2 D implies Pyv 212 (Qz1 ) which in tum inplies
that the finction _d j §,where = ®+V ;isbounded, . d j F<cC.( )<1;
therefore,

d <C; () x aj;x>aj; (195)

by the Cauchy{Bounpkow sky nequality. IfV ZRL2 0;1 ) aswellas , the function V is
Integrable on 0;1 ), and therefore, the fiinction axd V  isbounded on [0;1 ),

ZX
dVvV <Cy( )<1: (196)
a
Integrating the equality ®+v = ,wehave
ZX ZX
‘= dvV d + %@ ;
a a

and then using {195) and (196), we obtain the inequality

- P
%< C( )+ CiP( )y x a+3%@i;x>a;8 2D ;

which yields 193) and proves the assertion.

T he iIn portant concluding rem ark isthat as the given proof show s, In order that the bound-
ary om [ ; 1@ ) vanish identically, condition {1:6:7.) can be weakened: it is su cient that
the potentialV be square integrable at in nity, ie., V 2 L? (@;1 ) with somea > 0.

W e now tum to condition ((68). The corresponding assertion is based on the cbservation
that under this condition, the finction %=x is square integrablk at n niy aswellas

Zl 0 2
d — <& )<1;a>0;8 2D : 197)

a

It ©ollow sthat the function  ’=x is integrable at in nity, and, therefore, the finctionx ' [ ;

x1t 0 Y isalwo Integrable at in nity. O n the otherhand, the nitenessofthebound-
aryorm [ ; 1@ ),see (94), mpliesthatx *[ ; 1! C ( )x 'asx! 1 :Butthefunc-
tion In lhs. is integrabl at in niy, whereas the function In rhs. isnotunkssC ( )= 0,

which provesthat [ ; 1(1 )= 0. It rem ains to prove {197).
T he proof is by contradiction. W e rst m ake som e prelin inary estin ates, as in the proof
of the previous assertion, based on the conditions ; Py v = 2 L? (0;a) : These
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R

conditions In ply that axd 3 j2< Ci1( )< 1 ;we already used this estin ate before, and
that
Z .2 Z 2
J ] J
d=—" <C3( )<1; d=—F" <Cys( )<1;a>0;
f a
d —— +— <2c;7()CT ) (198)

a

The condition {16§) m eans that there exist some a > 0 such thatV x)=x*> K ,K > 0,
and, therefore,

Vo, o .2
d—=3j 7> K d 3 3> KCy( ): (199)

O n the other hand, we have

I J— d2 . 2 . 02 . 2
+ = @j J+23°J+2vy J:
M ultplying this equality by 1=x? and Integrating w ith integrating the tem = x 2d%=dx?3
by parts, we obtain that

Zx 0 2 Zx Zx 2 Zx
14, > vV . > J ] — —
-] J=2 d — +2 d—=3J J 6 d —; d +
X d}< a a a a
.2
J J 14, 5 2, 2
20—+ C ; C = —— + =
o s )iCs () Zax] I3 .
In view of (98) and 199), this yields the nequality
I
d e o0 IR
. 2 2
— > x° 2 d — C 2 ;
dxj J . 6( ) X3 ’
where Cg= 2K Cy ( )+ 6C4 ( )+2C; - ( )C, 2 ( ) Cs( ).Letnow the integrall (x) =
2
“d Z divergeasx ! 1 .Then orsu ciently argex,x > b> a,wehave2Ix) C 4( )>

a

Cs; ( )> 0, and, therefore, we obtain the nequaliy

25 55w, () 23 i,
dx ! x3

Again, ntegrating this nequality and taking {98) into account,we nd j > C, () x3=3
Cg( )j;whereCg( )=2C5( )+C,( )P=3 3 ¥ b);whencei olowsthatj 5! 1
asx ! 1 , whith contradicts the square integrability of at in niy. This contradiction
proves that the finction “=x is square integrablke at n nity, ie., @97) holds, and thus proves
the assertion. W e should not forget that because the sesquilinear and quadratic form s de ne
each other, the vanishing oftheboundary form [ ; ]inpliesthe vanishing ofthe sesquilinear
boundary form [ ; 1, and vice versa.

The proved criteria for vanishing the boundary form s at n nity allow s form ulating the
assertion that the sa. operators associated wih sa. di erential expression H (65) on the
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sem daxis 0;1 ) wih a potentialV integrable at the origin and satisfying either the condition
that it is also square integrable at in nity or the condition that V. k) > K x?,K > 0, for
su ciently Jarge x are speci ed by sa. boundary conditions given by

O 1 =& O+1i 01; # ; (200)
which is equivalent to
1 #
°0) = ©; = —tnz; 1 1 ;
n (@]
theboth = 1 yild the same sa. boundary condition (0) = 0: the whole fam ily g

of sa. operators associated with H is not the real axis, but a circle. W e thus reproduce the
previous result given by (169).

T he above criteria are evidently extended to the case of the sam e di erential expression H
©3), but now on the whok realaxisR' = ( 1 ;1 ), providing the vanishing of the boundary
form s on the both in nities. This allow s Inm ediately form ulating a sin ilar assertion for this
case: ifa potentialV (x) is Jocally integrabl and satis es the two altemative conditions that
V iseither square integrable at m nus in nity orv ) > K x?,K > 0, orsu ciently large
negative x and V is either square integrable at plus in nity orV &) > K ,.x?,K, > 0, for
su ciently argex (generally K and K . m ay be di erent), then there isa unique sa. operator
K associated with H , it is given by the closure of the initial sym m etric operator H © de ned
on the naturaldomain, ' = H @ = { |

The case of a fire particle where V. = 0 and H = H, certainly &2lls under the above
conditions, such that H 3 de ned on naturaldom ain ©B) is really sa. aswe said in advance in
subsec. 34. It m ay be also usefiil to m ention that In this case we can strengthen the estin ates
on the asym ptotic behavior of functions (x) 2 Dy , nam ely, ®); &) ! Oas xIj! 1.
For this, it is su cient to prove that 0 is square integrable both at plus and m inus in nity,
which means that ° 2 L?( 1 ;1) aswellas and ?. & then rem ains to refer to the
assertion that we dbtained when considering the case of the di erential expression p B8): if

; © are square ntegrablke at In nity, plus orm inus, this in plies that vanishes at in niy,
and to apply this assertion to the regpective pairs ; ° and °; . W e only prove that if
2Dy, °is square ntegrable at +1 ; theprooffor 1 is compltely sin ilar. T he proof
is by contradiction. The oondj%jon 2 Dy Inpliesthat and ©are square Integrabl at

in niy; therefore, the ntegral axd 0 0 isconvergent asx ! 1,
ZX
a P+ @ PC( );x! 1 ;T ()<l
a
O n the other hand
ZX d ZX g
a %+ ®° =—37F 2 a3 —37
a dX a dX X=a

R
andif *d 3°f! 1 asx! 1 ,then 23 §! 1 asx! 1 alo,andtherebre,j §! 1
asx ! 1 ,whith contradicts the square Intergability of  and proves the required.
W e have thus com pletely paid our debt since subsec. 3 4.
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W e agaln note that in the above consideration related to H on the whol axis, we escape
evalunating the de cient subspaces and de cient Indices, but, In passing, we ocbtain that the
de ciency indices of H @ are (0;0), and therefore, H © is essentially sa..

Tt rem ains to dem onstrate how the altemative m ethod can work in the case of singular
ends. For illustration, we take the di erential expression H =  d?=dx? =x? on the positive
sem daxis [0;1 ) with the din ensionless coupling constant > 1=4. This di erential expression
can be identi ed with the radial Ham iltonian H, 96), (97) for a threedin ensional particle

n the el of a strongly attractive central potential V.=  — wih 1= 0 (the swave) or

vV = s lg D with 16 0 (the higher waves); such a potential yields a phenom enon known as

the \21lto a center". H istorically, thiswasthe rst case where the standard textbook approach
did not allow constructing scattering states and even raised the question on the applicability
of quantum m echanics to strongly singular potentials fiQ].

ThepotentialV = _—; satis estheboth criteria forvanishing theboundary fom [ ; 1@ ),
and the problem of constructing sa. operators associated with H reduces to the problem of
evaluating the boundary form [ ; 1(0). Ik is solved by the follow Ing argum ents that can be
extended to another cases, and m aybe, to the general case, the idea was already stated above,
in the consideration related to omula (93). By the de nition ofthedomam D , the fiinctions

and = ®  =%? DpebngtoL? (0;1 ). Thismeansthat 2 D can be considered
as a square-integrable solution of the inhom ogenous di erential equation

o %2 = ©01)

w ith a square-integrable, and therefore, lIocally integrable, Inhom ogenous term . Therefore,
as any solution of Q01), the finction  can be represented as

Z Z
l X X
=cgu tcu . uy du () () u du () () 202)
21 of 0 0
In term s ofthe two lnearly jndepfpdent solutionsu = ( ox)l=2 Y ofthe hom ogenous equation

u® =x’u = 0,where { = 1=4 > 0 and , is an arbitrary, but xed, din ensional

param eter of din ension of nverse length ntroduced by din ensional considerations, the factor
-1=21 ,{ isthe lnverse W ronskian of the solutionsu; and u , and ¢ are som e constants.

Representation (02) allows easily estin ating the asym ptotic behavior of  asx ! 0.
U sing the C auchy {B ounakow sky Inequality in estin ating the integralterm in @02), we obtain
that the asym ptotic behavior of % and near the origin is given by

Il
o)
[

f
+
Q
c
+
o
b
VL»J
N
x

Ccult (x)7EE) ; 203)

Il
|
+
B
o
0
[
k
+
|
B

where " k), & x) v Roxd 3 j2 ' Oasx ! 0. W e note that i is the equally vanishing of
the solutionsu ofthe hom ogenous equation at the origin that caused di culties In the choice
of an acoeptable scattering state. Formulas 203) yvield [ ; 10) = 21 4{ =i &7 ;
whence it inm ediately ©llow s the sa. boundary conditionsc = ¢, e* ;0 # 2 ;ori the
unfolded fom ,

h i

ot e et () Mo+ ()T ) (204)

= c( ¢x)
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w hich have the form of asym ptotic boundary conditions.
T his asym ptotic sa. boundary conditions can be rew ritten as

=c(x)Posl{ In(,x) #=21+ ( x)°"®) ; (205)

then the extension param eter # can be treated as the phase ofthe scattering wave at the origin,
or as
h . i

() + (%) 7+ ()T (206)

—— OX)1=2

where the din ensional parameter = e 2, e = s Plays the ol of the
extension param eter and m anifests a \dim ensional tranam utation" and also, as can be shown,
the breaking of a \naive" scale symm etry of the system : x ! x=1=) H ! PH .Wealonote
that by passing, we cbtain that the de ciency indices of H @ are (1;1) :
n Iheopnclysion isthat In the case under consideration, we have a oneparam eterU (1)-fam ily
Pf# = K of sa. Ham iltonians associated w ith H , these are param eterized either by the
angk # or the dim ensional param eter and are soeci ed by asym ptotic boundary conditions
©04), or Q08), or £206). The parameters # or enter the theory as additional param eters
oecifying the corresponding di erent quantum m echanical system s.

O ne of the physical consequences of this conclusion for three-din ensional system is that
we should realize that if we describe interaction in tem s of strongly attractive central poten—
tials, a com plete description requires additional speci cation in tem s of new param eters that
m athem atically reveal itself as extension param eters.
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