arXiv:1603.02009v1 [math.FA] 7 Mar 2016

Fredholm Operators and Spectral Flow

Nils Waterstraat

2

Contents

1 Linear Operators 7 1.1 Bounded Operators and Subspaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 1.2 Closed Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 1.3 Spectral Theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

2 Selfadjoint Operators 21 2.1 Definitions and Basic Properties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 2.2 Spectral Theory of Selfadjoint Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26

3 The Gap Topology 29 3.1 Definition and Properties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 3.2 Stability of Spectra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 3.3 Spaces of Selfadjoint Fredholm Operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

4 The Spectral Flow 39 4.1 Definition of the Spectral Flow . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39 4.2 Properties and Uniqueness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42 4.3 Crossing Forms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

5 A Simple Example and a Glimpse at the Literature 49 5.1 A Simple Example . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49 5.2 A Glimpse at the Literature . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51

4 CONTENTS

Introduction

Fredholm operators are one of the most important classes of linear operators in mathematics. They were introduced around 1900 in the study of integral operators and by definition they share many properties with linear operators between finite dimensional spaces. They appear naturally in global analysis which is a branch of pure mathematics concerned with the global and topological properties of systems of differential equations on manifolds. One of the basic important facts says that every linear elliptic differential operator acting on sections of a vector bundle over a closed manifold induces a Fredholm operator on a suitable Banach space completion of bundle sections. Every Fredholm operator has an integer-valued index, which is invariant under deformations of the operator, and the most fundamental theorem in global analysis is the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [AS68] which gives an explicit formula for the Fredholm index of an elliptic operator on a closed manifold in terms of topological data. An important special case are selfadjoint elliptic operators, which naturally appear in geometry and physics but for which, however, the Fredholm index vanishes. Atiyah, Patodi and Singer introduced in [APS76] the spectral flow as an integer-valued homotopy invariant for (closed) paths of selfadjoint Fredholm operators. Roughly speaking, the spectral flow is the number of eigenvalues which pass through zero in the positive direction from the start of the path to its end. Atiyah, Patodi and Singer proved in [APS76] that the spectral flow of a closed path of selfadjoint elliptic differential operators on a closed manifold can be computed by a topological index in essentially the same way as the Fredholm index in the previous index theorem [AS68] of Atiyah and Singer. In what follows, we denote the spectral flow of a path A = {A_λ}_{λ∈S}1 of selfadjoint Fredholm operators by sf(A). The spectral flow has been defined in several different but equivalent ways and it has become a well known and widely used integer-valued homotopy invariant for generally non-closed paths A = {A_λ}_{λ∈I} of selfadjoint Fredholm operators (cf. [Ph96], [BLP05]). For example, lots of efforts have been made to compute the spectral flow for paths A of operators induced by boundary value problems for first order selfadjoint elliptic operators on manifolds with boundary. Several spectral flow formulas have been found in this setting expressing sf(A) in terms of various invariants (cf. e.g. [LW96] among many other references). The spectral flow has also been used in symplectic analysis, where, e.g., Floer introduced it as a substitute for the Morse index in order to define a grading of his celebrated homology groups [Fl88]. It was thoroughly studied in this setting by Robbin and Salamon in [RS95], and it was also used before by Salamon and

6 CONTENTS

Zehnder in [SZ92].

The aim of these notes is an essentially self-contained introduction to the spectral flow for paths of (generally unbounded) selfadjoint Fredholm operators. We begin by recapitulating well known theory about bounded and unbounded operators in the first two sections following [GGK90], [Go06], [Wei80] and [Ru91], where we particularly focus on spectral theory. The third section is devoted to the gap-topology on the space of all closed operators on a given Hilbert space, which we need in order to deal with continuous paths of operators. In the fourth section we construct the spectral flow and discuss some of its properties following [BLP05], [Le05] and [RS95]. The final section is devoted to a simple example and some hints for further reading.

This manuscript are extended lecture notes of a PhD course that the author gave at the Università degli studi di Torino in Italy in spring 2013. We are grateful to Anna Capietto and Alessandro Portaluri for inviting us to give these lectures, and to the audience for several valuable questions.

Chapter 1

Linear Operators

1.1 Bounded Operators and Subspaces

Let E and F be non-trivial complex Banach spaces. We denote throughout by I_E , I_F the identity operators on E and F , respectively. Recall that a linear operator A : E → F is bounded if there exists a constant c ≥ 0 such that

‖Au‖ ≤ c‖u‖, u ∈ E. (1.1) The smallest possible bound in (1.1) is the norm ‖A‖ of A and it is given by

‖A‖ = sup_{u≠0} ‖Au‖ ‖u‖ = sup_{‖u‖≤1} ‖Au‖ = sup_{‖u‖=1} ‖Au‖. (1.2) It is a simple exercise for boring train trips to check the equalities in (1.2) as well as the following lemmata.

1.1.1 Lemma. The following assertions are equivalent:

• A is continuous, • A is continuous at some u ∈ E, • A is continuous at 0 ∈ E, • A is bounded.

In what follows, we denote by L(E, F ) the set of all bounded operators A : E → F which is a normed linear space with respect to the operator norm (1.2). 1.1.2 Lemma. L(E, F ) is a Banach space.

The proof of the previous lemma only uses that F is complete and hence the dual space N^∗ := L(N, C ) of any normed linear space N is a Banach space.

The following important result in functional analysis is called the open mapping theorem, and it is frequently applied to prove the continuity of inverses of operators.

1.1.3 Theorem. If A ∈ L(E, F ) is surjective, then A is an open map, i.e., A(U) ⊂ F is open for any open subset U ⊂ E.

In contrast, compact operators are never boundedly invertible on infinite dimensional spaces: 1.1.4 Definition. A linear operator A : E → F is compact if A(U) ⊂ F is relatively compact for any bounded subset U ⊂ E.

We denote by K(E, F ) the set of all compact operators A : E → F .

1.1.5 Lemma. Every compact operator is bounded; i.e., K(E, F ) ⊂ L(E, F ). Moreover, K(E, F ) is closed and products of compact and bounded operators are compact.

Now we assume that U, V are subspaces of E such that E = U ⊕ V algebraically. In this case we have a unique projection P : E → E onto U with respect to this decomposition and we can ask about the boundedness of P .

1.1.6 Lemma. The projection P : E → E is bounded if and only if U and V are closed. A strictly related problem concerns the following definition.

1.1.7 Definition. A closed subspace U of a Banach space E is called complemented if there exists a closed subspace V of E such that E = U ⊕ V .

A well known example of a non-complemented subspace of a Banach space is given by

{{x_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ C : lim_{n→∞} x_n = 0} which is a closed subspace of

l^∞ = {{x_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ C : sup_{n∈N} |x_n| < ∞}, ‖{x_n}_{n∈N}‖ = sup_{n∈N} |x_n|. However, we have the following two positive results.

1.1.8 Theorem. Any closed subspace U of a Hilbert space H is complemented. Note that the latter result is just the well known theorem on orthogonal projections and decompositions H = U ⊕ U^⊥ for any closed subspace U ⊂ H.

1.1.9 Lemma. Any subspace U of E of finite dimension is complemented.

1.1. BOUNDED OPERATORS AND SUBSPACES 9

Lemma 1.1.9 suggests the question if the same result holds if we require the codimension of U instead of its dimension to be finite. That is, we assume to have a decomposition E = U ⊕ V where V is of finite dimension. Since finite dimensional spaces are closed we obtain immediately that any closed subspace of E of finite codimension is complemented. However, by the following result, we cannot omit the closedness assumption.

1.1.10 Lemma. In any Banach space E of infinite dimension, there exists a one-codimensional subspace U which is not closed.

Proof. Since E is of infinite dimension, there exists an unbounded linear functional f : E → R. Then U := ker(f) has codimension 1 and it is not closed. For, assume that U is closed. Since V is of finite dimension, we have E = U ⊕ V , where U and V are closed. But f |_U ≡ 0 and f |_V are continuous and consequently f : E → C would be continuous.

The following remarkable result implies that a finite codimensional subspace U ⊂ F is complemented if it is the image of a bounded linear operator.

1.1.11 Lemma. If A ∈ L(E, F ) is a bounded linear operator and V ⊂ F is a closed subspace such that F = im(A) ⊕ V , then im(A) is closed.

Proof. Let P : E → E/ ker(A) denote the projection onto the quotient space. Then A : E → F factorises as

E P ##HH HHH HHH HH A // im(A) ⊂ F

E/ ker(A) S 77pp ppp ppp ppp

where S : E/ ker(A) → im(A) is the bounded and bijective map defined by S[u] = Au, u ∈ [u] ∈ X/ ker(A). We now define S : E/ ker(A) × V → F, S([u], v) = S[u] + w and note that E/ ker(A) × V is a Banach space as V and ker(A) are closed. Now S is a bijective bounded linear operator and hence S^{−1} is bounded by Theorem 1.1.3. As E/ ker(A) × {0} is closed in E/ ker(A) × V , we obtain that

im(A) = S(E/ ker(A)) = S(E/ ker(A) × {0}) ⊂ F

is closed.

1.2 Closed Operators

As before, we let E and F be non-trivial complex Banach spaces. A linear operator acting between E and F is a linear map T : D(T ) → F , where D(T ) is a linear subspace of E. We usually write T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F in order to emphasise the space E. The operator T is called densely defined if D(T ) is dense in E and it is called bounded if there exists c > 0 such that ‖T u‖ ≤ c‖u‖, u ∈ D(T ). Given linear operators T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F , S : D(S) ⊂ E → F R : D(R) ⊂ F → G and α ∈ C , we define • α T : D(α T ) ⊂ E → F by (α T )u = α (T u), u ∈ D(α T ) = D(T ), • T + S : D(T + S) ⊂ E → F by (T + S)u = T u + Su, u ∈ D(T + S) = D(T ) ∩ D(S), • RS : D(RS) ⊂ E → G by (RS)u = R(Su), u ∈ D(RS) = S^{−1}(D(R)) = {u ∈ E : u ∈ D(S), Su ∈ D(R)}. We write T ⊂ S if D(T ) ⊂ D(S) and T u = Su for all u ∈ D(T ). Moreover, we set T = S if T ⊂ S and S ⊂ T . Finally, we denote by 0 the operator acting by u → 0 on the domain D(0) = E. For three operators R, S, T acting between E and F , one easily verifies that

• 0 T ⊂ 0, 0 + T = T + 0 = T , • (R + S) + T = R + (S + T ), • S + T = T + S, • (S + T ) − T ⊂ S. Moreover, if T, T_1, T_2 are operators from E to F , S, S_1, S_2 map from F to G and R has its range in E, then • (ST )R = S(T R), • (α S)T = S(α T ) = α(ST ) if α ≠ 0, • (0 S)T = 0(ST ) ⊂ T (0 S), • (S_1 + S_2)T = S_1T + S_2T , • S(T_1 + T_2) ⊃ ST_1 + ST_2,

• I_F T = T I_E = T .

1.2.1 Definition. We call an operator T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F invertible, if T maps D(T ) bijectively onto F . We say that T has a bounded inverse, if T is invertible and T^{−1} : F → D(T ) ⊂ E is bounded.

Let us point out that there are various non-equivalent definitions of invertibility in the literature. For example, in [Ka76] an operator is called invertible if it is injective. On the contrary, in [HS96] an operator is said to be invertible if it has a bounded inverse according to Definition 1.2.1. For an operator T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F , we denote by graph(T ) = {(u, T u) ∈ E × F : u ∈ D(T )} ⊂ E × F the graph of T , which is a linear subspace of the Banach space E ×F . Clearly, T ⊂ S is equivalent to graph(T ) ⊂ graph(S).

1.2.2 Definition. The operator T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F is called closed if graph(T ) is a closed subspace of E × F .

Note that T is closed if and only if, for every sequence {u_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ D(T ) such that (u_n, T u_n) → (u, v) ∈ E × F for some u ∈ E and v ∈ F we have u ∈ D(T ) and T u = v. 1.2.3 Example. We consider the operator

T : C^1[0, 1] ⊂ C[0, 1] → C[0, 1], T u = u^′, which is not bounded as ‖T u_n‖_∞ = n = n‖u_n‖_∞ for u_n(t) = t^n, n ∈ N. We claim that T is closed. Let {u_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ C^1[0, 1] be a sequence and v ∈ C[0, 1] such that u_n → u and T u_n = u^′_n → v uniformly. Then ∫_t 0 v(s) ds = ∫_t 0 lim_{n→0} u^′_n(s) ds = lim_{n→∞} ∫_t 0 u^′_n(s) ds = u(t) − u(0), t ∈ [0, 1], and hence u(t) = u(0) + ∫_t 0 v(s) ds, t ∈ [0, 1], where v ∈ C[0, 1]. Consequently, u ∈ C^1[0, 1], T u = v and so T is closed. In what follows we denote the set of all closed operators acting between E and F by C(E, F ). In contrast to L(E, F ), the set C(E, F ) is not a linear space:

1.2.4 Example. Assume that D ⊂ E is dense and strictly contained in E and let T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F be a closed operator defined on D(T ) = D (e.g., E = C[0, 1], T u = u^′ on D(T ) = C^1[0, 1] as in Example 1.2.3). Then T − T = 0 T ⊂ 0 is not closed because

graph(T − T ) = graph(0 T ) = D × {0} is not a closed subspace of E × F .

1.2.5 Lemma. A bounded operator T is closed if and only if D(T ) is closed in E.

Proof. Assume that T is bounded and closed, and let {u_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ D(T ) be a sequence such that u_n → u in E. Since T is bounded, {T u_n}_{n∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in F and hence converges to some v ∈ F . Consequently, (u_n, T u_n) → (u, v), n → ∞, and as T is closed, we conclude that u ∈ D(T ) (and v = T u).

Conversely, assume that T is bounded and D(T ) is closed. If {u_n}_{n∈N} is a sequence converging to some u ∈ E, then u ∈ D(T ). As T is bounded, we obtain that T u_n → T u and hence T is closed.

We obtain as a consequence of the previous lemma that L(E, F ) ⊂ C(E, F ).

1.2.6 Lemma. Let T ∈ C(E, F ) be a closed operator.

(i) α T is closed for any 0 ≠ α ∈ C .

(ii) If B : D(B) ⊂ E → F is bounded and D(T ) ⊂ D(B), then T + B ∈ C(E, F ).

(iii) If T is invertible, then T^{−1} ∈ C(F, E).

Proof. For the first assertion we just note that the map E × F → E × F, (u, v) → (u, α v) is a homeomorphism mapping graph(T ) to graph(α T ). In order to show the second assertion let {u_n}_{n∈N} be a sequence in D(T + B) = D(T ) such that u_n → u ∈ E and assume that (T + B)u_n = T u_n + Bu_n → v, n → ∞. As B is bounded, D(B) is closed by Lemma 1.2.5 and Bu_n → Bu. We obtain T u_n → v−Bu. Since T is closed, this implies u ∈ D(T ) and T u = v−Bu. Consequently, u ∈ D(T + B) and v = (T + B)u. For the last assertion, we only have to observe that {(T^{−1}u, u) ∈ E × F : u ∈ F } = {(u, T u) ∈ E × F : u ∈ D(T )} = graph(T ) and that the left hand side is mapped to graph(T^{−1}) under the homeomorphism E ×F → F ×E, (u, v) → (v, u). 1.2.7 Example. Let us consider the operator T : D(T ) ⊂ C[0, 1] → C[0, 1], T u = u^′, where D(T ) = {u ∈ C^1[0, 1] : u(0) = 0}. Then T has a bounded inverse given by

T^{−1} : C[0, 1] → C[0, 1], (T^{−1}u)(t) = ∫_t 0 u(s) ds and hence T is closed by Lemma 1.2.6 and Lemma 1.2.5.

Let T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F and S : D(S) ⊂ E → F be two linear operators such that D(T ) ⊂ D(S). Then S is said to be T -bounded if there exists a, b ≥ 0 such that

‖Su‖ ≤ a‖u‖ + b‖T u‖, u ∈ D(T ). (1.3)

The infimum of all b ≥ 0 for which an a ≥ 0 exists such that (1.3) holds is called the T -bound of S. Note that the T -bound is 0 if S is bounded. The second part of the previous lemma can be improved as follows.

1.2.8 Theorem. Let T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F and S : D(S) ⊂ E → F be two linear operators such that S is T -bounded with T -bound less than 1. Then T + S is closed if and only if T is closed.

Proof. [Wei80, Theorem 5.5]

1.2.9 Lemma. If T ∈ C(E, F ), then ker(T ) ⊂ E is closed.

Proof. This follows from

ker(T ) × {0} = graph(T ) ∩ (E × {0}),

as graph(T ) and E × {0} are closed.

The following important result is usually called the closed graph theorem.

1.2.10 Theorem. If T ∈ C(E, F ) and D(T ) = E, then T ∈ L(E, F ).

Proof. By assumption, graph(T ) ⊂ E × F is closed and hence a Banach space in its own right. We define an operator S : E → graph(T ), Su = (u, T u) and note that S is bijective and its inverse is the restriction P_1 |_{graph(T )}: graph(T ) → E, where P_1 denotes the projection onto the first component in E × F . As P_1 |_{graph(T )} is bounded and surjective, it is an open map by the open mapping theorem (Theorem 1.1.3). Accordingly,

(P_1 |_{graph(T )})^{−1} = S

is bounded. To show the assertion, we just have to observe that T = P_2 ∘ S, where P_2 denotes the projection on the second component in E × F .

Note that Theorem 1.2.10 implies that D(T ) ≠ E if T ∈ C(E, F ) is unbounded. Moreover, if T ∈ C(E, F ) is invertible, then T^{−1} ∈ C(F, E) by Lemma 1.2.6 and D(T^{−1}) = F . Accordingly, T^{−1} ∈ L(F, E), and so a closed operator is invertible if and only if it has a bounded inverse.

1.2.11 Lemma. If B ∈ L(E, F ) and T ∈ C(F, G) are such that im(B) ⊂ D(T ), then T B ∈ L(E, G). Proof. By Theorem 1.2.10 we only need to show that T B is closed since D(T B) = E by assumption. Let {u_n}_{n∈N} be a sequence in E such that u_n → u ∈ E and assume that (T B)u_n → v, n → ∞. As B is bounded, we obtain Bu_n → Bu. Moreover, since T is closed, we get that Bu ∈ D(T ) and (T B)(u_n) → T (Bu). Hence v = T Bu and so T B is closed.

Now let T : D(T ) ⊂ E → F be a linear operator. The graph norm on D(T ) is defined by

‖u‖_T = (‖u‖^2 + ‖T u‖^2)^{12} , u ∈ D(T ).

Note that T : D(T ) → F is bounded when considered as an operator on the normed linear space D(T ) with respect to the graph norm. The normed linear space D(T ) with respect to ‖ · ‖_T is isometric to the linear subspace graph(T ) of E × F . Hence we immediately obtain the following result.

1.2.12 Lemma. T ∈ C(E, F ) if and only if D(T ) is a Banach space with respect to the graph norm.

The following result shows that the Banach space structures are essentially determined by the underlying domains of the operators.

1.2.13 Lemma. If T_1, T_2 ∈ C(E, F ) have the same domain D = D(T_1) = D(T_2), then the graph norms of T_1 and T_2 on D are equivalent.

Proof. We denote by D_{T1} and D_{T2} the space D with the graph norm of T_1 and T_2, respectively. Let us consider T_1 : D_{T2} → F and let {(u_n, T_1u_n)}_{n∈N} ⊂ graph(T_1 : D_{T2} → F ) be any sequence which converges in D_{T2} × F to an element (u, v) ∈ D_{T2} × F . Since u_n → u in D_{T2} implies that u_n converges also to u with respect to the norm of E, we get from the closedness of T_1 that (u_n, T_1u_n) → (u, T_1u) in E × F . Hence (u_n, T_1u_n) → (u, T_1u) in D_{T2} × F which implies that T_1 : D_{T2} → F is closed. As D_{T2} is complete, we obtain from Theorem 1.2.10 that T_1 : D_{T2} → F is bounded. Accordingly, there exists a constant c > 0 such that ‖T_1u‖_F ≤ c(‖u‖_E + ‖T_2u‖_F ) and thus

‖u‖_E + ‖T_1u‖_F ≤ (c + 1)(‖u‖_E + ‖T_2u‖_F ).

By using elementary inequalities, we finally obtain

(‖u‖^2_E + ‖T_1u‖^2_F )^{12} ≤ √ 2(c + 1)(‖u‖^2_E + ‖T_2u‖^2_F )^{12} .

The assertion follows by swapping T_1 and T_2.

We now consider special classes of closed Operators.

1.2.14 Definition. An operator T ∈ C(E, F ) is called Fredholm if ker(T ) is of finite dimension and im(T ) of finite codimension. The Fredholm index of a Fredholm operator is defined as

ind(T ) = dim ker(T ) − codim im(T ).

Note that T is assumed to be a closed operator. The following result is often required as an additional assumption in the definition of a Fredholm operator. 1.2.15 Lemma. If T ∈ C(E, F ) is Fredholm, then im(T ) ⊂ F is closed. Proof. If we consider T on its domain D(T ) with respect to the graph norm, then T is bounded. As a change of the norm in the domain does not affect im(T ), the assertion follows from Lemma 1.1.11.

1.2.16 Example. Let us consider once again the operator T : C^1[0, 1] ⊂ C[0, 1] → C[0, 1] given by T u = u^′. We have already seen in Example 1.2.3 that T is closed. The kernel of T is the one-dimensional subspace of C[0, 1] consisting of the constant functions. Given v ∈ C[0, 1], then u(t) = ∫_s 0 v(s) ds, t ∈ [0, 1], defines an element in C^1[0, 1] such that T u = v. Hence T is surjective and we conclude that T is a Fredholm operator of index 1.

Finally, we mention without proof the following two results on the stability of Fredholmness. 1.2.17 Theorem. Let T ∈ C(E, F ) be Fredholm. Then there exists γ > 0 such that for every S : D(S) ⊂ E → F such that D(T ) ⊂ D(S) and ‖Su‖ ≤ γ(‖u‖ + ‖T u‖), u ∈ D(T ), the operator T + S is Fredholm and

(i) dim ker(T + S) ≤ dim ker(T ), (ii) codim im(T + S) ≤ codim im(T ), (iii) ind(T + S) = ind(T ).

Proof. [GGK90, Theorem XVII.4.2] 1.2.18 Theorem. Let T ∈ C(E, F ) be Fredholm and S : D(S) ⊂ E → F such that D(T ) ⊂ D(S) and S |_{D(T )}: D(T ) → F is compact with respect to the graph norm of T on D(T ). Then T + S is Fredholm and ind(T + S) = ind(T ).

Proof. [GGK90, Theorem XVII.4.3]

1.3 Spectral Theory

Let T : D(T ) ⊂ E → E be a linear operator. We call λ ∈ C an eigenvalue of T if there exists u ∈ D(T ), u ≠ 0, such that T u = λu. If λ is not an eigenvalue, then λ − T is injective and hence the resolvent operator

R(λ, T ) = (λ − T )^{−1}, D(R(λ, T )) = im(T ) ⊂ E, is well defined. We define the resolvent set of T by ρ(T ) = {λ ∈ C : λ − T bijective, R(λ, T ) ∈ L(E)}. A first important observation reads as follows: 1.3.1 Lemma. If T /∈ C(E), then ρ(T ) = ∅.

Proof. If λ ∈ ρ(T ) ≠ ∅, then R(λ, T ) = (λ − T )^{−1} is bounded and hence closed by Lemma 1.2.5. Then λ − T is closed by Lemma 1.2.6 and so T is closed as well.

Accordingly, we assume in what follows that T ∈ C(E). Note that in this case we obtain from Theorem 1.2.10 that

ρ(T ) = {λ ∈ C : λ − T is bijective}.

We define the spectrum σ(T ) of T to be C \ ρ(T ) and the point spectrum σ_p(T ) ⊂ σ(T ) as the set of all eigenvalues of T .

1.3.2 Lemma. The resolvent set ρ(T ) ⊂ C is open and, accordingly, σ(T ) ⊂ C is closed. Moreover, if λ_0 ∈ ρ(T ) ≠ ∅ and |λ − λ_0| < ‖R(λ_0, T )‖^{−1}, then λ ∈ ρ(T ) and

R(λ, T ) = ∞∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^kR(λ_0, T )^{k+1}, where the series converges in the norm of L(E). In particular, R(·, T ) is analytic on ρ(T ). Proof. We assume that ρ(T ) ≠ ∅ and take some λ_0 ∈ ρ(T ). If |λ − λ_0| < ‖R(λ_0, T )‖^{−1} then the series

S(λ) := ∞∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^kR(λ_0, T )^{k+1} converges absolutely and we claim that S(λ) = R(λ, T ) = (T − λ)^{−1}. If u ∈ D(T ), then

R(λ_0, T )(T − λ)u = (T − λ_0)^{−1}(T − λ_0 − (λ − λ_0))u = u − (λ − λ_0)R(λ_0, T )u (1.4) and we obtain

S(λ)(T − λ)u = ∞∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^k R(λ_0, T )^k(u − (λ − λ_0)R(λ_0, T )u)

= ∞∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^k R(λ_0, T )^ku − ∞∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^{k+1}R(λ_0, T )^{k+1}u = u.

Consequently, S(λ)(T − λ) = I_{D(T )}. Now let v ∈ E be given. We define

u_n := n∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^kR(λ_0)^{k+1}v, n ∈ N,

which is a sequence in D(T ) converging to u := S(λ)v ∈ E. By using a computation as in (1.4), we obtain

(T − λ)u_n = n∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^k(T − λ)R(λ_0, T )^{k+1}v

= n∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^k(I_H − (λ − λ_0)R(λ_0, T ))R(λ_0, T )^kv

= n∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^kR(λ_0, T )^kv − n∑ k=0 (λ − λ_0)^{k+1}R(λ_0, T )^{k+1}v

= v − (λ − λ_0)^{n+1}R(λ_0, T )^{n+1}v

and so we see from our assumption on λ that (T − λ)u_n → v ∈ E, n → ∞. As T − λ is closed, we conclude that u ∈ D(T ) and (T − λ)S(λ)v = (T − λ)u = v. Consequently, (T − λ)S(λ) = I_E and we finally obtain that S(λ) = (T − λ)^{−1} = R(λ, T ).

Let us point out that in contrast to operators in L(E), the spectrum of elements in C(E) can be unbounded and even empty:

1.3.3 Example. We consider again the closed operators

T : D(T ) ⊂ C[0, 1] → C[0, 1], T_0 : D(T_0) ⊂ C[0, 1] → C[0, 1],

where

D(T ) = C^1[0, 1], D(T_0) = {u ∈ C^1[0, 1] : u(0) = 0}

and both operators map elements u to their first derivative.

For the operator T , we see that e^{λ t} ∈ ker(λ − T ) for all λ ∈ C and hence σ(T ) = C . For T_0 it is readily seen that ker(λ − T_0) = {0} for all λ ∈ C . Moreover, if g ∈ C[0, 1], then u(t) = −e^{λt} ∫_t 0 e^{−λs} g(s) ds, t ∈ [0, 1], is a solution of the equation (λ − T_0)u = g and so

‖(λ − T_0)^{−1}g‖ = ‖u‖ ≤ e^{|λ|}‖g‖. Hence σ(T_0) = ∅.

There are various definitions of subsets of σ(T ) other than σ_p(T ). Here we just want to introduce the essential spectrum σ_{ess}(T ) which consists of all λ ∈ C such that λ − T is not a Fredholm operator. In contrast to the case of bounded operators, it is possible that σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅. Note that in general we neither have σ(T ) = σ_p(T ) ∪ σ_{ess}(T ) nor σ_p(T ) ∩ σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅. As next step we introduce Riesz projections. Let T ∈ C(E) and assume that we have a disjoint union σ(T ) = σ ∪ τ, where σ is contained in a bounded Cauchy domain^1 Δ such that τ ∩ Δ = ∅. Let Γ denote the oriented boundary of Δ. For N ∈ N sufficiently large we approximate Γ by a union of straight-line segments Δ_i, i = 1, . . . N, such that ⋃_N i=1 Δ_i is a closed polygonal contour containing σ. We choose λ_i ∈ Δ_i, i = 1, . . . , N and set

P^N_σ = 1 2πi N∑ i=1 R(λ_i, T )|Δ_i|, where |Δ_i| denotes the length of the segment Δ_i. In this way we can construct a sequence {P^N_σ } ⊂ L(H) such that the lengths of the straight-line segments Λ_i converge to 0. One can show that the limit lim_{N→∞} P^N_σ exists in L(E) and does not depend on the choices made in the construction of {P^N_σ }. We denote the obtained operator by

1 2πi ∫ Γ (λ − T )^{−1} dλ. Given an operator T acting on a linear space E, a subspace M ⊂ E is called T -invariant if T (M ∩ D(T )) ⊂ M. In this case T |_M denotes the operator T with domain M ∩ D(T ) and range in M.

1.3.4 Theorem. Let T ∈ C(E) with spectrum σ(T ) = σ ∪ τ, where σ is contained in a bounded Cauchy domain △ such that △ ∩ τ = ∅. Let Γ be the oriented boundary of △. Then

(i) P_σ :=^1_{2πi} ∫ Γ (λ − T )^{−1} dλ does not depend on the choice of △,

(ii) P_σ is a projection, i.e., P^2_σ = P_σ ,

(iii) the subspaces M = im(P_σ ) and N = ker(P_σ ) are T -invariant,

(iv) the subspace M is contained in D(T ) and T |_M is bounded,

(v) σ(T |_M ) = σ and σ(T |_N ) = τ.

1The definition of Cauchy domain can be found in [GGK90, Sec. I.1]. For example, any open and connected subset of C whose boundary is a closed rectifiable Jordan curve is a Cauchy domain.

Proof. [GGK90, Theorem XV.2.1]

P_σ is called the Riesz projection of the operator T with respect to σ.

We call a point λ ∈ σ(T ) an eigenvalue of finite type if λ is isolated in σ(T ) and the associated projection P_{{λ}} has finite rank. Since by Theorem 1.3.4, {λ} = σ(T |_{im(P{λ})}) and im(P_{{λ}}) is finite dimensional, it follows that λ ∈ σ_p(T ). Moreover, note that im(P_{{λ}}) ⊃ ker(λ − T ) but equality does not hold in general. However, we will see in the next chapter that im(P_{{λ}}) = ker(λ − T ) if T is selfadjoint.

A quite often appearing situation is considered in the following theorem.

1.3.5 Theorem. Let T ∈ C(E) be such that R(λ_0, T ) = (λ_0 − T )^{−1} is compact for some λ_0 ∈ ρ(T ). Then R(λ, T ) is compact for any λ ∈ ρ(T ), σ(T ) does not have a limit point in C and every point in σ(T ) is an eigenvalue of finite type. Moreover, for any λ ∈ C we have

dim ker(λ − T ) = codim im(λ − T ) < ∞

so that each operator λ − T is Fredholm of index 0.

Proof. [GGK90, Theorem XV.2.3]

We call T ∈ C(E) an operator with compact resolvent if there exists λ_0 ∈ C such that R(λ_0, T ) is compact. Note that σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅ in this case.

1.3.6 Lemma. If T ∈ C(E) has a compact resolvent and B ∈ L(E) is bounded, then T + B is a Fredholm operator of index 0.

Proof. We fix λ ∈ ρ(T ) and obtain a compact operator (λ − T )^{−1} : E → E. Then B(λ − T )^{−1} : E → E is compact as well since the composition of a bounded and a compact operator is still compact. Consequently,

B = (B(λ − T )^{−1})(λ − T ) : D(T ) → E

is compact with respect to the graph norm of T on D(T ). Now the assertion follows from Theorem 1.2.18 and Theorem 1.3.5.

20 CHAPTER 1. LINEAR OPERATORS

Chapter 2

Selfadjoint Operators

2.1 Definitions and Basic Properties

Let H be a complex non-trivial Hilbert space. The following result is known as the Riesz representation theorem.

2.1.1 Theorem. Let f : H → C be a continuous linear functional. Then there exists a unique v ∈ H such that f(u) = ⟨u, v⟩, u ∈ H. Let T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H be a densely defined operator acting on H. We define

D(T^∗) = {v ∈ H : u → ⟨T u, v⟩_H is bounded on D(T )}, and note that, as D(T ) is assumed to be dense in H, each functional u → ⟨T u, v⟩_H , v ∈ D(T^∗), has a continuous extension on all of H. Hence, by the Riesz Representation Theorem, we can associate to any v ∈ D(T^∗) an element T^∗v ∈ H such that

⟨T u, v⟩_H = ⟨u, T^∗v⟩_H , u ∈ D(T ), v ∈ D(T^∗). The resulting operator T^∗ on H with domain D(T^∗) is linear and it is called the adjoint of T . We make at first a rather simple observation, which is however often used when dealing with adjoints of operators.

2.1.2 Lemma. Assume that T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H is densely defined and S : D(S) ⊂ H → H is any linear operator. If

⟨T u, v⟩ = ⟨u, Sv⟩, u ∈ D(T ), v ∈ D(S), (2.1) then S ⊂ T^∗.

Proof. We obtain from (2.1) and the definition of the adjoint that D(S) ⊂ D(T^∗). Hence we conclude from (2.1) that ⟨u, T^∗v⟩ = ⟨u, Sv⟩ for all u ∈ D(T ) and v ∈ D(S). This implies that Sv = T^∗v, as D(T ) is dense by assumption. 2.1.3 Lemma. If T is densely defined, then T^∗ ∈ C(H).

Proof. Let us assume that {u_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ D(T^∗) is such that u_n → u and T^∗u_n → v, n → ∞, for some u, v ∈ H. We obtain for all w ∈ D(T ) that ⟨w, T^∗u_n⟩ = ⟨T w, u_n⟩ → ⟨T w, u⟩ and ⟨w, T^∗u_n⟩ → ⟨w, v⟩. Hence ⟨w, v⟩ = ⟨T w, u⟩ for all w ∈ D(T ) which shows that u ∈ D(T^∗) by the definition of T^∗. Moreover, we obtain ⟨w, v⟩ = ⟨w, T^∗u⟩ for all w ∈ D(T ) and conclude that v = T^∗u. This shows that T^∗ is closed.

Let us point out that it is possible that D(T^∗) = {0} for a densely defined operator T (cf.[GGK90, p.291]). However, since we are solely interested in closed operators, such singular phenomena cannot occur:

2.1.4 Lemma. If T ∈ C(H) is densely defined, then T^∗ is densely defined as well and T^{∗∗} = T . Proof. [Wei80, Theorem 5.3] A densely defined operator T acting on a Hilbert space H is called symmetric if T ⊂ T^∗ and selfadjoint if T = T^∗. Note that a selfadjoint operator is closed by Lemma 2.1.3. 2.1.5 Lemma. Let T be a densely defined operator acting on H.

(i) T is symmetric if and only if T ⊂ T^{∗∗} ⊂ T^∗ = T^{∗∗∗}. In this case T^{∗∗} is symmetric as well. (ii) T ∈ C(H) is symmetric if and only if T = T^{∗∗} ⊂ T^∗. (iii) T is selfadjoint if and only if T = T^{∗∗} = T^∗. Proof. [We05, VII.2.5] The next result is the Hellinger-Toeplitz theorem:

2.1.6 Theorem. If T is symmetric and D(T ) = H, then T is selfadjoint and T ∈ L(H). Proof. Since T ⊂ T^∗ and D(T ) = H, it is clear that T is selfadjoint. In particular, T is closed by Lemma 2.1.3 and hence bounded by the closed graph theorem (Theorem 1.2.10). The following lemma holds analogously to the bounded case: 2.1.7 Lemma. Let T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H be densely defined. Then

(i) (im T )^⊥ = ker(T^∗), (ii) im T = (ker T^∗)^⊥.

Proof. Since (U^⊥)^⊥ = U for all U ⊂ H, the second assertion follows from the first one. In order to show (i) let us assume at first that u ∈ (im T )^⊥. Then ⟨T v, u⟩ = 0 for all v ∈ D(T ) and we conclude that u ∈ D(T^∗) and T^∗u = 0. Consequently, u ∈ ker(T^∗). If, conversely, v ∈ ker(T^∗), then ⟨u, T^∗v⟩ = 0 for all u ∈ H. Hence ⟨T u, v⟩ = 0 for all u ∈ D(T ) and so v ∈ (im T )^⊥. 2.1.8 Lemma. If T ∈ C(H) is densely defined and invertible, then T^∗ is invertible as well and (T^∗)^{−1} = (T^{−1})^∗.

Proof. As T^{−1} : H → H, the domain of the adjoint (T^{−1})^∗ is H and we obtain for all v ∈ H and u ∈ D(T ) ⟨T u, (T^{−1})^∗v⟩ = ⟨T^{−1}T u, v⟩ = ⟨u, v⟩. Hence

(T^{−1})^∗v ∈ D(T^∗), T^∗(T^{−1})^∗v = v, v ∈ H, (2.2) and we note that T^∗ is surjective. As T is invertible, T^∗ is injective as well by Lemma 2.1.7, and so T^∗ has a bounded inverse by the closed graph theorem. Finally, from (2.2) we deduce that (T^∗)^{−1} = (T^{−1})^∗.

2.1.9 Lemma. Let T, S ∈ C(H) be densely defined. If ST is densely defined, then T^∗S^∗ ⊂ (ST )^∗. Moreover, if S ∈ L(H) then (ST )^∗ = T^∗S^∗.

Proof. If u ∈ D(ST ) and v ∈ D(T^∗S^∗), then ⟨T u, S^∗v⟩ = ⟨u, T^∗S^∗v⟩ and ⟨ST u, v⟩ = ⟨T u, S^∗v⟩. Consequently, ⟨ST u, v⟩ = ⟨u, T^∗S^∗v⟩ and the first assertion is shown.

Now assume that S ∈ L(H) and v ∈ D((ST )^∗). As S^∗ ∈ L(H), we have D(S^∗) = H and so we obtain for all u ∈ D(ST ) ⟨T u, S^∗v⟩ = ⟨ST u, v⟩ = ⟨u, (ST )^∗v⟩. We conclude that S^∗v ∈ D(T^∗) and so v ∈ D(T^∗S^∗). Consequently, (ST )^∗ = T^∗S^∗ by the first assertion of the lemma.

The following example can be found, e.g., in [Ru91]. 2.1.10 Example. We consider H = L^2[0, 1] and define

D(T_1) = H^1[0, 1] = {u : [0, 1] → C : u absolutely continuous, u^′ ∈ L^2[0, 1]}, as well as

D(T_2) = {u ∈ D(T_1) : u(0) = u(1)} D(T_3) = {u ∈ D(T_1) : u(0) = u(1) = 0}.

If we set T_ku = i u^′ for k = 1, 2, 3, then

T^∗_1 = T_3, T^∗_2 = T_2, T^∗_3 = T_1. (2.3) As T_3 ⊂ T_2 ⊂ T_1 we note in particular that T_3 is symmetric and T_2 is selfadjoint. In order to show (2.3) we compute for u ∈ D(T_k), v ∈ D(T_m), m + k = 4,

⟨T_ku, v⟩ = ∫_1 0 (iu^′)v dt = iu(1)v(1) − iu(0)v(0) =0 −i ∫_1 0 uv^′ dt = ⟨u, T_mv⟩

and see that T_1 ⊂ T^∗_3 , T_2 ⊂ T^∗_2 , T_3 ⊂ T^∗_1 .

Now we assume that v ∈ D(T^∗_k ) and we set w(t) := ∫_t 0 T^∗_k v ds, t ∈ [0, 1]. We obtain for u ∈ D(T_k) ∫_1 0 iu^′v dt = ⟨T_ku, v⟩ = ⟨u, T^∗_k v⟩ = u(1)w(1) − u(0)w(0) =0 − ∫_1 0 u^′w dt. (2.4)

If now k = 1 or k = 2, then Y := {u ∈ L^2[0, 1] : u ≡ const.} ⊂ D(T_k) and we see from (2.4) that

w(1) = 0, k = 1, 2. (2.5) If k = 3, we have u(1) = 0 for all u ∈ D(T_3) and we conclude that in all cases

iv − w ∈ (im T_k)^⊥, k = 1, 2, 3. (2.6) Now let us consider at first T_1. As T_1 is surjective, we obtain from (2.6) that iv = w. By (2.5), this implies that v(0) = v(1) = 0 and hence v ∈ D(T_3) which shows that T^∗_1 ⊂ T_3.

For k = 2 and k = 3, we note at first that im(T_k) = Y^⊥ and so we obtain from (2.6) that iv − w is a constant function. By the definition of w, we conclude that v is absolutely continuous and v^′ = T^∗_k v ∈ L^2[0, 1]. Hence v ∈ D(T_1), and for k = 3 we see that T^∗_3 ⊂ T_1. For k = 2 we have in addition w(1) = 0 by (2.5) which shows v(0) = v(1). Hence v ∈ D(T_2) and T^∗_2 ⊂ T_2.

2.1.11 Lemma. If T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H is symmetric and surjective, then T is selfadjoint.

Proof. As T is symmetric, we only need to show that D(T^∗) ⊂ D(T ). Let v ∈ D(T^∗). Since T is surjective, there exists u ∈ D(T ) such that T u = T^∗v. So for every w ∈ D(T ) ⟨T w, v⟩ = ⟨w, T^∗v⟩ = ⟨w, T u⟩ = ⟨T w, u⟩, and consequently v = u ∈ D(T ), where we use again the surjectivity of T .

2.1.12 Example. We revisit the differential operator T_2 on L^2[0, 1] from Example 2.1.10, where we modify the domain slightly. We consider for λ ∈ [−π, π] the operator T_λu = i u^′ on

D(T_λ) = {u ∈ H^1[0, 1] : u(0) = e^{iλ}u(1)}.

Note that T_λ = T_2 for λ = 0, so that in this case T_λ is selfadjoint by Example 2.1.10. If, however, λ ≠ 0 and v ∈ L^2[0, 1], then a straightforward computation shows that

u(t) = −i ∫_t 0 v(s) ds − ie^{iλ} 1 − e^{iλ} ∫_1 0 v(s) ds, t ∈ [0, 1], belongs to D(T_λ) and T_λu = v. Hence T_λ is surjective for every λ ≠ 0. Moreover, if u, v ∈ D(T_λ)

⟨T_λu, v⟩ = ∫_1 0 (iu^′)v dt = ie^{iλ}u(0)e^{iλ}v(0) − iu(0)v(0) =0 −i ∫_1 0 uv^′ dt = ⟨u, T_λv⟩,

and so T_λ is symmetric. Consequently, by Lemma 2.1.11, T_λ is selfadjoint for all λ ∈ [−π, π].

Note that the sum of two selfadjoint operators is in general not selfadjoint. The Kato-Rellich theorem is a classical result giving conditions on how much a selfadjoint operator can be perturbed without losing its selfadjointness. Here we just prove a much weaker assertion which, however, is often sufficient for applications and is a rather direct consequence of the definitions.

2.1.13 Theorem. Let T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H be selfadjoint and let S : H → H be symmetric. Then T + S is selfadjoint on D(T ).

Proof. Let v ∈ D(T + S) = D(T ) = D(T^∗). Then

⟨(T + S)u, v⟩ = ⟨T u, v⟩ + ⟨Su, v⟩ = ⟨u, T v⟩ + ⟨u, Sv⟩ = ⟨u, (T + S)v⟩ and the functional u → ⟨(T + S)u, v⟩ is bounded on D(T + S) = D(T ). Hence v ∈ D((T + S)^∗) and we have shown that T + S ⊂ (T + S)^∗.

Now we assume that v ∈ D((T + S)^∗). Then the functional

u → ⟨(T + S)u, v⟩ = ⟨T u, v⟩ + ⟨Su, v⟩, u ∈ D(T + S) = D(T ), is bounded. If we now assume that u → ⟨T u, v⟩ is unbounded on D(T ), then there exists a sequence {u_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ D(T ), ‖u_n‖ = 1, n ∈ N, such that ⟨T u_n, v⟩ → ∞, n → ∞. As |⟨Su_n, v⟩| ≤ ‖S‖‖v‖, we would obtain that ⟨(T + S)u_n, v⟩ → ∞ which is a contradiction. Hence u → ⟨T u, v⟩ is bounded on D(T ) and so v ∈ D(T^∗) = D(T ) = D(T +S). Consequently, (T +S)^∗ = T +S.

2.2 Spectral Theory of Selfadjoint Operators

2.2.1 Lemma. Let E be a Banach space. If T ∈ C(E) and there exists β ≥ 0 such that

‖T u‖ ≥ β‖u‖, u ∈ D(T ), (2.7) then im(T ) is closed.

Proof. Let {T u_n}_{n∈N} be a sequence in im(T ) such that T u_n → v ∈ E. We obtain from (2.7) that {u_n}_{n∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in E and so u_n → u for some u ∈ E. As T is closed, we conclude that u ∈ D(T ) and v = T u ∈ im(T ). Consequently, im(T ) is closed.

2.2.2 Lemma. If T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H is selfadjoint, then σ(T ) ⊂ R and

‖(λ − T )^{−1}‖ ≤ |β|^{−1}, λ = α + i β, α, β ∈ R, β ≠ 0. (2.8) Proof. Assume that λ = α + i β, α, β ∈ R and β ≠ 0. We obtain for u ∈ D(T )

⟨(α + iβ)u − T u, (α + iβ)u − T u⟩ = ⟨(αu − T u) + iβu, (αu − T u) + iβu⟩ = ‖αu − T u‖^2 + β^2‖u‖^2 − iβ⟨(α − T )u, u⟩ + iβ⟨u, (α − T )u⟩ and conclude that

‖(λ − T )u‖^2 ≥ β^2‖u‖^2, u ∈ D(T ), (2.9) where we use that T is symmetric. Hence im(λ − T ) is closed by Lemma 2.2.1. As ker(λ − T ) = 0 by (2.9), we obtain from Lemma 2.1.7

2.2. SPECTRAL THEORY OF SELFADJOINT OPERATORS 27

H = im(λ − T ) ⊕ ker(λ − T ) = im(λ − T ) and so λ ∈ ρ(T ). Finally, (2.8) follows from (2.9). The first part of the previous lemma can be improved as follows:

2.2.3 Lemma. Let T ∈ C(H) be densely defined and symmetric. Then precisely one of the following assertions hold:

(i) σ(T ) = C ;

(ii) σ(T ) = {α + iβ ∈ C : β ≥ 0}; (iii) σ(T ) = {α + iβ ∈ C : β ≤ 0}; (iv) σ(T ) ⊂ R.

Moreover, σ(T ) ⊂ R if and only if T is selfadjoint. Proof. [Ka76, Sec. V.3.4] Note that in particular a closed symmetric operator is selfadjoint if ρ(T ) ∩ R ≠ ∅. 2.2.4 Lemma. If T ∈ C(H) is densely defined and selfadjoint, then

σ(T ) = σ_p(T ) ∪ σ_{ess}(T ). Proof. Since σ(T ) ⊂ R, any λ − T , λ ∈ σ(T ), is selfadjoint as well. Hence we can assume without loss of generality that 0 ∈ σ(T ) and it suffices to consider the case λ = 0. As ker(T ) = (im T )^⊥ by Lemma 2.1.7, we see that either T is not injective or its image is dense in H. If T is not injective, then 0 ∈ σ_p(T ). If on the other hand T is injective, then T has a dense image but im(T ) ≠ H as otherwise 0 ∈ ρ(T ). Hence im(T ) is not closed and so T is not a Fredholm operator which implies that 0 ∈ σ_{ess}(T ). Finally, we consider selfadjoint Fredholm operators.

2.2.5 Lemma. Let T ∈ C(H) be selfadjoint and Fredholm. Then 0 is either in the resolvent set ρ(T ) or it is an isolated eigenvalue of finite multiplicity.

Proof. As T is Fredholm, we get from Lemma 1.2.17 that there is ε > 0 such that λ − T is also Fredholm for all λ ∈ (−ε, ε). Consequently, (−ε, ε) ∩ σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅ and by Lemma 2.2.4 we only need to show that 0 is isolated in σ(T ) if it is not in the resolvent set.

We set X := (ker T )^⊥ = im(T ) which is a Hilbert space as it is a closed subspace of H. We claim that

T^′ := T |_X : D(T^′) = X ∩ D(T ) ⊂ X → X

is closed. Indeed, if {u_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ D(T^′) is a sequence such that u_n → u and T^′u_n → v for some u, v ∈ X, then we obtain for all w ∈ D(T )

⟨T^′u_n, w⟩ = ⟨u_n, T w⟩ → ⟨u, T w⟩. Since ⟨T^′u_n, w⟩ → ⟨v, w⟩, we get that ⟨u, T w⟩ = ⟨v, w⟩ for all w ∈ D(T ) and so u ∈ D(T^∗) = D(T ). As u_n ∈ (ker T )^⊥ for all n ∈ N, we also have that u ∈ (ker T )^⊥ and so u ∈ D(T^′). Moreover, we obtain

⟨v, w⟩ = ⟨T^∗u, w⟩ = ⟨T u, w⟩ = ⟨T^′u, w⟩, w ∈ D(T ), which shows that T^′u = v, and so T^′ is closed.

Since T^′ is moreover bijective, we obtain from the closed graph theorem that (T^′)^{−1} : X → X is bounded and hence 0 ∈ ρ(T^′). Accordingly, there exists a neighbourhood of 0 in C belonging entirely to the resolvent set of T^′.

Now let us assume that there is some λ ∈ (−ε, ε) \ {0} such that λ ∈ ρ(T^′) and that there exists u = u_1 + u_2 ∈ D(T ) = (ker(T ) ⊕ im(T )) ∩ D(T ) such that λu − T u = λu_1 + λu_2 − T u_2 = 0. Then λu_1 = (T − λ)u_2 = (T^′ − λ)u_2 and since the right hand side is in im(T ) and the left hand side in ker(T ), we see that both sides vanish. As 0 ≠ λ ∈ ρ(T^′), we get that u_1 = u_2 = 0 and hence u = 0 which shows that λ ∈ ρ(T ).

Finally, let us note the following result on spectral projections for later reference.

2.2.6 Lemma. Let T ∈ C(H) be selfadjoint and let λ_0 be an isolated point in the spectrum σ(T ). Then λ_0 ∈ σ_p(T ) and

im(P_{{λ0 }}) = ker(λ_0 − T ).

Proof. [HS96, Prop. 6.3]

Chapter 3

The Gap Topology

3.1 Definition and Properties

As before we let H ≠ {0} be a complex Hilbert space. We denote by C^{sa}(H) the set of all densely defined, selfadjoint operators T : D(T ) ⊂ H → H and the aim of this section is to introduce a metric on the space C^{sa}(H).

If T ∈ C^{sa}(H), then ±i /∈ σ(T ) and we obtain in particular that T + i has a bounded inverse (T + i)^{−1} : H → H. As T − i ∈ C(H) and im((T + i)^{−1}) = D(T ) = D(T − i), we conclude by Lemma 1.2.11 that κ(T ) := (T − i)(T + i)^{−1} ∈ L(H).

The operator κ(T ) is called the Cayley-transform of T ∈ C^{sa}(H) and we note that

κ(T ) = (T + i − 2i)(T + i)^{−1} = I_H − 2i (T + i)^{−1}. (3.1)

Consequently, if T_1, T_2 ∈ C^{sa}(H), then

‖κ(T_1) − κ(T_2)‖ = 2‖(T_1 + i)^{−1} − (T_2 + i)^{−1}‖ (3.2)

and κ : C^{sa}(H) → L(H) is injective.

3.1.1 Definition. The gap metric on C^{sa}(H) is defined by

d_G(T_1, T_2) = ‖κ(T_1) − κ(T_2)‖.

Note that d_G indeed defines a metric because of the injectivity of κ : C^{sa}(H) → L(H). Moreover, by (3.2) we obtain an equivalent metric δ by δ(T_1, T_2) = ‖(T_1 + i)^{−1} − (T_2 + i)^{−1}‖. (3.3)

Let us recall that a linear operator U : H → H is called unitary if U^∗ = U^{−1}, and moreover every surjective isometry is unitary. We prove the following results along the lines of §1.1 of Booss-Bavnbek, Lesch and Phillips’ article [BLP05].

3.1.2 Theorem. If U is unitary and U − I_H injective, then T := i(I_H + U)(I_H − U)^{−1} is selfadjoint on D(T ) = im(I_H − U). Moreover, T = i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U). Proof. Since U is in particular normal we see that ker(I_H − U^∗) = ker(I_H − U) and so

im(I_H − U) = ker(I_H − U^∗)^⊥ = ker(I_H − U)^⊥ = H, as I_H − U is injective. Consequently, D(T ) = im(I_H − U) is dense. From

(I_H − U)(I_H + U) = I_H − U^2 = (I_H + U)(I_H − U) (3.4)

we obtain

(I_H + U)(I_H − U)^{−1} = (I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H − U)(I_H + U)(I_H − U)^{−1} = (I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U) |_{im(IH −U)}⊂ (I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U).

(3.5)

On the other hand, if u ∈ D((I_H −U)^{−1}(I_H +U)), then (I_H +U)u ∈ D((I_H −U)^{−1}) = im(I_H −U) and accordingly there exists v ∈ H, such that (I_H + U)u = (I_H − U)v. We conclude that u = (I_H − U)v + (I_H − U)u − u and hence u = 1 2 (I_H − U)(u + v) ∈ D((I_H + U)(I_H − U)^{−1}).

We obtain from (3.5) that

T = i(I_H + U)(I_H − U)^{−1} = i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U).

As next step, we want to show that T is symmetric. If u, v ∈ D(T ) = im(I_H − U), then there exist y, z ∈ H such that v = y − Uy and T u = i(z + Uz) and we get

⟨T u, v⟩ = i⟨z + Uz, y − Uy⟩ = i(⟨z, y⟩ − ⟨z, Uy⟩ + ⟨Uz, y⟩ − ⟨Uz, Uy⟩) = i⟨Uz, y⟩ − i⟨z, Uy⟩ = ⟨z − Uz, i(y + Uy)⟩ = ⟨u, T v⟩. Hence T is symmetric and we obtain from Lemma 2.1.9

T ⊂ T^∗ = −i(I_H − U^∗)^{−1}(I_H + U^∗). (3.6) By arguing verbatim for T^∗ as for T , we have T^∗ = −i(I_H − U^∗)^{−1}(I_H + U^∗) = −i(I_H + U^∗)(I_H − U^∗)^{−1} and so also T^∗ is symmetric. Hence

T^∗ ⊂ T^{∗∗} = i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U) = T and we conclude from (3.6) that T = T^∗.

We obtain two important corollaries from the previous theorem. 3.1.3 Corollary. If U and T are as in Theorem 3.1.2, then κ(T ) = U. Proof. By Theorem 3.1.2 we have T = i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U). Hence

T + i = i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U) + i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H − U) = 2i(I_H − U)^{−1}, and so (T + i)^{−1} = 1 2i (I_H − U). Analogously,

T − i = i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H + U) − i(I_H − U)^{−1}(I_H − U) = 2i(I_H − U)^{−1}U and we obtain

κ(T ) = (T − i)(T + i)^{−1} = (I_H − U)^{−1}U(I_H − U) = U.

3.1.4 Corollary. The Cayley transform κ induces a homeomorphism κ : C^{sa}(H) → {U ∈ L(H) : U^∗ = U^{−1} , ker(U − I_H ) = {0}} ⊂ L(H).

Proof. By Theorem 3.1.2, we only have to show that U := κ(T ) is unitary and I_H −κ(T ) injective for all T ∈ C^{sa}(H).

It is clear that U is surjective. For u ∈ D(T ) we have

‖T u + iu‖^2 = ⟨T u + iu, T u + iu⟩ = ‖T u‖^2 + ‖u‖^2 + i⟨u, T u⟩ − i⟨T u, u⟩ = ‖T u‖^2 + ‖u‖^2 = ‖T u − iu‖^2 and since U(T u + iu) = T u − iu, we conclude that ‖Uv‖ = ‖v‖ for all v ∈ H. Hence U is a surjective isometry defined on all of H, and consequently it is a unitary operator. Now we assume that u ∈ H is such that κ(T )u = u. Then we obtain from (3.1) u = κ(T )u = u − 2i(T + i)^{−1}u and hence (T + i)^{−1}u = 0 which implies that u = 0. Let us recall that

κ : R → S^1, κ(t) = t − i t + i induces a homeomorphism onto S^1 \ {1} ⊂ C . 3.1.5 Lemma. If T ∈ C^{sa}(H), then

λ − T = (λ + i)(κ(λ) − κ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1}.

Proof. This follows from

λ − T = λ − i(I_H + κ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} = (λ(I_H − κ(T )) − i(I_H + κ(T )))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} = (λ − λκ(T ) − i − iκ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} = ((λ − i) − (λ + i)κ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} = (λ + i)((λ − i)(λ + i)^{−1} − κ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} = (λ + i)(κ(λ) − κ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1}.

As a consequence we obtain the following important corollary illustrating the relation between the spectrum of an operator in C^{sa}(H) and the spectrum of its Cayley transform. 3.1.6 Corollary. If T ∈ C^{sa}(H), then

(i) ker(λ − T ) ≠ {0} if and only if ker(κ(λ) − κ(T )) ≠ {0}. Moreover the dimensions of both spaces coincide.

(ii) im(λ − T ) = im(κ(λ) − κ(T )).

Moreover, • λ ∈ ρ(T ) ⇐⇒ κ(λ) ∈ ρ(κ(T )), • λ ∈ σ(T ) ⇐⇒ κ(λ) ∈ σ(κ(T )), • λ ∈ σ_p(T ) ⇐⇒ κ(λ) ∈ σ_p(κ(T )), • λ ∈ σ_{ess}(T ) ⇐⇒ κ(λ) ∈ σ_{ess}(κ(T )). Proof. By the previous Lemma 3.1.5 we know that

λ − T = (λ + i)(κ(λ) − κ(T ))(I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} and moreover (I_H − κ(T ))^{−1} maps D(T ) bijectively onto H. This implies the assertions on ker(λ − T ) and im(λ − T ). The remaining part of the corollary is an immediate consequence of them.

3.1.7 Lemma. Let T ∈ C^{sa}(H). Then

(i) 1 ∈ ρ(κ(T )) ⇐⇒ D(T ) = H, and this is true if and only if T is bounded. (ii) 1 ∈ σ_{ess}(κ(T )) ⇐⇒ D(T ) ≠ H, and this is true if and only if T is unbounded. Proof. The assertions regarding the boundedness and unboundedness of T follow from Lemma 1.2.5 and the assumption that T is densely defined. By (3.1) we have

I_H − κ(T ) = 2i(T + i)^{−1} ∈ L(H) mapping H bijectively onto D(T ). Accordingly, if 1 ∈ ρ(κ(T )), we infer H = im(I_H − κ(T )) = D(T ). Conversely, if D(T ) = H, then I_H − κ(T ) maps H bijectively onto H showing that 1 ∈ ρ(κ(T )) by the closed graph theorem (Theorem 1.2.10). Hence assertion (i) is proved. In order to show (ii) we note at first that by (i), 1 ∈ σ(κ(T )) if and only if D(T ) ≠ H. Now it remains to show that if 1 ∈ σ(κ(T )), then we actually have 1 ∈ σ_{ess}(κ(T )). But, if D(T ) ≠ H, we see that im(I_H − κ(T )) = D(T ) is a proper dense subspace of H and hence in particular not closed. Accordingly, I_H − κ(T ) is not a Fredholm operator. We obtain from Corollary 3.1.6: 3.1.8 Corollary. If T ∈ C^{sa}(H), then

(i) κ(σ(T )) = σ(κ(T )) if T is bounded. (ii) κ(σ(T )) ∪ {1} = σ(κ(T )) if T is unbounded.

3.2 Stability of Spectra

We recall at first the spectral stability for bounded operators:

3.2.1 Theorem. Let E be a Banach space, A ∈ L(E) and Ω ⊂ C an open neighbourhood of σ(A). Then there exists ε > 0 such that σ(B) ⊂ Ω for any B ∈ L(E) with ‖A − B‖ < ε. Moreover, the same conclusion holds true if we replace σ by σ_{ess}.

Proof. The spectral stability holds for any complex unital Banach algebra R (cf. e.g. [He92, 96.5]), and so the first assertion follows by setting R = L(E). For the stability of the essential spectrum, we let R be the Calkin algebra Cal(E) = L(E)/K(E) of E and use that the quotient map q : L(E) → Cal(E) is continuous.

The next two results can be found in [BLP05, §2.2]. 3.2.2 Lemma. Let K ⊂ C be compact. Then {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : K ⊂ ρ(T )} and {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : K ⊂ ρ_{ess}(T )} are open in C^{sa}(H), where ρ_{ess}(T ) := C \ σ_{ess}(T ).

Proof. We denote by U(H) the set of all unitary operators acting on H. By using Corollary 3.1.6 and Corollary 3.1.8, we have

{T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : K ⊂ ρ(T )} = {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : σ(T ) ⊂ (C \ K) ∩ R} = {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : σ(κ(T )) ⊂ κ((C \ K) ∩ R) ∪ {1}}. We conclude from Theorem 3.1.2 that {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : K ⊂ ρ(T )} = κ^{−1}({U ∈ U(H) : σ(U) ⊂ κ((C \ K) ∩ R) ∪ {1}}). As K is compact, the set κ((C \ K) ∩ R) ∪ {1} is open and we see from Theorem 3.2.1 that {U ∈ U(H) : σ(U) ⊂ κ((C \ K) ∩ R) ∪ {1}} is open in L(H). Since κ is a homeomorphism by Theorem 3.1.2 , we obtain the assertion. The proof for ρ_{ess}(T ) proceeds along the same lines.

3.2.3 Theorem. Let ∅ ≠ K ⊂ C and Ω_K = {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : K ⊂ ρ(T )}. Then the map

R : K × Ω_K → L(H), (λ, T ) → (T − λ)^{−1} is continuous.

3.2. STABILITY OF SPECTRA 35

Proof. We fix z_0 ∈ K and note that we have for (λ, T ) ∈ K × Ω_K

R(λ, T ) = (T − λ)^{−1} = ((T − z_0) − (λ − z_0))^{−1} = ((T − z_0)(I_H − (λ − z_0)(T − z_0)^{−1}))^{−1} = (I_H − (λ − z_0)(T − z_0)^{−1})^{−1}(T − z_0)^{−1} = F (G(λ, T )),

(3.7)

where the maps F and G are defined by^1

G : K × Ω_K → K × {S ∈ L(H) : (K − z_0)^{−1} ⊂ ρ(S)}, (λ, T ) → (λ, (T − z_0)^{−1}) and

F :K × {S ∈ L(H) : (K − z_0)^{−1} ⊂ ρ(S)} → L(H), (λ, S) → (I_H − (λ − z_0)S)^{−1}S, respectively. G is continuous as d_G is equivalent to the metric (3.3). Furthermore, the continuity of F follows by a simple computation using the continuity of the inversion on GL(H) (cf. [Ka76, I.(4.24),III.3.1]).

As an important corollary of the previous theorem, we obtain the continuity of the spectral projections which we introduced in Theorem 1.3.4.

3.2.4 Corollary. Let △ ⊂ C be a Cauchy domain with boundary Γ and

Ω_Γ = {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : Γ ⊂ ρ(T )} ⊂ C^{sa}(H).

Then the map

Ω_Γ → L(H), T → P_Γ(T ) := 1 2πi ∫ Γ (λ − T )^{−1} dλ is continuous.

Proof. For any T, S ∈ Ω_Γ we have by [He92, (97.4)]

‖P_Γ(T ) − P_Γ(S)‖ ≤ 1 2π |Γ| max_{λ∈Γ} ‖(λ − T )^{−1} − (λ − S)^{−1}‖, (3.8)

1For A ⊂ C \ {0}, we denote A^{−1} = {^1_z ∈ C : z ∈ A}.

where |Γ| denotes the length of the contour Γ. The rest of the proof is a standard argument in analysis:

Let T ∈ Ω_Γ and ε > 0. By Theorem 3.2.3 there exists δ(λ^′) > 0 for any λ^′ ∈ Γ such that

‖(λ − S)^{−1} − (λ^′ − T )^{−1}‖ < πε |Γ| if

λ ∈ U(λ^′, δ(λ^′)) := {λ ∈ Γ : |λ − λ^′| < δ(λ^′)} and d_G(S, T ) < δ(λ^′). As Γ is compact we can find λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ Γ such that ⋃_n i=1 U(λ_i, δ(λ_i)) = Γ, and we set δ := min_{1≤i≤n} δ(λ_i).

Now, for any λ ∈ Γ there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ n such that λ ∈ U(λ_i, δ(λ_i)) and hence we obtain for S ∈ Ω_Γ such that d_G(S, T ) < δ,

‖(λ − T )^{−1} − (λ − S)^{−1}‖ ≤ ‖(λ − T )^{−1} − (λ_i − T )^{−1}‖ + ‖(λ_i − T )^{−1} − (λ − S)^{−1}‖ < 2πε |Γ| . We get by (3.8)

‖P_Γ(T ) − P_Γ(S)‖ ≤ 1 2π |Γ| max_{λ∈Γ} ‖(λ − T )^{−1} − (λ − S)^{−1}‖ < ε for all S ∈ Ω_Γ such that d_G(S, T ) < δ.

3.3 Spaces of Selfadjoint Fredholm Operators

In this section, we briefly consider different topologies on spaces of selfadjoint Fredholm operators following mainly Lesch’s work [Le05]. We set

CF^{sa}(H) = {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : T Fredholm}

and recall that CF^{sa}(H) is a metric space with respect to the gap metric

d_G(T_1, T_2) = ‖κ(T_1) − κ(T_2)‖, T_1, T_2 ∈ CF^{sa}(H).

For T ∈ C^{sa}(H) one can show that I_H + T^2 is invertible and selfadjoint on D(T^2) ⊂ D(T ). We obtain from Lemma 1.2.11 that F (T ) := T (I_H + T^2)^{− 12} ∈ L(H). The Riesz metric on CF^{sa}(H) is defined by

d_R(T_1, T_2) = ‖F (T_1) − F (T_2)‖, T_1, T_2 ∈ CF^{sa}(H).

3.3. SPACES OF SELFADJOINT FREDHOLM OPERATORS 37 We set BF^{sa}(H) = {T ∈ CF^{sa}(H) : D(T ) = H} and note that we have a metric on BF^{sa}(H) given by

d_N (T_1, T_2) = ‖T_1 − T_2‖, T_1, T_2 ∈ BF^{sa}(H). The following result is due to Nicolaescu [Ni07].

3.3.1 Theorem. The topology induced by the Riesz metric on CF^{sa}(H) is strictly finer than the topology induced by the gap metric.

Note that the theorem implies in particular that every path in CF^{sa}(H) which is continuous with respect to the Riesz metric is also continuous with respect to the gap metric. Let us now consider BF^{sa}(H) and let us note a classical result by Cordes and Labrousse [CL63]: 3.3.2 Theorem. On BF^{sa}(H) the topologies induced by d_N , d_R and d_G coincide. The space BF^{sa}(H) was investigated by Atiyah and Singer in [AS69] and it plays a fundamental role in topology.

3.3.3 Theorem. The space BF^{sa}(H) consists of three connected components

BF^{sa}_+ (H) = {T ∈ BF^{sa}(H) : σ_{ess}(T ) ⊂ (0, ∞)} BF^{sa}_− (H) = {T ∈ BF^{sa}(H) : σ_{ess}(T ) ⊂ (−∞, 0)} and BF^{sa}_∗ (H) = BF^{sa}(H) \ (BF^{sa}_+ (H) ∪ BF^{sa}_− (H)).

The spaces BF^{sa}_+ (H) and BF^{sa}_− (H) are contractible, whereas for k ∈ N

π_k(BF^{sa}_∗ (H)) =

0, if k even Z, if k odd .

Here π_k(BF^{sa}_∗ (H)), k ∈ N, denote the homotopy groups of the space BF^{sa}_∗ (H). It was shown by Lesch in [Le05] that the assertions of the previous theorem also hold for CF^{sa}(H) with respect to the Riesz metric. He also proved the following surprising theorem, which is in strong contrast to the previously mentioned results:

3.3.4 Theorem. The space CF^{sa}(H) is connected with respect to the gap metric.

38 CHAPTER 3. THE GAP TOPOLOGY

Chapter 4

The Spectral Flow

4.1 Definition of the Spectral Flow

The aim of this section is to introduce the spectral flow along the lines of [BLP05, §2.2]. Before we begin the construction, we rephrase the results about the spectral stability from Section 3.2. In what follows, we denote for T ∈ CF^{sa}(H) such that a, b /∈ σ(T ) by χ_{[a,b]}(T ) = 1 2πi ∫ Γ (λ − T )^{−1} dλ the spectral projection with respect to the interval [a, b], where Γ is the circle of radius^{b−a}_2 around^{a+b}_2 . Moreover, we will need the following well known fact.

4.1.1 Lemma. Let P, Q ∈ L(E) be two projections on the Banach space E. If ‖P − Q‖ < 1, then dim im(P ) = dim im(Q).

Proof. [GGK90, Lemma II.4.3] The next lemma is a cornerstone in the definition of the spectral flow. 4.1.2 Lemma. Let T_0 ∈ CF^{sa}(H) be given.

(i) There exists a positive real number a such that ±a /∈ σ(T_0), and an open neighbourhood N ⊂ CF^{sa}(H) of T_0 such that

N → L(H), T → χ_{[−a,a]}(T ) (4.1) is continuous and, moreover, σ_{ess}(T ) ∩ [−a, a] = ∅ and the projection χ_{[−a,a]}(T ) has finite rank for all T ∈ N.

(ii) If −a ≤ c < d ≤ a are such that c, d ∈ ρ(T ) for all T ∈ N, then T → χ_{[c,d]}(T ) is continuous on N. Moreover, the rank of χ_{[c,d]}(T ), T ∈ N, is finite and constant on each connected component of N.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2.5 there exists a > 0 such that [−a, a] ∩ σ(T_0) ⊂ {0}. Now N := {T ∈ CF^{sa}(H) : [−a, a] ⊂ ρ_{ess}(T_0), ±a /∈ σ(T_0)} is open with respect to the gap metric by Lemma 3.2.2 and the map (4.1) is continuous by Corollary 3.2.4. Moreover, χ_{[−a,a]}(T ) has finite rank for all T ∈ N as [−a, a] ∩ σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅. Hence we have shown the first assertion. The second assertion now follows immediately from Corollary 3.2.4.

Note that if c, d and N are as in (ii) of the previous lemma, then

im(χ_{[c,d]}(T )) = ⨁ μ∈[c,d] ker(μ − T ) ⊂ H for all T ∈ N.

Let now A : I → CF^{sa}(H) be a continuous path with respect to the gap topology, where we denote by I = [0, 1] the unit interval. By the previous Lemma 4.1.2 we conclude that for every λ ∈ I there exists a > 0 and an open neighbourhood N_{λ,a} ⊂ CF^{sa}(H) such that ±a ∈ ρ(T ) for all T ∈ N_{λ,a} and the map

N_{λ,a} → L(H), T → χ_{[−a,a]}(T ) is continuous. Moreover, all χ_{[−a,a]}(T ), T ∈ N_{λ,a}, have the same finite rank. Now the counterimages of the N_{λ,a} under A define an open covering of the unit interval and, by using the Lebesgue number of this covering, we can find 0 = λ_0 ≤ λ_1 ≤ . . . ≤ λ_n = 1 and a_i > 0, i = 1, . . . n, such that the maps

[λ_{i−1}, λ_i] ∋ λ → χ_{[−ai,ai]}(A_λ) ∈ L(H) are continuous and of constant rank. In what follows we denote for [c, d] ⊂ [−a_i, a_i] by

E_{[c,d]}(A_λ) = ⨁ μ∈[c,d] ker(μ − A_λ)

the direct sum of the eigenspaces with respect to eigenvalues in the interval [c, d]. Our intention is to define the spectral flow of A : I → CF^{sa}(H) by

sf(A) = n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,ai]}(A_{λi} ) − dim E_{[0,ai ]}(A_{λi−1} ) ) (4.2)

but we need to prove its well definedness before.

4.1. DEFINITION OF THE SPECTRAL FLOW 41

4.1.3 Lemma. sf(A) depends only on the continuous map A. Proof. We decompose the proof into three steps.

Let us begin by considering λ_0, . . . , λ_n and a_1, . . . , a_n as in (4.2), and we take a further instant λ^∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that λ_{i−1} < λ^∗ < λ_i for some i. If we now use the two maps

[λ_{i−1}, λ^∗] ∋ λ → χ_{[−ai,ai]}(A_λ), [λ^∗, λ_i] ∋ λ → χ_{[−ai,ai]}(A_λ) instead of

[λ_{i−1}, λ_i] ∋ λ → χ_{[−ai,ai]}(A_λ) for the computation of (4.2), then the sum does not change as the two new appearing terms cancel each other.

In the second step we do not change the partition of the interval but instead the numbers a_i. Let [c, d] ⊂ [0, 1] be any subinterval and λ → χ_{[−a1,a1]}(A_λ), λ → χ_{[−a2,a2]}(A_λ) two continuous maps as in (4.2) which are defined and continuous on [c, d]. We may assume without loss of generality that a_1 is greater or equal to a_2. As a_1, a_2 /∈ σ(A_λ) for all λ ∈ [c, d], we obtain by Theorem 1.3.4

dim E_{[0,a1]}(A_λ) − dim E_{[0,a2 ]}(A_λ) = dim im(χ_{[a2 ,a1]}(A_λ))

which is a constant function on [c, d] by Lemma 4.1.2 (ii). Consequently,

dim E_{[0,a1]}(A_d) − dim E_{[0,a1]}(A_c) = (dim E_{[0,a2]}(A_d) + dim im(χ_{[a2 ,a1]}(A_d)) − (dim E_{[0,a2 ]}(A_c) + dim im(χ_{[a2 ,a1]}(A_c))) = dim E_{[0,a2 ]}(A_d) − dim E_{[0,a2]}(A_c).

Finally, let us consider the general case, i.e. we have two partitions λ_0, . . . , λ_n and λ^′_0, . . . , λ^′_m having associated numbers a_1, . . . , a_n and a^′_1, . . . , a^′_m, respectively, as in (4.2). The union of both partitions yield a third one λ^{′′}_0 , . . . , λ^{′′}_{m+n}, which is finer than λ_0, . . . , λ_n and λ^′_1, . . . , λ^′_m. By our first step of the proof we obtain n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,ai]}(A_{λi} ) − dim E_{[0,ai ]}(A_{λi−1} ) ) = m+n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,bi]}(A_λ′′_i ) − dim E_{[0,bi]}(A_λ′′_{i−1} ) )

m∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,a}′_{i ]}(A_λ′_i ) − dim E_{[0,a}′_{i]}(A_λ′_{i−1} ) ) = m+n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,b}′_{i]}(A_λ′′_i ) − dim E_{[0,b}′_{i]}(A_λ′′_{i−1} ) ) , (4.3) for suitable b_1, . . . , b_{m+n} ∈ {a_1, . . . , a_n} and b^′_1, . . . , b^′_{m+n} ∈ {a^′_1, . . . a^′_m}. Now the same partition is used on the right hand sides in (4.3), and so these sums are equal by the second step of our proof.

Let us point out that we have defined the spectral flow for paths that are parametrised by the unit interval only for the sake of simplicity of notation. Clearly, the same formula as (4.2) can be used to define sf(A) for paths A : [a, b] → CF^{sa}(H), where [a, b] ⊂ R is a compact interval. In what follows, we will use this without further mention.

4.2 Properties and Uniqueness

In this section we introduce the basic properties of the spectral flow, where we follow essentially [Ph96]. We begin with some simple observations that all follow from its construction.

4.2.1 Lemma. Let N ⊂ CF^{sa}(H) be a neighbourhood as in the construction of the spectral flow, i.e. there exists a > 0 such that −a, a ∈ ρ(T ), [−a, a] ∩ σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅ for all T ∈ N, the map

N ∋ T → χ_{[−a,a]}(T ) ∈ L(H) is continuous and all χ_{[−a,a]}(T ) have the same finite rank. If A^1, A^2 : I → CF^{sa}(H) are gap continuous and

A^1(I), A^2(I) ⊂ N, A^1_0 = A^2_0, A^1 = A^2_1, (4.4)

then

sf(A^1) = sf(A^2).

Proof. We obtain from (4.4) and the definition (4.2)

sf(A^1) = dim E_{[0,a]}(A^1) − dim E_{[0,a]}(A^1_0) = dim E_{[0,a]}(A^2_1) − dim E_{[0,a]}(A^2_0) = sf(A^2).

4.2.2 Lemma. (i) If A^1, A^2 : I → CF^{sa}(H) are two gap continuous paths such that A^2_0 = A^1, then

sf(A^1 ∗ A^2) = sf(A^1) + sf(A^2).

(ii) If A : I → CF^{sa}(H) is gap continuous and A^′ is defined by A^′_t = A_{1−t}, then

sf(A^′) = − sf(A).

(iii) If A : I → CF^{sa}(H) is gap continuous and A_t is invertible for all t ∈ I, then sf(A) = 0. Proof. The first two assertions follow immediately from the definition (4.2). For the third assertion we just have to observe that by Lemma 3.2.2 we can find δ > 0 such that σ(A_λ) ∩ [−δ, δ] = ∅ for all λ ∈ [0, 1]. Then

sf(A) = dim E_{[0,δ]}(A_1) − dim E_{[0,δ]}(A_0) = 0.

In what follows we set

GC^{sa}(H) = {T ∈ C^{sa}(H) : T invertible }.

The probably most important property of the spectral flow is its homotopy invariance which we prove in the following lemma.

4.2.3 Lemma. Let h : I × I → CF^{sa}(H) be a continuous map such that

h(I × ∂I) ⊂ GC^{sa}(H). Then

sf(h(0, ·)) = sf(h(1, ·)).

Proof. As h(I × I) ⊂ CF^{sa}(H) is compact, we can find a finite open covering

h(I × I) ⊂ n⋃ i=1 N_i, where N_i ⊂ CF^{sa}(H), i = 1, . . . , n, are open sets as in the construction of the spectral flow. Accordingly, for each N_i there exists a_i > 0 such that −a_i, a_i ∈ ρ(T ), [−a_i, a_i] ∩ σ_{ess}(T ) = ∅ for all T ∈ N_i, the map

N_i ∋ T → χ_{[−ai,ai]}(T ) ∈ L(H) is continuous and all χ_{[−ai,ai ]}(T ) are projections of the same finite rank. If ε_0 > 0 is a Lebesgue number of the open covering

I × I = n⋃ i=1 h^{−1}(N_i),

then each subset of I × I of diameter less than ε_0 is entirely contained in one of the h^{−1}(N_i). We choose numbers 0 = λ_0 < λ_1 < . . . < λ_m = 1 such that |λ_i − λ_{i−1}| <^{ε0√}_2 , 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Then for each pair 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, h([λ_{i−1}, λ_i] × [λ_{j−1}, λ_j ]) is contained in one of the N_k. Now we obtain for any h |_{[λi−1,λi ]×[λj−1 ,λj ]} from Lemma 4.2.1 and Lemma 4.2.2

sf(h(λ_{i−1}, ·) |_{[λj−1 ,λj ]}) = sf(h(·, λ_{j−1}) |_{[λi−1 ,λi]}) + sf(h(λ_i, ·) |_{[λj−1 ,λj ]}) − sf(h(·, λ_j ) |_{[λi−1,λi ]}). Moreover,

sf(h(·, 0) |_{[λi−1,λi ]}) = sf(h(·, 1) |_{[λi−1,λi ]}) = 0, i = 1, . . . , m, by the third part of Lemma 4.2.2. By using the first part of Lemma 4.2.2 once again, we obtain

sf(h(λ_{i−1}, ·)) = m∑ j=1 sf(h(λ_{i−1}, ·) |_{[λj−1 ,λj ]})

= m∑ j=1 sf(h(·, λ_{j−1}) |_{[λi−1,λi ]}) + sf(h(λ_i, ·) |_{[λj−1 ,λj ]}) − sf(h(·, λ_j ) |_{[λi−1 ,λi]})

= m∑ j=1 sf(h(λ_i, ·) |_{[λj−1 ,λj ]}) = sf(h(λ_i, ·)).

Hence

sf(h(0, ·)) = sf(h(λ_0, ·)) = sf(h(λ_1, ·)) = sf(h(1, ·)).

We now want to discuss a normalisation property, which is needed for the uniqueness of the spectral flow. Let {e_k}_{k∈Z} be a complete orthonormal system of the Hilbert space H, which we now assume to be separable. Denote by P_+ the orthogonal projection onto the closure of the space spanned by {e_k}_{k∈N}, by P_− the orthogonal projection onto the closure of the space spanned by {e_{−k}}_{k∈N}, and by P_0 the orthogonal projection onto the span of e_0. Then

P_+ + P_− + P_0 = I_H

and moreover the operator

L_λ = λP_0 + P_+ − P_−

is for each λ ∈ [−1, 1] a bounded selfadjoint Fredholm operator. More precisely, L_λ ∈ GL(H) as long as λ ≠ 0, and in the remaining case L_0 has a one dimensional kernel and cokernel which are both given by the span of e_0. Moreover, L_λ is obviously a continuous path with respect to the norm topology and thus continuous with respect to the gap topology as well. Hence the spectral flow of L is well defined. As

σ(L_λ) = {−1, 1, λ}, λ ∈ [−1, 1], it is immediate from the definition that

sf(L) = 1.

Moreover, we note that if we set T_0 = P_+ + P_0 − P_− and P = P_0, then

(I_H − P )T_0(I_H − P ) = (I_H − P_0)(P_+ + P_0 − P_−)(I_H − P_0) = (I_H − P_0)(P_+ − P_−) = P_+ − P_−.

In particular, (I_H − P )T_0(I_H − P ) defines a bounded, invertible and selfadjoint operator on ker P such that the path

λP + (I_H − P )T_0(I_H − P ) = L_λ, λ ∈ [−1, 1],

has spectral flow 1.

Now we finally state the so called uniqueness of spectral flow which is the main result of [Le05]. For a topological space X and a subspace Y ⊂ X, we use the common notation Ω(X, Y ) for the set of all paths in X having endpoints in Y .

4.2.4 Theorem. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and let

μ : Ω(CF^{sa}(H), GC^{sa}(H)) → Z be a map which is additive with respect to concatenation of paths, invariant under gap continuous homotopies inside Ω(CF^{sa}(H), GC^{sa}(H)) and which satisfies the following normalisation condition:

There is a rank one orthogonal projection P ∈ L(H) and a bounded selfadjoint operator T_0 having σ(T_0) = {−1, 1} such that the selfadjoint operator (I_H − P )T_0(I_H − P ) is invertible on ker P and

μ(L) = 1, where L_λ = λP + (I_H − P )T_0(I_H − P ), λ ∈ [−1, 1]. Then μ is the spectral flow.

Note that we have verified in this section that the spectral flow indeed has all the properties mentioned in its uniqueness theorem. In the proof of Theorem 4.2.4 in [Le05], it is shown that any gap continuous path can be deformed into a path in a certain normal form in which the spectral flow can be computed by considering finite dimensional matrices. Then the uniqueness of spectral flow follows from a corresponding result in finite dimensions which can also be found in [Le05].

4.3 Crossing Forms

In this section we briefly discuss a method which is often helpful for computing the spectral flow and which was introduced in [RS95] and [FPR99], respectively, and recently generalised by the author in [Wa15b]. To this aim we have to restrict our considerations to special paths in CF^{sa}(H).

Let W ⊂ H be a Hilbert space in its own right and assume that W → H is continuous (e.g., W = H, or W = H^1[0, 1], H = L^2[0, 1]). We denote by BF^{sa}(W, H) the set of all T ∈ CF^{sa}(H) such that D(T ) = W and T ∈ L(W, H). In what follows we consider BF^{sa}(W, H) as a topological subspace of the Banach space L(W, H). It is shown in [Le05, Prop. 2.2] that the inclusion BF^{sa}(W, H) → CF^{sa}(H) is continuous but not a topological embedding, i.e. the resulting topology on BF^{sa}(W, H) is strictly stronger than the gap topology. From now on we assume that A : I → BF^{sa}(W, H) is a continuously differentiable path.

4.3.1 Definition. An instant λ_0 ∈ [0, 1] is called a crossing if ker(A_{λ0} ) ≠ 0. The crossing form at a crossing λ_0 is the quadratic form defined by

Γ(A, λ_0) : ker(A_{λ0} ) → R, Γ(A, λ_0)[u] = ⟨( d dλ |_{λ=λ0} A_λ)u, u⟩_H . A crossing λ_0 is called regular, if Γ(A, λ_0) is non-degenerate.

We mention without proof the following two theorems.

4.3.2 Theorem. There exists ε > 0 such that

4.3. CROSSING FORMS 47

i) A + δ I_H is a path in BF^{sa}(W, H) for all |δ| < ε;

ii) A + δ I_H has only regular crossings for almost every δ ∈ (−ε, ε).

For a quadratic form q : V → R on a finite dimensional Hilbert space V , there is a unique Hermitian matrix A such that q(u) = ⟨Au, u⟩ for all u ∈ V . In what follows, we denote by m^−(q) the number of negative eigenvalues of A counted with multiplicities, and we set m^+(q) := m^−(−A) as well as sgn(q) := m^+(q) − m^−(q).

The following theorem shows that the spectral flow of a continuously differentiable path A in BF^{sa}(W, H) can be computed easily if all crossings are regular.

4.3.3 Theorem. If A has only regular crossings, then they are finite in number and

sf(A) = −m^−(Γ(A, 0)) + ∑ λ∈(0,1) sgn Γ(A, λ) + m^+(Γ(A, 1)). (4.5)

Theorem 4.3.2 and Theorem 4.3.3 were firstly proved by Robbin and Salamon in [RS95] under the additional assumption that W is compactly embedded in H. Later Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht proved Theorem 4.3.3 for bounded operators, i.e. if W = H. Note that the latter case is not covered by Robbin and Salamon’s theorem as the inclusion W → H is not compact if W and H are of infinite dimension. A proof of both Theorems in the generality stated above can be found in [Wa15b]. Finally, let us mention that crossing forms can also be defined for paths of operators having varying domains [SW08, App.A].

48 CHAPTER 4. THE SPECTRAL FLOW

Chapter 5

A Simple Example and a Glimpse at the Literature

5.1 A Simple Example

In this section we consider the Hilbert space H = L^2[0, 1] and the differential operators A_λu = iu^′ on the domains

D(A_λ) = {u ∈ H^1[0, 1] : u(0) = e^{iλ}u(1)}.

Our aim is to show that {A_λ}_{λ∈[−π,π]} is a continuous path in CF^{sa}(H) and we want to compute its spectral flow.

The operators A_λ are selfadjoint and Fredholm

We have already seen in Example 2.1.12 that A_λ is selfadjoint for all λ. Moreover, we have shown that A_λ is surjective if λ ≠ 0. As the kernel of A_λ is trivial in this case, we see that A_λ ∈ CF^{sa}(H) for λ ≠ 0. Let us now consider the operator A_0. Clearly, ker(A_0) consists of all constant functions on [0, 1] and, moreover, it is readily seen that the image of A_0 is

im(A_0) = {v ∈ L^2[0, 1] :

∫_1 0 v(t) dt = 0}, which is closed. Indeed, if {v_n}_{n∈N} is a sequence in im(A_0) converging to some v ∈ H, then | | | ∫_1 0 v(t) dt | | | = | | | ∫_1 0 v_n(t) − v(t) dt | | | ≤ ‖v^n − v‖^H → 0, n → ∞, and so v ∈ im(A). Hence A_0 ∈ CF^{sa}(H) by Lemma 2.1.7.

Let us note that there is another way to check that A_0 is Fredholm. If we let Y denote the subspace of H consisting of all constant functions, then we have a direct sum decomposition

H = im(A_0) ⊕ Y . Indeed, the intersection of these spaces is trivial and, moreover, every function v ∈ H can be written as v(t) = ( v(t) − ∫_1 0 v(t) dt )

∈im(A_0) + ∫_1 0 v(t) dt ∈Y .

As the kernel of A_0 is of finite dimension, this shows that A_0 is Fredholm by Lemma 1.1.11.

The path {A_λ}_{λ∈[−π,π]} is continuous

We define T_λ : H → H by T_λ = (A_λ + i)^{−1} and note that by (3.2) we need to show that T_λ is a continuous path of bounded operators on H. To this aim, we will first compute T_λ explicitly. If v ∈ H, then u := T_λv is a solution of iu^′ + iu = v, and we obtain from standard methods for ordinary differential equations that u(t) = ce^{−t} − ie^{−t} ∫_t 0 v(s)e^s ds, t ∈ [0, 1], for some constant c depending on λ and v. As u ∈ D(A_λ), we have to require that

c = u(0) = e^{iλ}u(1) = e^{iλ} ( ce^{−1} − ie^{−1} ∫_1 0 v(s)e^s ds ) , which implies that c = − i e^{1−iλ} − 1 ∫_1 0 v(s)e^s ds =: m(λ) ∫_1 0 v(s)e^s ds, and so we finally obtain (T_λv)(t) = m(λ) e^{−t} ∫_1 0 v(s)e^s ds − ie^{−t} ∫_t 0 v(s)e^s ds. Clearly, m : [−π, π] → C is a continuous function. If now λ_0, λ_1 ∈ [−π, π], then it is readily seen that

‖T_{λ1} v − T_{λ0} v‖_H ≤ 1 √ 2 √ cosh(2) − 1 |m(λ_1) − m(λ_0)| ‖v‖_H .

Consequently, {T_λ}_{λ∈[−π,π]} is a continuous path of bounded operators on H = L^2[0, 1] showing the continuity of A in CF^{sa}(H).

The spectral flow of {A_λ}_{λ∈[−π,π]}

In order to compute the spectra of the operators A_λ, we need to consider the differential equations iu^′ − μu = 0, where μ is a real number. Clearly, the solution of this equation is given by u(t) = ce^{−iμt}, t ∈ [0, 1], for some constant c. As u is an element of D(A_λ), we get in addition

c = u(0) = e^{iλ}u(1) = ce^{i(λ−μ)}, and so λ − μ = 2kπ for some k ∈ Z. Consequently, we see that

σ(A_λ) = {2kπ + λ : k ∈ Z} and each element in σ(A_λ) is a simple eigenvalue, i.e. the corresponding eigenspace is one dimensional.

For the computation of the spectral flow, we set λ_0 = −π, λ_1 = −^π_4 , λ_2 =^π_4 and λ_3 = π, as well as a_1 =^π_8 , a_2 =^π_2 and a_3 =^π_8 . Then dim E_{[0,ai]}(A_{λi} ) ≠ 0 only if i = 2, and moreover dim E_{[0,ai ]}(A_{λi−1} ) = 0 for all i. Hence

sf(A) = 1.

Note that the path A is closed and hence we have found a non-trivial element in π_1(CF^{sa}(H)). This shows in particular that the spectral flow does not only depend on the endpoints of a path, for otherwise sf(A) = 0 for every closed path A.

5.2 A Glimpse at the Literature

In this final section we provide some literature on the spectral flow and its applications. Let us emphasise that our selection of articles is highly subjective and not at all an attempt for an exhaustive overview of the existing literature. It reflects the author’s personal interests and we apologise to everyone not mentioned in the following paragraphs.

Definition of the Spectral Flow

The spectral flow was introduced by Atiyah, Patodi and Singer in [APS76] for paths in BF^{sa}(H), and consequently also on CF^{sa}(H) with respect to the Riesz metric (cf. Section 3.3). A more analytic approach was given by Floer in [Fl88] and later fully developed by Phillips in [Ph96]. Alternative constructions can be found in [RS95], for paths in BF^{sa}(W, H), and in [FPR99] for paths in BF^{sa}(H). That the spectral flow can even be defined for paths of unbounded selfadjoint Fredholm operators which are merely continuous in the gap topology was observed by Booss- Bavnbek, Lesch and Phillips in [BLP05]. Finally, let us mention that Wahl introduced in [W08a] a topology on CF^{sa}(H) which is even weaker than the gap topology and she extended the spectral flow to this setting.

Uniqueness of the Spectral Flow

As discussed in Section 4.2, one may ask which properties characterise the spectral flow. Theorem 4.2.4 was proved by Lesch in [Le05] and the same source also discusses uniqueness for CF^{sa}(H) with respect to the Riesz metric, for BF^{sa}(W, H) and for BF^{sa}(H). An alternative approach for paths in BF^{sa}(H) can be found in [CFP00]. Robbin and Salamon proved in [RS95] uniqueness for BF^{sa}(W, H) if W is compactly embedded in H.

Crossing Forms and Partial Signatures

Crossing forms and partial signatures are convenient tools to compute spectral flows. Crossing forms were introduced by Robbin and Salamon in [RS95], and later adapted in [FPR99] and [Wa15b]. For partial signatures we refer to [GPP04], and their application in [EP07].

Global Analysis

Beginning from Atiyah, Patodi and Singer’s article [APS76], probably most applications of the spectral flow were obtained in global analysis and related fields. We are definitely unable to give an exhaustive list of literature, and so we just want to mention [BW85], [Ge93], [Bu94], [JL09] and that many applications deal with boundary value problems for Dirac operators, e.g. [Bu95], [Ni95], [LW96], [BBB04], [KL04], [GPP04], [Pr13] and [GL15]. Some of these works equate the spectral flow in this setting with Maslov indices for curves of Lagrangian subspaces in infinite dimensional symplectic spaces (cf. [BZ13]). Let us finally mention the author’s contributions in [Wa13] and with Bei in [BeW15].

Symplectic Analysis

Floer used the spectral flow in connection with his celebrated homology groups in [Fl88]. As in global analysis, there are too many papers dealing with the spectral flow in symplectic analysis to give an exhaustive bibliography. Let us just mention [Ta90], [Yo91], [RS95], [Se08], [SW08] and [MP11]. Also Kronheimer and Mrowka’s monograph [KM07] contains a section on the spectral flow, to which we refer for further literature.

Mathematical Physics

Vafa and Witten used the spectral flow in [VW84] to obtain bounds on eigenvalues of Dirac operators (cf. also [At85]). More recent applications can be found, e.g., in [BEL07], [Pu08], [GLM11], [KN12], [SB14] and [BS15], among many others.

Higher Spectral Flows

The spectral flow was generalised to several-parameter families under additional assumptions by Dai and Zhang in [DZ96] and [DZ98], where it is no longer an integer but a K-theory class of the parameter space. A central element in this construction are spectral sections, which were introduced by Melrose and Piazza in [MP97].

Spectral Flow and Operator Algebras

There is a vast literature on different extensions of the construction of the spectral flow to more general settings. As we are hardly acquainted with these topics, we just want to quote without further comments [Per95], [Ph97], [CP98] [LP03], [W07b], [W08b], [AW11] and [KL13].

Nonlinear Analysis

Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht discovered in [FPR99] that the spectral flow can also be used in the bifurcation theory of critical points of strongly indefinite functionals on Hilbert spaces, for which they introduced an alternative construction of the spectral flow. Their result was later improved in [PeW13] by Pejsachowicz in a joint work with the author. Recently, Alexander and Fitzpatrick revisited the spectral flow in bifurcation theory in [AF16].

2nd order Partial Differential Equations

Formulas for the spectral flow for paths of second order PDEs can be found, e.g., in the recent work [GS16] by Goffeng and Schrohe, as well as the author’s papers [PW15] with Portaluri and [Wa16].

Hamiltonian Systems

The bifurcation theory developed in [FPR99] was firstly applied to bifurcation of periodic orbits of Hamiltonian systems in [FPR00]. Further applications of the spectral flow in case of periodic orbits can be found in [RS95], [Iz99], [PeW13] and [Wa15a]. The spectral flow for homoclinic solutions was considered in [CH07], [Pe08b] and [Wa15b]. Also the works [MPP05], [Zh06], [MPP07] and [Wa12] on a generalisation of the Morse index theorem to geodesics in semi-Riemannian manifolds may be considered as an application to Hamiltonian Systems.

54 CHAPTER 5. A SIMPLE EXAMPLE AND A GLIMPSE AT THE LITERATURE

Bibliography

[Ab01] A. Abbondandolo, Morse theory for Hamiltonian systems, Chapman & Hall/CRC Research Notes in Mathematics, 425. Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2001

[AF16] J.C. Alexander, P.M. Fitzpatrick, Spectral flow is a complete invariant for detecting bifurcation of critical points, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 368, 2016, 4439– 4459

[AV05] J. Appell, M. Väth, Elemente der Funktionalanalysis, Friedr. Vieweg & Sohn Verlag, Wiesbaden, 2005

[AS68] M.F. Atiyah, I.M. Singer, The index of elliptic operators. I, Ann. of Math. 87, 1968, 484–530

[AS69] M.F. Atiyah, I.M. Singer, Index Theory for Skew-Adjoint Fredholm Operators, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 37, 1969, 5-26

[APS76] M.F. Atiyah, V.K. Patodi, I.M. Singer, Spectral Asymmetry and Riemannian Geometry III, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 79, 1976, 71-99

[At85] M.F. Atiyah, Eigenvalues of the Dirac operator, Lecture Notes in Math. 1111, Springer, Berlin, 1985, 251–260

[AW11] S. Azzali, C. Wahl, Spectral flow, index and the signature operator, J. Topol.

Anal. 3, 2011, 37–67

[BS15] C. Bär, A. Strohmaier, An index theorem for Lorentzian manifolds with compact spacelike Cauchy boundary, arXiv:1506.00959 [math.DG]

[BeW15] F. Bei, N. Waterstraat, On the space of connections having non-trivial twisted harmonic spinors, J. Math. Phys. 56, 2015, no. 9, 093505

[BBB04] D. Bleecker, B. Booss-Bavnbek, Spectral invariants of operators of Dirac type on partitioned manifolds, Aspects of boundary problems in analysis and geometry, 1–130, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl., 151, Birkhäuser, Basel, 2004

[BW85] B. Booss, K. Wojciechowski, Desuspension of Splitting Elliptic Symbols I, Ann.

Glob. Analysis and Geometry 3, 1985, 337-383

[BLP02] B. Booss-Bavnbek, M. Lesch, J. Phillips, Spectral Flow of Paths of Self-Adjoint Fredholm Operators, Nuclear Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 104, 2002, 177–180

[BLP05] B. Booss-Bavnbek, M. Lesch, J. Phillips, Unbounded Fredholm Operators and Spectral Flow, Canad. J. Math. 57,2005, 225–250

[BEL07] B. Booss-Bavnbek, G. Esposito, M. Lesch, Quantum gravity: unification of principles and interactions, and promises of spectral geometry, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 3, 2007

[BZ13] B. Booss-Bavnbek, C. Zhu, The Maslov index in weak symplectic functional analysis, Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 44, 2013, 283–318

[Bu94] U. Bunke, On the spectral flow of families of Dirac operators with constant symbol, Math. Nachr. 165, 1994, 191–203

[Bu95] U. Bunke, On the gluing problem for the η-invariant, J. Differential Geom. 41, 1995, 397–448

[CLM94] S.E. Cappel, R. Lee, E. Miller, On the Maslov Index, Comm. Pure Appl. Math.

47, 1994, 121-186

[CP98] A. Carey, J. Phillips, Unbounded Fredholm modules and spectral flow, Canad.

J. Math. 50, 1998, 673–718

[CH07] C.-N. Chen, X. Hu, Maslov index for homoclinic orbits of Hamiltonian systems, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 24, 2007, 589–603

[CFP00] E. Ciriza, P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, Uniqueness of Spectral Flow, Math.

Comp. Mod. 32, 2000, 1495-1501

[CL63] H.O. Cordes, J.P. Labrousse, The invariance of the index in the metric space of closed operators, J. Math. Mech. 12, 1963, 693–719

[DZ96] X. Dai, W. Zhang, Higher spectral flow, Math. Res. Lett. 3, 1996, 93–102

[DZ98] X. Dai, W. Zhang, Higher spectral flow, J. Funct. Anal. 157, 1998, 432–469

[EP07] J.C.C. Eidam, P. Piccione, A generalization of Yoshida-Nicolaescu theorem using partial signatures, Math. Z. 255, 2007, 357–372

[FPR99] P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, L. Recht, Spectral Flow and Bifurcation of Critical Points of Strongly-Indefinite Functionals Part I: General Theory, J. Funct. Anal. 162, 1999, 52–95

[FPR00] P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, L. Recht, Spectral Flow and Bifurcation of Critical Points of Strongly-Indefinite Functionals Part II: Bifurcation of Periodic Orbits of Hamiltonian Systems, J. Differential Equations 163, 2000, 18–40

[Fl88] A. Floer, An Instanton Invariant for 3-Manifolds, Com. Math. Phys. 118, 1988, 215-240

[FO91] K. Furutani, N. Otsuki, Spectral Flow and Maslov Index Arising from Lagrangian Intersections, Tokyo J. Math. 14, 1991, 135-150

[GLM11] F. Gesztesy, Y. Latushkin, K.A. Makarov, F. Sukochev, Y. Tomilov,The index formula and the spectral shift function for relatively trace class perturbations, Adv. Math. 227, 2011, 319–420

[Ge93] E. Getzler, The Odd Chern Character in Cyclic Homology and Spectral Flow, Topology 32, 1993, 489-507

[GPP04] R. Giambó, P. Piccione, A. Portaluri, Computation of the Maslov index and the spectral flow via partial signatures, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 338, 2004, 397–402

[GS16] M. Goffeng, E. Schrohe, Spectral Flow of Exterior Landau-Robin Hamiltonians, arXiv:1505.06080 [math.SP]

[GGK90] I. Gohberg, S. Goldberg, M.A. Kaashoek, Classes of Linear Operators Vol. I, Operator Theory: Advances and Applications Vol. 49, Birkhäuser, 1990

[Go06] S. Goldberg, Unbounded linear operators - Theory and applications, Reprint of the 1985 corrected edition, Dover Publications Inc., Mineola, NY, 2006

[GL15] A. Gorokhovsky, M. Lesch, On the spectral flow for Dirac operators with local boundary conditions, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 17, 2015, 8036–8051

[He92] H. Heuser, Funktionalanalysis, 3. edition, B.G. Teubner Stuttgart, 1992

[HS96] P.D. Hislop, I.M. Sigal, Introduction to Spectral Theory, Applied Math. Sciences 113, Springer-Verlag, 1996

[Iz99] M. Izydorek, Bourgin-Yang type theorem and its application to Z_2- equivariant Hamiltonian systems, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 351, 1999, 2807–2831

[JL09] M. Jardim, R.F. Leão, On the eigenvalues of the twisted Dirac operator, J.

Math. Phys. 50, 2009

[Jo03] M. Joachim, Unbounded Fredholm Operators and K-Theory, Highdimensional Manifold Topology,World Sci. Publishing, 2003, 177-199

[KL13] J. Kaad, M. Lesch, Spectral flow and the unbounded Kasparov product, Adv.

Math. 248, 2013, 495–530

[Ka76] T. Kato, Perturbation Theory of Linear Operators, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften 132, 2nd edition, Springer, 1976

[KN12] M.I. Katsnelson, V.E. Nazaikinskii, The Aharonov-Bohm effect for massless Dirac fermions and the spectral flow of Dirac-type operators with classical boundary conditions, Theoret. and Math. Phys. 172, 2012, 1263–1277

[KL04] P. Kirk, M. Lesch, The η-invariant, Maslov index, and spectral flow for Diractype operators on manifolds with boundary, Forum Math. 16, 2004, 553–629

[Kui65] N.H. Kuiper, The Homotopy Type of the Unitary Group of Hilbert Space, Topology 3, 1965, 19-30

[KM07] P. Kronheimer, T. Mrowka, Monopoles and three-manifolds, New Mathematical Monographs, 10. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007

[LP03] E. Leichtnam, P. Piazza, Dirac index classes and the noncommutative spectral flow, J. Funct. Anal. 200, 2003, 348–400

[LW96] M. Lesch, K.P. Wojciechowski, On the η-invariant of generalized Atiyah-Patodi- Singer boundary value problems, Illinois J. Math. 40, 1996, 30–46

[Le05] M. Lesch, The Uniqueness of the Spectral Flow on Spaces of Unbounded Self-adjoint Fredholm Operators, Cont. Math. Amer. Math. Soc. 366, 2005, 193- 224 [MP97] R.B. Melrose, P. Piazza, Families of Dirac operators, boundaries and the bcalculus, J. Differential Geom. 46, 1997, 99–180

[MP11] W.J. Merry, G.P. Paternain, Index computations in Rabinowitz Floer homology, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 10, 2011, 87–111

[MPP05] M. Musso, J. Pejsachowicz, A. Portaluri, A Morse Index Theorem for Perturbed Geodesics on Semi-Riemannian Manifolds, Topological Methods in Nonlinear Analysis 25, 2005, 69-99

[MPP07] M. Musso, J. Pejsachowicz, A. Portaluri, Morse Index and Bifurcation for p- Geodesics on Semi-Riemannian Manifolds, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var 13, 2007, 598–621

[Ni93] L. Nicolaescu, The Maslov Index, the Spectral Flow and Splittings of Manifolds, C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris 317, 1993, 1515-1519

[Ni95] L. Nicolaescu, The Maslov index, the spectral flow, and decompositions of manifolds, Duke Math. J. 80, 1995, 485–533

[Ni97] L. Nicolaescu, Generalized Symplectic Geometries and the Index of Families of Elliptic Problems, Memoirs AMS 128, 1997

[Ni07] L. Nicolaescu, On the Space of Fredholm Operators, An. Stiint. Univ. Al. I. Cuza Iasi. Mat. (N.S.) 53 (2007), no. 2, 209–227

[Pe08b] J. Pejsachowicz, Bifurcation of Homoclinics of Hamiltonian Systems, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 136, 2008, 2055–2065

[PeW13] J. Pejsachowicz, N. Waterstraat, Bifurcation of critical points for continuous families of C^2 functionals of Fredholm type, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 13, 2013, 537–560, arXiv:1307.1043 [math.FA]

[Per95] V.S. Perera, Real-valued spectral flow, Multivariable operator theory (Seattle, WA, 1993), 307–318, Contemp. Math., 185, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1995

[Ph96] J. Phillips, Self-adjoint Fredholm Operators and Spectral Flow, Canad. Math.

Bull. 39, 1996, 460-467

[Ph97] J. Phillips, Spectral flow in type I and II factors-a new approach, Cyclic cohomology and noncommutative geometry (Waterloo, ON, 1995), 137–153, Fields Inst. Commun., 17, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997

[PW15] A. Portaluri, N. Waterstraat, A Morse-Smale index theorem for indefinite elliptic systems and bifurcation, J. Differential Equations 258, 2015, 1715–1748

[Pr13] M. Prokhorova, The spectral flow for Dirac operators on compact planar domains with local boundary conditions, Comm. Math. Phys. 322, 2013, 385– 414 [Pu08] A. Pushnitski, The spectral flow, the Fredholm index, and the spectral shift function, Spectral theory of differential operators, 141–155, Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. Ser. 2, 225, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2008

[RS95] J. Robbin, D. Salamon,The Spectral Flow and the Maslov Index, Bull. London Math. Soc 27, 1995, 1-33

[Ru91] W. Rudin, Functional analysis, Second edition, International Series in Pure and Applied Mathematics, McGraw-Hill Inc., New York, 1991

[SZ92] D. Salamon, E. Zehnder, Morse Theory for Periodic Solutions of Hamiltonian Systems and the Maslov Index, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 45, 1992, 1303–1360

[SW08] D. Salamon, K. Wehrheim, Instanton Floer homology with Lagrangian boundary conditions, Geom. Topol. 12, 2008, 747–918.

[SB14] H. Schulz-Baldes, Signature and spectral flow of J-unitary S^1-Fredholm operators, Integral Equations Operator Theory 78, 2014, 323–374

[Se08] P. Seidel, Fukaya categories and Picard-Lefschetz theory, Zurich Lectures in Advanced Mathematics, European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2008

[Ta90] C.H. Taubes, Casson’s invariant and gauge theory, J. Differential Geom. 31, 1990, 547–599

[Te09] G. Teschl, Mathematical Methods in Quantum Mechanics, Graduate Studies in Mathematics 99, AMS, 2009

[VW84] C. Vafa, E. Witten, Eigenvalue Inequalities for Fermions in Gauge Theories, Commun. Math. Phys. 95, 1984, 257–276

[W07a] C. Wahl, Spectral flow as winding number and integral formulas, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 135, 2007, 4063–4073

[W07b] C. Wahl, On the noncommutative spectral flow, J. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 22, 2007, 135–187

[W08a] C. Wahl, A new topology on the space of unbounded selfadjoint operators, K-theory and spectral flow, C^∗-algebras and elliptic theory II, 297–309, Trends Math., Birkhäuser, Basel, 2008

[W08b] C. Wahl, Spectral flow and winding number in von Neumann algebras, J.

Inst. Math. Jussieu 7, 2008, 589–619

[Wa12] N. Waterstraat, A K-theoretic proof of the Morse index theorem in semi- Riemannian geometry, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 140, 2012, 337–349

[Wa13] N. Waterstraat, A remark on the space of metrics having non-trivial harmonic spinors, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 13, 2013, 143–149, arXiv:1206.0499 [math.SP]

[Wa15a] N. Waterstraat, A family index theorem for periodic Hamiltonian systems and bifurcation, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 52, 2015, 727–753, arXiv:1305.5679 [math.DG]

[Wa15b] N. Waterstraat, Spectral flow, crossing forms and homoclinics of Hamiltonian systems, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 111, 2015, 275–304, arXiv:1406.3760 [math.DS]

[Wa16] N. Waterstraat, Spectral flow and bifurcation for a class of strongly indefinite elliptic systems, arXiv:1512.04109 [math.AP]

[Wei80] J. Weidmann, Linear Operators in Hilbert Spaces, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 68, Springer-Verlag, 1980

[We05] D. Werner, Funktionalanalysis, 5. Auflage, Springer, 2005

[Yo91] T. Yoshida, Floer homology and splittings of manifolds, Ann. of Math. (2) 134, 1991, 277–323

[Yo95] K. Yosida, Functional Analysis, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, 6th edition, 1995

[Zh06] C. Zhu, A generalized Morse index theorem, Analysis, geometry and topology of elliptic operators, 493–540, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2006

Nils Waterstraat School of Mathematics, Statistics & Actuarial Science University of Kent Canterbury Kent CT2 7NF UNITED KINGDOM E-mail: n.waterstraat@kent.ac.uk