arXiv:1705.01831v2 [math-ph] 23 Oct 2018

SPECTRAL THEORY OF INFINITE QUANTUM GRAPHS

PAVEL EXNER, ALEKSEY KOSTENKO, MARK MALAMUD, AND HAGEN NEIDHARDT

Dedicated to the memory of M. Z. Solomyak (16.05.1931 – 31.07.2016)

Abstract. We investigate quantum graphs with infinitely many vertices and edges without the common restriction on the geometry of the underlying metric graph that there is a positive lower bound on the lengths of its edges. Our central result is a close connection between spectral properties of a quantum graph and the corresponding properties of a certain weighted discrete Laplacian on the underlying discrete graph. Using this connection together with spectral theory of (unbounded) discrete Laplacians on infinite graphs, we prove a number of new results on spectral properties of quantum graphs. Namely, we prove several self-adjointness results including a Gaffney type theorem. We investigate the problem of lower semiboundedness, prove several spectral estimates (bounds for the bottom of spectra and essential spectra of quantum graphs, CLR-type estimates) and study spectral types.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 Notation 6 2. Boundary triplets for graphs 7 3. Parameterization of quantum graphs with δ-couplings 12 4. Quantum graphs with Kirchhoff vertex conditions 19 4.1. Intrinsic metrics on graphs 20 4.2. Self-adjointness of H_0 21 4.3. Uniform positivity and the essential spectrum of H_0 25 5. Spectral properties of quantum graphs with δ-couplings 27 5.1. Self-adjointness and lower semiboundedness 27 5.2. Negative spectrum: CLR-type estimates 29 5.3. Spectral types 33 6. Other boundary conditions 36 Appendix A. Boundary triplets and Weyl functions 37 A.1. Linear relations 37 A.2. Boundary triplets and proper extensions 38 A.3. Weyl functions and extensions of semibounded operators 39 A.4. Direct sums of boundary triplets 42 Acknowledgments 42 References 42

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 81Q35; Secondary 34B45; 34L05. Key words and phrases. Quantum graph, analysis on graphs, self-adjointness, spectrum. Research supported by the Czech Science Foundation (GAČR) under grant No. 17-01706S and the European Union within the project CZ.02.1.01/0.0/0.0/16 019/0000778 (P.E.), by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) under grant No. P28807 (A.K.), by the “RUDN University Program 5-100” (M.M.), and by the European Research Council (ERC) under grant No. AdG 267802 “AnaMultiScale” (H.N.).

Ann. Henri Poincaré (to appear); doi: 10.1007/s00023-018-0728-9. arXiv:1705.01831. 1

1. Introduction

During the last two decades, quantum graphs became an extremely popular subject because of numerous applications in mathematical physics, chemistry and engineering. Indeed, the literature on quantum graphs is vast and extensive and there is no chance to give even a brief overview of the subject here. We only mention a few recent monographs and collected works with a comprehensive bibliography: [14], [15], [36], [52] and [90]. The notion of quantum graph refers to a graph G considered as a one-dimensional simplicial complex and equipped with a differential operator (“Hamiltonian”). The idea has it roots in the 1930s when it was proposed to model free electrons in organic molecules [89, 100]. It was rediscovered in the late 1980s and since that time it found numerous applications. Let us briefly mention some of them: superconductivity theory in granular and artificial materials [6, 98], microelectronics and waveguide theory [39, 82, 83], Anderson localization in disordered wires [1, 2, 35], chemistry (including studying carbon nanostructures) [10, 34, 62, 71, 91], photonic crystal theory [11, 42, 69], quantum chaotic systems [52, 63], and others. These applications of quantum graphs usually involve modelling of waves of various nature propagating in thin branching media which looks like a thin neighbourhood Ω of a graph G. A rigorous justification of such a graph approximation is a nontrivial problem. It was first addressed in the situation where the boundary of the “fat graph” is Neumann (see, e.g., [72, 99]), a full solution was obtained only recently [23, 38]. The Dirichlet case is more difficult and a work remains to be done (see, e.g., [49, 90]).

From the mathematical point of view, quantum graphs are interesting because they are a good model to study properties of quantum systems depending on geometry and topology of the configuration space. They exhibit a mixed dimensionality being locally one-dimensional but globally multi-dimensional of many different types. To the best of our knowledge, however, their analysis usually includes the assumption that there is a positive lower bound on the lengths of the graph edges (we are aware only of a few works dealing with metric graphs having edges of arbitrarily small length, however, with some other additional rather restrictive assumptions, e.g., radially symmetric trees [19, 105], some classes of fractals [7, 8, 9], graphs having finite total length or diameter [20]). Our main aim is to investigate spectral properties of quantum graphs avoiding this rather restrictive hypothesis on the geometry of the underlying metric graph G.

To proceed further we need to introduce briefly some notions and structures (a detailed description is given in Section 2). Let G_d = (V, E) be a (combinatorial) graph with finite or countably infinite sets of vertices V and edges E. For two different vertices u, v ∈ V we shall write u ∼ v if there is an edge e ∈ E connecting u with v. For every v ∈ V, E_v denotes the set of edges incident to the vertex v. To simplify our considerations, we assume that the graph G_d is connected and there are no loops or multiple edges (let us mention that these assumptions can be made without loss of generality, see Remark 2.1 below). In what follows we shall also assume that G_d is equipped with a metric, that is, each edge e ∈ E is assigned with the length |e| = l_e ∈ (0, ∞) in a suitable way. A graph G_d equipped with a metric |·| is called a metric graph and is denoted by G = (G_d, |·|). Identifying every edge e with the interval (0, |e|) one can introduce the Hilbert space L^2(G) = ⨁ e∈E L^2(e) and then the Hamiltonian H which acts in this space as the (negative) second derivative −^{d2}_{dx2e} on every edge e ∈ E. To give H the meaning of a quantum mechanical energy operator, it must be self-adjoint. To make it symmetric, one needs to impose appropriate boundary conditions at the vertices. Kirchhoff conditions (4.1) or, more generally, δ-type conditions with interactions strength α : V → R { f is continuous at v, ∑ e∈E_v f ′ e(v) = α(v)f(v), v ∈ V, are the most standard ones (cf. [15]). Restricting further to functions vanishing everywhere except finitely many edges, we end up with the pre-minimal symmetric operator H^0_α (see Section 3 for a precise definition). The first question which naturally appears in this context is, of course, whether this operator is essentially self-adjoint in L^2(G) (which is the same that its closure H_α = H^0_α is self-adjoint). To the best of our knowledge, in the case when both sets V and E are countably infinite, the self-adjointness of H_α was established when inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and the interactions strength α : V → R is bounded from below in a suitable sense (see, e.g., [15, Chapter I] and [73]). The subsequent analysis of H_α was then naturally performed under these rather restrictive assumptions on G and α.

We propose a new approach to investigate spectral properties of infinite quantum graphs. To this goal, we exploit the boundary triplets machinery [29, 48, 102], a powerful approach to extension theory of symmetric operators (see Appendix A for further details and references). Consider in L^2(G) the following operator

H_{min} = ⨁ e∈E H_{e,min}, H_{e,min} = − d^2 dx^2_e

, dom(H_{e,min}) = W^{2,2}_0 (e), (1.1)

where W^{2,2}_0 (e) denotes the standard Sobolev space on the edge e ∈ E. Clearly, H_{min} is a closed symmetric operator in L^2(G) with deficiency indices n_±(H_{min}) = 2#(E). In particular, the deficiency indices are infinite when G contains infinitely many edges and hence in this case the description of self-adjoint extensions and the study of their spectral properties is a very nontrivial problem. Despite some skepticism (see, e.g., [36, p.483]), we are indeed able to construct a suitable boundary triplet for the maximal operator H_{max} := H^∗_{min} in the case when inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0. As an immediate outcome, the boundary triplets approach enables us to parameterize the set of all self-adjoint (respectively, symmetric) extensions of H_{min} in terms of self-adjoint (respectively, symmetric) “boundary linear relations”. Furthermore, it turns out (see Proposition 3.3) that the boundary relation (to be more precise, its operator part) parameterizing the quantum graph operator H_α is unitarily equivalent to the weighted discrete Laplacian h_α defined in ℓ^2(V; m) by the following expression (τ_{G,α}f)(v) := 1 m(v) ( ∑ u∈V b(u, v)(f(v) − f(u)) + α(v)f(v) ) , v ∈ V, (1.2) where the weight functions m: V → (0, ∞) and b: V × V → [0, ∞) are given by m: v → ∑ e∈E_v |e|, b: (u, v) → { |e_{u,v}|^{−1}, u ∼ v, 0, u ≁ v. (1.3)

Therefore, spectral properties of the quantum graph Hamiltonian H_α and the discrete Laplacian h_α are closely connected. For example, we show that (see Theorem 3.5):

(i) The deficiency indices of H_α and h_α are equal. In particular, H_α is selfadjoint if and only if h_α is self-adjoint.

Assume additionally that the operator H_α (and hence also the operator h_α) is self-adjoint. Then:

(ii) H_α is lower semibounded if and only if h_α is lower semibounded. (iii) The total multiplicities of negative spectra of H_α and h_α coincide. In particular, H_α is nonnegative if and only if the operator h_α is nonnegative. Moreover, negative spectra of H_α and h_α are discrete simultaneously.

(iv) H_α is positive definite if and only if h_α is positive definite. (v) If in addition h_α is lower semibounded, then inf σ_{ess}(H_α) > 0 (inf σ_{ess}(H_α) = 0) exactly when inf σ_{ess}(h_α) > 0 (respectively, inf σ_{ess}(h_α) = 0).

(vi) The spectrum of H_α is purely discrete if and only if the number #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0 and the spectrum of h_α is purely discrete.

Spectral theory of discrete Laplacians on graphs has a long and venerable history due to its numerous applications in probability (e.g., random walks on graphs) and physics (see the monographs [24], [26], [31], [75], [76], [106], [107] and references therein). If inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0, then the corresponding discrete Laplacian h_α might be unbounded even if α ≡ 0. A significant progress in the study of unbounded discrete Laplacians has been achieved during the last decade (see the surveys [59], [60]) and we apply these recent results to investigate spectral properties of quantum graphs in the case when inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0. For example, using (i), we establish a Gaffney type theorem (see Corollary 4.9 and Remark 4.10) by simply applying the corresponding result for discrete operators (see [55, Theorem 2]): if G equipped with a natural path metric is complete as a metric space, then H_0 is self-adjoint. Notice that by a Hopf–Rinow type theorem from [55], (V, ϱ_0) is complete as a metric space if and only if G satisfies the so-called finite ball condition (see, e.g., [15, Assumption 1.3.5]). Combining (iv) and (v) with the Cheeger type and the volume growth estimates for discrete Laplacians (see [12], [43], [59], [61]), we prove several spectral estimates for H_0. In particular, we prove necessary (Theorem 4.21(iii)) and sufficient (Theorem 4.20(iii)) discreteness conditions for H_0. In the case #E = ∞, it follows from (vi) that the condition inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0 is necessary for the spectrum of H_0 to be discrete and this is the very reason why the discreteness problem has not been addressed previously for quantum graphs (perhaps, the only exception is the case of radially symmetric trees since for this class of quantum graphs it is possible to reduce the spectral analysis to the analysis of Sturm–Liouville operators, see [105, §5.3]).

Let us also stress that some of our results are new even if inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0. In this case the discrete Laplacian h_0 is bounded and hence we immediately conclude by applying (i) that H_α is self-adjoint for any α : V → R (Corollary 5.2). On the other hand, h_0 is bounded if and only if the weighted degree function Deg : V → R defined by Deg : v → 1 m(v) ∑ u∈E_v b(u, v) = ∑ e∈E_v |e| −1 ∑ e∈E_v |e| is bounded on V (see [28]). Therefore, H_α is self-adjoint for any α : V → R in this case too (Lemma 5.1). Let us stress that the condition inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 is sufficient for Deg to be bounded on V, however, it is not necessary (see Example 4.7).

The duality between spectral properties of continuous and discrete operators on finite graphs and networks was observed by physicists in the 1960s and then by mathematicians in the 1980s [13, 21, 33, 86, 93]. For a particular class, the socalled equilateral graphs, it is even possible to prove a sort of unitary equivalence between continuous and discrete operators [17, 87, 88] (actually, this can also be viewed as the analog of Floquet theory for periodic Sturm–Liuoville operators, cf. [3]). However, in all those cases inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 is satisfied and the corresponding difference Laplacian in contrast to (1.2) is given by

(τf)(v) := 1 deg(v) ( ∑ u∼v f(v) − f(u) |e_{u,v}| + α(v)f(v) ) , v ∈ V, (1.4) that is, the weight function m is replaced by the combinatorial degree function (see, e.g., [90, Chapter II], [96]). These functions coincide only if the graph is equilateral and then both (1.2) and (1.4) (with α ≡ 0) reduce to the combinatorial Laplacian on G_d. Moreover, in the case inf_{e∈e} |e| = 0, spectral properties of operators defined by (1.2) and (1.4) can completely be different and spectral properties of (1.4) do not correlate with those of the quantum graph operator H_α (this can be seen by simple examples of Jacobi matrices, see Remark 3.7).

In fact, it is not difficult to discover certain connections just by considering the corresponding quadratic forms. Namely, let f be a continuous compactly supported function on the metric graph G, which is linear on every edge. Setting f_V := f ↾_V , we then get (see Remark 3.8 for more details)

t_{Hα} [f] := ( H_αf, f ) L^2(G) = 1 2 ∑ u,v∈V b(v, u)|f(v) − f(u)|^2 + ∑ v∈V α(v)|f(v)|^2 = ( h_αf_V , f_V ) ℓ^2 (V;m) =: th^α [fV ].

(1.5)

If α : V → [0, ∞), then the closures of both forms t_{Hα} and t_{hα} are regular Dirichlet forms whenever the corresponding graph G is locally finite (cf. [46]). Clearly, (1.5) establishes a close connection between the corresponding Markovian semigroups as well as between Markov processes on the corresponding graphs. However, let us stress that it was exactly the above statement (iii) which helped us to improve and complete one result of G. Rozenblum and M. Solomyak [96] on the behavior of the heat semigroups generated by H_0 and h_0 (see Theorem 5.17 and Remark 5.18): for D > 2 the following equivalence holds ‖e^{−tH0} ‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≤ C_1t^{−D/2}, t > 0 ⇐⇒ ‖e^{−th0} ‖_ℓ1_{→ℓ}∞ ≤ C_2t^{−D/2}, t > 0. Here C_1 and C_2 are positive constants, which do not depend on t. Let us also mention that the estimates of this type are crucial in proving Rozenblum–Cwikel– Lieb (CLR) type estimates for both H_α and h_α (see Section 5.2).

Our results continue and extend the previous work [64, 65, 66] and [67] on 1-D Schrödinger operators and matrix Schrödinger operators with point interactions, respectively. Notice that (see Example 3.6) in this case the line or a half-line can be considered as the simplest metric graph (a regular tree with d = 2) and then the corresponding discrete Laplacian is simply a Jacobi (tri-diagonal) matrix (with matrix coefficients in the case of matrix Schrödinger operators).

Let us now finish the introduction by briefly describing the content of the article. The core of the paper is Section 2, where we construct a suitable boundary triplet for the operator H_{max} (Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.5) by applying an efficient procedure suggested recently in [65], [79] (see also Appendix A.4). The central result of Section 2 is Theorem 2.9, which describes basic spectral properties (selfadjointness, lower semiboundedness, spectral estimates, etc.) of proper extensions H_Θ of H_{min} given by

H_Θ := H_{max} ↾ dom(H_Θ), dom(H_Θ) := {f ∈ dom(H_{max}): {Γ_0f, Γ_1} ∈ Θ},

(1.6)

in terms of the corresponding properties of the boundary relation Θ. In particular, (1.6) establishes a one-to-one correspondence between self-adjoint (respectively, symmetric) linear relations in an auxiliary Hilbert space H and self-adjoint (respectively, symmetric) extensions of the minimal operator H_{min}.

In Section 3 we specify Theorem 2.9 to the case of the Hamiltonian H_α. First of all, we find the boundary relation parameterizing the operator H_α in the sense of (1.6). As it was already mentioned, its operator part is unitarily equivalent to the discrete Laplacian (1.2)–(1.3) and hence this fact establishes a close connection between spectral properties of H_α and h_α (Theorem 3.5).

In Sections 4 and 5, we exploit recent advances in spectral theory of unbounded discrete Laplacians and prove a number of results on quantum graphs with Kirchhoff and δ-couplings at vertices avoiding the standard restriction inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0. More specifically, the case of Kirchhoff conditions is considered in Section 4, where we prove several self-adjointness results and also provide estimates on the bottom of the spectrum as well as on the essential spectrum of H_0. We discuss the selfadjointness of H_α in Section 5.1. On the one hand, we show that H_α is self-adjoint for any α : V → R whenever the weighted degree function Deg is bounded on V. In the case when Deg is locally bounded on V, we prove self-adjointness and lower semiboundedness of H_α under certain semiboundedness assumptions on α. We also demonstrate by simple examples that these results are sharp. Section 5.2 is devoted to CLR-type estimates for quantum graphs. In Section 5.3 we investigate spectral types of H_α. Moreover, using the Cheeger-type estimates for h_α, we prove several spectral bounds for H_α.

As it was already mentioned, Theorem 2.9 is valid for all self-adjoint extensions of H_{min}, however, the corresponding boundary relation may have a complicated structure when we go beyond the δ couplings. In Section 6, we briefly discuss the case of the so-called δ^′_s-couplings, cf. [32] . It turns our that the corresponding boundary operator is a difference operator, however, its order depends on the vertex degree function of the underlying discrete graph.

In Appendix A we collect necessary definitions and facts about linear relations in Hilbert spaces, boundary triplets and Weyl functions.

Notation. N, Z, R, C have standard meaning; Z_{≥0} = Z ∩ [0, ∞).

a ∨ b = max(a, b), a ∧ b = min(a, b).

H and H denote separable complex Hilbert spaces; I_H and O_H are, respectively, the identity and the zero maps on H; I_n := I_Cn and O_n := O_C n . By B(H) and C(H) we denote, respectively, the sets of bounded and closed linear operators in H; ~C(H) is the set of closed linear relations in H; S_p(H) is the two-sided von Neumann– Schatten ideal in H, p ∈ (0, ∞]. In particular, S_1(H), S_2(H) and S_∞(H) denote the trace ideal, the Hilbert–Schmidt ideal and the set of compact operators in H.

Let T = T^∗ be a self-adjoint linear operator (relation) in H. For a Borel set Ω ⊆ R, by E_T (Ω) we denote the corresponding orthogonal spectral projection of

T . Moreover, we set

T^− := T E_T ( (−∞, 0) ) , κ_−(T ) = dim ran(T^−) = tr(T^−),

that is, κ_−(T ) is the total multiplicity of the negative spectrum of T . Note that κ_−(T ) is the number (counting multiplicities) of negative eigenvalues of T if the negative spectrum of T is discrete. In this case we denote by λ_j (T ) := λ_j (|T^−|) their absolute values numbered in the decreasing order and counting their multiplicities.

2. Boundary triplets for graphs

Let us set up the framework. Let G_d = (V, E) be a (undirected) graph, that is, V is a finite or countably infinite set of vertices and E is a finite or countably infinite set of edges. For two vertices u, v ∈ V we shall write u ∼ v if there is an edge e_{u,v} ∈ E connecting u with v. For every v ∈ V, we denote the set of edges incident to the vertex v by E_v and

deg(v) := #{e: e ∈ E_v} (2.1)

is called the degree (or combinatorial degree) of a vertex v ∈ V. A path P of (combinatorial) length n ∈ Z_{≥0} is a subset of vertices {v_0, v_1, . . . , v_n} ⊂ V such that n vertices {v_0, v_1, . . . , v_{n−1}} are distinct and v_{k−1} ∼ v_k for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. A graph G_d is called connected if for any two vertices there is a path connecting them.

We also need the following assumptions on the geometry of G_d:

Hypothesis 2.1. G_d is connected and there are no loops or multiple edges.

Remark 2.1. Let us stress that the above assumptions can be made without loss of generality. Namely, if G_d is not connected, then one simply needs to consider each connected component separately. The simplicity assumption can always be achieved by adding the so-called inessential vertices (vertices of degree two and equipped with Kirchhoff conditions) to the corresponding metric graph. Indeed, adding or removing such a vertex does not change spectral properties of the corresponding quantum graph (see, e.g., [15, Remark 1.3.3]).

Let us assign each edge e ∈ E with length |e| ∈ (0, ∞)^1 and direction^2, that is, each edge e ∈ E has one initial vertex e_o and one terminal vertex e_i. In this case G = (V, E, | · |) = (G_d, | · |) is called a metric graph. Moreover, every edge e ∈ E can be identified with the interval (0, |e|) and hence we can introduce the Hilbert space L^2(G) of functions f : G → C such that

L^2(G) = ⨁ e∈E L^2(e) = { f = {f_e}_{e∈E} : f_e ∈ L^2(e), ∑ e∈E ‖f_e‖^2_L2_{(e)} < ∞ } . Let us equip G with the Laplace operator. For every e ∈ E consider the maximal operator H_{e,max} acting on functions f ∈ W^{2,2}(e) as a negative second derivative. Now consider the maximal operator on G defined by

H_{max} = ⨁ e∈E H_{e,max}, H_{e,max} = − d^2 dx^2_e

, dom(H_{e,max}) = W^{2,2}(e). (2.2)

1We shall always assume that there are no edges having an infinite length, however, see Remark

3.1(ii).

2This means that the graph G d is directed

For every f_e ∈ W^{2,2}(e) the following quantities f_e(e_o) := lim_{x→eo} f_e(x), f_e(e_i) := lim_{x→ei} f_e(x), (2.3) and f^′_e(e_o) := lim_{x→eo} f_e(x) − f_e(e_o) |x − e_o| , f^′_e(e_i) := lim_{x→ei} f_e(x) − f_e(e_i) |x − e_i| , (2.4)

are well defined.

We begin with a simple and well known fact (see, e.g., [65]).

Lemma 2.2. Let e ∈ E and H_{e,max} be the corresponding maximal operator. The triplet Π^0_e = {C^2 , Γ^0_{,e}, Γ^0_{1,e}}, where the mappings Γ^0_{,e}, Γ^0_{1,e} : W^{2,2}(e) → C^2 are defined by

Γ^0_{,e} : f → ( f_e(e_o) f_e(e_i) ) , Γ^0_{1,e} : f → ( f^′_e(e_o) f^′_e(e_i) ) , (2.5)

is a boundary triplet for H_{e,max}. Moreover, the corresponding Weyl function M^0_e : C \ R → C^{2×2} is given by^3

M^0_e : z → √ z ( − cot(|e| √ z) csc(|e| √ z) csc(|e| √ z) − cot(|e| √ z) ) . (2.6)

Proof. The proof is straightforward and we leave it to the reader. □

It is easy to see that the Green’s formula

(H_{max}f, g)_L2_{(G)} − (f, H_{max}g)_L2_{(G)} = ∑ e∈E f^′_e(e_i)g_e(e_i)^∗ − f_e(e_i)(g^′_e(e_i))^∗ + ∑ e∈E f^′_e(e_o)g_e(e_o)^∗ − f_e(e_o)(g^′_e(e_o))^∗ = ∑ v∈V ∑ e∈E_v f^′_e(v)g_e(v)^∗ − f_e(v)(g^′_e(v))^∗,

(2.7)

holds for all f, g ∈ dom(H_{max}) ∩ L^2_c (G), where L^2_c (G) is a subspace consisting of functions from L^2(G) vanishing everywhere on G except finitely many edges, and the asterisk denotes complex conjugation. One would expect that a boundary triplet for H_{max} can be constructed as a direct sum Π = ⊕_{e∈E} Π^0_e of boundary triplets Π^0_e, however, it is not true once inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0 (see [65] for further details). Using Theorem A.10, we proceed as follows (see also [65, Section 4]). First of all, (2.6) extends to a meromorphic function with simple poles^{π2}_{|e|2} k^2, k ∈ N. Hence for every e ∈ E we set

R_e := √ |e|I_2, Q_e := lim_{z→0} M^0_e (z) = 1 |e| ( −1 1 1 −1 ) , (2.8)

and then we define the new mappings Γ_{0,e}, Γ_{1,e} : W^{2,2}(e) → C^2 by

Γ_{0,e} := R_eΓ^0_{,e}, Γ_{1,e} := R^{−1}_e (Γ^0_{1,e} − Q_eΓ^0_{,e}), (2.9)

3Here √z denotes the principal branch of the square root with the cut along the negative semi-axis.

that is, Γ_{0,e} : f → (√ |e|f_e(e_o) √ |e|f_e(e_i) ) , Γ_{1,e} : f → 1 |e|^{3/2} ( |e|f^′_e(e_o) + f_e(e_o) − f_e(e_i) |e|f^′_e(e_i) − f_e(e_o) + f_e(e_i) ) . (2.10) Clearly, Π_e = {C^2 , Γ_{0,e}, Γ_{1,e}} is also a boundary triplet for H_{max,e}. In addition, the following claim holds.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞. Then the direct sum of boundary triplets Π = ⨁ e∈E Π_e = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1}, H = ⨁ e∈E C^2 , Γ_j := ⨁ e∈E Γ_{j,e}, j ∈ {0, 1}, (2.11) is a boundary triplet for the operator H_{max}. Moreover, the corresponding Weyl function is given by M(z) = ⨁ e∈E M_e(z), M_e(z) = R^{−1}_e (M^0_e (z) − Q_e)R^{−1}_e , (2.12)

for all z ∈ C \ R.

Proof. By Theorem A.10, we need to verify either of the conditions (A.19) or (A.20). However, this can be done as in the proof of [65, Theorem 4.1] line by line since

M_e(z) = √ z |e| ( − cot(|e| √ z) +^1_{|e|} csc(|e| √ z) −^1_{|e|} csc(|e| √ z) −^1_{|e|} − cot(|e| √ z) +^1_{|e|} ) , z ∈ C \ R, and we omit the details. □ Moreover, similarly to [65, Proposition 4.4] one can also prove the following Lemma 2.4. Suppose sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞. Then the Weyl function M(x) given by (2.12) uniformly tends to −∞ as x → −∞, that is, for every N > 0 there is x_N < 0 such that M(x) < −N · I_H for all x < x_N .

We shall also need another boundary triplet for H_{max}, which can be obtained from the triplet Π by regrouping all its components with respect to the vertices: H_G = ⨁ v∈V C^{deg(v)}, ~Γ_j = ⨁ v∈V ~Γ_{j,v} , j ∈ {0, 1}, (2.13) where ~Γ_{0,v} : f → { √ |e|f_e(v) } e∈E_v , (2.14) and ~Γ_{1,v} : f → {|e|^{−1/2}f^′_e(v) + (−1)^qe^{(v)}|e|^{−3/2}(f_e(e_o) − f_e(e_i))}_{e∈Ev} , (2.15)

with q_e(v) := { 1, v = e_o, −1, v = e_i. (2.16)

Corollary 2.5. If sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞, then the triplet Π_G = {H_G , ~Γ_0, ~Γ_1} given by (2.13)–(2.16) is a boundary triplet for H_{max}.

Proof. Every f ∈ H and f̃ ∈ H_G can be written as follows f = {(f_{eo}, f_{ei})}_{e∈E} and f̃ = {(f̃_{e,v})_{e∈Ev} }_{v∈V} , respectively. Define the operator U : H → H_G by U : {(f_{eo}, f_{ei})}_{e∈E} → {(f_{e,v})_{e∈Ev} }_{v∈V} , f_{e,v} := { f_{eo}, v = e_o, f_{ei}, v = e_i. (2.17)

Clearly, U is a unitary operator and moreover ~Γ_j = UΓ_j , j ∈ {0, 1}. (2.18) This completes the proof. □ Let us also mention other important relations.

Corollary 2.6. The Weyl function M_G corresponding to the boundary triplet (2.13)– (2.16) is given by M_G (z) = UM(z)U^{−1}, (2.19) where M is the Weyl function corresponding to the triplet Π constructed in Theorem 2.3 and U is the operator defined by (2.17). Remark 2.7. If Γ^0 := ⨁ e∈E ~Γ^0_{j,e}, Γ^0_1 := ⨁ e∈E ~Γ^0_{1,e},

where Γ^0 and Γ^0_1 are given by (2.5), then ~Γ^0 := UΓ^0, ~Γ^0_1 := UΓ^0_1, (2.20) have the following form ~Γ^0 = ⨁ v∈V ~Γ^0_{,v} , ~Γ^0_{,v} : f → {f_e(v)}_{e∈Ev} , (2.21) and ~Γ^0_1 = ⨁ v∈V ~Γ^0_{1,v} , ~Γ^0_{1,v} : f → {f^′_e(v)}_{e∈Ev} . (2.22)

Corollary 2.8. Let M_G be the Weyl function corresponding to the boundary triplet Π_G . Then M_G (x) uniformly tends to −∞ as x → −∞.

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.4 and (2.19). □ Let Θ be a linear relation in H_G and define the following operator H_Θ := H_{max} ↾dom(H_Θ), dom(H_Θ) := { f ∈ dom(H_{max}): {~Γ_0f, ~Γ_1f} ∈ Θ } , (2.23)

where the mappings ~Γ_0 and ~Γ_1 are defined by (2.13)–(2.15). Since Π_G is a boundary triplet for H_{max}, every proper extension of the operator H_{min} has the form (2.23). Moreover, by Theorem A.3, (2.23) establishes a bijective correspondence between the set Ext(H_{min}) of proper extensions of H_{min} and the set of all linear relations in H_G . The next result summarizes basic spectral properties of operators H_Θ characterized in terms of the corresponding boundary relation Θ. In particular, we are able to describe all self-adjoint extensions of the minimal operator H_{min}. Theorem 2.9. Suppose sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞. Also, let Θ be a linear relation in H_G and let H_Θ be the corresponding operator (2.23). Then:

(i) H^∗_Θ = H_Θ∗ .

(ii) H_Θ is closed if and only if the linear relation Θ is closed. (iii) H_Θ is symmetric if and only if Θ is symmetric and, moreover, n_±(H_Θ) = n_±(Θ).

In particular, H_Θ is self-adjoint if and only if so is Θ.

Assume in addition that Θ is a self-adjoint linear relation (hence H_Θ is also self-adjoint). Then:

(iv) H_Θ is lower semibounded if and only if the same is true for Θ. (v) H_Θ is nonnegative (positive definite) if and only if Θ is nonnegative (positive definite).

(vi) The total multiplicities of negative spectra of H_Θ and Θ coincide, κ_−(H_Θ) = κ_−(Θ). (2.24) (vii) For every p ∈ (0, ∞] the following equivalence holds H^−_Θ ∈ S_p(L^2(G)) ⇐⇒ Θ^− ∈ S_p(H_G ). (2.25) (viii) If the negative spectrum of H_Θ (or equivalently Θ) is discrete, then for every γ ∈ (0, ∞) the following equivalence holds

λ_j (H_Θ) = j^{−γ} (a + o(1)) ⇐⇒ λ_j (Θ) = j^{−γ} (b + o(1)), (2.26) as j → ∞, where either ab ≠ 0 or a = b = 0.

(ix) If, in addition, Θ is lower semibounded, then inf σ_{ess}(H_Θ) > 0 (inf σ_{ess}(H_Θ) = 0) holds exactly when inf σ_{ess}(Θ) > 0 (respectively, inf σ_{ess}(Θ) = 0).

(x) Also, let ~Θ = ~Θ^∗ ∈ ~C(H_G ). Then for every p ∈ (0, ∞] the following equivalence holds for the corresponding Neumann–Schatten ideals (H_Θ −i)^{−1} −(H_{~Θ} −i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(L^2(G)) ⇐⇒ (Θ−i)^{−1} −(~Θ−i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(H_G ). (2.27) If dom(Θ) = dom(~Θ) holds in addition, then

Θ − ~Θ ∈ S_p(H_G ) =⇒ (H_Θ − i)^{−1} − (H_{~Θ} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(L^2(G)). (2.28) (xi) The spectrum of H_Θ is purely discrete if and only if #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0 and the spectrum of the linear relation Θ is purely discrete.

Proof. Consider the boundary triplet Π constructed in Theorem 2.3. Items (i), (ii), (iii) and (x) follow from Theorem A.3. Item (iv) follows from Theorem A.8 and Corollary 2.8.

Next consider the corresponding Weyl function M given by (2.12). Clearly, M_e(0) = R^{−1}_e (M^0_e (0) − Q_e)R^{−1}_e = R^{−1}_e (Q_e − Q_e)R^{−1}_e = O_2 for all e ∈ E. Then (2.12) together with (A.10) implies that M(0) = O_H ∈ B(H). Moreover, in view of (2.19), we get M_G (0) = UM(0)U^{−1} = O_{HG} ∈ [H_G ].

Noting that H^0_e := H_{e,max} ↾ ker(Γ_{0,e}) = H^F_e is the Friedrichs extension of H_{e,min} = (H_{e,max})^∗, we immediately conclude that H^0 := H_{max} ↾ ker(~Γ_0) = H_{max} ↾ ker(Γ_0) = ⨁ e∈E H^0_e = H^F (2.29) is the Friedrichs extension of H_{min} = (H_{max})^∗. Moreover,

σ(H^0_e ) = { π2n2 |e|^2 } n∈N (2.30)

and hence

inf σ(H^F ) = inf_{e∈E} inf σ(H^F_e ) = inf_{e∈E} π^2 |e|^2 = π^2 (sup_{e∈E} |e|)^2 > 0. Now items (v)–(viii) follow from Theorem A.6 and item (ix) follows from Theorem A.9.

Finally, it follows from (2.29) and (2.30) that the spectrum of H^F is purely discrete if and only if #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0. This fact together with Theorem A.3(iv) implies item (xi). □

Remark 2.10. The assumption sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞ in Theorem 2.9 can be dropped either by modifying the underlying graph G by adding additional vertices or by modifying the construction of the boundary triplet in Theorem 2.3. However, both options lead to a more cumbersome form of the corresponding boundary relation Θ and we decided to exclude this case from our considerations in order to keep the exposition as transparent as possible.

Remark 2.11. The analogs of statements (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 2.9 were obtained in [73] under the additional restrictive assumption inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0. Notice that if the latter holds, then the regularization (2.8)–(2.10) is not needed and one can construct a boundary triplet for the maximal operator H_{max} by summing up the triplets (2.5).

3. Parameterization of quantum graphs with δ-couplings Turning to a more specific problem, we need to make further assumptions on the geometry of a connected metric graph G.

Hypothesis 3.1. G is locally finite, that is, every vertex v ∈ V has finitely many neighbours, 1 ≤ deg(v) < ∞ for all v ∈ V. Moreover, there is a finite upper bound on the lengths of edges, sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞. (3.1) Let α : V → R be given and equip every vertex v ∈ V with the so-called δ-type vertex condition: f is continuous at v, ∑ e∈E_v f ′ e(v) = α(v)f(v), (3.2)

Let us define the operator H_α as the closure of the operator H^0_α given by H^0_α =H_{max} ↾ dom(H^0_α), dom(H^0_α) = {f ∈ dom(H_{max}) ∩ L^2_c (G): f satisfies (3.2), v ∈ V},

(3.3)

where L^2_c (G) consists of functions from L^2(G) vanishing everywhere on G except finitely many edges.

Remark 3.1. A few remarks are in order:

(i) If deg(v_0) = ∞ for some v_0 ∈ V, then it was shown in [73, Theorem 5.2] that a Kirchhoff-type boundary condition at v_0 (as well as (3.2)) leads to an operator which is not closed. Moreover, it turns out that its closure gives rise to Dirichlet boundary condition at v_0, i.e., disconnected edges.

(ii) Assumption (3.1) is of a technical character. Of course, the case of edges having an infinite length would require separate considerations in Section 2 and this will be done elsewhere. On the other hand, the case when all edges have finite length but there is no uniform upper bound can be reduced to the case of graphs satisfying (3.1) either by adding additional inessential vertices or by slight modifications in the considerations of Section 2. Note also that those allow to include situations when the graph is not simple, that is, it has loops and multiple edges (cf. Hypothesis 2.1).

Let us emphasize that the operator H_α is symmetric. Moreover, simple examples show that H_α might not be self-adjoint.

Example 3.2 (1-D Schrödinger operator with δ-interactions). Consider the positive semi-axis (0, ∞) and let {x_k}_{k≥0} ⊂ [0, ∞) be a strictly increasing sequence such that x_0 = 0 and x_k ↑ +∞. Considering x_k as vertices and the intervals e_k = (x_{k−1}, x_k ) as edges, we end up with the simplest infinite metric graph. Notice that for every real sequence α = {α_k}_{k≥0} with α_0 = 0 conditions (3.2) take the following form: f^′(0) = 0 and

f(x_k−) = f(x_k+) =: f(x_k), f^′(x_k +) − f^′(x_k −) = α_kf(x_k), k ∈ N.

(3.4)

The operator H_α is known as the one-dimensional Schrödinger operator with δinteractions on X = {x_k}_{k∈N} (see, e.g., [4]), and the corresponding differential expression is given by H_{X,α} = − d^2 dx^2 + ∑ k∈N α_kδ(x − x_k ). (3.5)

It was proved in [65] that H_{X,α} is self-adjoint if ∑ k |e_k|^2 = ∞ (the latter is known in the literature as the Ismagilov condition, see [56]). On the other hand (see [65, Proposition 5.9]), if ∑ k |e_k|^2 < ∞ and in addition |e_{k−1}| · |e_{k+1}| ≥ |e_k|^2 for all sufficiently large k, then the operator H_{X,α} is symmetric with n_±(H_{X,α}) = 1 whenever α = {α_k}_{k∈N} satisfies the following condition ∞∑ k=1 |e_{k+1}| | | |αk + 1 |e_k| + 1 |e_{k+1}| | | | < ∞. This effect was discovered by C. Shubin Christ and G. Stolz [104, pp. 495–496] in the special case |e_k| = 1/k and α_k = −(2k + 1), k ∈ N. For further details and results we refer to [66], [81]. ♦

Our main aim is to find a boundary relation Θ_α parameterizing the operator H_α in terms of the boundary triplet Π_G given by (2.13)–(2.15). First of all, notice that at each vertex v ∈ V the boundary conditions (3.2) have the following form

D_v ~Γ^0_{1,v}f = C_{v,α} ~Γ^0_{,v}f, (3.6) where ~Γ^0_{,v}f = {f_e(v)}_{e∈Ev} , ~Γ^0_{1,v}f = {f^′_e(v)}_{e∈Ev} (see (2.21) and (2.22)) and the matrices C_{v,α}, D_v ∈ C^{deg (v)×deg(v)} are given by

C_{v,α} = 1 −1 0 0 . . . 0 0 1 −1 0 . . . 0 0 0 1 −1 . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 . . . −1 α(v) 0 0 0 . . . 0 ,

D_v =

0 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 1 1 1 1 . . . 1 .

(3.7)

It is easy to check that these matrices satisfy the Rofe–Beketov conditions (see Proposition A.1), that is C_{v,α}D^∗_v = D_v C^∗_{v,α}, rank(C_{v,α}|D_v ) = deg(v), (3.8) and hence Θ_{v,α} := { {f, g} ∈ C^{deg (v)} × C^{deg (v)} : C_{v,α}f = D_v g } is a self-adjoint linear relation in C^{deg(v)}. Now set C^0_α := ⨁ v∈V C_{v,α}, D^0 := ⨁ v∈V D_v. Clearly, f ∈ dom(H_{max}) ∩ L^2_c (G) satisfies D^0 ~Γ^0_1f = C^0_α ~Γ^0f, if and only if f ∈ dom(H^0_α) = dom(H_α) ∩ L^2_c (G). In view of (2.20), we get ~Γ_0 = ~R~Γ^0, ~Γ_1 = ~R^{−1}(~Γ^0_1 − ~Q~Γ^0)

where ~R = URU^{−1}, ~Q = UQU^{−1},

and R = ⊕_{e∈E} R_e, Q = ⊕_{e∈E} Q_e and U are defined by (2.8) and (2.17), respectively. Hence we conclude that f ∈ dom(H^0_α) if and only if f satisfies D~Γ_1f = C_α ~Γ_0f, where D = D^0 ~R, C_α = (C^0_α − D^0 ~Q)~R^{−1}.

Thus we are led to specification of the boundary relation parameterizing the operator H^0_α. Namely, consider now the linear relation Θ^0_α defined in H_G by Θ^0_α = {{f, g} ∈ H_{G,c} × H_{G,c} : C_αf = Dg}, (3.9) where H_{G,c} consists of vectors of H_G having only finitely many nonzero coordinates. It is not difficult to see that Θ^0_α is symmetric and hence it admits the decomposition (see Appendix A.1) Θ^0_α = Θ^0_{op} ⊕ Θ^0_{mul} , Θ^0_{mul} = {0} × mul (Θ^0_α), and Θ^0_{op} is the operator part of Θ^0_α. Clearly, mul (Θ^0_α) = ker(D) ∩ H_{G,c} = ~R^{−1} ker(D^0) ∩ H_{G,c}.

Let f = {f_v}_{v∈V} ∈ H_G , where f_v = {f_{v,e}}_{e∈Ev} . Next we observe that ~R = ⨁ v∈V ~R_v, ~R_v = diag( √ |e|)_{e∈Ev} , and ~Q = ⨁ v∈V ~Q_v + ~Q^0, ~Q_v = − diag(|e|^{−1})_{e∈Ev} ,

where (~Q^0f)_{v,e} = |e_{v,u}|^{−1}f_{u,e}, u := { e_i, v = e_o, e_o, v = e_i. Noting that H_{op} = dom(Θ^0_α) = ran(D^∗) = ran(~R(D^0)^∗), we get

H_{op} = span{f_v}_{v∈V} , f_v = {f^v_{u,e}}, f^v_{u,e} = {√ |e|, u = v, 0, u ≠ v. Let us now show that f_v ∈ dom(Θ^0_α) for every v ∈ V. Denote by P_v the orthogonal projection in H_G onto H^v_G := span{f_v}. Next notice that

P_uC_αf_v = P_u(C^0_α −D^0 ~Q)~R^{−1}f_v =

( 0, 0, . . . , 0, α(v) + ∑ e∈E_v |e|^{−1} deg(v)

) , u = v,

( 0, 0, . . . , 0, −|e_{u,v}|^{−1} deg(u) ) , u ∼ v, 0, u ≁ v, u ≠ v. Finally, take g ∈ H_{G,c} and consider (Dg)_u = (D^0 ~Rg)_u = ( 0, 0, . . . , 0, ∑ e∈E_u √ |e|g_{u,e} deg(u)

) .

Therefore, define g_v ∈ H_{op} by

P_ug_v = { √ |e|}_{e∈Eu} × 1 m(v) (α(v) + ∑ e∈E_v |e| −1), u = v, −^1 √_{|eu,v |m(u)} , u ∼ v, 0, u ≁ v, u ≠ v, (3.10)

where the function m: V → (0, ∞) is given by m: v → ∑ e∈E_v |e|, v ∈ V. (3.11) Clearly, C_αf_v = Dg_v , and hence f_v ∈ dom(Θ^0_α). Moreover, (3.10) immediately implies that

g_v = 1 m(v) ( α(v) + ∑ e∈E_v |e|^{−1} ) f_v − ∑ u∼v 1 √ |e_{u,v}|m(u) f_u =: Θ^0_{op}f_v . (3.12)

Noting that {f_v}_{v∈V} is an orthogonal basis in H_{op} and ‖f_v ‖^2 = m(v) for all v ∈ V, we conclude that the operator part Θ^0_{op} of Θ^0_α is unitarily equivalent to the following pre-minimal difference operator h^0_α defined in ℓ^2(V) by (τ_{G,α}f)(v) = 1 √ m(v) ( ∑ u∈V b(v, u) ( f(v) √ m(v) − f(u) √ m(u) ) + α(v) √ m(v) f(v) ) , v ∈ V, (3.13) where b: V × V → [0, ∞) is given by b(v, u) = { |e_{v,u}|^{−1}, v ∼ u, 0, v ≁ u. (3.14)

More precisely, we define the operator h^0_α in ℓ^2(V) on the domain dom(h^0_α) := C_c(V) by h^0_α : dom(h^0_α) → ℓ^2(V) f → τ_{G,α}f . (3.15)

Here and below C_c(V) is the space of finitely supported functions on V. Notice that Hypothesis 3.1 guarantees that h^0_α is well defined since τ_{G,α}f ∈ ℓ^2(V) for every f ∈ C_c(V). Moreover, h^0_α is symmetric and let us denote its closure by h_α.

Thus we proved the following result.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1 are satisfied. Also, let H_α be the closure of the pre-minimal operator (3.3) and let Π_G be the boundary triplet (2.13)–(2.15). Then

dom(H_α) = {f ∈ dom(H_{max}): {~Γ_0f, ~Γ_1f} ∈ Θ_α}, (3.16) where Θ_α is a linear relation in H_G defined as the closure of Θ^0_α given by (3.9). Moreover, the operator part Θ^{op}_α of Θ_α is unitarily equivalent to the operator h_α = h^0_α acting in ℓ^2(V).

We also need another discrete Laplacian. Specifically, in the weighted Hilbert space ℓ^2(V; m) we consider the minimal operator defined by the following difference expression (~τ_{G,α}f)(v) := 1 m(v) ( ∑ u∈V b(v, u)(f(v) − f(u)) + α(v)f(v) ) , v ∈ V. (3.17) Lemma 3.4. The pre-minimal operator h̃^0_α associated with (3.17) in ℓ^2(V; m) is unitarily equivalent to the operator h^0_α defined by (3.13), (3.15) and acting in ℓ^2(V).

Proof. It suffices to note that h̃^0_α = U^{−1}h^0_αU,

where the operator U : ℓ^2(V; m) → ℓ^2(V) f → √ mf isometrically maps ℓ^2(V; m) onto ℓ^2(V). □

In the following we shall use h_α as the symbol denoting the closures of both operators. Now we are ready to formulate our main result.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1 are satisfied. Let α : V → R and H_α be a closed symmetric operator associated with the graph G and equipped with the δ-type coupling conditions (3.2) at the vertices. Also, let h_α be the discrete Laplacian defined either by (3.13) in ℓ^2(V) or by (3.17) in ℓ^2(V; m), where the functions m: V → (0, ∞) and b: V × V → [0, ∞) are given by (3.11) and (3.14), respectively. Then:

(i) The deficiency indices of H_α and h_α are equal and

n_+(H_α) = n_−(H_α) = n_±(h_α) ≤ ∞. (3.18)

In particular, H_α is self-adjoint if and only if h_α is self-adjoint. Assume in addition that H_α (and hence also h_α) is self-adjoint. Then:

(ii) The operator H_α is lower semibounded if and only if the operator h_α is lower semibounded.

(iii) The operator H_α is nonnegative (positive definite) if and only if the operator h_α is nonnegative (respectively, positive definite).

(iv) The total multiplicities of negative spectra of H_α and h_α coincide,

κ_−(H_α) = κ_−(h_α). (3.19)

(v) Moreover, the following equivalence

H^−_α ∈ S_p(L^2(G)) ⇐⇒ h^−_α ∈ S_p(ℓ^2(V; m)), (3.20)

holds for all p ∈ (0, ∞]. In particular, negative spectra of H_α and h_α are discrete simultaneously.

(vi) If h^−_α ∈ S_∞(ℓ^2(V; m)), then the following equivalence holds for all γ ∈ (0, ∞) λ_j (H_α) = j^{−γ} (a + o(1)) ⇐⇒ λ_j (h_α) = j^{−γ} (b + o(1)), (3.21)

as j → ∞, where either ab ≠ 0 or a = b = 0.

(vii) If, in addition, h_α is lower semibounded, then inf σ_{ess}(H_α) > 0 (inf σ_{ess}(H_α) = 0) exactly when inf σ_{ess}(h_α) > 0 (respectively, inf σ_{ess}(h_α) = 0).

(viii) The spectrum of H_α is purely discrete if and only if the number #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0 and the spectrum of the operator h_α is purely discrete.

(ix) If α̃: V → R is such that h_{α̃} = h^∗_{α̃}, then the following equivalence

(H_α − i)^{−1} − (H_{α̃} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(L^2(G)) ⇐⇒ (h_α − i)^{−1} − (h_{α̃} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(ℓ^2(V)), (3.22) holds for all p ∈ (0, ∞].

Proof. We only need to comment on the first equality in (3.18) since the rest immediately follows from Theorem 2.9 and Proposition 3.3. However, the first equality in (3.18) follows from the equality of deficiency indices of the operator h_α. Indeed, n_+(h_α) = n_−(h_α) by the von Neumann theorem since h_α commutes with the complex conjugation. □

Let us demonstrate Theorem 3.5 by applying it to the 1-D Schrödinger operator with δ-interactions (3.5) considered in Example 3.2.

Example 3.6. Let H_{X,α} be the Schrödinger operator (3.5) with δ-interactions on the positive semi-axis (0, ∞). Recall that in this case V = {x_k}_{k≥0} and E = {e_k}_{k∈N}, where e_k = (x_{k−1}, x_k). By (3.11) and (3.14), we get

m(x_k) = { |e_1|, k = 0, |e_k| + |e_{k+1}|, k ∈ N, where |e_k| = x_k − x_{k−1} for all k ∈ N, and

b(x_k, x_n) = { |x_k − x_n|^{−1}, |n − k| = 1, 0, |n − k| ≠ 1. Setting f = {f_k}_{k≥0} with f_k := f(x_k ), we see that the difference expression (3.13) is just a three-term recurrence relation

(τ̃_αf)_k = { b_1(f_0 − f_1), k = 0, −b_kf_{k−1} + a_kf_k − b_{k+1}f_{k+1}, k ∈ N, where

a_k = α_k + |e_k|^{−1} + |e_{k+1}|^{−1} m(x_k )

, b_k = |e_k|^{−1} √ m(x_{k−1})m(x_k ) , (3.23)

for all k ∈ N. Hence the corresponding operator h_α is the minimal operator associated in ℓ^2(Z_{≥0}) with the Jacobi (tri-diagonal) matrix

J = b_1 −b_1 0 0 . . . −b_1 a_1 −b_2 0 . . . 0 −b_2 a_2 −b_3 . . . 0 0 −b_3 a_3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (3.24)

In this particular case Theorem 3.5 was established in [65] and in the recent paper [67] it was extended to the case of Schrödinger operators in a space of vector-valued functions. ♦

Remark 3.7. Let us emphasize the difference between the operators generated by (1.2) and (1.4) in the case inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0. Indeed, replacing m by deg in (3.23) and noting that deg(x_k ) = 2 for all k ∈ N, we end up with the Jacobi matrix, which does not reflect spectral properties of the Hamiltonian H_{X,α}. For example, setting |e_k| = 1/k, k ∈ N, (3.13) with deg in place of m then gives rise to the matrix

~J = 1 2

√ 2 − √ 2 0 0 . . . − √ 2 α_1 + 3 −2 0 . . .

0 −2 α_2 + 5 −3 . . . 0 0 −3 α_3 + 7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (3.25)

The Carleman test shows that the minimal operator associated with ~J in ℓ^2(Z_{≥0}) is always self-adjoint, however, J with α_k := −(2k + 1) for all k ∈ N defines in ℓ^2(Z_{≥0}) the minimal symmetric operator with deficiency indices (1, 1) (cf. Example 3.2). In particular, in this case the spectrum of every self-adjoint extension of J (and hence of H_{X,α}!) is purely discrete, however, the spectrum of ~J with this choice of α is purely absolutely continuous and covers the whole real line R (cf. [57]). The latter shows that one cannot replace (1.2) by (1.4) in Theorem 3.5 if inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0.

Remark 3.8. One can notice a connection between the discrete Laplacian (3.17) and the operator H_α without the boundary triplets approach. Namely, consider the kernel L = ker(H_{max}) of H_{max}, which consists of piecewise linear functions on G. Every f ∈ L can be identified with its values {f(e_i), f(e_o)}_{e∈E} on V. First of all, notice that

‖f‖^2_L2_{(G)} = ∑ e∈E |e| |f(e_i)|^2 + Re(f(e_i)f(e_o)^∗) + |f(e_o)|^2 3 . (3.26)

Now restrict ourselves to the subspace L_{cont} of L which consists of continuous functions vanishing everywhere on G except finitely many edges. Clearly, ∑ e∈E |e|(|f(e_i)|^2 + |f(e_o)|^2) = ∑ v∈V |f(v)|^2 ∑ e∈E_v |e| = ‖f‖^2_ℓ2_{(V;m)} defines an equivalent norm on L_{cont}. On the other hand, for every f ∈ L_{cont} we get (H_αf, f) = ∑ e∈E ∫ e |f^′(x_e)|^2dx_e + ∑ v∈V α(v)|f(v)|^2

= ∑ e∈E |f(e_o) − f(e_i)|^2 |e| + ∑ v∈V α(v)|f(v)|^2 = 1 2 ∑ u,v∈V b(v, u)|f(v) − f(u)|^2 + ∑ v∈V α(v)|f(v)|^2 =: t_{G,α}[f]. However, one can easily check that the latter is the quadratic form of the discrete operator h_α defined in ℓ^2(V; m) by (3.17), that is, the following equality ( h_αf, f ) ℓ^2(V;m) = tG,α[f] = 1 2 ∑ u,v∈V b(v, u)|f(v) − f(u)|^2 + ∑ v∈V α(v)|f(v)|^2 (3.27)

holds for every f ∈ C_c(V).

4. Quantum graphs with Kirchhoff vertex conditions

As in Section 3, if it is not explicitly stated, we shall always assume that G satisfies Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1. In this section we restrict ourselves to the case α ≡ 0, that is, we consider the quantum graph with Kirchhoff vertex conditions

f is continuous at v, ∑ e∈E_v f ′ e(v) = 0, (4.1)

at every vertex v ∈ V. Let us denote by H_0 the closure of the corresponding operator H^0 given by (3.3). By Theorem 3.5, the spectral properties of H_0 are closely connected with those of h_0, where h_0 is the discrete Laplacian defined in ℓ^2(V; m) by the difference expression

(τ_{G,0}f)(v) = 1 m(v) ∑ u∼v b(u, v)(f(v) − f(u)), v ∈ V, (4.2) and the functions m: V → (0, ∞), b: V × V → [0, ∞) are defined by (3.11) and (3.14), respectively, m(v) = ∑ e∈E_v |e|, b(u, v) = { |e_{u,v}|^{−1}, u ∼ v, 0, u ≁ v. (4.3)

Note that both operators H_0 and h_0 are symmetric and nonnegative. Moreover, Theorem 3.5 immediately implies the following result.

Corollary 4.1. Assume that Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1 are satisfied. Then:

(i) The deficiency indices of H_0 and h_0 are equal and

n_+(H_0) = n_−(H_0) = n_±(h_0) ≤ ∞.

In particular, H_0 is self-adjoint if and only if h_0 is self-adjoint. Assume in addition that H_0 (and hence also h_0) is self-adjoint. Then: (ii) H_0 is positive definite if and only if the same is true for h_0. (iii) inf σ_{ess}(H_0) > 0 if and only if inf σ_{ess}(h_0) > 0.

(iv) The spectrum of H_0 is purely discrete if and only if the number #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0 and the spectrum of the operator h_0 is purely discrete.

Our next goal is to use the spectral theory of discrete Laplacians (4.2) to prove new results for quantum graphs.

4.1. Intrinsic metrics on graphs. During the last decades a lot of attention has been paid to the study of spectral properties of the discrete Laplacian (4.2). Let us recall several basic concepts. Suppose that the metric graph G = (V, E, | · |) satisfies Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1. The function Deg : V → (0, ∞) defined by Deg : v → 1 m(v) ∑ u∈E_v b(u, v) = ∑ e∈E_v |e| −1 ∑ e∈E_v |e| , (4.4)

is called the weighted degree. Notice that by [28, Lemma 1] (see also [60, Theorem 11]), h_0 is bounded on ℓ^2(V; m) (and hence self-adjoint) if and only if the weighted degree Deg is bounded on V. In this case (see [28, Lemma 1])

sup_{v∈V} Deg(v) ≤ ‖h_0‖ ≤ 2 sup_{v∈V} Deg(v). (4.5)

A pseudo metric ϱ on V is a symmetric function ϱ: V × V → [0, ∞) such that ϱ(v, v) = 0 for all v ∈ V and satisfies the triangle inequality. Notice that every function p: E → (0, ∞) generates a path pseudo metric ϱ_p on V with respect to the graph G via ϱ_p(u, v) := inf P={v_0 ,...,v_n} : u=v_0 , v=v_n ∑ k p(e_{vk−1 ,vk} ). (4.6) Here the infimum is taken over all paths connecting u and v.

Following [44] (see also [12, 59]), a pseudo metric ϱ on V is called intrinsic with respect to the graph G if ∑ u∈E_v b(u, v)ϱ(u, v)^2 ≤ m(v) (4.7) holds on V. Notice that for any given locally finite graph an intrinsic metric always exists.

Example 4.2. (a) Let p: E → (0, ∞) be defined by p: e_{u,v} → ( Deg(u) ∨ Deg(v) )_{−1/2} . (4.8) It is straightforward to check that the corresponding path pseudo metric ϱ_p is intrinsic (see [55, Example 2.1], [59]).

(b) Another pseudo metric was suggested in [25]. Namely, let ϱ be a path pseudo metric generated by the function p: E → (0, ∞) p: e_{u,v} → ( m(u) ∧ m(v) b(e_{u,v}) )_{1/2} . (4.9)

It was shown in [55] that this metric is equivalent to the metric (4.8) if and only if the combinatorial degree deg is bounded on V. ♦ It turns out that for the discrete operator h_0 given by (4.2), (4.3) the natural path metric induced by the metric graph G is intrinsic. Lemma 4.3. The function p_0 : E → (0, ∞) given by p_0(e) := |e|, e ∈ E, (4.10) generates an intrinsic (with respect to the graph G) path metric ϱ_0 on V. Proof. First of all, notice that for the functions (4.3) the condition (4.7) takes the following form ∑ u∼v ϱ(u, v)^2 |e_{u,v} | ≤ ∑ u∼v |e_{u,v}| (4.11) for every v ∈ V. Clearly (4.11) holds with ϱ = ϱ_0 for all v ∈ V with equality instead of inequality since ϱ_0(u, v) = 1 b(u, v) = |e_{u,v}| whenever u ∼ v. □

For any v ∈ V and r ≥ 0, the distance ball B_r(v) with respect to a pseudo metric ϱ is defined by B_r(v) := {u ∈ V : ϱ(u, v) ≤ r}. (4.12) Finally for a set X ⊂ V, the combinatorial neighbourhood of X is given by Ω(X) := {u ∈ V : u ∈ X or there exists v ∈ X such that u ∼ v}. (4.13)

4.2. Self-adjointness of H_0. In this and the following subsections we shall always assume that the metric graph G satisfies Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1. We begin with the following result.

Theorem 4.4. If the weighted degree Deg is bounded on V,

sup_{v∈V} Deg(v) = sup_{v∈V} ∑ e∈E_v |e| −1 ∑ e∈E_v |e| < ∞, (4.14)

then the operator H_0 is self-adjoint.

Proof. Consider the corresponding boundary operator h_0 defined by (4.2). Since Deg is bounded on V, the operator h_0 is bounded on ℓ^2(V; m) (see (4.5)) and hence self-adjoint. It remains to apply Corollary 4.1(i). □

As an immediate corollary of this result we obtain the following widely known sufficient condition (cf. [15, Theorem 1.4.19]).

Corollary 4.5. If inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0, then the operator H_0 is self-adjoint.

Proof. By Theorem 4.4, it suffices to check that Deg is bounded on V: sup_{v∈V} ∑ e∈E_v |e| −1 ∑ e∈E_v |e| ≤ sup_{v∈V} deg(v)(inf_{e∈E} |e|)^{−1} deg(v) inf_{e∈E} |e| = 1 (inf_{e∈E} |e|)^2 < ∞. □ A few remarks are in order:

Remark 4.6. (i) Numerous graphs considered both in theoretical purposes and in applications belong to this category [15]. Prominent examples are equilateral graphs (see, e.g., [21, 87, 88]) and periodic graphs (with a finite number of edges in the period cell).

(ii) Notice that under Hypothesis 3.1, the conditions inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and (4.14) are equivalent only if sup_{v∈V} deg(v) < ∞. It is not difficult to construct examples of graphs such that inf_{e∈E} |e| = 0 and condition (4.14) is satisfied (see Example 4.7 below).

Example 4.7. Let {n_k}_{k∈N} be a strictly increasing sequence of natural numbers. Consider the following metric graph: Let o be a distinguished vertex which has n_1 emanating edges. Moreover, suppose that one of those edges has length^1_{n1} and the other edges have a fixed length, say 1. Next, suppose every vertex in the first combinatorial sphere (i.e., every v ∼ o) has n_2 emanating edges and again their lengths equal 1 except one edge having length^1_{n2} . Continuing this procedure to infinity we end up with an infinite metric graph (called a rooted tree) such that

inf_{e∈E} |e| = inf_{k≥1} 1 n_k = 0, sup_{e∈E} |e| = 1. It is easy to see that

sup_{v∈V} Deg(v) = sup_{v∈V} ∑ e∈E_v |e| −1 ∑ e∈E_v |e| = sup_{k≥1} n_{k+1} − 1 + n_k + n_{k+1} n_{k+1} − 1 +^1_{nk} +^1_{nk+1} < 4. Hence, by Theorem 4.4 the corresponding Hamiltonian H_0 is self-adjoint. Moreover, we shall prove below (see Lemma 5.1) that in this case the corresponding Hamiltonian H_α with δ interactions is self-adjoint for any α : V → R. ♦

The next result shows that we can replace uniform boundedness of the weighted degree function by the local one (in a suitable sense of course).

Theorem 4.8. Let ϱ be an intrinsic pseudo metric on V such that the weighted degree Deg is bounded on every distance ball in V. Then H_0 is self-adjoint.

Proof. By [55, Theorem 1], the operator h_0 is self-adjoint. Hence by Corollary 4.1(i) so is H_0. □

As an immediate corollary we arrive at the following Gaffney type theorem for quantum graphs.

Corollary 4.9. Let ϱ_0 be a natural path metric on V defined in Lemma 4.3. If (V, ϱ_0) is complete as a metric space, then H_0 is self-adjoint.

Proof. By Hypothesis 3.1, the discrete graph G_d = (V, E) is locally finite. Hence by a Hopf–Rinow type theorem [55], (V, ϱ_0) is complete as a metric space if and only if the distance balls in (V, ϱ_0) are finite. The latter immediately implies that the weighted degree Deg is bounded on every distance ball in (V, ϱ_0). It remains to apply Theorem 4.8. □

Remark 4.10. Notice that Corollary 4.9 can be seen as the analog of the classical result of Gaffney [47] (see also [50, Chapter 11] for further details), who established self-adjointness of the Dirichlet Laplacian on a complete Riemannian manifold. Indeed, | · | generates a natural path metric on a metric graph G = (V, E, | · |) and it is easy to check that G equipped with this metric is complete as a metric space if and only if (V, ϱ_0) is complete as a metric space.

Let us also mention that Corollary 4.9 proves the self-adjointness of H_0 if the metric graph G satisfies the finite ball condition (see [15, Assumption 1.3.5]), which is equivalent to the completeness of (V, ϱ_0).

On the one hand, simple examples demonstrate that Corollary 4.9 is sharp. Indeed, consider the second derivative on an interval (0, ℓ) with ℓ ∈ (0, ∞]. As in Example 3.2, let {x_k}_{k≥0} be a strictly increasing sequence such that x_k ↑ ℓ as k → ∞. In this case Kirchhoff conditions are equivalent to the continuity of a function and its derivative at every vertex x_k (see (3.4)). The corresponding operator is self-adjoint only if ℓ = ∞. However, we can improve Corollary 4.9 by replacing the natural path metric ϱ_0 by another path metric (which is not intrinsic!) generated by the weight function m.

Theorem 4.11. Let p_m : E → (0, ∞) be defined by p_m : e_{u,v} → m(u) + m(v), (4.15) where m is given by (4.3), and let ϱ_m be the corresponding path metric (4.6). If (V, ϱ_m) is complete as a metric space, then H_0 is self-adjoint.

Proof. Applying the Hopf–Rinow theorem from [55] once again, (V, ϱ_m) is complete as a metric space if and only if all infinite geodesics have infinite length, which is further equivalent to the fact that distance balls in (V, ϱ_m) are finite. The former statement implies, in particular, that for every infinite path P = {v_n}_{n≥0} ⊂ V its length |P| = ∑ n≥0 p_m(e_{vn,vn+1} ) is infinite. However, (4.15) implies the following estimate N∑ n=0 m(v_n) ≤ N∑ n=0 p_m(e_{vn,vn+1} ) ≤ 2 N∑ n=0 m(v_n), for every finite path P_N = {v_n}^N_{n=0} in V. Hence for every infinite path P we conclude that the sum ∑ n≥0 m(v_n) is infinite. By Theorem 6 from [61], the latter implies that the operator h_0 is self-adjoint in ℓ^2(V; m). It remains to apply Corollary 4.1(i). □

As an immediate corollary of Theorem 4.11 we obtain the following improvement of Corollary 4.5.

Corollary 4.12. If inf_{v∈V} m(v) = inf_{v∈V} ∑ e∈E_v |e| > 0, (4.16) then the operator H_0 is self-adjont.

Proof. Clearly, every infinite geodesic in (V, ϱ_m) has infinite length if (4.16) is satisfied. According to Hypothesis 3.1, G is a locally finite graph and hence combining the Hopf–Rinow type theorem [55] with Theorem 4.11 we finish the proof. □

Remark 4.13. (i) Notice that the self-adjointness of h_0 in ℓ^2(V; m) under the assumption (4.16) was first mentioned in [53, Corollary 9.2].

(ii) Clearly, ϱ_0(u, v) ≤ ϱ_m(u, v) for all u, v ∈ V and hence every infinite geodesic in (V, ϱ_0) with infinite length will have an infinite length in (V, ϱ_m). However, the converse statement is not true which can be seen by simple examples.

Example 4.14. Let G ⊂ R^2 be a planar graph constructed as follows (see the figure depicted below). Let X = {x_k}_{k≥1} ⊂ [0, ∞) be a strictly increasing sequence with x_1 = 0. We set V = X × {−1, 0, 1} and denote v_{k,n} = (x_k, n), k ∈ N and n ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. Now we define the set of edges by the following rule: v_{n,k} ∼ v_{m,j} if either n = m and |k − j| = 1 or k = j = 0 and |n − m| = 1. Finally, we assign lengths as the usual Euclidean length in R^2 : the length of every vertical edge is equal to 1, and the length of the horizontal edge e_{vk,0 ,vk+1,0} is equal to x_{k+1} − x_k.

•v_{1,0•}v_{2,0•}v_{3,0•}v_{4,0•}v_{5,0} •v_{1,1}^•v_{2,1}^•v_{3,1}^•v_{4,1}^•v_{5,1} •v_{1,−1•}v_{2,−1•}v_{3,−1•}v_{4,−1•}v_{5,−1}

Clearly, (V, ϱ_0) is complete as a metric space if and only if ∑ k≥0 |e_{vk,0 ,vk+1,0} | = ∑ k≥1 (x_{k+1} − x_k) = lim_{k→∞} x_k = ∞.

On the other hand, m(v) = ∑ u∼v |e_{u,v}| ≥ 1 for all v ∈ V = X × {−1, 0, 1}, and hence (V, ϱ_m) is always complete. Therefore, the corresponding operator H_0 is always self-adjoint in view of Corollary 4.12. ♦

Remark 4.15. The graphs considered in Examples 4.7 and 4.14 belong to a special class of graphs, the so-called trees. More precisely, a path P = {v_0, v_1, . . . , v_n} ⊂ V is called a cycle if v_0 = v_n. A connected graph G_d = (V, E) without cycles is called a tree. Notice that for any two vertices u, v on a tree T = (V, E) there is exactly one path P connecting u and v and hence every path on a tree is a geodesic with respect to a path metric.

Let us finish this subsection with some sufficient conditions for H_0 to have nontrivial deficiency indices. Let ϱ_{1/2} be a path metric on V generated by the function p_{1/2} : E → (0, ∞) defined by p_{1/2} : e → √ |e|. (4.17) If (V, ϱ_{1/2}) is not complete as a metric space, we then denote the metric completion of (V, ϱ_{1/2}) by V and V_∞ := V \ V. By [25, Lemma 2.1], every function f : V → R such that the corresponding quadratic form

t_{G,0}[f] = 1 2 ∑ u,v∈V b(v, u)|f(v) − f(u)|^2 is finite, is uniformly Lipschitz with respect to the metric ϱ_{1/2} and hence admits a continuation F to V as a Lipschitz function. Following [25], we set f_∞ := F ↾ V_∞.

Proposition 4.16. If (V, ϱ_{1/2}) is not complete as a metric space and there is f : V → R such that t_{G,0}[f] < ∞ and f_∞ ≠ 0, then H_0 is not a self-adjoint operator.

Proof. Follows from [25, Theorem 3.1] and Corollary 4.1(i). □

A few remarks are in order.

Remark 4.17. (i) The question on deficiency indices of h_0 in this case was left in [25] as an open problem.

(ii) Clearly, Proposition 4.16 provides only a sufficient condition for H_0 to have nontrivial deficiency indices.

Example 4.18. Let us slightly modify the metric graph considered in Example 4.14 by shrinking the vertical edges. It is not difficult to show (see, e.g., [19, 20]) that the corresponding operator H_0 is not self-adjoint if the graph G has finite total length, ∑ e∈E |e| < ∞. (4.18) On the other hand, the latter is further equivalent to the fact that (V; ϱ_m) is not complete as a metric space. Thus, Theorem 4.11 provides a self-adjointness criterion in this case.

Let us also mention that we expect that the deficiency indices of the operator H_0 in the case (4.18) are equal to one. ♦

Remark 4.19. Taking into account the above example, it is a rather natural guess that Theorem 4.11 provides a self-adjointness criterion not only in the special case considered in Example 4.18 but also for arbitrary graphs. However, for radially symmetric trees, the operator H_0 is not self-adjoint exactly when the corresponding tree has finite total length, that is, (4.18) holds true (see [105, §3.4] and also [19]). Moreover, it is easy to check that in this case (4.18) is not equivalent to noncompleteness of (V; ϱ_m).

4.3. Uniform positivity and the essential spectrum of H_0. For any vertex set X ⊂ V, the boundary ∂X of X is defined by ∂X := {(u, v) ∈ X × (V \ X): u ∼ v}. (4.19)

For every subset ~V ⊆ V one defines the isoperimetric constant C(~V) := inf_{X⊂~V} #(∂X) m(X) , (4.20)

where

#(∂X) = ∑ (u,v)∈∂X 1, m(X) = ∑ v∈X m(v) = ∑ v∈X ∑ e∈E_v |e|. (4.21) Moreover, we need the isoperimetric constant at infinity C_{ess}(V) := sup

X⊂V is finite

C(V \ X). (4.22)

Theorem 4.20. Suppose that the operator H_0 is self-adjoint. Then:

(i) H_0 is uniformly positive whenever C(V) > 0. (ii) inf σ_{ess}(H_0) > 0 if C_{ess}(V) > 0.

(iii) The spectrum of H_0 is purely discrete if the number #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0 and C_{ess}(V) = ∞.

Proof. Let ϱ_0 be a natural path metric on V (see Lemma 4.3). Noting that ϱ_0 is an intrinsic metric on V, let us apply the Cheeger estimates from [12] to the discrete Laplacian h_0 given by (4.2), (4.3). First of all (see [12, Section 2.3]), observe that the weighted area with respect to ϱ_0 is given by

Area(∂X) = ∑ (u,v)∈∂X b(u, v)ϱ_0(u, v) = ∑ (u,v)∈∂X 1 |e_{u,v}| |e_{u,v}| = ∑ (u,v)∈∂X 1 = #(∂X).

Hence in this case the Cheeger estimate for discrete Laplacians (see Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 in [12]) implies the following estimates

inf σ(h_0) ≥ 1 2 C(V)^2, inf σ_{ess}(h_0) ≥ 1 2 C_{ess}(V)^2. (4.23)

Combining these estimates with Corollary 4.1(ii)–(iii), we prove (i) and (ii), respectively.

Applying [12, Theorem 3.3] once again, we see that the spectrum of h_0 is purely discrete if C_{ess}(V) = ∞. Corollary 4.1(iv) finishes the proof of (iii). □ Let B_r(u) be a distance ball with respect to the natural path metric ϱ_0. Following [54] (see also [59]), we define

μ := lim inf_{r→∞} 1 r log m(B_r(v)) (4.24)

for a fixed v ∈ V, and

μ := lim inf_{r→∞} 1 r inf_{v∈V} log m(B_r(v)) m(B_1(v))

. (4.25)

Notice that μ does not depend on v ∈ V if V = ∪_{r≥0}B_r(v). Theorem 4.21. Let (V, ϱ_0) be complete as a metric space. Then:

(i) inf σ(H_0) = 0 if μ = 0. If in addition m(V) = ∞, then

(ii) inf σ_{ess}(H_0) = 0 if μ = 0.

(iii) The spectrum of H_0 is not discrete if μ < ∞.

Proof. By Corollary 4.9, the operator H_0 is self-adjoint. The proof follows from the growth volume estimates on the spectrum of h_0. More precisely, the following bounds were established in [54] (see also [43, 59]):

inf σ(h_0) ≤ 1 8 μ^2, inf σ_{ess}(h_0) ≤ 1 8 μ^2.

It remains to apply Corollary 4.1(ii)-(iv). □

We finish this section with a remark.

Remark 4.22. Connections between inf σ(H_0) and inf σ(h_0) and also between inf σ_{ess}(H_0) and inf σ_{ess}(h_0) by means of Theorem A.6 and Theorem A.9 are rather complicated since they involve the corresponding Weyl function, which in our case has the form (2.19). In particular, it would be a rather complicated task to use these connections and then apply the Cheeger-type bounds for h_0 to estimate inf σ(H_0) and inf σ_{ess}(H_0). For example, the following upper estimate, which easily follows from (2.29),

inf σ(H_0) ≤ inf σ(H^F ) = π^2 sup_{e∈E} |e|^2 seems to be unrelated to inf σ(h_0).

5. Spectral properties of quantum graphs with δ-couplings

In this section we are going to investigate spectral properties of the Hamiltonian H_α with δ-couplings (3.2) at the vertices. Namely, let α : V → R and the operator H_α be defined in L^2(G) as the closure of (3.3). By Theorem 3.5, its spectral properties correlate with the corresponding properties of the discrete operator h_α defined in ℓ^2(V; m) by (3.17). In this section we shall always assume Hypotheses 2.1 and 3.1.

5.1. Self-adjointness and lower semiboundedness. We begin with the study of the self-adjointness of the operator H_α. Our first result can be seen as a straightforward extension of Theorem 4.4.

Lemma 5.1. If the weighted degree function Deg defined by (4.4) is bounded on V, that is, (4.14) is satisfied, then the operator H_α is self-adjoint for any α : V → R. Moreover, in this case the operator H_α is bounded from below if and only if inf_{v∈V} α(v) m(v) > −∞. (5.1) Proof. The operator of multiplication A defined in ℓ^2(V, m) on the maximal domain dom(A) = ℓ^2(V;^{α2}_m ) by

A: dom(A) → ℓ^2(V; m) f →^α_m f (5.2) is clearly self-adjoint. If Deg is bounded on V, then the operator h_0 is bounded and self-adjoint in ℓ^2(V; m) (see (4.5)). It remains to note that h_α = h_0 + A and hence h_α is a self-adjoint operator since the self-adjointness is stable under bounded perturbations. Moreover, h_α is bounded from below if and only if so is A. The latter is clearly equivalent to (5.1). Theorem 3.5(i)-(ii) completes the proof. □

As an immediate corollary we arrive at the following result.

Corollary 5.2. If inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0, then the operator H_α is self-adjont for any α : V → R. Moreover, H_α is bounded from below if and only if α satisfies (5.1).

Proof. As in the proof of Corollary 4.5, we get

sup_{v∈V} Deg(v) ≤ 1 (inf_{e∈E} |e|)^2 < ∞. It remains to apply Lemma 5.1. □

Remark 5.3. A few remarks are in order.

(i) Using the form approach, the self-adjointness claim in Corollary 5.2 was proved in [15, Section I.4.5] under the additional assumption that^α_{deg} : V → R is bounded from below, inf_{v∈V} α(v) deg(v) > −∞. (5.3) If 0 < inf_{e∈E} |e| ≤ sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞, then it is easy to see that (5.3) is equivalent to (5.1).

(ii) Let us also mention that the graphs constructed in Examples 4.7 and 4.14 do not satisfy the condition of Corollary 5.2, however, they satisfy (4.14) and hence, by Lemma 5.1, the corresponding Hamiltonian H_α is self-adjoint for any α : V → R.

The next result allows us to replace the boundedness assumption on the weighted degree by the local boundedness, however, now we need to assume some semiboundedness on α. We begin with the following result.

Proposition 5.4. If the operator H_0 with Kirchhoff vertex conditions is self-adjoint in L^2(G), then the operator H_α with δ-couplings on V is self-adjoint whenever the function α : V → R satisfies (5.1).

Proof. By Corollary 4.1(i), the discrete Laplacian h_0 given by (4.2), (4.3) is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator in ℓ^2(V; m). On the other hand, (5.1) implies that the multiplication operator A defined by (5.2) is a self-adjoint lower semibounded operator in ℓ^2(V; m). Noting that C_c(V) is a core for both h_0 and A since the graph is locally finite, we conclude that the operator h_α defined as a closure of the sum of h_0 and A is a lowersemibounded self-adjoint operator in ℓ^2(V; m) (see [58, Chapter VI.1.6]). It remains to apply Theorem 3.5(i). □

Remark 5.5. It follows from the proof of Proposition 5.4 and Theorem 3.5(ii) that the operator H_α is lower semibounded in this case.

Combining Proposition 5.4 with the self-adjointness results from Section 4.2, we can extend Corollary 5.2 to a much wider setting. Let us present only one result in this direction.

Corollary 5.6. Let ϱ_m be the path metric (4.15), (4.6) on V. If (V, ϱ_m) is complete as a metric space and α : V → R satisfies (5.1), then H_α is a lower semibounded self-adjoint operator.

In particular, if the weight function m satisfies (4.16) and inf_{v∈V} α(v) > −∞, then H_α is a lower semibounded self-adjoint operator.

Proof. Straightforward from Proposition 5.4, Theorem 4.11 and Corollary 4.12. □

Remark 5.7. Let us stress that both conditions (completeness of (V, ϱ_m) and (5.1)) are important. Indeed, 1-D Schrödinger operators with δ-type interactions (see Example 3.2) immediately provide counterexamples. First of all, in this setting completeness of (V, ϱ_m) means that we consider a Schrödinger operator on an unbounded interval (either on the whole line R or on a semi-axis). Clearly, in the case of a compact interval the minimal operator is not self-adjoint even in the case of trivial couplings α ≡ 0. On the other hand, it was proved in [5] that in the case when all δ-interactions are attractive (α_k < 0 for all k ∈ N), the operator H_α given by (3.5) is bounded from below if and only if sup_{n∈N} ∑ x_k ∈[n,n+1] |α_k| < ∞. (5.4) In the case inf_{k∈N}(x_{k+1} − x_k) > 0 the latter is equivalent to inf_{k∈N} α_k > −∞.

5.2. Negative spectrum: CLR-type estimates. Let α : V → [0, ∞) be a nonnegative function on V. The main focus of this section is to obtain the estimates on the number of negative eigenvalues κ_−(H_{−α}) of the operator H_{−α} in terms of the interactions α : V → [0, ∞). Note that by Theorem 3.5(iv),

κ_−(H_{−α}) = κ_−(h_{−α}), (5.5) where h_{−α} is the (self-adjoint) discrete Laplacian defined either by (3.13) in ℓ^2(V) or by (3.17) in ℓ^2(V; m).

Suppose that the discrete Laplacian h_0 defined by (3.17) with α ≡ 0 is a selfadjoint operator in ℓ^2(V; m) (see Section 4.2). It is well known (cf., e.g., [46]) that in this case h_0 generates a symmetric Markovian semigroup e^{−th0} (one can easily check that the Beurling–Deny conditions [27, 46] are satisfied). Let us consider the corresponding quadratic form in ℓ^2(V; m):

t_0[f] := 1 2 ∑ u,v∈V b(v, u)|f(v) − f(u)|^2, f ∈ dom(t_0) := dom(h^{1/2}_0 ), (5.6)

which is a regular Dirichlet form since G is locally finite (see [46, 61]). Recall that the functions m and b are given by (4.3).

The following theorem is a particular case of [74, Theorems 1.2–1.3] (see also [45, Theorem 2.1]). As it was already mentioned, h_0 generates a symmetric Markovian semigroup e^{−th0} in ℓ^2(V; m). Noting that h_{−α}f = h_0f − Af for all f ∈ C_c(V), where A is a multiplication operator (5.2), and then applying [74, Theorems 1.2–1.3] (see also [45, Theorem 2.1]) to the operator h_0, we arrive at the following result.

Theorem 5.8 ([74]). Assume that h_0 is a self-adjoint operator in ℓ^2(V; m). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) There are constants D > 2 and K > 0 such that

‖f‖^2_ℓq_{(V;m)} := ( ∑ v∈V |f(v)|^q m(v) )_{2/q} ≤ Kt_0[f] (5.7)

for all f ∈ dom(t_0) with q =^{2D}_{D−2} .

(ii) There are constants C > 0 and D > 2 such that for all α : V → [0, ∞) belonging to ℓ^{D/2}(V; m^{1−D/2}) the form

t_{−α}[f] = t_0[f] − ∑ v∈V α(v)|f(v)|^2, dom(t_{−α}) := dom(t_0), is bounded from below and closed in ℓ^2(V; m) and, moreover, the negative spectrum of h_{−α} is discrete and the following estimate holds

κ_−(h_{−α}) ≤ C ∑ v∈V ( α(v) m(v) )_{D/2} m(v). (5.8)

Remark 5.9. (i) The constants K and C in Theorem 5.8 are connected by K^D ≤ C ≤ e^{D−1}K^D (see [45]).

(ii) Since C_c(V) is a core for both h_0 and A whenever h_0 is essentially selfadjoint, it follows from Theorem 5.8 that the operator h_{−α} is bounded from below and self-adjoint for all α ∈ ℓ^{D/2}(V; m^{1−D/2}) if (5.7) is satisfied.

Combining Theorem 3.5(iv) with Theorem 5.8, we immediately arrive at the following CLR-type estimate for quantum graphs with δ-couplings at vertices. Theorem 5.10. Assume that h_0 is a self-adjoint operator in ℓ^2(V; m). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) There are constants D > 2 and K > 0 such that (5.7) holds for all f ∈ dom(t_0) with q =^{2D}_{D−2} .

(ii) There are constants C > 0 and D > 2 such that for all α : V → [0, ∞) belonging to ℓ^{D/2}(V; m^{1−D/2}) the operator H_{−α} is self-adjoint, bounded from below, its negative spectrum is discrete and the following estimate holds κ_−(H_{−λα}) ≤ Cλ^{D/2} ∑ v∈V ( α(v) m(v) )_{D/2} m(v), λ > 0. (5.9) The constants K and C are connected by K^D ≤ C ≤ e^{D−1}K^D.

Of course, the most difficult part is to check the validity of the Sobolev-type inequality (5.7). However, there are several particular cases of interest when (5.7) is known to be true (see [51], [101], [106] and references therein). Corollary 5.11. Let the metric graph G = (V, E, |·|) be such that the discrete graph G_d = (V, E) is a Cayley graph of a group of polynomial growth D with D ≥ 3. If α : V → [0, ∞) belongs to ℓ^{D/2}(V; m^{1−D/2}), then κ_−(H_{−λα}) ≤ C(G)λ^{D/2} ∑ v∈V ( α(v) m(v) )_{D/2} m(v), λ > 0, (5.10)

with some constant C(G), which depends only on G.

Proof. By Theorem 5.10, we only need to show that (5.7) holds true. The argument is similar to [74, Theorem 3.7]. Indeed, by [106, Theorem VI.5.2], since G_d is a Cayley graph of the group of polynomial growth, there is a C > 0 such that ‖f‖_ℓq_{(V)} ≤ C ∑ v∈V ∑ u∼v |f(v) − f(u)|^2, (5.11)

for all f ∈ C_c(V) with q =^{2D}_{D−2} . Since sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞ (see Hypothesis 3.1), we get

t_0[f] = 1 2 ∑ u,v∈V b(v, u)|f(v) − f(u)|^2 = 1 2 ∑ v∈V ∑ u∼v 1 |e_{u,v}| |f(v) − f(u)|^2 ≥ 1 2 sup_{e∈E} |e| ∑ v∈V ∑ u∼v |f(v) − f(u)|^2, for all f ∈ C_c(V). Combining this inequality with (5.11) and noting that ‖f‖^q_{ℓq(V;m)} = ∑ v∈V |f(v)|^q m(v) = ∑ v∈V |f(v)|^q ∑ e∈E_v |e| ≤ sup_{e∈E} |e| ∑ v∈V |f(v)|^q deg(v) ≤ ‖f‖^q_{ℓq(V)} sup_{e∈E} |e| sup_{v∈V} deg(v), we get (5.7). □ Remark 5.12. Notice that in Corollary 5.11 we did not make any additional assumptions on the weight function m. Namely, we only assumed that the edges lengths satisfy (3.1).

In particular, in the case G_d = Z^N we get the following estimate. Corollary 5.13. Let G_d = Z^N with N ≥ 3. Also, assume that (3.1) is satisfied. If α : V → [0, ∞) belongs to ℓ^{N2} (Z^N; m^{1−N/2}), then κ_−(H_{−λα}) ≤ C_N λ^{N/2} ∑ v∈V ( α(v) m(v) )_{N/2} m(v), λ > 0, (5.12)

with some constant C_N , which depends only on N and m.

It was first noticed by G. Rozenblum and M. Solomyak (see [95, Theorem 3.1] and also [96]) that in contrast to Schrödinger operators on R^N , in the case G_d = Z^N for every q ∈ (0, D/2) the following holds κ_−(h_{−λα}) = O(λ^q ), λ → +∞, (5.13) whenever inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and α ∈ ℓ^q_w(V), that is, #{v ∈ V : |α(v)| > n} = O(n^{−q} ) as n → ∞ or equivalently α̃_n = O(n^{−1/q} ) as n → ∞, where {α̃_n}_{n∈N} is a rearrangement of {α(v)}_{v∈V} in a decreasing order. Define ‖α‖_ℓ^q_w := sup_n n^{1/q}α̃_n.

It turns out that the later holds in a wider setting and hence we arrive at the following result.

Proposition 5.14. Assume the conditions of Theorem 5.10. If G satisfies (4.14), then for every q ∈ (0, D/2) κ_−(H_{−λα}) ≤ Cλ^q ‖α‖^q_ℓq_w , λ > 0, (5.14) whenever α ∈ ℓ^q_w(V). Here the constant C depends only on q, D and V. Proof. By Theorem 3.5(iv), we only need to show that κ_−(h_{−λα}) ≤ Cλ^q ‖α‖^q_ℓq_w , λ > 0. (5.15) The validity of (5.15) was established in [96, Theorem 3.1] under the additional assumptions inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and sup_{v∈V} deg(v) < ∞. In fact, this proof (see also [95, §3]) can be extended line by line to the case of graphs G satisfying (4.14). □ Remark 5.15. For a further discussion of eigenvalue estimates for discrete operators and quantum graphs on the lattice Z^N we refer to [97].

Remark 5.16. To a large extent, the behavior of the negative spectrum of h_{−α} is determined by the behavior of the following function

g(t) := sup_{u,v∈V} |P (t; u, v)| = ‖e^{−th0} ‖_ℓ1_{→ℓ}∞ , (5.16)

where P (t; ·, ·) := e^{−th0} (·, ·) is the heat kernel (see [94, 96] and also [45, 84, 85]). In particular, the exponents d and D determined by g(t) = O(t^{−d/2}), t → 0, g(t) = O(t^{−D/2}), t → +∞, (5.17) and called the local dimension and the global dimension, respectively, are very important in the analysis of κ_−(h_{−α}) (see Section 2 in [94]). By [106, Theorem II.5.2], (5.7) is equivalent to the following estimate g(t) ≤ Ct^{−D/2}, t > 0, (5.18) with some positive constant C > 0. On the other hand, d = 0 if (4.14) holds, that is, if h_0 is a bounded operator and, moreover, ℓ^1(V) ⊂ ℓ^2(V) ⊂ ℓ^∞(V). It is precisely this fact which allows to prove Proposition 5.14. Note that d = D = N for Schrödinger operators on R^N and hence the estimates of the type (5.14) have no analogues in this case.

Equality (5.5) together with Remark 5.16 indicate that there is a close connection between the heat semigroups e^{−th0} and e^{−tH0} . In fact, the following holds true.

Theorem 5.17. Assume that h_0 and H_0 are self-adjoint operators in ℓ^2(V; m) and L^2(G), respectively. Then the following statements are equivalent

(i) ‖e^{−th0} ‖_ℓ1_{→ℓ}∞ ≤ C_1t^{−D/2} holds for all t > 0 with some C_1 > 0 and D > 2, (ii) ‖e^{−tH0} ‖_L1_{→L}∞ ≤ C_2t^{−D/2} holds for all t > 0 with some C_2 > 0 and D > 2.

Here the constants C_1 and C_2 might be different.

Proof. By Varopoulos’s theorem (see [106, Theorem II.5.2]), (i) and (ii) are equivalent to the validity of the corresponding Sobolev type inequalities. Namely, (i) is equivalent to (5.7) and (ii) is equivalent to the inequality (∫ G |f(x)|^q dx )_{2/q} ≤ C ∫ G |f^′(x)|^2dx, f ∈ H^1(G), (5.19)

where H^1(G) is the Sobolev space on G, which coincides with the form domain of the operator H_0, and q =^{2D}_{D−2} and D > 2. Hence it suffices to show that (5.7) is equivalent to (5.19).

First observe that every f ∈ H^1(G) admits a unique decomposition f = f_{lin} +f_0, where f_{lin} ∈ H^1(G) is piecewise linear on G and f_0 ∈ H^1(G) takes zero values at the vertices V. It is easy to check that

t_{H0} [f] = ∫ G |f^′(x)|^2dx = ∫ G |f^′_{lin}(x)|^2dx + ∫ G |f^′_0(x)|^2dx = t_{H0} [f_{lin}] + t_{H0} [f_0].

Moreover, we have (see Remark 3.8):

t_{H0} [f_{lin}] = t_{h0} [f_{lin}], f_{lin} ∈ H^1(G) ∩ L.

Next it is easy to see that (5.19) holds for all f = f_0 ∈ H^1(G) with q > 2 and with a constant C(G) which depends only on sup_{e∈E} |e| and q > 2. Noting that every piecewise linear function f = f_{lin} ∈ H^1(G) ∩ L satisfies ‖f‖^q_{Lq (G)} = ∑ e∈E ∫ e |f(x)|^q dx ≤ ∑ e∈E |e| max_{x∈e} |f(x)|^q ≤ ∑ e∈E |e|(|f_e(e_i)|^q + |f_e(e_o)|^q ) = 2 ∑ v∈V |f(v)|^q m(v) = 2‖f‖^q_{ℓq(V;m)}, we conclude that (i) implies (ii).

Clearly, to prove that (ii) implies (i) it suffices to show that every linear function f on a finite interval (a, b) satisfies the estimate (|f(a)|^q + |f(b)|^q ) ≤ C b − a ∫_b a |f(x)|^q dx, (5.20) where C > 0 is a positive constant which depends only on q > 2. Indeed, we have (cf. Remark 3.8) ∫_b a |f(x)|^2dx = (b − a) |f(a)|^2 + Re(f(a)f(b)) + |f(b)|^2 3 . (5.21)

Applying the Hölder inequality to the left-hand side in (5.21), one gets ∫_b a |f(x)|^2dx ≤ (b − a)^{1/p} (∫_b a |f(x)|^q dx )_{2/q} , 1 p = 1 − 2 q . (5.22)

On the other hand, applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to the right-hand side in (5.21), we arrive at

|f(a)|^2 + Re(f(a)f(b)) + |f(b)|^2 3 ≥ |f(a)|^2 + |f(b)|^2 6 ≥ (|f(a)|^q + |f(b)|^q )^{2/q} 6c(q) , where c(q) > 0 depends only on q > 2. Combining this estimate with (5.21) and (5.22), we obtain (5.20), which implies that (6c(q))^{−q/2}‖f‖^q_{ℓq(V;m)} ≤ ‖f‖^q_{Lq(G)} holds for all f = f_{lin} ∈ H^1(G) ∩ L. □

Remark 5.18. The implication (i) ⇒ (ii) in Theorem 5.17 was observed by Rozenblum and Solomyak (see [96, Theorem 4.1]), however, for a different discrete Laplacian defined by (1.4), where the weight function m: v → ∑ e∈E_v |e| is replaced by

the vertex degree function deg : v → #(E_v ). Since m(v) ≤ deg(v) sup_{e∈E} |e| for all v ∈ V and sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞, ℓ^2(V; deg) is continuously embedded into ℓ^2(V; m), however, the converse is not true. This together with Theorem 5.8 imply that one cannot replace (4.2) by (1.4) in Theorem 5.17 and the converse statement to Theorem 4.1 in [96] is not true without further assumptions on the function m.

5.3. Spectral types. In this subsection we plan to investigate the structure of the spectrum of H_α.

5.3.1. Resolvent comparability. We begin with the following simple corollary of Theorem 3.5(viii).

Corollary 5.19. Assume the conditions of Theorem 3.5.

(i) If^{α−α̃}_m ∈ c_0(V), then σ_{ess}(H_α) = σ_{ess}(H_{~α}). In particular, if^α_m ∈ c_0(V), then σ_{ess}(H_α) = σ_{ess}(H_0).

(ii) If^{α−α̃}_m ∈ ℓ^1(V), then σ_{ac}(H_α) = σ_{ac}(H_{~α}). In particular, if^α_m ∈ ℓ^1(V), then σ_{ac}(H_α) = σ_{ac}(H_0).

Here α ∈ c_0(V) means that the set {v ∈ V : |α(v)| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0.

Proof. It suffices to note that h_αf − h_{α̃}f =^{α−α̃}_m f for all f ∈ C_c(V). Hence (h_α − i)^{−1} − (h_{α̃} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_∞ if^{α−α̃}_m ∈ c_0(V) and then, by the Weyl theorem and Theorem 3.5(viii), we prove the first claim.

Moreover, (h_α − i)^{−1} − (h_{α̃} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_1 whenever^{α−α̃}_m ∈ ℓ^1(V). It remains to apply Theorem 3.5(viii) and the Birman–Krein theorem. □

The presence (or absence) of an absolutely continuous spectrum for quantum graphs H_0 with Kirchhoff vertex conditions at vertices is a challenging open problem. To the best of our knowledge, some partial results have been obtained in the cases of radially symmetric trees and for some special classes of (equilateral) graphs that originate from groups, e.g., the corresponding Cayley graphs or Schreier graphs (see, e.g., [16], [36], [37], [41], [105]). In particular, it is shown in [41, Theorem 5.1] that in the case when G is a rooted radial tree with a finite complexity of the geometry, the absolutely continuous spectrum of H_0 is nonempty if and only if G is eventually periodic.

Our next result provides a sufficient condition for H_α to have purely singular spectrum.

Theorem 5.20. Assume that inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞. If α : V → R is such that for any infinite path P ⊂ G without cycles sup_{v∈P} |α(v)| deg(v)

= ∞, (5.23)

then σ_{ac}(H_α) = ∅.

Proof. The proof is based on the standard trace class argument [103]. By Corollary 5.2, the operator H_α is self-adjoint. Since (5.23) holds for every infinite path P ⊂ G, we can find a subset ~V ⊂ V such that ∑ v∈~V deg(v) |α(v)| < ∞ (5.24)

and the graph G is a countable union of finite subgraphs G_k, k ∈ N such that the boundary ∂G_k of every subgraph G_k is contained in ~V. Define a new function α̃: V → R ∪ {∞} by α̃(v) = { α(v), v ∈ V \ ~V, ∞, v ∈ ~V, (5.25)

that is, at every vertex v ∈ V \ ~V the corresponding boundary condition for H_{α̃} is given by (3.2) and at every vertex v ∈ ~V it has the Dirichlet boundary condition. Let us show that (H_α − i)^{−1} − (H_{α̃} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_1. (5.26)

It is easy to see that under the assumptions inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞ the triplet ~Π = {H_G , ~Γ^0, ~Γ^0_1} given by (2.21), (2.22) is a boundary triplet for H_{max}. Next we set C_α := ⨁ v∈V C_{v,α}, D_α := ⨁ v∈V D_v , (5.27)

where C_{v,α} and D_v are given by (3.7), and ~C_{α̃} := ⨁ v∈V ~C_{v,α̃}, ~D_{α̃} := ⨁ v∈V D̃_v , (5.28)

where ~C_{v,α̃} = { C_{v,α}, v ∈ V \ ~V I_{deg(v)}, v ∈ ~V , ~D_v = { D_v , v ∈ V \ ~V O_{deg(v)}, v ∈ ~V . (5.29)

Observe that the corresponding boundary relations Θ_α and Θ_{α̃} parameterizing H_α and H_{α̃} via the boundary triplet Π_G = {H_G , ~Γ^0, ~Γ^0_1} are the closures of Θ^0_α = {{f, g} ∈ H_G × H_G : C_αf = D_αg}, Θ^0_{α̃} = {{f, g} ∈ H_G × H_G : ~C_{α̃}f = ~D_{α̃}g}. Straightforward calculations show that tr ( (Θ_α − i)^{−1} − (Θ_{α̃} − i)^{−1} ) = ∑ v∈~V ( α(v) deg(v) − i )_{−1} , which is finite according to (5.24). Therefore, by Theorem A.3(iv), (5.26) holds true. It remains to note that H_{α̃} is the orthogonal sum of operators having discrete spectra and hence the spectrum of H_{α̃} is pure point. The Birman–Krein theorem then yields σ_{ac}(H_α) = σ_{ac}(H_{α̃}) = ∅. □ Corollary 5.21. Let G be a rooted radially symmetric tree with the root o and such that inf_{e∈E} |e| > 0 and sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞. Also, let α : V → R be radially symmetric, that is, α(v) = α_k for all v ∈ V such that d(o, v) = k, whered(o, v) is the combinatorial distance from v to the root o. If sup_{k∈N} |α_k| deg(v_k)

= ∞, (5.30)

then σ_{ac}(H_α) = ∅.

Remark 5.22. Corollary 5.21 can be seen as the analog of [104, Theorem 3] and [80, Theorem 1]. Moreover, the assumption sup_{e∈E} |e| < ∞ in Theorem 5.20 and Corollary 5.21 can be removed by adding inessential vertices.

5.3.2. Bounds on the spectrum of H_α. Throughout this subsection we shall assume that α : V → [0, ∞), that is, all interactions at vertices are nonnegative. Let ϱ be an intrinsic metric. In order to include α into Cheeger type estimates, we need to modify the definition of Cheeger constants (4.20) and (4.22) following [60], [12]. For every subgraph ~V ⊆ V one defines the modified isoperimetric constant C_α(~V) := inf_{X⊂~V} Area_α(∂X) m(X) , (5.31)

where

Area_α(∂X) := ∑ (u,v)∈∂X b(u, v)ϱ_0(u, v) + ∑ v∈X α(v) = ∑ (u,v)∈∂X 1 + ∑ v∈X α(v), (5.32) and m(X) = ∑ v∈X m(v). (5.33)

Moreover, we need the isoperimetric constant at infinity

C_{ess,α}(V) := sup

X⊂V is finite

C_α(V \ X). (5.34)

Theorem 5.23. Suppose that the operator H_α is self-adjoint. Then:

(i) H_α is uniformly positive if C_α(V) > 0. (ii) inf σ_{ess}(H_α) > 0 if C_{ess,α}(V) > 0.

(iii) The spectrum of H_α is discrete if the number #{e ∈ E : |e| > ε} is finite for every ε > 0 and C_{ess,α}(V) = ∞.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 4.20 and we only need to use the corresponding modifications of Cheeger type bounds for the discrete operator h_α from [12]. □

6. Other boundary conditions

In the present paper our main focus was on the Kirchhoff and δ-type couplings at vertices (see (3.2)). There are several other physically relevant classes of couplings (see, e.g., [15, 22, 32]). Our main result, Theorem 2.9, covers all possible cases, however, the key problem is to calculate the boundary operator and then to investigate its spectral properties. It turned out that for δ-couplings the corresponding boundary operator is given by the discrete Laplacian (3.17), which attracted an enormous attention during the last three decades. However, for other boundary conditions new nontrivial discrete operators of higher order may arise. For example, this happens in the case of the so-called δ^′_s-couplings, cf. [32]. Namely (see [22, 32]), let β : V → R and consider the following boundary conditions at the vertices v ∈ V: df dx_e (v) does not depend on e at the vertex v, ∑ e∈E_v f(v) = β(v) df dx_e (v). (6.1)

Define the corresponding operator H_β as the closure of the operator H^0_β given by

H^0_β = H_{max} ↾ dom(H^0_β),

dom(H^0_β ) = { f ∈ dom(H_{max}) ∩ L^2_c (G): f satisfies (6.1), v ∈ V } . (6.2)

To avoid lengthy and cumbersome calculations of the corresponding boundary relation Θ_β parameterizing H_β with the help of the boundary triplet Π constructed in Corollary 2.5, let us consider the kernel L = ker(H_{max}) of H_{max} as in Remark 3.8. Recall that L = ker(H_{max}) consists of piecewise linear functions on G and every f ∈ L can be identified with its values on V, {f(e_i), f(e_o)}_{e∈E} . Moreover, the L^2 norm of f ∈ L is equivalent to ∑ e∈E |e|(|f(e_i)|^2 + |f(e_o)|^2). It is not difficult to see that (see also [15, p.27])

(H_β f, f) = ∑ e∈E ∫ e |f^′(x)|^2dx + ∑ v∈V 1 β(v) | | | ∑ e∈E_v f_e(v) | | |^2, f ∈ L ∩ L^2_c(G).

Therefore, for every f ∈ L ∩ L^2_c (G) we get

(H_β f, f) = ∑ e∈E |f(e_o) − f(e_i)|^2 |e| + ∑ v∈V 1 β(v) | | | ∑ e∈E_v f_e(v) | | |^2. (6.3)

Clearly, the right-hand side in (6.3) is a form sum of two difference operators, where the first one is the standard discrete Laplacian, however, the second one gives rise to a difference expression of higher order. In particular, its order at every vertex equals the degree deg(v) of the corresponding vertex v ∈ V. Unfortunately, we are not aware of the literature where the difference operators of this type have been studied.

Appendix A. Boundary triplets and Weyl functions

A.1. Linear relations. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. A (closed) linear relation in H is a (closed) linear subspace in H × H. The set of all closed linear relations is denoted by ~C(H). Since every linear operator in H can be identified with its graph, the set of linear operators can be seen as a subset of all linear relations in H. In particular, the set of closed linear operators C(H) is a subset of ~C(H).

Recall that the domain, the range, the kernel and the multivalued part of a linear relation Θ are given, respectively, by dom(Θ) = {f ∈ H : ∃g ∈ H such that {f, g} ∈ Θ}, ran(Θ) = {g ∈ H : ∃f ∈ H such that {f, g} ∈ Θ}, ker(Θ) = {f ∈ H : {f, 0} ∈ Θ}, mul (Θ) = {g ∈ H : {0, g} ∈ Θ}. The adjoint linear relation Θ^∗ is defined by

Θ^∗ = { {f̃, g̃} ∈ H × H : (g, f̃)_H = (f, g̃)_H for all {f, g} ∈ Θ } . (A.1) Θ is called symmetric if Θ ⊂ Θ^∗. If Θ = Θ^∗, then it is called self-adjoint. Note that mul (Θ) is orthogonal to dom(Θ) if Θ is symmetric. Setting H_{op} := dom(Θ), we obtain the orthogonal decomposition of a symmetric linear relation Θ: Θ = Θ_{op} ⊕ Θ_∞, (A.2) where Θ_∞ = {0} × mul (Θ) and Θ_{op} is a symmetric linear operator in H_{op}, called the operator part of Θ.

The inverse of the linear relation Θ is given by Θ^{−1} = {{g, f} ∈ H × H : {f, g} ∈ Θ}. The sum of linear relations Θ_1 and Θ_2 is defined by Θ_1 + Θ_2 = {{f, g_1 + g_2} : {f, g_1} ∈ Θ_1, {f, g_2} ∈ Θ_2}.

Hence one can introduce the resolvent (Θ − z)^{−1} of the linear relation Θ, which is well defined for all z ∈ C . However, the set of those z ∈ C for which (Θ − z)^{−1} is a graph of a closed bounded operator in H is called the resolvent set of Θ and is denoted by ρ(Θ). Its complement σ(Θ) = C \ ρ(Θ) is called the spectrum of Θ. If Θ is symmetric, then taking into account (A.2) we obtain (Θ − z)^{−1} = (Θ_{op} − z)^{−1} ⊕ O_{mul (Θ)}. (A.3) This immediately implies that ρ(Θ) = ρ(Θ_{op}), σ(Θ) = σ(Θ_{op}) and, moreover, one can introduce the spectral types of Θ as those of its operator part Θ_{op}.

Let us mention that self-adjoint linear relations admit a very convenient representation, which was first obtained by Rofe-Beketov [92] in the finite dimensional case (see also [102, Exercises 14.9.3-4]).

Proposition A.1. Let C and D be bounded operators on H and

Θ_{C,D} := { {f, g} ∈ H × H : Cf = Dg } . (A.4)

Then Θ_{C,D} is self-adjoint if and only if

CD^∗ = DC^∗, ker ( C −D D C ) = {0}. (A.5)

If dim H = N < ∞, then the second condition in (A.5) is equivalent to rank(C|D) = N. Further details and facts about linear relations in Hilbert spaces can be found in, e.g., [30, Chapter 6.1], [102, Chapter 14].

A.2. Boundary triplets and proper extensions. Let A be a densely defined closed symmetric operator in a separable Hilbert space H with equal deficiency indices n_±(A) = dim N_{±i} ≤ ∞, N_z := ker(A^∗ − z).

Definition A.2 ([48]). A triplet Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} is called a boundary triplet for the adjoint operator A^∗ if H is a Hilbert space and Γ_0, Γ_1 : dom(A^∗) → H are bounded linear mappings such that the abstract Green’s identity

(A^∗f, g)_H − (f, A^∗g)_H = (Γ_1f, Γ_0g)_H − (Γ_0f, Γ_1g)_H (A.6)

holds for all f, g ∈ dom(A^∗) and the mapping

Γ: dom(A^∗) → H × H f → {Γ_0f, Γ_1f} (A.7) is surjective.

A boundary triplet for A^∗ exists if and only if the deficiency indices of A are equal (see, e.g., [30, Prop.7.4], [102, Prop. 14.5]). Moreover, n_±(A) = dim(H) and A = A^∗ ↾ ker(Γ). Note also that the boundary triplet for A^∗ is not unique.

An extension Ã of A is called proper if dom(A) ⊂ dom(Ã) ⊂ dom(A^∗). The set of all proper extensions is denoted by Ext(A).

Theorem A.3 ([29, 78]). Let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be a boundary triplet for A^∗. Then the mapping Γ defines a bijective correspondence between Ext(A) and the set of all linear relations in H:

Θ → A_Θ := A^∗ ↾ {f ∈ dom(A^∗): Γf = {Γ_0f, Γ_1f} ∈ Θ}. (A.8)

Moreover, the following holds:

(i) A^∗_Θ = A_Θ∗ .

(ii) A_Θ ∈ C(H) if and only if Θ ∈ ~C(H).

(iii) A_Θ is symmetric if and only if Θ is symmetric and n_±(A_Θ) = n_±(Θ) holds.

In particular, A_Θ is self-adjoint if and only if Θ is self-adjoint. (iv) If A_Θ = A^∗_Θ and A_{~Θ} = A^∗_{~Θ}, then for every p ∈ (0, ∞] the following equivalence holds

(A_Θ − i)^{−1} − (A_{~Θ} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(H) ⇐⇒ (Θ − i)^{−1} − (~Θ − i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(H).

If additionally dom(Θ) = dom(~Θ), then

Θ − ~Θ ∈ S_p(H) =⇒ (A_Θ − i)^{−1} − (A_{~Θ} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_p(H).

Notice that according to (A.3), the deficiency indices of a symmetric linear relation Θ can be defined as the deficiency indices of its operator part Θ_{op}. Moreover, a self-adjoint linear relation Θ is said to belong to the von Neumann–Schatten ideal S_p if its operator part Θ_{op} belongs to S_p(H_{op}).

Remark A.4. The proof of Theorem A.3(i)–(ii) can be found in, e.g., [30, Prop. 7.8], [102, Prop. 14.7]; (iii) was obtained in [78, Prop. 3], see also [30, Prop. 7.14]; for the proof of item (iv) see [29, Theorem 2].

A.3. Weyl functions and extensions of semibounded operators. With every boundary triplet Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} one can associate two linear operators A_0 := A^∗ ↾ ker(Γ_0), A_1 := A^∗ ↾ ker(Γ_1).

Clearly, (A.8) implies A_0 = A_{Θ0} and A_1 = A_{Θ1} , where Θ_0 = {0} × H and Θ_1 = H × {0}. It easily follows from Theorem A.3(iii) that A_0 = A^∗_0 and A_1 = A^∗_1.

Definition A.5 ([29]). Let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be a boundary triplet for A^∗. The operator-valued function M : ρ(A_0) → B(H) defined by M(z) := Γ_1(Γ_0 ↾ N_z )^{−1}, z ∈ ρ(A_0), (A.9) is called the Weyl function corresponding to the boundary triplet Π.

The Weyl function is well defined and holomorphic on ρ(A_0). Moreover, it is a Herglotz–Nevanlinna function (see [29, §1], [30, §7.4.2] and also [102, §14.5]).

Assume now that A ∈ C(H) is a lower semibounded operator, i.e., A ≥ a I_H with some a ∈ R. Let a_0 be the largest lower bound for A,

a_0 := inf f ∈dom(A)\{0} (Af, f)_H ‖f‖^2_H . The Friedrichs extension of A is denoted by A_F . If Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} is a boundary triplet for A^∗ such that A_0 = A_F , then the corresponding Weyl function M is holomorphic on C \ [a_0, ∞). Moreover, M is strictly increasing on (−∞, a_0) (that is, for all x, y ∈ (−∞, a_0), M(x) − M(y) is positive definite whenever x > y) and the following strong resolvent limit exists (see [29]) M(a_0) := s − R − lim_{x↑a0} M(x). (A.10)

However, M(a_0) is in general a closed linear relation which is bounded from below.

Theorem A.6 ([29, 77]). Let A ≥ a I_H with some a ≥ 0 and let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be a boundary triplet for A^∗ such that A_0 = A_F . Also, let Θ = Θ^∗ ∈ ~C(H) and A_Θ be the corresponding self-adjoint extension (A.8). If M(a) ∈ B(H), then:

(i) A_Θ ≥ a I_H if and only if Θ − M(a) ≥ O_H . (ii) κ_−(A_Θ − a I) = κ_−(Θ − M(a)).

If additionally A is positive definite, that is, a > 0, then:

(iii) A_Θ is positive definite if and only if Θ(0) := Θ − M(0) is positive definite.

(iv) For every p ∈ (0, ∞] the following equivalence holds

A^−_Θ ∈ S_p(H) ⇐⇒ Θ(0)^− ∈ S_p(H),

where Θ(0)^− := Θ(0)^−_{op} ⊕ Θ(0)_∞.

(v) For every γ ∈ (0, ∞) the following equivalence holds

λ_j (A_Θ) = j^{−γ} (a + o(1)) ⇐⇒ λ_j (Θ(0)) = j^{−γ} (b + o(1))

as j → ∞. Moreover, either ab ≠ 0 or a = b = 0.

Remark A.7. For the proofs of (i) and (ii) consult Theorems 5 and 6 in [29]; the proofs of (iii)–(v) can be found in [77, Theorem 3].

We also need the following important statement (see [29, Theorem 3] and [30, Theorem 8.22]).

Theorem A.8 ([29]). Assume the conditions of Theorem A.6. Then the following statements

(i) Θ ∈ ~C(H) is lower semibounded, (ii) A_Θ is lower semibounded, are equivalent if and only if M(x) tends uniformly to −∞ as x → −∞, that is, for every N > 0 there exists x_N < 0 such that M(x) < −N · I_H for all x < x_N .

The implication (ii) ⇒ (i) always holds true (cf. Theorem A.6(i)), however, the validity of the converse implication requires that M tends uniformly to −∞. Let us mention in this connection that the weak convergence of M(x) to −∞, i.e., the relation lim x→−∞(M(x)h, h) H = −∞ holds for all h ∈ H \ {0} whenever A_0 = A_F . Moreover, this relation characterizes Weyl functions of the Friedrichs extension A_F among all non-negative (and even lower semibounded) self-adjoint extensions of A (see [68], [29, Proposition 4]).

The next new result establishes a connection between the essential spectra of A_Θ and Θ and also it can be seen as an improvement of Theorem A.6 (iv).

Theorem A.9. Let A ≥ a_0 I_H > 0 and let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be a boundary triplet for A^∗ such that A_0 = A_F . Also, let M be the corresponding Weyl function and let Θ = Θ^∗ ∈ ~C(H) be such that A_Θ = A^∗_Θ is lower semibounded. Then the following equivalences hold:

inf σ_{ess}(A_Θ) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ inf σ_{ess}(Θ − M(0)) ≥ 0, (A.11) inf σ_{ess}(A_Θ) > 0 ⇐⇒ inf σ_{ess}(Θ − M(0)) > 0, (A.12) inf σ_{ess}(A_Θ) = 0 ⇐⇒ inf σ_{ess}(Θ − M(0)) = 0. (A.13)

Proof. First observe that (A.11) easily follows from Theorem A.6(iv). Hence it remains to prove (A.12) since (A.13) follows from (A.11) and (A.12).

Since A is uniformly positive and A_0 = A_F , we can assume without loss of generality that M(0) = O_H . Indeed, M(0) ∈ B(H) and hence we can replace the boundary triplet Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} by the triplet Π_0 = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1 − M(0)Γ_0} and in this case the Weyl function M(·) and the boundary relation Θ are replaced respectively by M(·) − M(0) and Θ − M(0). Moreover, for simplicity we shall assume that Θ = B ∈ C(H) is a self-adjoint linear operator (cf. (A.3)).

We divide the proof of (A.12) into two parts.

(i) Let us first establish the implication “⇐” in (A.12). For a := inf σ_{ess}(B) > 0, we set

H_1 := ran E_B ( [a, ∞) ) , H_2 := ran E_B ( (−∞, a) ) = H^⊥_1 ,

and then define the operators B_j := B ↾ H_j , j ∈ {1, 2}. Since both subspaces H_1 and H_2 are reducing for B, B = B_1 ⊕ B_2. Moreover, we set

~B := B_1 ⊕ aI_{H2} ≥ aI_H > 0. (A.14)

Combining this inequality with the assumption M(0) = O_H and applying Theorem A.6(iii), we obtain that A_{~B} ≥ ã I_H for some ã > 0.

On the other hand, B is lower semibounded since so is A_B (see a remark after Theorem A.8). Hence the operator B_2 is lower semibounded too and by the definition of B_2 either B_2 is finite-rank or the point a is the only accumulation point for σ(B_2), i.e., (B_2 − a I_{H2} ) ∈ S_∞(H_2). Therefore,

B − ~B = O_{H1} ⊕ (B_2 − a I_{H2} ) ∈ S_∞(H). (A.15)

By Theorem A.3 (iv), this relation yields

(A_B − i)^{−1} − (A_{~B} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_∞(H), (A.16)

which, in turn, implies σ_{ess}(A_B ) = σ_{ess}(A_{~B} ). Hence

inf σ_{ess}(A_B ) = inf σ_{ess}(A_{~B} ) ≥ ã > 0. (A.17)

This proves the implication “⇐” in (A.12).

(ii) To prove the remaining implication “⇒” in (A.12), let b := inf σ_{ess}(A_B ) > 0 and assume the contrary, that is a = inf σ_{ess}(B) ≤ 0. Then at least one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

dim ran E_B ( (−∞, 0) ) = ∞, dim ran E_B ( [0, δ) ) = ∞ for all δ > 0.

In the first case, Theorem A.6(ii) implies κ_−(A_B ) = κ_−(B) = ∞. Since A_B is lower semibounded, we get b = inf σ_{ess}(A_B ) ≤ 0, which contradicts the assumption b > 0.

In the second case, recall that A ≥ a_0 I_H with a_0 > 0. The corresponding Weyl function M is analytic on (−∞, a_0) and M(x) = M(x) − M(0) is positive definite for all x ∈ (0, a_0). Fix some x ∈ (0, a_0 ∧ b) and let ε > 0 be such that M(x) ≥ ε I_H. Noting that (Bf, f)_H < δ‖f‖^2_H for all f ∈ ran E_B ([0, δ) ) \ {0}, we get ((B − M(x))f, f)_H < (δ − ε)‖f‖^2_H < 0 for all f ∈ ran E_B ([0, δ)) \ {0} whenever δ < ε. By Theorem A.6(ii), κ_−(A_B − x) = κ_−(B − M(x)) = ∞, and hence inf σ_{ess}(A_B ) ≤ x < b since A_B is lower semibounded. This contradiction finishes the proof. □

A.4. Direct sums of boundary triplets. Let J be a countable index set, #J = ℵ_0. For each j ∈ J, let A_j be a closed densely defined symmetric operator in a separable Hilbert space H_j such that 0 < n_+(A_j ) = n_−(A_j ) ≤ ∞. Also, let Π_j = {H_j , Γ_{0,j} , Γ_{1,j} } be a boundary triplet for the operator A^∗_j , j ∈ J. In the Hilbert space H := ⊕_{j∈J} H_j , consider the operator A := ⊕_{j∈J} A_j , which is symmetric and n_+(A) = n_−(A) = ∞. Its adjoint is given by A^∗ = ⊕_{j∈J} A^∗_j . Let us define a direct sum Π := ⊕_{j∈J} Π_j of boundary triplets Π_j by setting

H = ⊕_{j∈J} H_n, Γ_0 := ⊕_{j∈J} Γ_{0,n}, Γ_1 := ⊕_{j∈J} Γ_{1,n}. (A.18)

Note that Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} given by (A.18) may not form a boundary triplet for A^∗ in the sense of Definition A.2 (for example, Γ_0 or Γ_1 may be unbounded) and first counterexamples were constructed by A. N. Kochubei. The next result provides several criteria for (A.18) to be a boundary triplet for the operator A^∗ = ⊕^∞_{n=1}A^∗_n.

Theorem A.10 ([65, 79, 18]). Let A = ⊕_{j∈J} A_j and let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be defined by (A.18). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} is a boundary triplet for the operator A^∗. (ii) The mappings Γ_0 and Γ_1 are bounded as mappings from dom(A^∗) equipped with the graph norm to H.

(iii) The Weyl functions M_j corresponding to the triplets Π_j , j ∈ J, satisfy the following condition sup_{j∈J} ( ‖M_j (i)‖_{Hj} ∨ ‖(Im M_j (i))^{−1}‖_{Hj} ) < ∞. (A.19)

(iv) If in addition a ∈ R is a point of a regular type of the operator A (i.e., there exists a positive constant c > 0 such that ‖(A − a)f‖ ≥ c‖f‖ for all f ∈ dom(A)), then (i)–(iii) are further equivalent to

sup_{j∈J} max { ‖M_j (a)‖_{Hj} , ‖M^′_j (a)‖_{Hj} , ‖ ( M^′_j (a) )_{−1} ‖_{Hj} } < ∞. (A.20) Based on these criteria, different regularizations ~Π_j of triplets Π_j such that the corresponding direct sum ~Π = ⊕_{j∈J} ~Π_j forms a boundary triplet for A^∗ = ⊕_{j∈J} A^∗_j were suggested in [18, 65, 79].

Acknowledgments

We thank Noema Nicolussi for useful discussions and helpful remarks. We are also grateful to the referees for the careful reading of our manuscript, their remarks and hints with respect to the literature that have helped to improve the exposition.

A.K. appreciates the hospitality at the Department of Theoretical Physics, Nuclear Physics Institute, during several short stays in 2016, where a part of this work was done.

References

[1] M. Aizenman, R. Sims and S. Warzel, Stability of the absolutely continuous spectrum of random Schrödinger operators on tree graphs, Probab. Theory Related Fields 136, 363–394 (2005).

[2] M. Aizenman, R. Sims and S. Warzel, Absolutely continuous spectra of quantum tree graphs with weak disorder, Commun. Math. Phys. 264, 371–389 (2006).

[3] S. Albeverio, J. F. Brasche, M. M. Malamud, and H. Neidhardt, Inverse spectral theory for symmetric operators with several gaps: scalar-type Weyl functions, J. Funct. Anal. 228, 144–188 (2005).

[4] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, R. Hoegh-Krohn, and H. Holden, Solvable Models in Quantum Mechanics, 2nd edn. with an appendix by P. Exner, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005.

[5] S. Albeverio, A. Kostenko, and M. Malamud, Spectral theory of semi-bounded Sturm-Liouville operators with local interactions on a discrete set, J. Math. Phys. 51, Art. ID 102102 (2010).

[6] S. Alexander, Superconductivity of networks. A percolation approach to the effects of disorder, Phys. Rev. B 27, 1541–1557 (1985).

[7] P. Alonso-Ruiz, Explicit formulas for heat kernels on diamond fractals, Commun. Math.

Phys., to appear, doi: 10.1007/s00220-018-3221-x (2018).

[8] P. Alonso-Ruiz, U. Freiberg and J. Kigami, Completely symmetric resistance forms on the stretched Sierpinski gasket, J. Fractal Geometry 5, no. 3, 227–277 (2018).

[9] P. Alonso-Ruiz, D. J. Kelleher and A. Teplyaev, Energy and Laplacian on Hanoi-type fractal quantum graphs, J. Phys. A 49, no. 16, Art ID 165206, 36 pp. (2016).

[10] C. Amovilli, F. Leys and N. March, Electronic energy spectrum of two-dimensional solids and a chain of C atoms from a quantum network model, J. Math. Chemistry 36, 93–112 (2004).

[11] W. Axmann, P. Kuchment and L. Kunyansky, Asymptotic methods for thin high contrast 2D PBG materials, J. Lightwave Techn. 17, 1996–2007 (1999).

[12] F. Bauer, M. Keller, and R. K. Wojciechowski, Cheeger inequalities for unbounded graph Laplacians, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 17, 259–271 (2015).

[13] J. von Below, A characteristic equation associated to an eigenvalue problem on c^2-networks, Linear Alg. Appl. 71, 309–325 (1985).

[14] G. Berkolaiko, R. Carlson, S. Fulling, and P. Kuchment, Quantum Graphs and Their Applications, Contemp. Math. 415, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006.

[15] G. Berkolaiko and P. Kuchment, Introduction to Quantum Graphs, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013.

[16] J. Breuer and R. Frank, Singular spectrum for radial trees, Rev. Math. Phys. 21, 929–945 (2009).

[17] J. Brüning, V. Geyler, and K. Pankrashkin, Spectra of self-adjoint extensions and applications to solvable Schrödinger operators, Rev. Math. Phys. 20, 1–70 (2008).

[18] R. Carlone, M. Malamud, and A. Posilicano, On the spectral theory of Gesztezy–Šeba realizations of 1-D Dirac operators with point interactions on discrete set, J. Differential Equations 254, 3835–3902 (2013).

[19] R. Carlson, Nonclassical Sturm–Liouville problems and Schrödinger operators on radial trees, Electr. J. Differential Equations 2000, no. 71, pp. 1–24 (2000).

[20] R. Carlson, Dirichlet to Neumann maps for infinite quantum graphs, Netw. Heterog. Media 7, no. 3, 483–501 (2012).

[21] C. Cattaneo, The spectrum of the continuous Laplacian on a graph, Monatsh. Math. 124, no. 3, 215–235 (1997).

[22] T. Cheon and P. Exner, An approximation to δ^′ couplings on graphs, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.

37, L329–L335 (2004).

[23] T. Cheon, P. Exner, O. Turek, Approximation of a general singular vertex coupling in quantum graphs, Ann. Phys. 325, 548–578 (2010).

[24] Y. Colin de Verdiére, Spectres de Graphes, Soc. Math. de France, Paris, 1998. [25] Y. Colin de Verdiére, N. Torki-Hamza, and F. Truc, Essential self-adjointness for combinatorial Schrödinger operators II – Metrically non complete graphs, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 14, no. 1, 21–38 (2011).

[26] G. Davidoff, P. Sarnak and A. Valette, Elementary Number Theory, Group Theory and Ramanujan Graphs, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2003.

[27] E. B. Davies, Heat Kernels and Spectral Theory, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge (1989). [28] E. B. Davies, Large deviations for heat kernels on graphs, J. London Math. Soc. 47, 65–72 (1993).

[29] V. A. Derkach and M. M. Malamud, Generalized resolvents and the boundary value problems for Hermitian operators with gaps, J. Funct. Anal. 95, 1–95 (1991).

[30] V. A. Derkach and M. M. Malamud, The theory of extensions of symmetric operators and boundary value problems, Proc. Inst. Math. NAS of Ukraine, 104, Kiev, 2017. (in Russian)

[31] P. G. Doyle and J. L. Snell, Random Walks and Electric Networks, Carus Math. Monographs 22, Math. Assoc. Amer., 1984.

[32] P. Exner, Contact interactions on graph superlattices, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 29, 87–102 (1996).

[33] P. Exner, A duality between Schrödinger operators on graphs and certain Jacobi matrices, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré 66, 359–371 (1997).

[34] P. Exner, Bound states of infinite curved polymer chains, Lett. Math. Phys. 57, 87–96 (2001). [35] P. Exner, M. Helm, and P. Stollmann, Localization on a quantum graph with a random potential on the edges, Rev. Math. Phys. 19, 923–939 (2007).

[36] P. Exner, J. P. Keating, P. Kuchment, T. Sunada, and A. Teplyaev, Analysis on Graphs and Its Applications, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 77, Providence, RI, Amer. Math. Soc., 2008.

[37] P. Exner and J. Lipovský, On the absence of absolutely continuous spectra for Schrödinger operators on radial tree graphs, J. Math. Phys. 51, 122107 (2010).

[38] P. Exner and O. Post, A general approximation of quantum graph vertex couplings by scaled Schrödinger operators on thin branched manifolds, Commun. Math. Phys. 322, 207–227 (2013).

[39] P. Exner and P. Šeba, Electrons in semiconductor microstructures: a challenge to operator theorists, in “Schrödinger Operators, Standard and Nonstandard” (Dubna 1988), pp. 79–100, World Scientific, Singapore 1989.

[40] P. Exner and O. Turek, Spectrum of a dilated honeycomb network, Integr. Equ. Oper. Theory 81, 535–557 (2015).

[41] P. Exner, C. Seifert, and P. Stollmann, Absence of absolutely continuous spectrum for the Kirchhoff Laplacian on radial trees, Ann. Henri Poincaré 15, 1109–1121 (2014).

[42] A. Figotin and P. Kuchment, Band-gap structure of the spectrum of periodic and acoustic media. II. 2D Photonic crystals, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 56, 1561–1620 (1996).

[43] M. Folz, Volume growth and spectrum for general graph Laplacians, Math. Z. 276, 115–131, (2014).

[44] R. L. Frank, D. Lenz and D. Wingert, Intrinsic metrics for non-local symmetric Dirichlet forms and applications to spectral theory, J. Funct. Anal. 266, 4765–4808 (2014).

[45] R. Frank, E. Lieb and R. Seiringer, Equivalence of Sobolev inequalities and Lieb-Thirring inequalities, XVIth Intern. Congress on Math. Physics, 523–535, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2010.

[46] M. Fukushima, Y. Oshima and M. Takeda, Dirichlet Forms and Symmetric Markov Processes, 2nd edn., De Gruyter, 2010.

[47] M. P. Gaffney, A special Stokes theorem for complete Riemannian manifolds, Ann. Math.

60, 140–145 (1954).

[48] V. I. Gorbachuk and M. L. Gorbachuk, Boundary Value Problems for Operator Differential Equations, Mathematics and its Applications (Soviet Series) 48, Kluwer, Dordrecht, 1991.

[49] D. Grieser, Thin tubes in mathematical physics, global analysis and spectral geometry, in:

“Analysis on Graphs and Its Applications”, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 77, pp.565–593, 2008 [50] A. Grigor’yan, Heat Kernel and Analysis on Manifolds, Amer. Math. Soc., Intern. Press, 2009.

[51] A. Grigor’yan and J. Hu, Off-diagonal upper estimates for the heat kernel of the Dirichlet forms on metric spaces, Invent. Math. 174, 81–126 (2008).

[52] S. Gnutzmann and U. Smilansky, Quantum graphs: applications to quantum chaos and universal spectral statistics, Adv. Phys. 55, 527–625 (2006).

[53] S. Haeseler, M. Keller, D. Lenz and R. Wojciechowski, Laplacians on infinite graphs: Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, J. Spectr. Theory 2, 397–432 (2012).

[54] S. Haeseler, M. Keller and R. Wojciechowski, Volume growth and bounds for the essential spectrum for Dirichlet forms, J. London Math. Soc. 88, 883–898 (2013).

[55] X. Huang, M. Keller, J. Masamune and R. Wojciechowski, A note on self-adjoint extensions of the Laplacian on weighted graphs, J. Funct. Anal. 265, 1556–1578 (2013).

[56] R. S. Ismagilov, On the self-adjointness of the Sturm–Liouville operator, Uspehi Mat. Nauk 18, no. 5, 161–166 (1963). (in Russian) [57] J. Janas and S. Naboko, Spectral analysis of selfadjoint Jacobi matrices with periodically modulated entries, J. Funct. Anal. 191, 318–342 (2002).

[58] T. Kato, Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators, 2nd edn., Springer-Verlag, Berlin- Heidelberg, New York, 1976.

[59] M. Keller, Intrinsic metric on graphs: a survey, in: “Math. Technol. of Networks”, 81–119 (2015).

[60] M. Keller and D. Lenz, Unbounded laplacians on graphs: basic spectral properties and the heat equation, Math. Model. Nat. Phenom. 5, no. 2, 198–224 (2010).

[61] M. Keller and D. Lenz, Dirichlet forms and stochastic completeness of graphs and subgraphs, J. reine angew. Math. 666, 189–223 (2012).

[62] E. Korotyaev and I. Lobanov, Schrödinger operators on zigzag nanotubes, Ann. Henri Poincaré 8, 1151–1176 (2007).

[63] T. Kottos and U. Smilansky, Quantum chaos on graphs, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 4794–4797 (1997).

[64] A. Kostenko and M. Malamud, One-dimensional Schrödinger operator with δ-interactions, Funct. Anal. Appl. 44, no. 2, 151–155 (2010).

[65] A. Kostenko and M. Malamud, 1–D Schrödinger operators with local point interactions on a discrete set, J. Differential Equations 249, 253–304 (2010).

[66] A. Kostenko and M. Malamud, 1–D Schrödinger operators with local point interactions: a review, in “Spectral Analysis, Integrable Systems, and Ordinary Differential Equations”, H. Holden et al. (eds), 235–262, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 87, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 2013.

[67] A. Kostenko, M. Malamud and D. Natyagailo, Matrix Schrödinger operators with δinteractions, Math. Notes 100, no. 1, 49–65 (2016).

[68] M. G. Krein and I. E. Ovcharenko, Inverse problems for Q-functions and resolvent matrices of positive Hermitian operators, Dokl. Acad. Nauk SSSR 242, no. 3, 521–524 (1978); English transl.: Soviet Math. Dokl. 18, no. 5 (1978).

[69] P. Kuchment, The mathematics of photonics crystals, in: “Mathematical Modeling in Optical Science”, G. Bao et. al. (eds), 207–272, Philadelphia: SIAM, 2001.

[70] P. Kuchment, Quantum graphs: II. Some spectral properties of quantum and combinatorial graphs, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38, 4887–4900 (2005).

[71] P. Kuchment and O. Post, On the spectra of carbon nano-structures, Commun. Math. Phys.

275, 805–826 (2007).

[72] P. Kuchment and H. Zeng, Convergence of spectra of mesoscopic systems collapsing onto a graph, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 258, 671–700 (2001).

[73] D. Lenz, C. Schubert, and I. Veselić, Unbounded quantum graphs with unbounded boundary conditions, Math. Nachr. 287, 962–979 (2014).

[74] D. Levin and M. Solomyak, The Rozenblum–Lieb–Cwikel inequality for Markov generators, J. d’Anal. Math. 71, 173–193 (1997).

[75] A. Lubotzky, Discrete Groups, Expanding Graphs and Invariant Measures, Birkhäuser, Basel, 1994.

[76] R. Lyons and Y. Peres, Probability on Trees and Networks, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2017.

[77] M. M. Malamud, Some classes of extensions of a Hermitian operator with lacunae, Ukrainian Math. J. 44, no. 2, 190–204 (1992).

[78] M. M. Malamud, On a formula for the generalized resolvents of a non-densely defined Hermitian operator, Ukrainian Math. J., 44, no. 12, 1522–1547 (1992).

[79] M. M. Malamud and H. Neidhardt, Sturm–Liouville boundary value problems with operator potentials and unitary equivalence, J. Differential Equations 252, 5875–5922 (2012).

[80] V. A. Mikhailets, The structure of the continuous spectrum of a one-dimensional Schrödinger operator with point interaction, Funct. Anal. Appl. 30, no. 2, 144–146 (1996).

[81] K. A. Mirzoev, Sturm–Liouville operators, Trans. Moscow Math. Soc. 2014, 281–299 (2014). [82] R. Mitra and S. W. Lee, Analytical Techniques in the Theory of Guided Waves, Macmillan, New York, 1971.

[83] S. Molchanov and B. Vainberg, Slowing down of the wave packets in quantum graphs, Waves Random Complex Media 15, 101–112 (2005).

[84] S. A. Molchanov and B. Vainberg, On general Cwikel–Lieb–Rozenblum and Lieb–Thirring inequalities, in: “Around the Research of Vladimir Mazya, III. Analysis and Its Applications”, A. Laptev (ed.), 201–246, Springer and T. Rozhkovskaya Publishers, New York (2010).

[85] S. A. Molchanov and B. Vainberg, Bargmann type estimates of the counting function for general Schrödinger operators, J. Math. Sci. 184, no. 4, 457–508 (2012).

[86] S. Nicaise, Some results on spectral theory over networks, applied to nerve impulse transmission, Lect. Notes in Math. 1171, pp. 532–541 (1985).

[87] K. Pankrashkin, Unitary dimension reduction for a class of self-adjoint extensions with applications to graph-like structures, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 396, 640–655 (2012).

[88] K. Pankrashkin, An example of unitary equivalence between self-adjoint extensions and their parameters, J. Funct. Anal. 265, 2910–2936 (2013).

[89] L. Pauling, The diamagnetic anisotropy of aromatic molecules, J. Chem. Phys. 4, 673–677 (1936).

[90] O. Post, Spectral Analysis on Graph-Like Spaces, Lect. Notes in Math. 2039, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2012 [91] M. J. Richardson and N. L. Balazs, On the network model of molecules and solids, Ann.

Phys. 73, 308–325 (1972).

[92] F. S. Rofe–Beketov, Self-adjoint extensions of differential operators in a space of vectorvalued functions, Teor. Funkcii, Funkcional. Anal. Prilozh. 8, 3–24 (1969). (in Russian) [93] J.-P. Roth, Le spectre du Laplacien sur un graphe, in “Théorie du potentiel” (Orsay, 1983), Lect. Notes in Math. 1096, Springer, Berlin, pp. 521–539 (1984).

[94] G. Rozenblum and M. Solomyak, CLR-estimate for generators of positivity preserving and positively dominated semigroups, St. Petersburg Math. J. 9, no. 6, 1195–1211 (1998).

[95] G. Rozenblum and M. Solomyak, On the spectral estimates for the Schrödinger operator on Z^d, d ≥ 3, J. Math. Sci. 159, no. 3, 241–263 (2009).

[96] G. Rozenblum and M. Solomyak, On spectral estimates for Schrödinger-type operators: the case of small local dimension, Funct. Anal. Appl. 44, no. 4, 259–269 (2010).

[97] G. Rozenblum and M. Solomyak, Spectral estimates for Schrödinger-type operators with sparse potentials on graphs, J. Math. Sci. 176, no. 3, 458–474 (2011).

[98] J. Rubinstein and M. Schatzman, Asymptotics for thin superconducting rings, J. Math. Pure Appl. 77, 801–820 (1998).

[99] J. Rubinstein and M. Schatzman, Variational problems on multiply connected thin strips. I.

Basic estimates and convergence of the Laplacian spectrum, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 160, 271–308 (2001).

[100] K. Ruedenberg and C. W. Scherr, Free electron model for conjugated systems I, J. Chem.

Phys. 21, 1565–1591 (1953).

[101] L. Saloff-Coste, Sobolev inequalities in familiar and unfamiliar settings, in: “Sobolev Spaces in Mathematics. I”, V. Maz’ya (ed.), 299–343, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2009.

[102] K. Schmüdgen, Unbounded Self-Adjoint Operators on Hilbert Space, Graduate Texts in Math. 265, Springer, 2012.

[103] B. Simon and T. Spencer, Trace class perturbations and the absence of absolutely continuous spectra, Commun. Math. Phys. 125, 113–125 (1989).

[104] C. Shubin Christ and G. Stolz, Spectral theory of one-dimentional Schrödinger operators with point interactions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 184, 491–516 (1994).

[105] M. Solomyak, On the spectrum of the Laplacian on regular metric trees, Waves Random Media 14, S155–S171 (2004).

[106] N. T. Varopoulos, L. Saloff-Coste, and T. Coulhon, Analysis and Geometry on Groups, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1992.

[107] W. Woess, Random Walks on Infinite Graphs and Groups, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2000.

Doppler Institute for Mathematical Physics and Applied Mathematics, Czech Technical University, Břehová 7, 11519 Prague, Czechia, and Department of Theoretical Physics, Nuclear Physics Institute, Czech Academy of Sciences, 25068 Řež near Prague, Czechia

E-mail address: exner@ujf.cas.cz URL: http://gemma.ujf.cas.cz/~exner/

Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, University of Ljubljana, Jadranska 21, 1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia, and Faculty of Mathematics, University of Vienna, Oskar–Morgenstern– Platz 1, 1090 Wien, Austria

E-mail address: Aleksey.Kostenko@fmf.uni-lj.si; Oleksiy.Kostenko@univie.ac.at URL: http://www.mat.univie.ac.at/~kostenko/

Peoples Friendship University of Russia (RUDN University), Miklukho-Maklaya Str. 6, 117198 Moscow, Russia

E-mail address: malamud3m@gmail.com

Weierstrass Institute for Applied Analysis and Stochastics, Mohrenstr. 39, 10117 Berlin, Germany

E-mail address: neidhard@wias-berlin.de URL: http://www.wias-berlin.de/~neidhard/