arXiv:2012.15578v2 [math.SP] 13 Mar 2021

Deficiency indices and discreteness property of block Jacobi matrices and Dirac operators with point interactions

Viktoriya S. Budyka^{1,2}, Mark M. Malamud^2 1 Donetsk Academy of Management and Public Administration, Donetsk, e-mail: budyka.vik@gmail.com 2Peoples Friendship University of Russia (RUDN University), Moscow, Russia, e-mail: malamud3m@gmail.com

March 19, 2021

Abstract The paper concerns with infinite symmetric block Jacobi matrices J with p × p-matrix entries. We present new conditions for general block Jacobi matrices to be selfadjoint and have discrete spectrum.

In our previous papers there was established a close relation between a class of such matrices and symmetric 2p × 2p Dirac operators D_{X,α} with point interactions in L^2(R; C^{2p} ). In particular, their deficiency indices are related by n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}). For block Jacobi matrices of this class we present several conditions ensuring equality n_±(J_{X,α}) = k with any k ≤ p. Applications to matrix Schrodinger and Dirac operators with point interactions are given. It is worth mentioning that a connection between Dirac and Jacobi operators is employed here in both directions for the first time. In particular, to prove the equality n_±(J_{X,α}) = p for J_{X,α} we first establish it for Dirac operator D_{X,α}.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 The selfadjointness conditions for general block Jacobi matrices 6

3 Discreteness property of general block Jacobi matrices 9

4 Abstract results on deficiency indices of perturbed Jacobi matrices 12

5 Dirac operators on a finite interval with maximal deficiency indices 14 5.1 Realizations D_{X,α} with maximal deficiency indices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 5.2 Realizations D_{X,β} with maximal deficiency indices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

6 Jacobi matrices with maximal deficiency indices generated by Dirac operators with point interactions 19 6.1 Block Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,α} with maximal deficiency indices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 6.2 Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,β} with maximal deficiency indices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 6.3 Relations to the moment problem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25

7 Application to Schrödinger and Dirac operators with δ-interactions 26 7.1 Discrete Schrödinger operators with point interactions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 7.2 Dirac operator . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 1

8 Jacobi matrices with intermediate deficiency indices 31

9 Comparison with known results 34 9.1 Comparison with the results of Kostyuchenko – Mirzoev and Berezanskii . . . . . . . . . . 34 9.2 Comparison with Dyukarev’s results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37

A Appendix 39

1 Introduction

The main object of the paper is the infinite block Jacobi matrix

J = A_0 B_0 O_p O_p O_p . . . B^∗_0 A_1 B_1 O_p O_p . . . O_p B^∗_1 A_2 B_2 O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

, (1.1)

with p × p-matrix entries A_j = A^∗_j ∈ C^{p×p} , B_j ∈ C^{p×p} is invertible, j ∈ N_0 , O_p (∈ C^{p×p} ) denotes zero matrix. Following M.G. Krein (see [43, 44]) matrix J is also called Jacobi matrix with matrix entries.

Let l^2_0(N; C^p ) be a subset of finite sequences in l^2(N; C^p ). The mapping l^2_0(N; C^p ) ∋ f → Jf defines a linear symmetric, but not closed operator J^0. The closure of the operator J^0 defines a minimal closed symmetric operator J_{min} in l^2(N; C^p ). In what follows we will identify the minimal operator J_{min} with the matrix J of form (1.1) and write J_{min} = J. We also put J_{max} = J^∗.

Note that J is symmetric, J ⊂ J^∗, while it is not necessary self-adjoint, i.e. the deficiency indices n_±(J) := dim N_{±i}(J) := dim ker(J^∗ ∓ iI) are non-trivial. The most simple and widely known test of selfadjointness of J is the matrix version of the Carleman test (see [6, Theorem VII.2.9], and also [40, 41]), which reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1 ([6], Carleman Test). If ∞∑ j=0 ‖B_j ‖^{−1} = +∞, (1.2)

then the (minimal) Jacobi operator J is self–adjoint, i.e. J = J_{min} = J_{max} = J^∗.

Condition (1.2) is not necessary for selfadjointness of J in general even in the scalar case (p = 1) while according to Berezansky’s result (see [6, Theorem VII.1.5] and [1]) it becomes necessary under certain additional assumptions on the (scalar) entries A_n and B_n. A matrix version of his result as well as generalizations can be found in [40, 41].

In general, one has 0 ≤ n_±(J) ≤ p (see [6, 43, 44]). Besides, there is one more restriction: indices achieve the maximal value only simultaneously, i.e. n_+(J) = p ⇐⇒ n_−(J) = p (see [35]). It is shown in [24, 25] that the converse statement is also true: for any pair of numbers {n_−, n_+}, satisfying either 0 ≤ n_−, n_+ < p, or n_± = p, there exists a Jacobi matrix J such that n_±(J) = p.

The problem of computing the deficiency indices of Jacobi matrices is the first main problem naturally arising in the spectral theory of such matrices as well as in the corresponding moment problem. It was established by M.G. Krein (see [43, 44]) that with any Jacobi matrix J, one can associate a matrix moment problem. This problem has a unique solution (normalized in a certain sense) if and only if one of the numbers n_− or n_+ is equal to zero. This topic has attracted substantial attention, in particular during the last two decades (see for instance, [9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 24, 25, 26, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 50]).

We especially mention recent publications [51] (p = 1) and [10], [15], [13] (p ≥ 1) where new different conditions for block Jacobi matrices to be selfadjoint were found.

New applications of Jacobi matrices to Schrödinger operators with δ–interactions given by formal differential expression l_{X,α} := − d^2 dx^2 + ∞∑ n=1 α_nδ(x − x_n) (1.3)

was recently discovered in [36], [37]. Here X = {x_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊂ I = (0, b), b ≤ ∞, is a strictly increasing sequence with x_0 := 0, x_{n+1} > x_n, n ∈ N, and such that x_n → b, and {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ R.

Namely, in [36], [37], there was established a close connection between Schrödinger operator H_{X,α} with δ–interactions, associated in L^2(I) with expression (1.3) on the one hand and Jacobi matrix

J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)=

1 r^2_1 ~α1 1 r_1r_2d_2 Ip O p O p O p . . . 1 r_1r_2d_2 Ip 1 r^2 ~α2 1 r_2r_3d_3 Ip O p O p . . . O_p^1_{r2r3d3} I_p^1_{r23} ~α_3^1_{r3r4d4} I_p O_p . . . O_p O_p^1_{r3r4d4} I_p^1_{r24} ~α_4^1_{r4r5d5} I_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (1.4)

(with p = 1) on the other hand. Here d_n := x_n − x_{n−1}, r_n := √ d_n + d_{n+1}, and ~α_n := α_n +

(_1

d_n + 1 d_{n+1} ) I_p, n ∈ N. Denote by J_{X,α}(H, p) the class of matrices (1.4).

More precisely, it was shown in [36], [37] that certain spectral properties (deficiency indices, discreteness spectra, semiboundedness, positive definiteness, negative point and singular spectra, etc.) of Hamiltonian H_{X,α} are closely related with the corresponding properties of the (minimal) Jacobi operator J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) (with p = 1). In particular, it was proved in [36, 37], that n_±(H_{X,α}) = n_±(J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)), which implies n_±(H_{X,α}) ≤ 1. This inequality has first been established by different methods in [16, 48]. Besides, combining the equality n_±(H_{X,α}) = n_±(J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)) with the Carleman test (1.2) yields the result:

Proposition 1.2. [36, 37] Schrödinger operator H_{X,α} with δ-interactions is self-adjoint in L^2(R_+ ) for any α = {α_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ R provided that ∑ n∈N d^2_n = ∞. (1.5)

Note that selfadjointness of H_{X,α} has earlier been established in the case d_∗ := inf_n d_n > 0 by Gesztesy and Kirsh [28] (see also [2] and survey [38]).

The above mentioned connection between H_{X,α} and J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) was extended in [39] to the case of p × p-matrix differential expressions (1.3) (with {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} ) and the block Jacobi matrices J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) with p > 1. In particular, it was proved in [39] that

n_±(H_{X,α}) = n_±(J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)) for any p ≥ 1. (1.6)

It follows that n_±(H_{X,α}) ≤ p. Proposition 1.2 has attracted certain attention and has been developed for different classes of (scalar and matrix) Schrödinger operators to ensure their self-adjointness in L^2(R_+ ; C^p ) in [8], [11], [32], [49], [50]. In particular, it was shown by different methods in [50] and [39] that the condition (1.5) still ensures selfadjointness of H_{X,α} for any p > 1. We note only that this result is also immediate by combining equality (1.6) with the matrix Carleman test (1.2) (see [39]).

One more application of Jacobi matrices recently occurred in [17] in connection with Dirac operators with δ–interactions given by formal differential expression D_{X,α} := −i c d dx ⊗ ( O_p I_p I_p O_p ) + c^2 2 ( I_p O_p O_p −I_p ) + ∞∑ n=1 α_nδ(x − x_n) (1.7) with p = 1 and {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ R, and where c > 0 denotes the velocity of light. First rigorous treatment of the operator D_{X,α} associated in L^2(R; C^2 ) with expression (1.7) goes back to the paper by Gesztesy and Šeba [29] (see formulas (5.2), (5.3) below). Therefore following [17] we call the operator D_{X,α} by Gesztesy–Šeba realization (in short GS-realization) of Dirac differential expression.

Namely, there was established in [17] that like in the Schrödinger case, certain spectral properties of GS-realization D_{X,α} in L^2(I; C^2 ) (deficiency indices, discreteness and other types of spectra, etc.) are closely related to that of Jacobi matrix

J^′_{X,α} :=

O_p^c_{d1} I_p O_p O_p O_p . . . c d_1 Ip − c d_1 Ip c d^{1/2}_1 d^{1/2}_2

I_p O_p O_p . . .

O_p^c_{d1/21 d1/22} I_p^{α1}_{d2}^c_{d2} I_p O_p . . .

O_p O_p^c_{d2} I_p −^c_{d2} I_p^c_{d1/22 d1/23} I_p . . .

O_p O_p O_p^c_{d1/22 d1/23} I_p^{α2}_{d3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(1.8)

under certain restrictions on d_n (with p = 1) and d_n := x_n − x_{n−1}. These results have been extended to the matrix case with α = {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} , α_n = α^∗_n, in [14, 15, 12]. In particular, it was shown in [14, 15, 12] that formula (1.6) remains valid for the operators D_{X,α} in L^2(I; C^{2p} ) and J^′_{X,α}, i.e.

n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(J^′_{X,α}) for any p ≥ 1, (1.9)

where the Jacobi matrix J_{X,α} is defined by formula (6.3).

Denote by J_{X,α}(p) the set of Jacobi matrices (1.8). We also introduce other class J_{X,β}(p), consisting of Jacobi matrices J_{X,β}, given by (6.19). Carleman’s condition (1.2) for J^′_{X,α} ∈ J_{X,α}(p) becomes ∑ n∈N d_n = ∞, and combining with (1.9) yields n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}) = 0, i.e. D_{X,α} = D^∗_{X,α}, provided that I = R_+ .

In the present paper we investigate deficiency indices, selfadjointness, and discreteness property of general block Jacobi matrices J as well as their subclasses related to matrix operators H_{X,α} and D_{X,α}. In particular, we show (see Theorem 3.2) that the matrix J (1.1) is selfadjoint and discrete provided that sup_{n≥N}‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖ < 1 2 , sup_{n≥N}‖A^{−1}_n B^∗_{n−1}‖ < 1 2 . (1.10)

Besides, in Theorem 3.3 we prove that under the condition

lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖|A_{n+1}|^{−1/2} · B^∗_n · |A_n|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖ < 1 2 , (1.11)

the block Jacobi operator J is symmetric in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) with equal indices n_−(J) = n_+(J) ≤ p and such that each its selfadjoint extension ~J = ~J^∗ is discrete. In particular, J is discrete whenever J = J^∗.

In the scalar case (p = 1) discreteness property of J = J^∗ under condition (1.11) was established by Cojuhari, Janas [19] and Chihara [18]; other discreteness conditions were found by Janas and Naboko [33] (see Remark 3.6 (ii)).

Applying condition (1.11) to Jacobi operator (1.4) and using the close relation between matrix Schrödinger operator H_{X,α} (with {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} ) and block Jacobi operator J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) we obtain (see Theorem 7.2) the following discreteness condition for each selfadjoint extension ~H_{X,α} of H_{X,α}:

lim sup n→∞ 1 d_{n+1} ‖ ‖|~αn|^{−1/2} · |~αn+1|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖ < 1 2 (1.12)

with ~α_n being the diagonal entries of the matrix (1.4) defined just after (1.4).

Similar considerations applied to J_{X,α} leads to the following discreteness condition for each selfadjoint extension ~D_{X,α} of the GS-realization D_{X,α} of the Dirac operator (see Theorem 7.7)

lim sup n→∞ ‖|α_n|^{−1/2}‖ < 1 2 √ c . (1.13)

Moreover, GS-realization D_{X,α} in L^2(R_+ , C^{2p} ) is always selfadjoint and (1.13) ensures its discreteness.

Another our result concerns maximality of deficiency indices of Jacobi matrices and reads as follows:

n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(^J_{X,α}) = p for any J_{X,α} ∈ J_{X,α}(p) (1.14)

provided that_∞ ∑ n=2 d_n n−1∏ k=1 ( 1 + 1 c ‖α_k‖_C p×p )_2

< +∞ (1.15)

(for matrices ^J_{X,α} some extra conditions are required). In other words, condition (1.15) ensures the complete indeterminacy of the matrix moment problems related to the Jacobi matrix J_{X,α}.

Block matrices of the classes J_{X,α}(p) have several interesting features. First, as a byproduct of (1.14) we derive that each selfadjoint extension of J_{X,α} has discrete spectrum whenever (1.15) holds.

Secondary, condition (1.15) is obviously satisfied for α = O, hence Carleman’s condition (1.2) for matrices J_{X,0} becomes also necessary for selfadjointness, while the Berezansky condition is violated.

At the same time under other conditions (see (8.2)) depending on α = {α_n}^∞_1 matrices J_{X,α} and J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) may be either selfadjoint or have arbitrary intermediate indices. In particular, matrices J_{X,α} with certain α demonstrate that Carleman’s condition (1.2) is not necessary for selfadjointness.

Moreover, condition (1.15) with β = {β_n}^∞_1 in place of α = {α_n}^∞_1 ensures maximality deficiency indices of Jacobi matrices J_{X,β}, given by (6.19) (and their perturbations ^J_{X,β} (6.18)). Hence, each selfadjoint extension of J_{X,β} has discrete spectrum whenever condition (1.15) with β in place of α holds.

Other conditions for block Jacobi matrices (1.1) to have maximal indices n_±(J) = p were obtained by Kostyuchenko and Mirzoev [40]–[42] (see Theorem 9.1 below) and Dyukarev [25]. Note however that matrices J_{X,α} never meet conditions of Theorem 9.1 (see Lemma 9.2 below). It is worth to note also that one of matrices J_{X,β} ∈ J_{X,β}(p) (see (6.19)) with zero diagonal coincides with the block Jacobi matrix constructed by Dyukarev [25] in the framework of another approach (see Proposition 6.8).

It is worth to mention that in this paper we employ the close relations between J_{X,α} and D_{X,α} in both directions. For instance, first we find conditions for intensities {α_n}^∞_1 that ensure maximal deficiency indices for GS-realizations D_{X,α}, and then using formulas (1.9) derive the corresponding statements for matrices J_{X,α}, and more general Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,α}.

The paper is organized as follows. In the Sections 2 – 3 we indicate conditions for p × p Jacobi matrix J (1.1) to be selfadjoint and discrete. In particular, we show that conditions (1.10) and (1.11) ensure discreteness properties of block Jacobi matrix J.

In Section 4 we prove the abstract result, Theorem 4.1, on preserving of the deficiency indices for block Jacobi matrices J (1.1) under perturbations.

In Section 5 we prove that condition (1.15) ensures maximal deficiency indices for GS-realization D_{X,α}, i.e. relations n_±(D_{X,α}) = p.

In Section 6 it is shown that deficiency indices of perturbed Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,α} coincide with that of unperturbed matrices J_{X,α} (of the form (6.1) and (6.3) resp.) under additional conditions (see (6.4)–(6.7)). In particular, for α = O condition (1.15) implies: n_±(J_{X,0}) = p ⇐⇒ {d_n}_{n∈N} ∈ l^1(N).

In Section 7 we apply previous discreteness results on Jacobi matrices J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) and J_{X,α} to establish selfadjointness and discreteness properties of Schrödinger and Dirac operators H_{X,α} and D_{X,α}, respectively, using the above mentioned connection between these operators and Jacobi matrices.

In Section 8 we indicate certain conditions on α_n and d_n that guaranty intermediate deficiency indices for J_{X,α} and ^J_{X,α}. In particular, we present selfadjointness conditions for J_{X,α} and ^J_{X,α}.

In Section 9.1 we compare condition (1.15) and similar condition on β with the conditions of Theorem 9.1 (= [42, Theorem 1]) also ensuring equalities n_±(J) = p. In particular, we show that matrices J_{X,α} never meet conditions of [42, Theorem 1]. Finally, in Section 9.2 we show that Dukarev’s result from [25] is a special case of our Proposition 6.8 on matrices J_{X,β} with zero diagonal (β_n = −d_nI_p) and a special choice of {d_n}^∞_1 , d_n ∼^1_{(n+1)}^√_{n2+1} .

The main results of the paper were announced without proofs in [12], [13].

Notations. Throughout the paper H and H denote separable Hilbert spaces. C(H) and ~C(H) are the sets of closed linear operators and linear relations in H, respectively; dom(T ) denotes the domain of T ∈ C(H). Let I_p, and O_p be the unit and zero operators in C^p , respectively. For any subset I of Z we put l^2(I; C^p ) := l^2(I) ⊗ C^p ; l^2_0(I; C^p ) is a subset of finite sequences in l^2(I; C^p ). We also put L^2([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ) := L^2[x_{n−1}, x_n] ⊗ C^{2p} and L^2(I; C^{2p} ) := L^2(I) ⊗ C^{2p} . Let also N_0 := N ∪ {0}.

Part I. Abstract results on the deficiency indices and discreteness property of general block Jacobi matrices

2 The selfadjointness conditions for general block Jacobi matrices

Consider the block Jacobi matrix

J =

A_0 B_0 O_p O_p O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . B^∗_0 A_1 B_1 O_p O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . O_p B^∗_1 A_2 B_2 O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . B^∗_{n−1} A_n B_n O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

, (2.1)

with A_n = A^∗_n, B_n ∈ C^{p×p} and invertible matrices B_n, i.e. det B_n ≠ 0, n ∈ N_0 .

As usual we identify J with the minimal (closed) symmetric Jacobi operator associated in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) in a standard way with matrix J (see [1, 6]).

Definition 2.1 ([34]). Let K and T be densely defined linear operators in H. Then the operator K is said to be subordinate to the operator T if dom T ⊂ dom K and the following inequality holds ‖Ku‖ ≤ a‖T u‖ + b‖u‖, a > 0, b ≥ 0, u ∈ dom T. (2.2) It is said that K is strongly subordinated to the operator T if (2.2) holds with a < 1.

By the Kato-Rellich theorem (see [34, Theorem 5.4.3]), dom(T +K) = dom T , whenever K is strongly subordinated to T . Moreover, K is symmetric and T = T^∗, then the operator T + K is also selfadjoint on dom T . Moreover, according to Wüst’s theorem (see [54, Theorem X.14]), T + K is essentially selfadjoint on dom T whenever K is subordinated to T = T^∗ with a = 1 (see (2.2)).

Theorem 2.2. Let J be the block Jacobi matrix of the form (2.1) and let A := diag{A_0, . . . , A_n, . . .}, ker A = {0}. Let for some N ∈ N_0

a_1(N) := sup_{n≥N} ( ‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖ + ‖A^{−1}_n B^∗_{n−1}‖ ) < ∞, (2.3) a_2(N) := sup_{n≥N} ( ‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖ + ‖A^{−1}_{n+2}B^∗_{n+1}‖ ) < ∞. (2.4) If a_1(N)a_2(N) ≤ 1, (2.5)

then the operator J is essentially selfadjoint on dom A(⊂ l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). Herewith J is selfadjoint on dom J = dom A provided that inequality (2.5) is strict, i.e. a_1(N)a_2(N) < 1.

Proof. Introduce the block Jacobi submatrix J_N of the matrix J, by setting

J_N := A_N B_N O_p . . . O_p . . . B^∗_N A_{N+1} B_{N+1} . . . O_p . . . O_p B^∗_{N+1} A_{N+2} . . . O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

. (2.6)

(i) First, let N = 0 and let K be the minimal symmetric operator associated to the Jacobi matrix

K = O_p B_0 O_p O_p O_p . . . B^∗_0 O_p B_1 O_p O_p . . . O_p B^∗_1 O_p B_2 O_p . . . O_p O_p B^∗_2 O_p B_3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (2.7)

Then on finite vectors the following equality holds

Jh = J_0h = Ah + Kh, h ∈ l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ). (2.8)

Moreover, the operator A^{−1}K on the lineal l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ) is given by the matrix

A^{−1}K =

O_p A^{−1}_0 B_0 O_p O_p O_p . . . A^{−1}_1 B^∗_0 O_p A^{−1}_1 B_1 O_p O_p . . .

O_p A^{−1}_2 B^∗_1 O_p A^{−1}_2 B_2 O_p . . . O_p O_p A^{−1}_3 B^∗_2 O_p A^{−1}_3 B_3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (2.9)

According to the Schur’s test ([7, Theorem 2.10.1]), conditions (2.3) and (2.4) guarantee boundedness of matrix (2.9) in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) and the estimate ‖A^{−1}Kh‖ ≤ √ a_1(N)a_2(N)‖h‖ ≤ ‖h‖, h ∈ l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ).

Since K ⊆ K^∗ and A = A^∗, then KA^{−1} ⊂ K^∗A^{−1} ⊆ (A^{−1}K)^∗ (see [55, VIII.115]). Therefore, the operator A^{−1}K is bounded on l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ) and its closure A^{−1}K ∈ B(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )), and ‖KA^{−1}‖ = ‖(A^{−1}K)^∗‖ ≤ 1 provided (2.5) holds. Hence dom A = ran A^{−1} ⊆ dom K and ‖Kf‖ = ‖KA^{−1}Af‖ ≤ ‖KA^{−1}‖ · ‖Af‖ ≤ ‖Af‖, f ∈ dom A ⊆ dom K. (2.10) Therefore, the operator K is subordinated to the operator A with constants a = 1 and b = 0 (see (2.2)). By the Wüst’s theorem, operator A + K (⊆ J) is essentially selfadjoint on dom A. Thus, the operator J = J_{min} = A + K is selfadjoint. For a < 1 and b = 0 the Kato-Rellich theorem applies and ensures selfadjointness of the operator A + K (⊆ J) on dom(A + K) = dom A, i.e. J = J^∗ on dom J = dom A.

(ii) Let N > 0. Then operator J admits the following representation

J = J^′_N ⊕ J_N + B^′_{N−1}, (2.11) in which

J^′_N :=

A_0 B_0 O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p B^∗_0 A_1 B_1 . . . O_p O_p O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . O_p O_p O_p . . . B^∗_{N−3} A_{N−2} B_{N−2} O_p O_p O_p . . . O_p B^∗_{N−2} A_{N−1}

(2.12)

and B^′_{N−1} is a bounded block matrix with the only nontrivial entries B_{N−1} and B^∗_{N−1}, located in Nth and (N + 1)th rows. Clearly J^′_N = (J^′_N )^∗. Now it follows from (2.11) that

n_± (J) = n_± ( J^′_N ⊕ J_N ) = n_± (J_N ) = 0.

This completes the proof.

Corollary 2.3. Let under the conditions of Theorem 2.2 at least one of the following conditions be satisfied:

(i) a_1(N) ≤ 1 and a_2(N) ≤ 1, (ii) a_1(N) ≤ 1 and a_2(N) < 1 (a_1(N) < 1 and a_2(N) ≤ 1). Then the operator J is selfadjoint.

Corollary 2.4. Let J be the block Jacobi matrix of the form (2.1), let A := diag{A_0, . . . , A_n, . . .}, ker A = {0}, and let s ∈ [1; +∞). Assume also that for some N ∈ N_0 at least one of the following conditions holds: (i) b_1(N, s) := sup_{n≥N} ( ‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖^s + ‖A^{−1}_n B^∗_{n−1}‖^s ) ≤ 1 2^{s−1} ; (2.13)

(ii) b_2(N, s) := sup_{n≥N} ( ‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖^s + ‖A^{−1}_{n+2}B^∗_{n+1}‖^s ) ≤ 1 2^{s−1} ; (2.14) (iii) sup_{n≥N}‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖ ≤ 1 2 , sup_{n≥N}‖A^{−1}_n B^∗_{n−1}‖ ≤ 1 2 . (2.15)

Then the operator J is essentially selfadjoint on dom A. Herewith J is selfadjoint on dom J = dom A provided that inequalities (2.13) and (2.14) are strict.

Proof. It follows from the simple inequality (a + b)^s ≤ 2^{s−1}(a^s + b^s), a, b > 0, that condition (2.13) (resp. (2.14)) implies condition (2.3) (resp. (2.4)). Besides, the implication (2.15) =⇒ (2.13) is obvious. Theorem 2.2 completes the proof.

Remark 2.5. (i) Corollary 2.4 shows that conditions (2.13) and (2.14) are more restrictive than conditions (2.3) and (2.4). Moreover, in accordance with the power-mean inequality the functions b_1(N, s) and b_2(N, s) monotonically increase in s, i.e. s_1 < s_2 =⇒ b_j (N, s_1) < b_j (N, s_2), j ∈ {1, 2}.

(ii) Corollary 2.4(ii) in the case of strict inequality in (2.14) and s = 2, was proved by another method in [10]. Namely, the proof in [10] substantially relies on the theory of matrix orthogonal polynomials of the second kind.

(iii) Other conditions for Jacobi matrix J to be selfadjoint were obtained in the recent publications by G. Świderski and B. Trojan [60, Theorem A] (p = 1) and Świderski [59, Theorem 1] (p > 1).

3 Discreteness property of general block Jacobi matrices

The following statement complements known results on the spectrum of perturbations (see e.g. [34, Theorems 4.1.16, 4.3.17, 6.3.4]). Recall that as usual S_q(H) denotes the Neumann-Schatten ideal in H.

Lemma 3.1. Let T = T^∗ ∈ C(H) and let K(⊂ K^∗) be a symmetric operator in H strongly subordinated to T , i.e. dom K ⊃ dom T and estimate (2.2) is fulfilled with a ∈ (0, 1). Then for each q ∈ (0, ∞] the following implication holds.

(T − λ)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H) =⇒ (R − λ)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H). (3.1)

In particular, if T has discrete spectrum, then the operator R := T + K(= R^∗) is also discrete.

Proof. By the Kato-Rellich theorem R = R^∗ and dom R = dom T . Clearly, alongside (2.2) similar estimate holds with T − λI in place of T , the same a, and b + |λ| in place of b.

Besides, it easily follows (and also known) that K is subordinated to the operator R − λI with (R − λI)-bound a_{R−λI} (K) ≤ a(1 − a)^{−1}. Hence K(R − λ)^{−1} ∈ B(H) for λ ∈ C_+ and the resolvent difference admits the factorization

(R − λ)^{−1} − (T − λ)^{−1} = (T − λ)^{−1} ( K(R − λ)^{−1} ) , λ ∈ C_+ . (3.2)

Since (T − λ)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H) and K(R − λ)^{−1} ∈ B(H), one gets that (R − λ)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H).

In particular, for q = ∞ just proved implication (3.1) means that the operator R := T + K(= R^∗) is discrete whenever T is.

Next we present several conditions for Jacobi operator to be discrete.

Theorem 3.2. Let J be the minimal Jacobi operator associated in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) with a block Jacobi matrix (2.1) and let A := diag{A_0, A_1, . . . , A_n, . . .}, ker A = {0}. Assume that A^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) and q ∈ (0, ∞]. Let also a_1(N) and a_2(N) be given by (2.3) and (2.4), respectively, and let at least one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(i) the following inequality holds a_1(N)a_2(N) < 1; (3.3)

(ii) a_1(N) ≤ 1 and a_2(N) < 1 (a_1(N) < 1 and a_2(N) ≤ 1); (iii) for some N ∈ N_0 and s ∈ [1; +∞) sup_{n≥N} ( ‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖^s + ‖A^{−1}_n B^∗_{n−1}‖^s ) < 1 2^{s−1} ; (3.4)

(iv) for some N ∈ N_0 and s ∈ [1; +∞) sup_{n≥N} ( ‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖^s + ‖A^{−1}_{n+2}B^∗_{n+1}‖^s ) < 1 2^{s−1} ; (3.5)

(v) for some N ∈ N_0 sup_{n≥N}‖A^{−1}_n B_n‖ < 1 2 , sup_{n≥N}‖A^{−1}_n B^∗_{n−1}‖ < 1 2 . (3.6)

Then the operator J is self-adjoint and J^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

Proof. In accordance with the proof of Theorem 2.2, the operator K of the form (2.7) is strongly subordinate to A = A^∗ provided that at least one of the conditions (i) – (v) holds. Since A^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )), Lemma 3.1 applies and ensures the inclusion J^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

In particular, if A is discrete, then so is J.

As usual, the modulus of the matrix A_n is denoted by |A_n| := √ A^2_n.

Theorem 3.3. Let J be the minimal Jacobi operator associated in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) with a block Jacobi matrix of the form (2.1) and let A := diag{A_0, A_1, . . . , A_n, . . .}(= A^∗).

(1) Assume that 0 ∈ ρ(A), s ∈ [1; +∞), and let at least one of the following conditions be also satisfied

(i) lim sup n→∞ (‖ ‖|A_n|^{−1/2} · B_n · |A_{n+1}|^{−1/2}‖ + ‖|A_{n+2}|^{−1/2} · B^∗_{n+1} · |A_{n+1}|^{−1/2}‖ ) < 1; (3.7)

(ii) lim sup n→∞ (‖ ‖|A_n|^{−1/2} · B_n · |A_{n+1}|^{−1/2}‖^s + ‖|A_n|^{−1/2} · B^∗_{n−1} · |A_{n−1}|^{−1/2}‖^s ) < 1 2^{s−1} ; (3.8)

(iii) lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖|A_{n+1}|^{−1/2} · B^∗_n · |A_n|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖ < 1 2 . (3.9)

Then the operator J is symmetric in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) with equal deficiency indices and admitting a selfadjoint extension ~J = ~J^∗ with 0 ∈ ρ(~J).

(2) If, in addition, A^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )), with some q ∈ (0; ∞], then the resolvent of any selfadjoint extension is of class S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )), in particular, ~J^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). If, moreover, J = J^∗, then J^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

(3) If A has a discrete spectrum, then any selfadjoint extension of J, including ~J, also has a discrete spectrum. In particular, if J = J^∗, then its spectrum is discrete.

Proof. (1.i) Let U denote the unilateral shift in l^2(N_0 ):

Ue_n = e_{n+1}, U^∗e_n = e_{n−1}, e_{−1} = 0, n ∈ N_0 , (3.10)

and let U_p := U ⊗ I_p be the unilateral shift in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ), where I_p is the unit operator in C^p . Clearly, U^∗_p = U^∗ ⊗ I_p. Consider the polar decomposition of the matrix A

A = J|A| = |A|^{1/2}J |A|^{1/2}, J = signA, (3.11)

and set B := diag{B_0, B_1, . . . , B_n, . . .}. With this notation, alongside operator J we define an operator ~J := J|A|^{1/2} ( I+ J|A|^{−1/2} ( U_pB^∗ + BU^∗_p ) |A|^{−1/2} ) |A|^{1/2} (3.12)

on its maximal domain of definition dom(~J) in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ). Clearly, ~J is symmetric and dom(~J) ⊃ l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ). We show that ~J is a selfadjoint extension of J. To this end we set for brevity

T := |A|^{−1/2}(U_pB^∗ + BU^∗_p )|A|^{−1/2}, (3.13)

and note that due to (3.10) and (3.13) the operator T is well defined and symmetric on l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ) and admits the following block matrix representation with respect to the standard basis in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ):

T = O_p |A_0|^{−1/2}B_0|A_1|^{−1/2} O_p O_p . . .

|A_1|^{−1/2}B^∗_0|A_0|^{−1/2} O_p |A_1|^{−1/2}B_1|A_2|^{−1/2} O_p . . .

O_p |A_2|^{−1/2}B^∗_1|A_1|^{−1/2} O_p |A_2|^{−1/2}B_2|A_3|^{−1/2} . . . O_p O_p |A_3|^{−1/2}B^∗_2|A_2|^{−1/2} O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(3.14) Now Schur’s test applies and due to symmetry of T condition (3.7) guarantees the boundedness of the minimal (symmetric) operator T , associated with the matrix (3.14), and the estimate ‖T ‖ = 1 − ε < 1.

Thus, the operator I+ JT is boundedly invertible in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ), i.e. 0 ∈ ρ(I+ JT ). Combining this fact with (3.12) and definition (3.13) implies

~J^{−1} = |A|^{−1/2}(I+ JT )^{−1}|A|^{−1/2}J ∈ B(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). (3.15)

Thus, 0 ∈ ρ(~J) and the operator ~J is selfadjoint, ~J = ~J^∗.

Further, it is easily seen from (2.1) and (3.12) that both operators ~J and J coincide on l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ), i.e.

Jh = Ah + (U_pB^∗ + BU^∗_p )h = J|A|^{1/2}(I+ JT )|A|^{1/2}h = ~Jh, h ∈ l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ). (3.16)

Since l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ) is a core for J (but not necessary for ~J), we obtain by taking the closures in identity (3.16) that J ⊆ ~J = ~J^∗. This inclusion proves the statement.

(1.ii) The implication (3.8) =⇒ (3.7) is immediate from inequality (a + b)^s ≤ 2^{s−1}(a^s + b^s), a, b > 0. (1.iii) Condition (3.9) obviously implies condition (3.7).

(2) Let now A^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). Then |A|^{−1/2} ∈ S_{2q}(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) and in accordance with (3.15) ~J−1 ∈ S_q(l2(N_0 ; C p )). Since the deficiency indices of J are finite, n_±(J) ≤ p, the resolvent of any selfadjoint extension is also of class S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

(3) Since the property of an operator T ∈ C(H) to have discrete spectrum is equivalent to the condition (T − λ)^{−1} ∈ S_∞(H), the statement is immediate from item (2) with q = ∞.

Corollary 3.4. Let the conditions of Theorem 3.3 be satisfied and let T be the minimal operator assosiated to the Jacobi matrix (3.14). Assume in addition that T ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) for some q ∈ (0, ∞]. Then:

(i) ~J^{−1} − A^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). (ii) Assume that for some q ∈ [1, ∞) ∞∑ n=0 ‖ ‖|A_n|^{−1/2} · B_n · |A_{n+1}|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖^q < ∞. (3.17)

Then the inclusion (i) holds.

Proof. (i) Since T ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )), it follows from (3.11) and (3.15) that A^{−1} − ~J^{−1} = |A|^{−1/2} [ JT (I+ JT )^{−1} ] |A|^{−1/2}J ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). (3.18)

This completes the proof.

(ii) Introducing the infinite diagonal matrix T_1 := diag{|A_0|^{−1/2} · B_0 · |A_1|^{−1/2}, . . . , |A_n|^{−1/2} · B_n · |A_{n+1}|^{−1/2}, . . .}. one gets that inequality (3.17) is equivalent to the inclusion T_1 ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). Further, in accordance with (3.14) the operator T admits a representation T = U_pT^∗_1 + T_1U^∗_p that ensures the inclusion T ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). The required statement is now immediate from (3.18).

Corollary 3.5 ([18, 19]). Let p = 1 and let J be the scalar Jacobi matrix of the form (2.1) with entries a_n = A_n ∈ R and b_n = B_n ∈ C . Assume also that

lim_{n→∞} |a_n| = ∞ and lim sup_{n→∞} |b_n|^2 |a_na_{n+1}| < 1 4 . (3.19)

If J = J^∗, then its spectrum is discrete.

Proof. The first condition in (3.19) means that the diagonal operator A is discrete, while the second condition obviously turns into condition (3.9) with p = 1.

Remark 3.6. (i) Corollary 3.5 was obtained by Cojuhari and Janas [19] by another method. In other terms, the discreteness condition in the scalar case is contained in [18]. If J ≠ J^∗, then n_±(J) = 1 and each selfadjoint extension of J is discrete. In this case conditions (3.19) are obsolete for discreteness.

(ii) In the scalar case (p = 1), the discreteness of the spectrum of the Jacobi matrix J = J^∗ was proved by Janas and Naboko in [33] in a different method, under the conditions

lim_{n→∞} a_n = ∞, lim_{n→∞} b^2_n + b^2_{n−1} a^2_n < 1 2 , a_n ∈ R, b_n > 0, n ∈ N. Note, that the first condition means discreteness of the diagonal part A of J, while the second one coincides with condition (3.4) for s = 2.

(iii) In the scalar case (p = 1) another discreteness condition of Jacobi matrix J was established by Świderski in the recent paper [58, Theorem B (c)].

(iv) It is worth mentioning that conditions (3.7) – (3.9) do not ensure selfadjointness of J, in general. Moreover, for any k ≤ p there exist Jacobi matrices J with nontrivial indices n_+(J) = n_−(J) = k and satisfying (3.9). Simple examples of such matrices J naturally occur in connection with Dirac operators with point interactions (see Proposition 7.9 below).

(v) Note that for q ∈ [1, 2] the implication (3.17) ⇒ T ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) in the proof of Corollary 3.4 follows from general known result (see e.g. [23, Lemma XI.9.32] and [30, Chapter 3.7]).

4 Abstract results on deficiency indices of perturbed Jacobi matrices

Here, along with the matrix (2.1), we consider the Jacobi matrix

^J =

^A_0 ^B_0 O_p O_p O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . ^B∗_0 ^A_1 ^B_1 O_p O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . O_p ^B^∗_1 ^A_2 ^B_2 O_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . ^B^∗_{n−1} ^A_n ^B_n O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

, (4.1)

where ^A_n = ^A^∗_n, ^B_n ∈ C^{p×p} and det ^B_n ≠ 0, n ∈ N_0 .

As usual we identify the matrix ^J with the minimal (closed) symmetric Jacobi operator generated in l^2(N; C^p ) by the matrix (4.1) (see [1, 6]).

Theorem 4.1. Let J and ^J be the Jacobi matrices given by (2.1) and (4.1), respectively. Let for some N ∈ N_0 the following conditions hold:

(i) sup_{n≥N}‖I_p − ^B^∗_n(B^∗_n)^{−1}‖_C p×p = a_N < 1; (4.2)

(ii) sup_{n≥N}‖ ^B_n − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}B_n‖_C p×p = C_B < ∞; (4.3)

(iii) Let for each ε > 0 there exist N_1 = N_1(ε) ∈ N and C^′_A(ε) > 0 such that for each vector f ∈ l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ) ∑ n≥N_1 ‖( ^A_n − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}A_n)f_n‖^2_C p ≤ ε‖Jf‖^2_l2 + C^′_A(ε)‖f‖^2_l2 . (4.4)

Then:

(a) dom J = dom ^J and n_±(J) = n_±(^J);

(b) Moreover, if J = J^∗ and the spectrum of J is discrete, then the spectrum of ^J = ^J^∗ is discrete too.

Proof. (a) (1) Let δ_0 := 1 − a^2_N (> 0). Choose ε_0 <^{δ0}_{1−δ0} and

ε_1 < ε_0 2 ( 1 1 + ε_0 − a^2_N ) . (4.5)

Then we can find N_1 = N_1(ε_1) such that condition (4.4) holds with ε_1 instead of ε and choose M ≥ max{N, N_1}. Finally, we define the block Jacobi submatrix J_M of the matrix J of the form (2.6) with M instead of N. Similarly, we define the block Jacobi matrix ^J_M by the same formula (2.6) with ^A_k, ^B_k and ^B∗_k instead of A_k, B_k and B∗_k, respectively. Summing up we obtain from (2.1), (2.6), (4.1) – (4.5)

that for any finite vector f = ( f_0 f_1 . . . f_m )_⊤ (∈ l^2_0(N_0 ; C^p ))

‖(^J_M − J_M )f‖^2_l2_{(N0 ;C} p_) = ∑ n≥M ‖ ‖(B^∗_{n−1} − ^B^∗_{n−1})fn−1 + (An − ^An)fn + (Bn − ^Bn)fn+1 ‖ ‖^2_{C p} ≤ (1 + ε_0) ∑ n≥M ‖ ‖(Ip − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1})(B^∗_{n−1}fn−1 + Anfn + Bnfn+1) ‖ ‖^2_{C p}

+ ( 1 + 1 ε_0 ) ∑ n≥M ‖ ‖(An − ^An)fn − (Ip − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1})Anfn + (Bn − ^Bn)fn+1 − (I_p − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1})B_nf_{n+1} ‖ ‖^2_{C p} (4.6)

≤ (1 + ε_0) ∑ n≥M ‖ ‖I_p − ^B_{∗n−1}(B_{∗n−1})_{−1} ‖ ‖^2 C^p ‖(J_M f)_n‖^2_C p + ( 1 + 1 ε_0 )∑ n≥M ‖ ‖ ‖( ^An − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}An)fn +( ^Bn − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}Bn)fn+1 ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{C p} ≤ a^2_N (1 + ε_0) ∑ n≥M ‖(J_M f)_n‖^2_C p + 2 ( 1 + 1 ε_0 ) ∑ n≥M [ ‖( ^A_n − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}A_n)f_n‖^2_C p

+ ‖( ^B_n − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}B_n)f_{n+1}‖^2_C p ]

≤ ( a^2_N (1 + ε_0) + 2 ( 1 + 1 ε_0 ) ε_1 ) ‖J_M f‖^2_l2 + 2 ( 1 + 1 ε_0 ) ( C^′_A(ε_1)‖f‖^2_l2 + C^2_B ‖f‖^2_l2 ) = c_1‖J_M f‖^2_l2 + c_0‖f‖^2_l2 .

Here as it follows from (4.5),

c_1 = a^2_N (1 + ε_0) + 2 ( 1 + 1 ε_0 ) ε_1 <a^2_N (1 + ε_0) +

2(1 + ε_0)

ε_0 · ε_0 2 · 1 − a^2_N (1 + ε_0) 1 + ε_0

= 1 (4.7)

and c_0 = 2 ( 1 +^1_{ε0} ) (C^′_A(ε_1) + C^2_B ) < ∞. By the definition of the minimal operator J_M = (J_M )_{min}, each vector f ∈ dom J_M is approximated by finite vectors f_n ∈ l^2_0(N; C^p ) in the graph norm of J_M . Therefore estimate (4.6) remains valid for any f ∈ dom J_M . In particular, this yields the inclusion dom(^J_M − J_M ) ⊂ dom J_M , hence dom J_M = dom ^J_M . Since c_1 < 1, the Kato–Rellich theorem ([7, Ch. 4, Theorem 9]) applied to estimate (4.6) yields n_±(J_M ) = n_±(^J_M ).

(2) Let us establish the equality n_±(J) = n_±(^J). To do this, we introduce a finite block Jacobi matrix J^′_M of the form (2.12) with M instead of N. Similarly, we define the block Jacobi matrix ^J^′_M of the form (2.12) with ^A_k, ^B_k and ^B^∗_k instead of A_k, B_k and B^∗_k, respectively, k ∈ {0, . . . , M − 1}.

Then the operators J and ^J admit the following representations

J = J^′_M ⊕ J_M + B^′_{M−1}, ^J = ^J^′_M ⊕ ^J_M + ^B^′_{M−1}, (4.8)

where B^′_{M−1} and ^B^′_{M−1} are bounded selfadjoint block–matrices with four nontrivial entries B_{M−1}, B^∗_{M−1} and ^B_{M−1}, ^B^∗_{M−1}, respectively. Clearly, J^′_M = (J^′_M )^∗ and ^J^′_M = (^J^′_M )^∗. Therefore it follows from (4.8) that n_± (J) = n_± ( J^′_M ⊕ J_M ) = n_± (J_M ) , n_± ( ^J ) = n_± ( ^J^′_M ⊕ ^J_M ) = n_± ( ^J_M ) . Therefore one completes the proof by combining these identities with the equalities n_±(J_M ) = n_±(^J_M ) established in the previous step.

(b) Further, from representations similar to (2.6), (2.12), and (4.8) it follows that for each M ≥ 1 operator J_M is a finite-dimensional selfadjoint perturbation of the operator J. Hence, operators J and J_M are self-adjoint and discrete at the same time. On the other hand, the estimates (4.6) and (4.7), obtained in the proof of item (a), show that the operator K_M := ^J_M − J_M is strictly subordinate to J_M . Therefore Lemma 3.1 applies and guarantees selfadjointness and discreteness property of the Jacobi operator ^J_M . Using the representations (2.6), (2.12), (4.8) again, we conclude that the operator ^J is a finite-dimensional selfadjoint perturbation of ^J_M , and, therefore, its spectrum is also discrete.

Corollary 4.2. Let for some N ∈ N_0 conditions (4.2) and (4.3) of Theorem 4.1 be fulfilled. Assume also the following condition holds sup_{n≥N}‖ ^A_n − ^B^∗_{n−1}(B^∗_{n−1})^{−1}A_n‖_C p×p = C_A < ∞. (4.9) Then dom J = dom ^J and n_±(J) = n_±(^J). If, in addition, J = J^∗ and the spectrum of J is discrete, then ^J = ^J∗ and its spectrum is also discrete.

Proof. Condition (4.9) implies condition (4.4) with ε = 0.

Corollary 4.3. Let J and ^J be as above and let A_n = ^A_n = O_p , n ∈ N. Then n_±(J) = n_±(^J) provided that conditions (4.2) and (4.3) are satisfied.

Part II. Dirac operators and associated Jacobi matrices

5 Dirac operators on a finite interval with maximal deficiency indices

Consider one–dimensional Dirac operator associated with the differential expression D := −i c d dx ⊗ ( O_p I_p I_p O_p ) + c^2 2 ⊗ ( I_p O_p O_p −I_p ) (5.1)

in L^2(I; C^{2p} ). Here c > 0 denotes the velocity of light.

Let d_n := x_n − x_{n−1} > 0. We also assume X = {x_n}^∞_{n=0}(⊂ I) to be a discrete subset of the interval, x_{n−1} < x_n, n ∈ N. We set x_0 = 0, b := sup X ≡ lim_{n→∞} x_n < ∞.

Following [29] (see also [2]) we define two families of symmetric extensions, which turn out to be closely related to their non-relativistic counterparts δ- and δ^′−interactions.

To this end we set f = {f_1, f_2, . . . , f_{2p}}^⊤ ∈ L^2(I; C^{2p} ) and f = ( f_I f_{II} ) , f_I := { f_1 f_2 . . . f_p }_⊤ , f_{II} := { f_{p+1} f_{p+2} . . . f_{2p} }_⊤ . Here ⊤ means a transpose operation. We define the following Sobolev spaces

W^{1,2}(I \ X; C^{2p} ) := ∞⨁ n=1 W^{1,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ),

W^{1,2}_{comp}(I \ X; C^{2p} ) := {f ∈ W^{k,2}(I \ X; C^{2p} ) : suppf is compact in I}.

Two families of Gesztesy-Šeba operators (in short, GS-operators or GS-realizations) on the interval (a, b) are defined to be the closures of the operators

D^0_{X,α} =D ↾ dom(D^0_{X,α}),

dom(D^0_{X,α}) = { f ∈ W^{1,2}_{comp}(I\X; C^{2p} ) : f_I ∈ AC_{loc}(I), f_{II} ∈ AC_{loc}(I\X);

f_{II} (a+) = 0 , f_{II} (x_n+) − f_{II} (x_n−) = − iα_n c f_I (x_n), n ∈ N } , (5.2)

and D^0_{X,β} =D ↾ dom(D^0_{X,β} ),

dom(D^0_{X,β} ) = { f ∈ W^{1,2}_{comp}(I\X; C^{2p} ) : f_I ∈ AC_{loc}(I\X), f_{II} ∈ AC_{loc}(I);

f_{II} (a+) = 0 , f_I (x_n+) − f_I (x_n−) = iβ_ncf_{II} (x_n), n ∈ N } , (5.3)

respectively, i.e. D_{X,α} = D^0_{X,α} and D_{X,β} = D^0_{X,β}. It is easily seen that both operators D_{X,α} and D_{X,β} are symmetric, but not necessarily self-adjoint, in general.

In the sequel we need he following proposition established in [17] (p = 1) and [14, 15] (p > 1).

Proposition 5.1 ([17, 14, 15]). Let D_{X,α} be realization of the Dirac operator in L^2(I; C^{2p} ). Then the operator D^∗_{X,α} := (D_{X,α})^∗ adjoint to the symmetric operator D_{X,α} is given by

D^∗_{X,α} =D ↾ dom(D^∗_{X,α}),

dom(D^∗_{X,α}) = { f ∈ W^{1,2}(I\X; C^{2p} ) : f_I ∈ AC_{loc}(I), f_{II} ∈ AC_{loc}(I\X);

f_{II} (a+) = 0 , f_{II} (x_n+) − f_{II} (x_n−) = − iα_n c f_I (x_n), n ∈ N } . (5.4)

Similarly, the operator D^∗_{X,β} adjoint to D_{X,β} is given by the expression (5.3) with W^{1,2}_{comp}(I\X; C^{2p} ) replaced by W^{1,2}(I\X; C^{2p} ).

5.1 Realizations D_{X,α} with maximal deficiency indices It is well known that GS-realizations D_{X,α} and D_{X,β} are selfadjoint whenever |I| = ∞ (see [17, 14, 15]). Here assuming that |I| < ∞, we construct a class of 2p × 2p-matrix GS-realizations D_{X,α} with maximal deficiency indices n_±(D_{X,α}) = p. Our main result in this direction reads as follows.

Theorem 5.2. Let α := {α_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ) be a sequence of selfadjoint matrices, α_n = α^∗_n, n ∈ N. Then n_±(D_{X,α}) = p provided that the following condition holds ∞∑ n=2 d_n n−1∏ k=1 ( 1 + 1 c ‖α_k‖_C p×p )_2

< +∞. (5.5)

Proof. (i) We examine the operator T_{X,α} := D_{X,α} − c^2 2 ⊗ ( I_p O_p O_p −I_p ) = −i c d dx ⊗ ( O_p I_p I_p O_p ) (5.6)

since obviously n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(T_{X,α}). It suffices to show that under the assumption (5.5) the equation (T^∗_{X,α} ± i)F = 0 has a non-trivial matrix L^2(I, C^{2p×p} )-solution of full rank, i.e. rank F (x) = p.

We restrict ourselves to the case of equation (T^∗_{X,α} + i)F = 0, which is equivalent to the system d dx F = 1 c AF, A = ( O_p I_p I_p O_p ) . (5.7)

Here F = ( F^1 F^2 . . . F^p ) ∈ C^{2p×p} and

F^j = ( F^j_I F^j_{II} ) , F^j_I = f^j_1 . . f^j_p , F^j_{II} = f^j_{p+1} . . f^j_{2p} , j ∈ {1, . . . , p}.

Equation (5.7) has the following piecewise smooth 2p × p-matrix solutions F = ∞⨁ n=1 ( F_{I,n} F_{II,n} ) , where F_I = ∞⨁ n=1 F_{I,n} , F_{I,n}(x) = U_ne^{−(xn−x)/c} + V_ne^{(xn−x)/c} , x ∈ [x_{n−1}, x_n] , (5.8)

F_{II} = ∞⨁ n=1 F_{II,n} , F_{II,n}(x) = U_ne^{−(xn−x)/c} − V_ne^{(xn−x)/c} , x ∈ [x_{n−1}, x_n] , (5.9) where {U_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} , {V_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} .

According to the description of dom(D^∗_{X,α}) (see Proposition 5.1) each component F^j of F = (_{FI} F_{II} ) , j ∈ {1, . . . , p}, should satisfy boundary conditions (5.4). First we find recursive relations for matrix sequences {U_n}^∞_1 , {V_n}^∞_1 that ensure satisfying these conditions.

The condition F_{II,n}(x_0+) = O_p yields U_1e^{−d1/c} − V_1e^{d1 /c} = O_p . Further, the condition F_{I,n}(x_n+) = F_{I,n}(x_n−), n ∈ N, due to the formulas (5.8), (5.9) is transformed into

U_{n+1}e^{−dn+1/c} + V_{n+1}e^{dn+1/c} = U_n + V_n , n ∈ N. (5.10)

Moreover, the jump condition F_{II,n}(x_n+) − F_{II,n}(x_n−) = −i α_n c F_{I,n}(x_n), n ∈ N, due to the formulas (5.8), (5.9) is equivalent to U_{n+1}e^{−dn+1/c} − V_{n+1}e^{dn+1/c} − (U_n − V_n) = −i α_n c (U_n + V_n) . (5.11)

Combining (5.10) and (5.11) we arrive to the following recursive equations

U_{n+1} = ( U_n − i α_n 2c (U_n + V_n) ) e^{dn+1/c} , n ∈ N, (5.12) V_{n+1} = ( V_n + i α_n 2c (U_n + V_n) ) e^{−dn+1/c} , n ∈ N, (5.13) for sequences {U_n}^∞_1 and {V_n}^∞_1 with the following initial data

U_1 = e^{d1 /c}I_p and V_1 = e^{−d1/c}I_p . (5.14)

(ii) Let us prove that rank F_n(x) = p for each x ∈ [x_{n−1}, x_n] and n ∈ N. It follows from (5.8) and (5.9) that ( F^∗_{I,n}(x) F^∗_{II,n}(x) ) · ( F_{I,n}(x) F_{II,n}(x) )

= ( U^∗_ne^{−(xn−x)/c} + V^∗_ne^{(xn−x)/c} U^∗_ne^{−(xn−x)/c} − V^∗_ne^{(xn−x)/c} ) ( U_ne^{−(x}n^{−x)/c} + V_ne^{(x}n^{−x)/c} U_ne^{−(xn−x)/c} − V_ne^{(xn−x)/c} )

= U^∗_nU_ne^{−2(xn−x)/c} + U^∗_nV_n + V^∗_nU_n + V^∗_nV_ne^{2(xn−x)/c} + U^∗_nU_ne^{−2(xn −x)/c} − U^∗_nV_n − V^∗_nU_n + V^∗_nV_ne^{2(xn−x)/c} = 2(U^∗_nU_ne^{−2(xn−x)/c} + V^∗_nV_ne^{2(xn−x)/c}). (5.15) It follows from (5.15), that for each h ∈ C^p and x ∈ [x_{n−1}, x_n] ‖ ‖ ( F_{I,n}(x) F_{II,n}(x) ) h ‖ ‖^2 C^p = 2e^{−2(xn −x)/c}‖U_nh‖^2_C p + 2e^{2(xn −x)/c}‖V_nh‖^2_C p . (5.16) It follows that for any fixed a ∈ [x_{n−1}, x_n] the following important equivalence holds

F_n(a)h = 0 ⇐⇒ U_nh = V_nh = 0. (5.17)

Let us prove by induction that rank F_n(x) = p for each x ∈ [x_{n−1}, x_n]. For n = 1 it follows from (5.14). Assuming that rank F_k(x) = p for each x ∈ [x_{k−1}, x_k] let us prove that rank F_{k+1}(x) = p for x ∈ [x_k, x_{k+1}]. Assuming the contrary we find ^x ∈ [x_k, x_{k+1}] and vector h ∈ C^p such that F_{k+1}(^x)h = 0. Combining this relation with equivalence (5.17) (with a = ^x and n = k + 1) yields U_{k+1}h = V_{k+1}h = 0.

In turn, inserting these relations in (5.10) and (5.11) implies

U_kh = V_kh = 0.

Due to equivalence (5.17) these relations are equivalent to F_k(x)h = 0 for x ∈ [x_{k−1}, x_k] which contradicts the induction hypothesis. Thus, rank F (x) = p for each x ∈ R_+ .

Note also that in passing we have proved that the matrices F_I (x) and F_{II} (x) are nonsingular for each x ∈ R_+ .

(iii) It remains to check that under condition (5.5) the inclusion F_I , F_{II} ∈ L^2(I; C^{p×p} ) holds. It follows from (5.8) and (5.9)

‖F_k‖^2 = ∞∑ n=1 ‖F_{k,n}‖^2 ≤ 2 ∞∑ n=1 ∫_{dn} 0 (‖U_n‖^2_C p×p e^{−2x/c} + ‖V_n‖^2_C p×p e^{2x/c})dx

=c ∞∑ n=1 ( ‖U_n‖^2_C p×p (1 − e^{−2dn/c}) + ‖V_n‖^2_C p×p (e^{2dn /c} − 1) ) , k = {I, II}.

Since ∑_∞ n=1 d_n = |I| < +∞, d_n → 0 and therefore (1 − e^{−2dn /c}) ∼ (e^{2dn /c} − 1) ∼ 2d_n/c as n → ∞. This implies inequality ‖F_k‖_2 < +∞ provided that ∞∑ n=1 ( ‖U_n‖^2_C p×p + ‖V_n‖^2_C p×p ) d_n < +∞ . (5.18)

Let us prove by induction the following estimates ‖U_{n+1}‖_C p×p , ‖V_{n+1}‖_C p×p ≤ exp ( (d_1 + . . . + d_{n+1})/c ) · n∏ k=1 ( 1 + ‖α_k‖_C p×p c ) , n ∈ N. (5.19) For n = 1 these estimates are obvious. Assume that (5.19) are proved for n ≤ m − 1. Then using (5.12) for n = m we obtain ‖U_{m+1}‖_C p×p ≤ ( ‖U_m‖_C p×p ( 1 + ‖α_m‖_C p×p 2c ) + ‖α_m‖_C p×p 2c ‖V_m‖_C p×p ) e^{dm+1 /c} ≤ m−1∏ k=1 ( 1 + ‖α_k‖_C p×p c ) [( 1 + ‖α_m‖_C p×p 2c ) + ‖α_m‖_C p×p 2c ] e^{(d1 +...+dm+dm+1)/c}

= exp ( (d_1 + . . . + d_{m+1})/c ) · m∏ k=1 ( 1 + ‖α_k‖_C p×p c ) . This inequality proves the inductive hypothesis (5.19) for U_n. The estimate for V_{m+1} is proved similarly. Thus, both inequalities (5.19) are established. Combining (5.18) with (5.19) and the assumption (5.5) we conclude that F_I , F_{II} ∈ L^2(I; C^{p×p} ).

Corollary 5.3. If condition (5.5) is fulfilled, then any selfadjoint extension of the operator D_{X,α} has discrete spectrum.

Remark 5.4. Clearly, the condition (5.5) implies the inclusion {d_n} ∈ l^1(N), i.e. |I| < ∞. Corollary 5.5. The GS realization D_{X,α} is symmetric with n_±(D_{X,α}) = p whenever {α_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ). Proof. Clearly, for any positive sequence {s_k}^∞_1 ∞∏ k=1 (1 + s_k) ≤ exp (_∞ ∑ k=1 s_k ) . It follows with account of the inclusion {α_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ) that ∞∑ n=2 d_n n−1∏ k=1 ( 1 + 1 c ‖α_k‖_C p×p )_2 ≤ exp ( 2 c ∞∑ k=1 ‖α_k‖_C p×p )_∞ ∑ n=2 d_n ≤ |I| exp ( 2 c ∞∑ k=1 ‖α_k‖_C p×p ) . It remains to apply Theorem 5.2.

Corollary 5.6. The GS realization D_{X,α} is symmetric with n_±(D_{X,α}) = p whenever

lim sup n→∞ d_{n+1} d_n ( 1 + ‖α_n‖_C p×p c )_2

< 1 . (5.20)

In particular, n_±(D_{X,α}) = p provided that one of the following conditions is satisfied (i) lim sup_{n→∞}(d_{n+1}/d_n) = 0 and sup_{n∈N} ‖α_n‖_C p×p < ∞; (ii) lim sup_{n→∞}(d_{n+1}/d_n) =: (1/d) with d > 1 and sup_{n∈N} ‖α_n‖_C p×p < c( √ d − 1). Proof. By the ratio test condition (5.20) yields the convergence of the series (5.5). It remains to apply Theorem 5.2.

5.2 Realizations D_{X,β} with maximal deficiency indices Here we present similar results for GS-realizations D_{X,β}.

Theorem 5.7. Let β := {β_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} be a sequence of selfadjoint p × p-matrices, β_n = β^∗_n, n ∈ N. Then n_±(D_{X,β} ) = p provided that the following condition is fulfilled ∞∑ n=2 d_n n−1∏ k=1 (1 + c ‖β_k‖_C p×p )^2 < +∞. (5.21)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 5.2 and is omitted.

Corollary 5.8. If condition (5.21) is fulfilled, then any selfadjoint extension of the operator D_{X,β} has discrete spectrum.

Corollary 5.9. The GS realization D_{X,β} is symmetric with n_±(D_{X,β}) = p whenever {β_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ).

Remark 5.10. Clearly, the condition (5.21) implies the inclusion {d_n} ∈ l^1(N), i.e. |I| < ∞. Note in this connection that in the opposite case, |I| = ∞, the realization D_{X,β} is always selfadjoint (see [17, 14, 15]).

Corollary 5.11. The GS realization D_{X,β} is symmetric with n_±(D_{X,β}) = p whenever

lim sup n→∞ d_{n+1} d_n (1 + c‖β_n‖_C p×p )^2 < 1 . (5.22)

In particular, n_±(D_{X,β} ) = p provided that one of the following conditions is satisfied (i) lim sup_{n→∞}(d_{n+1}/d_n) = 0 and sup_{n∈N} ‖β_n‖_C p×p < ∞; (ii) lim sup_{n→∞}(d_{n+1}/d_n) =: (1/d) with d > 1 and sup_{n∈N} ‖β_n‖_C p×p < c( √ d − 1). 6 Jacobi matrices with maximal deficiency indices generated by Dirac operators with point interactions

6.1 Block Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,α} with maximal deficiency indices Here we apply results of Sections 4 and 5 to block Jacobi matrices

^J_{X,α} = A^′_0 ^ν_0(I_p + B^′_0) O_p O_p O_p . . .

^ν_0(I_p + B^′_0) −^ν_0(I_p + A^′_1) ~ν_0(I_p + B^′_1) O_p O_p . . .

O_p ~ν_0(I_p + B^′_1)^{α1}_{d2} (I_p + A^′_2) ^ν_1(I_p + B^′_2) O_p . . . O_p O_p ^ν_1(I_p + B^′_2) −^ν_1(I_p + A^′_3) ~ν_1(I_p + B^′_3) . . . O_p O_p O_p ~ν_1(I_p + B^′_3)^{α2}_{d3} (I_p + A^′_4) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , (6.1)

where ^ν_n :=^{ν(dn+1)}_{d2n+1} , ~ν_n :=^{ν(dn+1)}_{d3/2n+1d1/2n+2} , α_n = α^∗_n, A^′_n = (A^′_n)^∗, B^′_n = (B^′_n)^∗ ∈ C^{p×p} (n ∈ N_0 ) and matrices I_p + B^′_n are invertible, i.e. det(I_p + B^′_n) ≠ 0, n ∈ N_0 and

ν(x) := 1 √ 1 + (c^2x^2)^{−1} = cx √ 1 + c^2x^2

. (6.2)

In what follows we keep also the notation ^J_{X,α} for the minimal block Jacobi operator associated in a standard way with the matrix ^J_{X,α} in l^2(N; C^p ) (see [1, 6], and also [43]). Clearly the operator ^J_{X,α} is symmetric and as it is known n_±(^J_{X,α}) ≤ p (see [6, 43, 44]).

Our investigation of the deficiency indices n_±(^J_{X,α}) substantially relies on the connection between GS-realizations D_{X,α} (see (5.2)) of the Dirac operator D on the one hand and the block Jacobi matrices

J_{X,α} =

O_p^{ν(d1 )}_{d21} I_p O_p O_p O_p . . .

ν(d_1)

d^2_1 Ip − ν(d_1) d^2_1 Ip ν(d_1) d^{3/2}_1 d^{1/2}_2

I_p O_p O_p . . .

O_p^{ν(d1 )}_{d3/21 d1/22} I_p^{α1}_{d2}^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p O_p . . .

O_p O_p^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p −^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p^{ν(d2 )}_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p . . .

O_p O_p O_p^{ν(d2)}_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p^{α2}_{d3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

, (6.3)

on the other hand. This connection was first discovered in [17] for p = 1 and extended to the matrix case (p > 1) in [14, 15]. It is briefly explained in Appendix (see Proposition A.5).

Proposition 6.1. Let J_{X,α} be the minimal Jacobi operator associated to the Jacobi matrix of the form (6.3). Let also a sequence α := {α_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ) of selfadjoint matrices satisfy condition (5.5). Then the operator J_{X,α} has maximal deficiency indices, n_±(J_{X,α}) = p.

Proof. It follows from condition (5.5) that ∑ k d_k =: b < ∞. Consider the minimal Dirac operator D_X in L^2([0, b]; C^{2p} ) and the boundary triplet Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} for D^∗_X given by (A.8). By Proposition A.5, the GS-realization D_{X,α} is given by (A.10), i.e. the boundary operator of D_{X,α} with respect to the triplet Π is the minimal operator associated to the Jacobi matrix B_{X,α} (A.9).

On the other hand, B_{X,α} is unitarily equivalent to the minimal Jacobi operator associated to the matrix J_{X,α} with positive offdiagonal entries. Hence, n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(B_{X,α}). Combining this equality with Proposition A.5 imply n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(B_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}). It remains to apply Theorem 5.2.

Corollary 6.2. Let J_{X,0} be the minimal Jacobi operator associated to the Jacobi matrix (6.3) with zero {α_n}^∞_1 ≡ O . Then the operator J_{X,0} has maximal deficiency indices if and only if {d_n}_{n∈N} ∈ l^1(N).

Proof. Clearly, that for α = O the condition {d_n}_{n∈N} ∈ l^1(N) is equivalent to estimate (5.5). Thus, sufficiency follows from Proposition 6.1. Necessity is immediate from the Carleman test (1.2).

Theorem 6.3. Let ^J_{X,α} be the matrix of the form (6.1) and the sequence α := {α_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ), α_n = α^∗_n, n ∈ N, satisfy condition (5.5). Assume also that for some N ∈ N_0 the following conditions hold:

(i) sup_{n≥N} ‖B^′_n‖_C p×p = a_N < 1; (6.4)

(ii) sup_{j≥0} 1 d_{j+1} ‖ ‖B^′_{2j} − B^′_{2j−1} ‖ ‖_{C p×p} = C^′_B < ∞, (6.5) sup_{j≥0} 1 (d_{j+1}d_{j+2})^{1/2} ‖ B^′_{2j+1} − B^′_{2j} ‖ C^{p×p} = C ′′ B < ∞; (6.6) (iii) sup_{j≥0} 1 d_{j+1} ‖ ‖α_j (A^′_{2j} − B^′_{2j−1}) ‖ ‖_{C p×p} = C^′_A < ∞, (6.7) sup_{j≥0} 1 d_{j+1} ‖ A^′_{2j+1} − B^′_{2j} ‖ C^{p×p} = C ′′ A < ∞. (6.8) Then the matrix ^J_{X,α} is in the complete indeterminant case, i.e. n_±(^J_{X,α}) = p.

Proof. Let us check conditions of Corollary 4.2 for Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,α} and J_{X,α} given by (6.1) and (6.3), respectively. First we check condition (4.2) considering the case n = 2j + 1 only. Applying condition (6.4) to these matrices we easily derive sup_{j≥N}‖I_p− ^B_{2j+1}B^{−1}_{2j+1}‖_C p×p = sup_{j≥N} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ I_p − ν(d_{j+1}) d^{3/2}_{j+1}d^{1/2}_{j+2}

(I_p + B^′_{2j+1}) d^{3/2}_{j+1}d^{1/2}_{j+2} ν(d_{j+1}) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{C p×p} = sup_{j≥N} ‖ ‖B^′_{2j+1} ‖ ‖_{C p×p} ≤ a_N < 1. (6.9) The case n = 2j is considered similarly.

Note also that condition (6.4) ensures invertibility of all off-diagonal entries of the Jacobi matrix (6.1). Next we check condition (4.3). Consider the case n = 2j only. Applying condition (6.5) to the pair {J_{X,α}, ^J_{X,α}} and noting that ν(d_{j+1}) < c d_{j+1} and ν(d_{j+1}) ∼ c d_{j+1} as d_j → 0, we obtain

sup_{j≥0}‖ ^B_{2j} − ^B_{2j−1}B^{−1}_{2j−1}B_{2j} ‖_C p×p = (6.10)

= sup_{j≥0} ‖ ‖ ‖ ν(d_{j+1}) d^2_{j+1}

(I_p + B^′_{2j} ) − ν(d_j ) d^{3/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1}

(I_p + B^′_{2j−1}) d^{3/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1}ν(d_{j+1}) ν(d_j )d^2_{j+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ C^{p×p} = sup_{j≥0} ν(d_{j+1}) d^2_{j+1} ‖ ‖B^′_{2j} − B^′_{2j−1} ‖ ‖_{C p×p} ≤ sup j≥0 c d_{j+1} ‖ ‖B^′_{2j} − B^′_{2j−1} ‖ ‖_{C p×p} ≤ C^′_B < ∞. The case n = 2j + 1 is treated similarly.

Finally, we check condition (4.9) considering the case n = 2j only. The case n = 2j + 1 is considered similarly. Applying condition (6.7) to the pair {J_{X,α}, ^J_{X,α}} we derive

sup_{j≥0}‖ ^A_{2j} − ^B_{2j−1}B^{−1}_{2j−1}A_{2j} ‖_C p×p = sup_{j≥0} ‖ ‖ ‖ α_j d_{j+1} (I_p + A^′_{2j}) − ν(d_j ) d^{3/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1}

(I_p + B^′_{2j−1}) d^{3/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1} · α_j ν(d_j )d_{j+1} ‖ ‖ ‖_{C p×p} = sup_{j≥0} 1 d_{j+1} ‖ α_j(A^′_{2j} − B^′_{2j−1}) ‖ C^{p×p} = C ′ A < ∞. (6.11)

Thus, Corollary 4.2 together with Proposition 6.1 ensures n_±(^J_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}) = p.

Alongside with the matrix J_{X,α} of form (6.3) we consider the following Jacobi matrix

J^′_{X,α} =

O_p^c_{d1} I_p O_p O_p O_p . . . c d_1 Ip − c d_1 Ip c d^{1/2}_1 d^{1/2}_2

I_p O_p O_p . . .

O_p^c_{d1/21 d1/22} I_p^{α1}_{d2}^c_{d2} I_p O_p . . .

O_p O_p^c_{d2} I_p −^c_{d2} I_p^c_{d1/22 d1/23} I_p . . .

O_p O_p O_p^c_{d1/22 d1/23} I_p^{α2}_{d3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

, (6.12)

obtained from (6.3) by replacing ν(d_n) by cd_n. Since ν(d_n) ∼ c d_n as lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0 it is naturally to suppose that n_±(J^′_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}). Below we confirm this hypotheses under an additional assumption on d_n although we don’t know whether it is true in general.

Proposition 6.4. Let the Jacobi matrices J_{X,α} and J^′_{X,α} be of the form (6.3) and (6.12), respectively.

Assume that lim_{n→∞}^{d2n−1}_{dn} = 0. Then n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(J^′_{X,α}).

In particular, if the sequence α := {α_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ), satisfy condition (5.5), then n_±(J^′_{X,α}) = p.

Proof. Let us check the conditions of Theorem 4.1 for the pair {J_{X,α}, J^′_{X,α}}.

Now, the entries of the matrices J_{X,α} and J^′_{X,α} read as follows

^B_n = ν(d_{j+1}) d^2_{j+1} Ip, n = 2j, ν(d_{j+1}) d^{3/2}_{j+1}d^{1/2}_{j+2}

I_p, n = 2j + 1,

B_n = {_c d_{j+1} Ip, n = 2j, c (d_{j+1} d_{j+2})^{1/2} Ip, n = 2j + 1,

(6.13)

and ^A_n = {_{αj} d_{j+1} , n = 2j, −^{ν(dj+1)}_{d2j+1} I_p, n = 2j + 1,

A_n = {_{αj} d_{j+1} , n = 2j, −^c_{dj+1} I_p, n = 2j + 1,

(6.14)

respectively.

First we check condition (4.2). Consider the case n = 2j. Noting that ν(d_{j+1}) < c d_{j+1} and ν(d_{j+1}) ∼ c d_{j+1} as d_j → 0, one easily verifies that lim_{j→∞} ‖I_p − ^B_{2j} B^{−1}_{2j} ‖_C p×p = 0. Hence for sufficiently large N the

condition sup_{j≥N}‖I_p − ^B_{2j} B^{−1}_{2j} ‖_C p×p < 1 (6.15)

holds. The case n = 2j + 1 is treated similarly.

Next we check condition (4.3). Consider the case n = 2j. Since lim_{j→∞}^{d2j}_{dj+1} = 0 we get

‖ ^B_{2j} − ^B_{2j−1}B^{−1}_{2j−1}B_{2j}‖_C p×p = | | | | c d_{j+1} 1 √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+1} − 1 √ 1 + c^2d^2_j | | | |

≤ c^3|d^2_j − d^2_{j+1}| d_{j+1} ≤ c^3 max { d_{j+1}, d^2_j d_{j+1} } → 0 as j → ∞. (6.16)

This implies condition (4.3). The case n = 2j + 1 is considered similarly.

Finally, we check condition (4.4). In the case n = 2j + 1 this condition is obvious, because ^B_{2j} = − ^A_{2j+1} and B^{−1}_{2j} A_{2j+1} = −I_p.

Consider the case n = 2j. Since lim_{j→∞} d_j = 0 and lim_{j→∞}^{d2j}_{dj+1} = 0, for any ε > 0 we can find

N = N(ε), such that c^2d^2_j < ε and^{d2j}_{dj+1} < ε for all j ≥ N. Thus, for any f ∈ l^2_0(N; C^p ) with f_{2j} = 0 for j < N, we obtain ∑ j≥N ‖( ^A_{2j} − ^B_{2j−1}B^{−1}_{2j−1}A_{2j} )f_{2j}‖^2_C p ≤ ∑ j≥N

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ α_j d_{j+1} 1 − 1 √ 1 + c^2d^2_j f_{2j} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C^p = ∑ j≥N

‖ ‖ ‖ ( (J^′_{X,α}f)_{2j} − c ( 1 d^{1/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1} f_{2j−1} + 1 d_{j+1} f_{2j+1} )) c^2d^2_j √ 1 + c^2d^2_j ( 1 + √ 1 + c^2d^2_j ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C^p (6.17)

≤ ∑ j≥N ‖ ‖c^2d^2_j (J^′_{X,α}f)_{2j} ‖ ‖^2_{C p} + c^6 ∑ j≥N ‖ ‖ ‖d^{1/2}_j · d_j d^{1/2}_{j+1} f_{2j−1} + d^2_j d_{j+1} f_{2j+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C^p ≤ ε^2 ‖ ‖J^′_{X,α}f ‖ ‖^2_{l2} + 4C_1‖f‖^2_{l2} ,

where C_1 = max{c^5ε^{3/2}, c^6ε^2}. Thus, Theorem 4.1 ensures that n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(J^′_{X,α}).

Combining this relation with Proposition 6.1 yields n_±(J^′_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}) = p.

Corollary 6.5. Let J^′_{X,0} be the Jacobi matrix of the form (6.12) with {α_n}^∞_1 ≡ O . Assume also that

lim_{n→∞}^{d2n−1}_{dn} = 0. Then the operator J^′_{X,0} has maximal deficiency indices if and only if {d_n}_{n∈N} ∈ l^1(N).

Remark 6.6. The analogue of Theorem 6.3 is also valid for the pair { ^J^′_{X,α}, J^′_{X,α}}, in which the matrix ^J′_{X,α} is obtained from J′_{X,α} by adding bounded perturbations A′_n and B′_n similarly to the construction of

the matrix ^J_{X,α} of the form (6.1).

Remark 6.7. Other classes of block Jacobi matrices J with maximal deficiency indices can be found in [59, Theorem 3].

6.2 Jacobi matrices ^J_{X,β} with maximal deficiency indices Here we apply previous results to block Jacobi matrix

^J_{X,β} = A^′_0 ^ν_0(I_p + B^′_0) O_p O_p . . .

^ν_0(I_p + B^′_0) −ν̆_1(β_1 + d_1I_p +A^′_1) ~ν_0(I_p + B^′_1) O_p . . .

O_p ~ν_0(I_p + B^′_1) A^′_2 ^ν_1(I_p + B^′_2) . . . O_p O_p ^ν_1(I_p + B^′_2) −ν̆_2(β_2 + d_2I_p +A^′_3) . . . O_p O_p O_p ~ν_1(I_p + B^′_3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , (6.18)

where ^ν_n :=^{ν(dn+1)}_{d2n+1} , ~ν_n :=^{ν(dn+1)}_{d3/2n+1d1/2n+2} , ν̆_n =^{ν2(dn)}_{d3n} , α_n = α^∗_n, A^′_n = (A^′_n)^∗, B^′_n = (B^′_n)^∗ ∈ C^{p×p} and

matrices I_p + B^′_n are invertible, i.e. det(I_p + B^′_n) ≠ 0, n ∈ N_0 .

Consider the minimal Jacobi operator associated with the matrix

J_{X,β} :=

O_p^{ν(d1 )}_{d21} I_p O_p O_p . . .

ν(d_1 ) d^2_1 Ip − ν^2(d_1) d^3_1 (β1 + d1Ip) ν(d_1) d^{3/2}_1 d_2^{1/2} I_p O_p . . . O_p^{ν(d1 )}_{d3/21 d21/2} I_p O_p^{ν(d2 )}_{d2} I_p . . .

O_p O_p^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p −^{ν2(d2)}_{d32} (β_2 + d_2I_p) . . .

O_p O_p O_p^{ν(d2 )}_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p . . .

O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. (6.19)

Proposition 6.8. Let J_{X,β} be a minimal Jacobi operator associated in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) with the matrix (6.19). If the sequence β := {β_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ) satisfy condition (5.21). Then the deficiency indices of the matrix J_{X,β} are maximal, i.e. n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 6.1 and is based on the fact that the operator J_{X,β} is unitary equivalent to the boundary operator B_{X,β} of GS-realisation D_{X,β} in an appropriate boundary triplet. Note that B_{X,β} differs from J_{X,β} by the signs of certain offdiagonal entries in just the same way as the matrix B_{X,α} (A.9) differs from the matrix J_{X,α} (6.3) (see [17, Proposition 5.35] for p = 1 and [14, Proposition 5.1] for p > 1).

Theorem 6.9. Let ^J_{X,β} be the matrix of the form (6.18) and the sequence β := {β_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ) satisfy condition (5.21). Assume also that for some N ∈ N_0 the following conditions hold:

(i) sup_{n≥N} ‖B^′_n‖_C p×p = a_N < 1; (6.20)

(ii) sup_{j≥0} 1 d_{j+1} ‖ ‖B^′_{2j} − B^′_{2j−1} ‖ ‖_{C p×p} = C^′_B < ∞, (6.21)

sup_{j≥0} 1 (d_{j+1}d_{j+2})^{1/2} ‖ B^′_{2j+1} − B^′_{2j} ‖ C^{p×p} = C ′′ B < ∞; (6.22) (iii) sup_{j≥0} ‖ ‖A^′_{2j} ‖ ‖_{C p×p} = C^′_A < ∞, (6.23)

sup_{j≥0} 1 d_{j+1} ‖ A^′_{2j+1} − (β_{j+1} + d_{j+1}I_p)B^′_{2j} ‖ C^{p×p} = C ′′ A < ∞. (6.24)

Then the deficiency indices of the minimal Jacobi operator ^J_{X,β} are maximal, i.e. n_±(^J_{X,β} ) = p. Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.3.

Next we simplified the matrix J_{X,β} of form (6.19) by considering the following Jacobi matrix

J^′_{X,β} =

O_p^c_{d1} I_p O_p O_p . . . c d_1 Ip − c^2 d_1 (β1 + d1Ip) c (d_1 d_2)^{1/2} Ip O p . . .

O_p^c_{(d1d2)1/2} I_p O_p^c_{d2} I_p . . . O_p O_p^c_{d2} I_p −^{c2}_{d2} (β_2 + d_2I_p) . . . O_p O_p O_p^c_{(d2d3)1/2} I_p . . . O_p O_p O_p O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. (6.25)

It is obtained from (6.19) by replacing ν(d_n) by cd_n. Our next statement is a counterpart of Proposition 6.4.

Proposition 6.10. Let the Jacobi matrices J_{X,β} and J^′_{X,β} be of the form (6.19) and (6.25), respectively. Assume that lim_{n→∞}^{d2n−1}_{dn} = 0. Then n_±(J_{X,β} ) = n_±(J^′_{X,β}).

In particular, if the sequence β := {β_n}^∞_1 (⊂ C^{p×p} ) satisfy condition (5.21), then n_±(J^′_{X,β}) = p.

Proof. Let us check the conditions of Theorem 4.1 for the pair {J_{X,β} , J^′_{X,β}}. Now, the entries ^A_n and A_n of the matrices J_{X,β} and J^′_{X,β} , respectively, are given by ^A_n = { O_p , n = 2j, −^{ν2(dj+1)} d^3_{j+1} (βj+1 + dj+1Ip)Ip, n = 2j + 1, (6.26)

A_n = { O_p , n = 2j, −^{c2}_{dj+1} (β_{j+1} + d_{j+1}I_p), n = 2j + 1, (6.27)

while ^B_n and B_n are given by (6.13).

Conditions (4.2) and (4.3) can be checked in just the same way as in Proposition 6.4. Let us check condition (4.4). In the case n = 2j it is obviously satisfied because ^A_{2j} = A_{2j} = O_p . Consider the case n = 2j + 1. Since lim_{j→∞} d_{j+1} = 0 and lim_{j→∞}^{d2j+1}_{dj+2} = 0, for any ε > 0 we can find

N = N(ε), such that c^2d^2_{j+1} < ε and^{d2j+1}_{dj+2} < ε for all j ≥ N. Thus, for any f ∈ l^2_0(N; C^p ) with f_{2j+1} = 0 for j < N, we obtain ∑ j≥N ‖( ^A_{2j+1} − ^B_{2j}B^{−1}_{2j} A_{2j+1})f_{2j+1}‖^2_C p ≤ ∑ j≥N

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ − c^2 d_{j+1} (β_{j+1} + d_{j+1}I_p) · 1 − √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+1}

1 + c^2d^2_{j+1} f_{2j+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C^p

= ∑ j≥N

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( (J^′_{X,β}f)_{2j+1} − ( f_{2j} d_{j+1} + f_{2j+2} d^{1/2}_{j+1}d^{1/2}_{j+2} )) c3d2_{j+1} (1 + c^2d^2_{j+1}) ( 1 + √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+1} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C^p (6.28)

≤ ∑ j≥N ‖ ‖c^2d^2_{j+1}(J^′_{X,β} f)_{2j+1} ‖ ‖^2_{C p} + c^6 ∑ j≥N ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d_{j+1}f_{2j} + d^{1/2}_{j+1} · d_{j+1} d^{1/2}_{j+2} f_{2j+2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C^p ≤ ε^2 ‖ ‖J^′_{X,β}f ‖ ‖^2_{l2} + 4C_1‖f‖^2_{l2} ,

where C_1 = max{c^4ε, c^5ε^{3/2}}. Thus condition (4.4) is verified.

Applying Theorem 4.1, we conclude that n_±(J_{X,β}) = n_±(J^′_{X,β}). The second statement is immediate from Proposition 6.8.

Remark 6.11. Note, that if β = O_p . Then Corollaries 6.2 and 6.5 remain true for Jacobi matrices J_{X,α} and J^′_{X,α} replaced by J_{X,β} and J^′_{X,β}, respectively.

6.3 Relations to the moment problem

Here we demonstrate the role of block Jacobi matrices with maximal deficiency indices in matrix moment problem. Following M. Krein [43, 44] one associates to the matrix J (2.1) a difference matrix expression

(LV )_n = B^∗_{n−1}V_{n−1} + B_nV_{n+1} + A_nV_n, V_0 = I_p, V_{−1} = O_p , V_n ∈ C^{p×p} , n ∈ N_0 . (6.29)

It is known (see [43, 44, 6]), that the solution to the Cauchy problem (LV )_n = zV_n subject to the initial condition (6.29) is a sequence of matrix polynomials {P_n(z)}^∞_0 . Subsequently one finds

P_0(z) = I, P_1(z) = B^{−1}_0 (zI− A_0), P_2(z) = B^{−1}_1 ((zI− A_1)P_1(z)B_0), . . . . (6.30)

M. Krein [43] (see also [6]) showed, that for all z ∈ C_± there is a matrix limit

H(z) = lim_{k→∞} (_k ∑ n=0 P^∗_n (z)P_n(z) )_{−1} and rank(H(z)) = n_±(J). (6.31)

He also established that certain matrix moment problem is associated to every Jacobi matrix J and this problem has a unique (normalized in a sense) solution if n_−(J) · n_+(J) = 0. Moreover, this case is known as a definite case of the matrix moment problem. If n_±(J) = p (see [43]), then the series ∞∑ n=0 P^∗_n (z)P_n(z) =: H^{−1}(z), z ∈ C , (6.32)

converges uniformly on compact subsets of C . Note, that in this case the defect subspace N_z is:

N_z := ker(J^∗ − zI) = {{P_n(z)h}^∞_0 : h ∈ C^p }.

In this case, it is said that the matrix J (and the corresponding matrix moment problem) is in the completely indeterminant case ([43, 44], [6, Ch. VII, §2]). In this case for each matrix solution Σ to the respective moment problem the series (6.32) defines a reproducing kernel for the subspace of entire matrix functions generated in L^2(R; Σ) by the matrix polynomials {P_n(z)}^∞_0 . In particular, the latter happens under the conditions (5.5) and (5.21) for Jabobi matrices J_{X,α} and J_{X,β}, respectively.

7 Application to Schrödinger and Dirac operators with δ-interactions

7.1 Discrete Schrödinger operators with point interactions Here we apply Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 to describe discrete Schrödinger operators with matrix point interactions associated in L^2(R_+ ; C^p ) with formal differential expressions ℓ_{X,α} := − d^2 dx^2 + ∑ x_n∈X α_nδ(x − x_n). (7.1)

Here δ denotes the Dirac delta-function, X = {x_n}^∞_1 ⊂ I = (0, b), b ≤ ∞, is a strictly increasing sequence with x_0 := 0, x_{n+1} > x_n, x_n → b, and {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} . For rigorous definition of the minimal operator associated to expression (7.1) one introduces first a preminimal operator H^0_{X,α} by setting

H^0_{X,α} := − d^2 dx^2 ⊗ I_p, dom(H^0_{X,α}) = { f ∈ W^{2,2}_{comp}(R_+ \ X; C^p ) :

f^′(0) = 0, f(x_k+) = f(x_k−) f^′(x_k+) − f^′(x_k−) = α_kf(x_k) } . (7.2)

The minimal operator H_{X,α} associated to (7.1) is defined to be the closure of H^0_{X,α} in L^2(R_+ ; C^p ).

It is established in [37, 36] for p = 1, and then in [39] for arbitrary p > 1, that certain spectral properties of the minimal operator H_{X,α}, associated to expression (7.1), are identical to that of the minimal Jacobi operator J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H), associated in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) to the block Jacobi matrix of the form

J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)=

1 r^2_1 ~α1 1 r_1r_2d_2 Ip O p O p O p . . . 1 r_1r_2d_2 Ip 1 r^2 ~α2 1 r_2r_3d_3 Ip O p O p . . . O_p^1_{r2r3d3} I_p^1_{r23} ~α_3^1_{r3r4d4} I_p O_p . . . O_p O_p −^1_{r3r4d4} I_p^1_{r24} ~α_4^1_{r4r5d5} I_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (7.3)

Here d_n := x_n − x_{n−1}, r_n := √ d_n + d_{n+1} and

~α_n := α_n + ( 1 d_n + 1 d_{n+1} ) I_p, n ∈ N. (7.4) In particular, it is proved in [37, 36] (for p = 1) and [39] (for p > 1) (see also Proposition A.2) that:

(a) n_±(H_{X,α}) = n_±(J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)); (7.5)

(b) If J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) = (J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H))^∗ and lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0, then the operators H_{X,α} and J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) are discrete simultaneously.

Now we complete investigation of H_{X,α} from [39] by establishing several its discreteness conditions.

Theorem 7.1. Let H_{X,α} be the minimal operator associated to (7.1) in L^2(R_+ ; C^p ) and let lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0. Let also A := diag {_{~α1} r^2_1 , ~α_2 r^2 , . . . } with ~α_n given by (7.4) and ker A = {0}. Assume also that at least one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(i) lim sup n→∞ r_n k_n ‖ ‖~α_{−1n} ‖ ‖ < 1 2 , k_n := min{r_{n−1}d_n; r_{n+1}d_{n+1}}; (7.6)

(ii) lim sup n→∞ r^s_n ( 1 r^s_{n−1}d^s_n + 1 r^s_{n+1}d^s_{n+1} )‖ ‖~α^{−1}_n ‖ ‖^s < 1 2^{s−1} , s ∈ [1; +∞); (7.7)

(iii) lim sup n→∞ 1 r^s_{n+1} ( r^s_n d^s_{n+1} ‖ ‖~α_{−1n} ‖ ‖^s + r^sn+2 d^s_{n+2} ‖ ‖~α_{−1n+2} ‖ ‖^s ) < 1 2^{s−1} , s ∈ [1; +∞). (7.8)

Then the operator H_{X,α} is selfadjoint and its spectrum is discrete.

In addition, if any of conditions (7.6), (7.7), (7.8) holds with the inequality sign replaced by the equality sign, then H_{X,α} is selfadjoint.

Proof. We prove the result assuming the condition (i). The conditions (ii) and (iii) are treated similarly.

Alongside the operator H_{X,α} consider the block Jacobi matrix J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) given by (7.3). Now

A_n = 1 r^2_n

~α_n and B_n = − 1 r_nr_{n+1}d_{n+1} I_p. Since A = diag {_{~α1} r^2_1 , ~α_2 r^2 , . . . } is discrete, there is N ∈ N such that the matrices ~α_n are invertible for each n ≥ N. It easily follows from (7.6) that

lim sup n→∞ ‖A^{−1}_n · B_n‖ = lim sup_{n→∞} r^2_n · ‖~α^{−1}_n ‖ · 1 r_nr_{n+1}d_{n+1}

= lim sup n→∞ r_n r_{n+1}d_{n+1} · ‖~α^{−1}_n ‖ < 1 2 ; (7.9)

lim sup n→∞ ‖A^{−1}_n · B^∗_{n−1}‖ = lim sup_{n→∞} r^2_n · ‖~α^{−1}_n ‖ · 1 r_{n−1}r_nd_n = lim sup n→∞ r_n r_{n−1}d_n · ‖~α^{−1}_n ‖ < 1 2 . (7.10)

Thus, the matrix J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) meets conditions (3.6) of Theorem 3.2, hence it is selfadjoint and discrete.

Similarly, conditions (7.7), (7.8) imply conditions (3.4), (3.5), respectively, for the matrix J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H). Thus, Theorem 3.2 applies to the matrix J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) in all three cases (7.6)–(7.8) and ensures its selfadjointness and discreteness.

Finally, according to the statements (a) and (b) (see (7.5)) mentioned above the operators H_{X,α} and J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) are selfadjoint and discrete simultaneously.

It is also proved in [37, 36] (for p = 1) and in [39] (for p > 1) that certain spectral properties of the Hamiltonian H_{X,α} are closely related to that of the minimal Jacobi operator J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H), associated in l^2(N_0 ; C^p ) to another block Jacobi matrix of the form

J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) =

O_p^1_{d21} I_p O_p O_p O_p . . . 1 d^2_1 Ip − 1 d^2_1 Ip 1 d^{3/2}_1 d^{1/2}_2

I_p O_p O_p . . .

O_p^1_{d3/21 d1/22} I_p^{α1}_{d2}^1_{d2} I_p O_p . . . O_p O_p^1_{d2} I_p −^1_{d2} I_p^1_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p . . . O_p O_p O_p^1_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p^{α2}_{d3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. (7.11)

In particular, statements (a), (b) (see (7.5)) remain valid with J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) replaced by J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H).

Other conditions for H_{X,α} to be discrete can be extracted from Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 7.2. Let H_{X,α} be the minimal operator associated to (7.1) in L^2(R_+ ; C^p ) and let lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0. Assume also that one of the following conditions hold:

(i) let the diagonal part A^{(1)} := diag {_{~α1} r^2_1 , ~α_2 r^2 , . . . } of the Jacobi matrix J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) be discrete, let ker A^{(1)} = {0}, and let lim sup n→∞ 1 d_{n+1} ‖ ‖|~αn|^{−1/2} · |~αn+1|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖ < 1 2 ; (7.12)

(ii) let the diagonal matrix A^′ := diag {_{α1} d_2 , α_2 d_3 , . . . } (a part of the diagonal A^{(2)} of the matrix J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) (7.11)) be discrete, let ker A^′ = {0}, and let

lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖|α_n|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖ d^{1/2}_n < 1 2 , lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖|α_n|^{−1/2} ‖ ‖ d^{1/2}_{n+1} < 1 2 . (7.13)

Then:

(1) n_+(H_{X,α}) = n_−(H_{X,α}) ≤ p and the spectrum of any selfadjoint extension of H_{X,α} is discrete. In particular, H_{X,α} is discrete provided that it is selfadjoint.

(2) If in addition, {d_n}^∞_1 ∉ l^2(N), then H_{X,α} is selfadjoint and discrete.

Proof. (1.i) To apply Theorem 3.3 to the Jacobi matrix J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) we note that its diagonal part A^{(1)} is discrete and general condition (3.9) turns into condition (7.12). Thus, Theorem 3.3(1) guarantees relations n_+(J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)) = n_−(J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H)) ≤ p and discreteness of any selfadjoint extension of J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H).

(1.ii) Next to apply Theorem 3.3 to the second Jacobi matrix J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) we note first that combining condition lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0 with discreteness property of A^′ yields discreteness of the diagonal part A^{(2)} of

J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H). Besides, now general condition (3.9) turns into the conditions (7.13) for J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) and hence is satisfied. Thus, Theorem 3.3(1) applies and ensures the relations n_+(J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)) = n_−(J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)) ≤ p as well as the discreteness property of each selfadjoint extension of J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H).

Again statements (a) and (b) (see (7.5)) allow one to retranslate just proved properties of the matrices J^{(1)}_{X,α}(H) and J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) into the respective properties of the Schrodinger operator H_{X,α}.

(2) The proof is immediate by combining the statement (1) with Proposition 1.2 (see (1.5)) that ensures selfadjointness of the Hamiltonian H_{X,α}.

In Propositions 7.3 and 7.8 we identify l^∞(N) with its separable subspace c_0(N).

Proposition 7.3. Let H_{X,α} be the minimal operator associated to expression (7.1) in L^2(R_+ ; C^p ). Let also {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^{2q}(N) for q ∈ (^1_2 , ∞], let A^′ := diag {_{α1} d_2 , α_2 d_3 , . . . } , and let conditions (7.13) hold. If, in addition, (A^′)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )), then:

(i) n_+(H_{X,α}) = n_−(H_{X,α}) ≤ p (ii) ( ~H_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(R_+ ; C^p )) for any selfadjoint extension ~H_{X,α} of H_{X,α}. Moreover, if H_{X,α} = H^∗_{X,α}, then (H_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(R_+ ; C^p )).

Proof. For any n ∈ N we set

H_{n,0} := − d^2 dx^2 ↾ dom(H_{n,0}), dom(H_{n,0}) = {f ∈ W^{2,2}[x_{n−1}, x_n] : f(x_{n−1}+) = f^′(x_n−) = 0}.

Clearly, H_{n,0} = H^∗_{n,0}. Let Π_H = {H, Γ_{0,H}, Γ_{1,H}} be the boundary triplet for H^∗_X defined in Theorem A.6, and let H_0 := H^∗_X ↾ ker Γ_{0,H} = H^∗_0 (see Theorem A.6 and eq. (A.14)). It is easily seen that H_0 = ⨁ n∈N H_{n,0} and its spectrum is σ(H_0) = ⋃ n∈N σ(H_{n,0}) = ⋃ n∈N { π^2(2k + 1)^2

4d^2_n } k∈N_0 . (7.14)

Moreover, σ(H_0) is of constant multiplicity p. Since {d_n}^∞_1 ∈ c_0(N), formula (7.14) implies 0 /∈ σ(H_0). It follows from (7.14) that for any q >^1_2 the following equivalence holds

{d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^{2q}(N) ⇐⇒ H^{−1}_0 ∈ S_q(L^2(R_+ ; C^p )). (7.15)

Further, combining condition {d^2_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^q(N) with (A^′)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) yields ( A^{(2)} )_{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

In turn, combining this inclusion with conditions (7.13) and applying Theorem 3.3 to the Jacobi operator J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) ensures that n_+(J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)) = n_−(J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)) ≤ p and for any selfadjoint extension ~J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) of J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) the inclusion holds (~ J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) − iI )_{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

On the other hand, in accordance with Proposition A.7 the minimal Jacobi operator J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) given by (7.11) is unitarily equivalent to the boundary operator B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) of the realization H_{X,α} in the boundary triplet Π_H. Hence, n_±(H_{X,α}) = n_±(B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)) = n_±(J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)). Therefore there is a bijective correspondence between selfadjoint extensions ~H_{X,α} = ~H^∗_{X,α} of H_{X,α} and selfadjoint extensions ~B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) = ( ~B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H))^∗ of B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H). The latter is given by

~H_{X,α} = H^∗_X ↾ dom( ~H_{X,α}), dom( ~H_{X,α}) = {f ∈ dom(H^∗_{X,α}) : Γ_{1,H}f = ~B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)Γ_{0,H}f},

i.e. ~B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) is a boundary operator of the realization ~H_{X,α} in the boundary triplet Π_H.

Since the boundary operator ~B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) is unitarily equivalent to the operator ~J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H), the inclusion ( ~ B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) − iI )_{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) holds alongside the inclusion (~ J^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) − iI )_{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

Further, in accordance with Proposition A.3 the following equivalence holds

( ~H_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} − (H_0 − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(R_+ ; C^p )) ⇐⇒ ( ~B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). (7.16)

Combining this equivalence with (7.15) implies ( ~H_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(R_+ ; C^p )).

The second statement is immediate from the first one.

Remark 7.4. (i) Let {μ_{n,j}}^p_{j=1} = σ(α^{−1}_n ) be the spectrum of α^{−1}_n , n ∈ N. Then condition (A^′)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) turns into the condition {|μ_{n,j}|d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^q(N) for each j ∈ {1, . . . , p}.

(ii) Using the Weyl asymptotic instead of explicit description of the spectrum (7.14) one can extend Proposition 7.3 to the case of Schrödinger operators ℓ_{X,α} + Q with Q ∈ L^1_{loc}(R_+ ; C^{p×p} ).

Remark 7.5. (i) In [10] selfadjointness (but not discreteness) under condition (7.8) (with s = 2) was obtained by another method (see discussion in Remark 2.5 (ii)).

(ii) The condition {d_n}^∞_1 ∉ l^2(N) as a test for the Hamiltonian H_{X,α} to be selfadjoint was first discovered in [36, 37] in the scalar case (p = 1). This result was extended by different methods in [39, 50] to the matrix Hamiltonians H_{X,α} case (p > 1).

(iii) In the scalar case (p = 1) discreteness conditions (7.12) and (7.13) for the Hamiltonian H_{X,α} coincides with that obtained in [36, 37].

(iv) In [36, 37] for p = 1, and in [39, 50] for p > 1 it is shown that conditions

{d_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^2(N) and ∞∑ n=1 d_{n+1}‖~α_n‖ < ∞, (7.17) imply the maximality of deficiency indices: n_±(H_{X,α}) = p. The proof of this result was substantially relied on Berezansky’s result (see [6, Theorem VII.1.1], [1, Ex. I.5]) and its generalization from [41]. The second condition in (7.17) demonstrates sharpness of conditions (7.6) – (7.8), (7.12).

Note also that for p = 1 the existence of realizations H_{X,α} with nontrivial indices n_±(H_{X,α}) = 1 was discovered by Shubin Christ and G. Stolz [57] in the special case d_n =^1_n , α_n = −2n − 1 implying ~α_n = 0.

7.2 Dirac operator Here we present several conditions for GS-realizations D_{X,α} of Dirac operator (see (5.2)) to be discrete.

Theorem 7.6. Assume that |I| = ∞. Let lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0 and let the spectrum of the diagonal matrix A^′ := diag {_{α1} d_2 , α_2 d_3 , . . . } be discrete. Assume also that the following condition holds

lim sup n→∞ ‖|α_n|^{−1/2}‖ < 1 2 √ c . (7.18)

Then the GS-realization D_{X,α} in L^2(I, C^{2p} ) is selfadjoint and its spectrum is discrete.

Proof. By the Carleman test, the Jacobi matrix J_{X,α} given by (6.3) is selfadjoint. Since lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0 and spectrum of the matrix A^′ is discrete, then the diagonal part A of the matrix (6.3) is also discrete.

To apply Theorem 3.3 to the matrix J_{X,α} = J^∗_{X,α} we note that condition (3.9) turns into condition (7.18). Thus, the selfadjoint Jacobi matrix J_{X,α} meets conditions of Theorem 3.3, hence the spectrum of J_{X,α} = J^∗_{X,α} is discrete. By Proposition A.5 (iii), the operator D_{X,α} is selfadjoint and discrete too.

Theorem 7.7. Assume that |I| < ∞. Let lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0 and let the spectrum of the diagonal part A^′ := diag {_{α1} d_2 , α_2 d_3 , . . . } be discrete. If condition (7.18) holds, then n_+(D_{X,α}) = n_−(D_{X,α}) ≤ p and the spectrum of each selfadjoint extension of D_{X,α} is discrete. In particular, if D_{X,α} = D^∗_{X,α}, then its spectrum is discrete.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 7.6 and relies on Theorem 3.3 and Proposition A.5.

Proposition 7.8. Let D_{X,α} be the minimal operator associated to (5.1) in L^2(I; C^{2p} ), |I| < ∞. Let also {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^q(N), q ∈ (1; ∞], and let A^′ := diag {_{α1} d_2 , α_2 d_3 , . . . } . Assume also that (A^′)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

If, in addition, condition (7.18) holds, then the resolvent of any selfadjoint extension ~D_{X,α} of D_{X,α} is of class S_q(L^2(I; C^{2p} )), i.e. ( ~D_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(I; C^{2p} )). If, moreover, D_{X,α} = D^∗_{X,α}, then (D_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(I; C^{2p} )).

Proof. For any n ∈ N define the following selfadjoint extension of the minimal Dirac operator D_n:

D_{n,0} := D ↾ dom(D_{n,0}), dom(D_{n,0}) = {f ∈ W^{1,2}[x_{n−1}, x_n] : f_I (x_{n−1}+) = 0, f_{II} (x_n−) = 0}.

Let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be the boundary triplet for D^∗_X = ⨁ n∈N D^∗_n defined in Theorem A.4, and let D_0 :=

D^∗_X ↾ ker Γ_0 = D^∗_0 (see Theorem A.4 and equation (A.8)). Clearly, D_0 = ⨁ n∈N D_{n,0} and its spectrum is

σ(D_0) = ⋃ n∈N σ(D_{n,0}) = ⋃ n∈N ± √ c^2π^2 4d^2_n

(2k + 1)^2 + ( c^2 2 )_2 k_{∈N} 0 . (7.19)

Moreover, σ(D_0) is of constant multiplicity p. Since {d_n}^∞_1 ∈ c_0(N), formula (7.19) implies 0 /∈ σ(D_0). It follows from (7.19) that for any q > 1 the following equivalence holds

{d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^q(N) ⇐⇒ D^{−1}_0 ∈ S_q(L^2(I; C^{2p} )). (7.20)

Further, combining condition {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^q(N) with (A^′)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )) yields ( A^{(2)} )_{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). In turn, combining this inclusion with (7.18) and applying Theorem 3.3 to the boundary operator B_{X,α} (A.9) in the boundary triplet Π (see Proposition A.5) ensures n_−(B_{X,α}) = n_+(B_{X,α}) ≤ p and for any selfadjoint extension ~B_{X,α} of B_{X,α} the inclusion holds ( ~ B_{X,α} − iI )_{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )).

In accordance with Proposition A.5, n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(B_{X,α}). Therefore there is a bijective correspondence between selfadjoint extensions ~D_{X,α} = ~D^∗_{X,α} of D_{X,α} and selfadjoint extensions ~B_{X,α} = ( ~ B_{X,α} )_∗ of B_{X,α}. The latter is given by

~D_{X,α} = D^∗_X ↾ dom( ~D_{X,α}), dom( ~D_{X,α}) = {f ∈ dom(D^∗_{X,α}) : Γ_1f = ~B_{X,α}Γ_0f},

i.e. ~B_{X,α} is a boundary operator of the realization ~D_{X,α} in the boundary triplet Π.

On the other hand, in accordance with Proposition A.3 the following equivalence holds

( ~D_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} − (D_0 − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(I; C^{2p} )) ⇐⇒ ( ~B_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(l^2(N_0 ; C^p )). (7.21)

Combining this equivalence with (7.20) gives ( ~D_{X,α} − iI)^{−1} ∈ S_q(L^2(I; C^{2p} )).

The second statement is immediate from the first one.

Proposition 6.1 allows one to construct a symmetric but not selfadjoint Jacobi operator J_{X,α} satisfying at the same time condition (3.19).

Proposition 7.9. Let J_{X,α} be the minimal Jacobi operator associated with the matrix (6.3), and let

d_n =

C_1 (1 + r)^{2(n−1)}n^2 and α_n = rcI_p with r > 4. (7.22)

Then n_±(J_{X,α}) = p and each selfadjoint extension is discrete. At the same time condition (7.18) is satisfied.

Proof. It is easily seen that^∞ ∑ n=1 d_n < ∞. The sequences d_n and α_n meet conditions (5.5) of Theorem 5.2.

Indeed,_∞ ∑ n=2 d_n n−1∏ k=1 ( 1 + 1 c ‖α_k‖_C p×p )_2 ≤ C_1 ∞∑ n=2 1 (1 + r)^{2(n−1)}n^2

(1 + r)^{2(n−1)} < +∞. (7.23)

Thus, by Proposition 6.1, n_±(J_{X,α}) = p.

At the same time, conditions (3.9) (for p > 1) and (3.19) (for p = 1) turn into condition (7.18) and are obviously satisfied.

Remark 7.10. Proposition 7.9 demonstrates that conditions (3.7) – (3.9) of Theorem 3.3 do not ensure selfadjointness of Jacobi matrix J_{X,α} even in the scalar case (p = 1).

8 Jacobi matrices with intermediate deficiency indices

Here we complete Theorem 7.7 by constructing selfadjoint Jacobi matrix J_{X,^α} of the form (6.3) with discrete spectrum.

Theorem 8.1. Let ^α_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p}) = ^α^∗_n be diagonal matrices, n ∈ N, and let J_{X,^α} be a minimal Jacobi operator associated with a matrix (6.3) with entries ^α_n instead of α_n. Let also |α_{n,1}| ≤ |α_{n,2}| ≤ . . . ≤ |α_{n,p}|, and {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N). (8.1)

(i) If following condition holds ∑ n∈N √ d_nd_{n+1} |α_{n,1}| = +∞, (8.2)

then the operator J_{X,^α} is selfadjoint, J_{X,^α} = J^∗_{X,^α}.

(ii) Assume in addition that the following conditions hold lim_{n→∞} |α_{n,1}| d_{n+1} = ∞, lim_{n→∞} c α_{n,1} > − 1 4 . (8.3)

Then the spectrum of Jacobi operator J_{X,^α} = J^∗_{X,^α} is discrete.

Proof. (i) First we prove selfadjointness of the operator J_{X,^α}. Since the matrices ^α_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p}) are diagonal for each n ∈ N, the operator J_{X,^α} splits into the direct sum of p scalar Jacobi operators J_{X,~αj} , where ~α_j = {α_{n,j} }^∞_{n=1} ⊂ R, j ∈ {1, . . . , p}. By the Dennis-Wall test (see [1], Problem 2, p.25), J_{X,~αj} is self-adjoint whenever ∞∑ n=1 d^{3/2}_{n+1} ν(d_{n+1}) ( d^{3/2}_n |α_{n,j} | ν(d_n) + d^{1/2}_{n+2} ) = +∞ , j ∈ {1, . . . , p}. (8.4)

Since ν(d_n) =^{cdn}√_{1+c2d2n} ∼ c d_n as n → ∞, one gets^{d3/2n}_{ν(dn)} ∼ c^{−1} d^{1/2}_n as n → ∞. Taking these relations into account and noting that 2 ∑ n∈N √ d_{n+1} √ d_{n+2} ≤ ∑ n∈N (d_{n+1} + d_{n+2}) < +∞,

one concludes that the series (8.2) and (8.4) diverge only simultaneously. Thus series (8.4) diverges and the operator J_{X,^α} is selfadjoint, i.e. n_±(J_{X,^α}) = 0.

(ii) Since the operator J_{X,^α} is selfadjoint, then according to [18, Theorem 8] (see Remark 3.6) conditions (8.3) guarantee the discreteness of the spectrum of J_{X,^α}.

Corollary 8.2. Let {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N) and let J_{X,α} be the Jacobi matrix of form (6.3). Assume that α := {α_n}^∞_1 ⊂ C^{p×p} , where α_n = ^α_n + ~α_n = α^∗_n and matrices ^α_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p}) = ^α^∗_n are diagonal. If the condition (8.2) holds and

‖~α_n‖_C p×p = O(d_{n+1}) for n → ∞, (8.5)

then the (minimal) Jacobi operator J_{X,α} is selfadjoint, J_{X,α} = J^∗_{X,α}.

Next we construct Jacobi matrices J_{X,α} with intermediate deficiency indices 0 < n_±(J_{X,α}) = p_1 < p. Let p = p_1 + p_2, where p_1, p_2 ∈ N. To this end consider block–matrix representation of α_n ∈ C^{p×p} with respect to the orthogonal decomposition C^p = C^{p1} ⊕ C^{p2} :

α_n = ( α^{11}_n α^{12}_n α^{21}_n α^{22}_n ) = α^∗_n ∈ C^{p×p} , α^{ij}_n ∈ C^{pi ×pj} , i, j ∈ {1, 2}. (8.6) Corollary 8.3. Let {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N) and let J_{X,α} be the Jacobi matrix of the form (6.3) with α = {α_n}^∞_1 and α_n admitting representations (8.6). Assume in addition that:

(i) the matrices α^{11}_n , n ∈ N satisfy condition (5.5) with p replaced by p_1;

(ii) ‖α^{12}_n ‖_C p_1 ×p_2 = O(d_{n+1}), as n → ∞;

(iii) the matrices α^{22}_n = ^α^{22}_n + ~α^{22}_n , where ^α^{22}_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p2} ) satisfy condition (8.2) and ~α^{22}_n satisfy condition (8.5) with p replaced by p_2.

Then n_±(J_{X,α}) = p_1.

Proof. It follows from conditions (ii) and (iii) that J_{X,α} is a bounded perturbation of the matrix J_{X,^α} with ^α_n = {^α_n}^∞_1 , where ^α_n = α^{11}_n ⊕ ^α^{22}_n , and α^{11} = {α^{11}_n }^∞_1 , ^α^{22} = {^α^{22}_n }^∞_1 . Hence n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,^α}).

Note that the decomposition C^p = C^{p1} ⊕ C^{p2} yields representation of the operator J_{X,^α} as J_{X,^α} = J_{X,α}11 ⊕ J_{X,^α}22 . Therefore,

n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,^α}) = n_±(J_{X,α}11 ) + n_±(J_{X,^α}22 ) = p_1 + 0 = p_1.

We have used here that in accordance with Corollary 8.2, n_±(J_{X,^α}22 ) = 0.

We give a special case of the Corollary 8.3 with diagonal block–matrix sequence α_n := {α_n}^∞_1

α_n = α^∗_n = ( α^{11}_n O_{p1 ×p2} O_{p2 ×p1} α^{22}_n ) ∈ C^{p×p} , α^{ij}_n ∈ C^{pi ×pj} , i, j ∈ {1, 2}. (8.7) Corollary 8.4. Let {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N) and let J_{X,α} be the Jacobi matrix of the form (6.3) with α = {α_n}^∞_1 and α_n admitting representations (8.7). Assume in addition that:

(i) the matrices α^{11}_n , n ∈ N satisfy condition (5.5) with p replaced by p_1;

(ii) the diagonal matrices α^{22}_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p2} ) satisfy condition (8.2) with p replaced by p_2. Then n_±(J_{X,α}) = p_1.

Proof. Proof follows from Corollary 8.3.

Corollary 8.5. Let ^α_n be diagonal matrices, ^α_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p}) = ^α^∗_n, n ∈ N, and let ^J_{X,^α} be the Jacobi matrix given by (6.1) with entries ^α_n instead of α_n. Let also |α_{n,1}| ≤ |α_{n,2}| ≤ . . . ≤ |α_{n,p}|. Assume also that |α_{n,1}| ≤ |α_{n,2}| ≤ . . . ≤ |α_{n,p}| and {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N). (i) If conditions (6.4)–(6.7), (8.2) are satisfied then the minimal Jacobi operator ^J_{X,^α} is selfadjoint, ^J_{X,^α} = ^J∗_{X,^α}. (ii) If an addition conditions (8.3) hold then the spectrum of Jacobi operator ^J_{X,^α} is discrete.

Proof. (i) Considering the operator ^J_{X,^α} as a perturbation of J_{X,^α} and following reasoning of the proof of Theorem 6.3 we conclude that conditions (6.4)–(6.7) imply conditions (4.2), (4.3), (4.9) of Corollary 4.2. Therefore combining Theorem 8.1 (i) with the conclusion of Corollary 4.2 yields n_±(^J_{X,^α}) = n_±(J_{X,^α}) = 0, i.e. ^J_{X,^α} = ^J^∗_{X,^α}.

(ii) It follows from Theorems 4.1 (b) and 8.1 (ii), that the Jacobi operator ^J_{X,^α} has a discrete spectrum.

Corollary 8.6. Let D_{X,^α} be the minimal operator generated in L^2(I; C^p ) by expression (5.1) on the domain (5.2) with ^α_n = diag(α_{n,1}, α_{n,2}, . . . , α_{n,p}) = ^α^∗_n, |α_{n,1}| ≤ |α_{n,2}| ≤ . . . ≤ |α_{n,p}|. Let also |I| < ∞ and lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0. If conditions (8.2) and (8.3) hold, then the operator D_{X,^α} is selfadjoint and discrete.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 8.1 and Proposition A.5 (iii).

For a Jacobi matrix J_{X,β} of the form (6.19) β = {β_n}^∞_1 similar results on selfadjointness and deficiency indices are valid. We present only the results on selfadjointness.

Theorem 8.7. Let {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N) and let J_{X, ^β} be the Jacobi matrix given by (6.19) with entries ^β = {^β_n}∞_1 instead of β. Here ^β_n = diag(β_{n,1}, β_{n,2}, . . . , β_{n,p}) = ^β∗_n are diagonal matrices, and |β_{n,1}| ≤ |β_{n,2}| ≤ . . . ≤ |β_{n,p}|, n ∈ N. If ∑ n∈N √ d_nd_{n+1} |β_{n,1}| = +∞, (8.8)

then the minimal Jacobi operator J_{X, ^β} is selfadjoint, J_{X, ^β} = J^∗_{X, ^β}.

Corollary 8.8. Let {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N), β_n = ^β_n + ~β_n = β^∗_n and for ^β = {^β_n}^∞_1 all conditions of Theorem 8.7 are satisfied. If in addition ‖~β_n‖_C p×p = O(d_n) for n → ∞, (8.9) then the Jacobi operator J_{X,β} is selfadjoint, i.e. J_{X,β} = J^∗_{X,β}.

9 Comparison with known results

9.1 Comparison with the results of Kostyuchenko – Mirzoev and Berezanskii

Consider infinite block Jacobi matrix

J = A_0 B_0 O_p O_p O_p . . . B^∗_0 A_1 B_1 O_p O_p . . . O_p B^∗_1 A_2 B_2 O_p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

, (9.1)

where A_n, B_n ∈ C^{p×p} , A_n = A^∗_n and det B_n ≠ 0, n ∈ N_0 .

As we have already mentioned in the Introduction other conditions for Jacobi matrices to have maximal deficiency indices were obtained also in [42]. Here we compare Theorems 6.3, 6.9 with results from [42].

Following [42], we introduce the matrices C_n assuming C_0 := B^∗_1^{−1}, C_1 := I_p, and

C_n = { (−1)^j B^{−1}_{2j−1}B^∗_{2j} . . . B^∗_2B^{−1}_1 , if n = 2j, (−1)^j B^{−1}_{2j} B^∗_{2j−1} . . . B^{−1}_2 B^∗_1, if n = 2j + 1, j ∈ N.

(9.2)

Theorem 9.1 ([42]). Let the sequence {C_n}^∞_0 be given by the equalities (9.2). If the conditions +∞∑ n=1 ‖C_n‖^2 < +∞, (9.3) +∞∑ n=1 ‖C^∗_nA_nC_n‖ < +∞ (9.4)

hold, then J of the form (9.1) is in completely indeterminate case, i.e. n_±(J) = p.

This result was applied to the Schrödinger operator with δ–interactions on the semiaxis ( ∑ n∈N d_n = ∞)

in [37] (scalar case, p = 1) and in [39, 50] (matrix case, p > 1).

First we show that matrices J_{X,α} never satisfy conditions of Theorem 9.1 for any α.

Proposition 9.2. Let J_{X,α} be the Jacobi matrix of form (6.3) and let C_n be the matrices of the form (9.2) constructed from the entries of J_{X,α}. Then the series (9.4) diverges, hence J_{X,α} does not meet conditions of Theorem 9.1.

Proof. In our case the entries B_n and A_n are

B_n =

ν(d_{j+1}) d^2_{j+1} Ip, n = 2j, ν(d_{j+1}) d^{3/2}_{j+1}d^{1/2}_{j+2}

I_p, n = 2j + 1,

A_n = {_{αj} d_{j+1} , n = 2j, −^{ν(dj+1)}_{d2j+1} I_p, n = 2j + 1.

(9.5)

In accordance with (9.2) and (9.5) we derive for n = 2j + 1

C_{2j+1} = (−1)^j B^{−1}_{2j} B_{2j−1} . . . B^{−1}_4 B_3B^{−1}_2 B_1

= (−1)^j d^2_{j+1} ν(d_{j+1}) · ν(d_j ) d^{3/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1} · d^2_j ν(d_j ) · ν(d_{j−1}) d^{3/2}_{j−1}d^{1/2}_j · . . . · (9.6)

· d^2_3 ν(d_3) · ν(d_2) d^{3/2}_2 d^{1/2}_3 · d^2 ν(d_2) · ν(d_1) d^{3/2}_1 d^{1/2}_2

I_p = (−1)^j ν(d_1)d^{3/2}_{j+1} ν(d_{j+1})d^{3/2}_1 I_p. Let us check that (9.4) is violated for the matrix J_{X,α}. Combining (9.5) with (9.6) for n = 2j + 1, j ∈ N, we obtain +∞∑ j=1 ‖C^∗_{2j+1}A_{2j+1}C_{2j+1}‖ = +∞∑ j=1 ‖C_{2j+1}‖^2 · ‖A_{2j+1}‖ = +∞∑ j=1 ν^2(d_1)d^3_{j+1} ν^2(d_{j+1})d^3_1 · ν(d_{j+1}) d^2_{j+1}

= ν^2(d_1)

d^3_1 +∞∑ j=1 d_{j+1} ν(d_{j+1}) = ν^2(d_1)

d^3_1 +∞∑ j=1 d_{j+1} √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+1} cd_{j+1} = ν^2(d_1) cd^3_1 +∞∑ j=1 √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+1} = +∞. (9.7)

Thus the series (9.4) diverges.

It follows from (9.2) and (9.5) that for n = 2j

C_{2j} = (−1)^j B^{−1}_{2j−1}B_{2j−2} . . . B_4B^{−1}_3 B_2B^{−1}_1

= (−1)^j d^{3/2}_j d^{1/2}_{j+1} ν(d_j ) · ν(d_j) d^2_j · d^{3/2}_{j−1}d^{1/2}_j ν(d_{j−1}) · ν(d_{j−1}) d^2_{j−1} · . . . ·

· ν(d_3) d^2_3 · d^{3/2}_2 d^{1/2}_3 ν(d_2) · ν(d_2) d^2 · d^{3/2}_1 d^{1/2}_2 ν(d_1)

I_p = (−1)^j d^{1/2}_{j+1}d^{3/2}_1 ν(d_1)

I_p. (9.8)

Combining (9.5) with (9.8) for n = 2j, j ∈ N, we obtain +∞∑ j=1 ‖C^∗_{2j} A_{2j} C_{2j}‖ = +∞∑ j=1 d_{j+1}d^3_1 ν^2(d_1) · ‖α_j ‖_C p×p d_{j+1} = d^3_1 ν^2(d_1) +∞∑ j=1 ‖α_j ‖_C p×p .

Thus the series (9.4) for n = 2j converges if and only if {α_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ).

Combining this statement with condition (9.7), we conclude that series (9.4) always diverges.

Remark 9.3. Clearly Proposition 9.2 is of interest only in the case {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N). Indeed, if^{+∞} ∑ n=1 d_n =

∞, then the Carleman test (1.2) implies n_±(J_{X,α}) = 0.

Next we describe the area of applicability of Theorem 9.1 to matrices J_{X,β}.

Proposition 9.4. Let {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N). Let J_{X,β} be the Jacobi matrix of form (6.19) and let C_n be the matrices of the form (9.2) constructed from the entries of J_{X,β}. Then the series (9.4) converges if and only if {β_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ).

Proof. In our case the entries B_n and A_n are

B_n =

ν(d_{j+1}) d^2_{j+1} Ip, n = 2j, ν(d_{j+1}) d^{3/2}_{j+1}d^{1/2}_{j+2}

I_p, n = 2j + 1,

A_n = { O_p , n = 2j, −^{ν2(dj+1)} d^3_{j+1} (βj+1 + dj+1Ip), n = 2j + 1.

(9.9)

For the case n = 2j entries A_n = O_p , hence the convergence of series (9.4) is obvious. In accordance with (9.2), (9.6) and (9.9) we derive for n = 2j + 1

C_n = (−1)^{j ν(d1)d} 3/2 j+1 ν(d_{j+1})d^{3/2}_1

I_p. (9.10)

Combining (9.9) with (9.10) for n = 2j + 1, j ∈ N, we obtain +∞∑ j=1 ‖C^∗_{2j+1}A_{2j+1}C_{2j+1}‖ =^{+∞} ∑ j=1 ‖C_{2j+1}‖^2 · ‖A_{2j+1}‖ =^{+∞} ∑ j=1 ν^2(d_1 )d^3_{j+1} ν^2(d_{j+1} )d^3_1 · ν^2(d_{j+1} ) d^3_{j+1} ‖βj+1 + dj+1Ip‖C^{p×p} =^{ν2(d1 )}_{d31}^{+∞} ∑ j=1 ‖β_{j+1} + d_{j+1}I_p‖_C p×p . (9.11)

It suffices to consider the case ‖β_j ‖_C p×p > d_j for all j ∈ N. Indeed, for those indices j_k, for which ‖β_{jk} ‖_C p×p < d_{jk} , he corresponding part of the series (9.11) converges. We have,

ν^2(d_1) d^3_1 +∞∑ j=1 (‖β_{j+1}‖_C p×p − d_{j+1}) ≤ +∞∑ j=1 ‖C^∗_{2j+1}A_{2j+1}C_{2j+1}‖ ≤ ν^2(d_1) d^3_1 +∞∑ j=1 (‖β_{j+1}‖_C p×p + d_{j+1}). (9.12)

Since {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N), then due to bilateral assessment (9.12), series (9.4) converges if and only if {β_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ).

Remark 9.5. Proposition 9.4 shows that conditions of Theorem 9.1 in comparison with the conditions of Theorem 5.7 are too restrictive to be applied to Jacobi matrices J_{X,β} satisfying condition (5.21). The conditions of Proposition 9.4 coincide with that of Corollary 5.9. However, the conditions of Corollary 5.11, hence the conditions of Theorem 5.7 are substantially weaker than the conditions of Proposition 9.4. To demonstrate this fact let us consider the following simple examples:

(i) Let d_n = 2^{−n2} and ‖β_n‖_C p×p = 1. Clearly, conditions of Corollary 5.11 (i) are satisfied and n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p. At the same time, {β_n}^∞_1 /∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ), and conditions of Corollary 5.9 (Proposition 9.4) are violated.

(ii) Let d_n = 2^{−n} and ‖β_n‖_C p×p = 2^{−1}c( √ 2 − 1). Then the matrix J_{X,β} meets conditions of Corollary 5.11 (ii) with d = 2, hence n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p. At the same time, {β_n}^∞_1 /∈ l^1(N; C^{p×p} ), and conditions of Corollary 5.9 (Proposition 9.4) are violated.

Thus, Corollary 5.11 ensures equalities n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p for both matrices J_{X,β} described above while these matrices do not meet conditions of Theorem 9.1. However even if Theorem 9.1 ensures equalities n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p, it does not ensure relations n_±(^J_{X,β} ) = p, even if conditions of Theorem 4.1 hold, i.e. conditions of Theorem 9.1 are not invariant under the mapping J_{X,β} → ^J_{X,β}.

The following result demonstrating the sharpness of the Carleman condition (1.2) was obtained by Berezansky [6, Theorem VII.1.5] in the scalar case (p = 1) and was extended to the matrix case (p > 1) by Kostychenko and Mirzoev [41].

Theorem 9.6 ([41]). Let J be the block Jacobi matrix (9.1). Assume that ‖A_n‖ ≤ C and the following inequalities hold ‖B_{n−1}‖ · ‖B_{n+1}‖ ≤ ‖B^{−1}_n ‖^{−2}. (9.13) Then Jacobi matrix J has maximal deficiency indices, n_±(J) = p provided that Carleman condition (1.2) is violated, i.e. ∑_∞ n=1 ‖B_n‖^{−1} < +∞. Next we compare our results with Theorem 9.6.

Proposition 9.7. Let J_{X,α} and J_{X,β} be block Jacobi matrices satisfying conditions of Propositions 6.1 and 6.8, respectively. Assume also that β_n = −d_n, i.e. J_{X,β} has zero diagonal. Then n_±(J_{X,α}) = n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p while the matrices J_{X,α} and J_{X,β} never meet conditions of Theorem 9.6.

Proof. (i) Jacobi matrix J_{X,α} (6.3) never meets conditions of Theorem 9.6 because the sequence of its diagonal entries A_n (see (9.5)) is unbounded.

(ii) Let β_n = −d_n, i.e. the diagonal of J_{X,β} (6.19) is zero. It follows from (5.21) that {d_n}^∞_{n=1} ∈ l^1(N). Berezanskii’s condition (9.13) for J_{X,β} with c > 0 and n = 2j + 1 takes the form

ν(d_{j+2}) d_{j+2} ≤ ν(d_{j+1}) d_{j+1} ⇒ 1 √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+2} ≤ 1 √ 1 + c^2d^2_{j+1} , j ∈ N_0 ,

and means that the sequence {d_n}_{n∈N} monotonically increases. However, the latter contradicts the condition {d_n}_{n∈N} ∈ l^1(N).

9.2 Comparison with Dyukarev’s results

Here we show that one of the main results of Dyukarev [25, Theorem 2] can easily be extracted from our Proposition 6.10. To this end we compare his Jacobi matrix J_{Dyuk} with the matrix J^′_{X,β} of form (6.25) for a special choice of matrix entries.

Theorem 9.8 ([25], Theorem 2). Let integers p ≥ 1 and p_1 ≥ 0 satisfy the condition 0 ≤ p_1 ≤ p and the diagonal entries of the matrices ~B_n and R_n be defined by the formulae

~B_n = diag 1 n + 1 , . . . , 1 n + 1

p_1 , 1, . . . , 1 p−p_1 , n ≥ 0, (9.14)

R_0 = I_p, R_n = √ I_p + ~B^2_{n−1}, n ≥ 1. (9.15)

Further, suppose that the blocks A_n and B_n of the Jacobi matrix J_{Dyuk} (1.1) have the form

A_n = O_p , n ≥ 0, B_0 = ~B_0, B_n = ~B^{−1}_{n−1}R_n ~B^{−1}_n , n ≥ 1. (9.16)

Then n_±(J_{Dyuk}) = p_1.

Proof. Below we deduce Theorem 9.8 from our Proposition 6.10.

It is easily seen from (9.14)–(9.16) that entries of J_{Dyuk} allow representation

A_{n,Dyuk} = O_p , n ≥ 0, B_{0,Dyuk} = I_p,

B_{n,Dyuk} = B^′_{n,Dyuk} ⊕ B^{′′}_{n,Dyuk}, n ≥ 1, (9.17)

where B^′_{n,Dyuk} = diag ( (n + 1) √ n^2 + 1, . . . , (n + 1) √ n^2 + 1 ) ∈ C^{p1 ×p1} , n ≥ 1, (9.18)

B^{′′}_{n,Dyuk} = diag (√ 2, . . . , √ 2 ) ∈ C^{(p−p1 )×(p−p1)}, n ≥ 1. (9.19) Let J^′_{Dyuk} be the Jacobi matrix with off-diagonal entries of form (9.18) and let J^{′′}_{Dyuk} be the Jacobi matrix with off-diagonal entries of form (9.19). Thus J_{Dyuk} = J^′_{Dyuk} ⊕ J^{′′}_{Dyuk}.

Alongside with the Jacobi matrix J_{Dyuk} we consider the Jacobi matrix J^′_{X,β} ⊂ C^{p1 ×p1} of form (6.25) with β_n = −d_nI_p and d_n =^c_{(n+1)}^√_{n2+1} , n ≥ 1. Since {β_n}^∞_1 ∈ l^1(N; C^{p1 ×p1} ), Corollary 5.9 ensures that condition (5.21) is satisfied, hence Proposition 6.8 implies maximality indices for the Jacobi matrix J_{X,β} given by (6.19), i.e. n_±(J_{X,β}) = p_1.

On the other hand, lim_{n→∞}^{d2n−1}_{dn} = 0, and the matrix J_{X,β} meets conditions of Proposition 6.10. Therefore combining this proposition with the previous equalities yields

n_±(J^′_{X,β}) = n_±(J_{X,β} ) = p_1. (9.20)

These equalities allow us to compare Dukarev’s matrix J_{Dyuk} with the Jacobi matrix J^′_{X,β} which is simpler than the original matrix J_{X,β}. With the above choice of β_n and d_n the entries of the matrix J^′_{X,β} are given by A_n = O_{p1} , n ≥ 0,

B_n = { (j + 1) √ j^2 + 1 I_{p1}, n = 2j, √ (j + 1)(j + 2)^4 √ (j^2 + 1)((j + 1)^2 + 1) I_{p1}, n = 2j + 1, j ≥ 0. (9.21)

To prove the relations n_±(J^′_{X,β} ) = n_±(J^′_{Dyuk}) = p let us check the conditions of Corollary 4.2 for the pair {J^′_{Dyuk}, J^′_{X,β} } treating the matrix J^′_{Dyuk} of form (9.16) as an unperturbed Jacobi matrix.

For n = 2j condition (4.2) is obvious, because B_n = B^′_{n,Dyuk}. For n = 2j + 1 direct calculation shows that lim_{j→∞} ‖ (B_{2j+1} − B^′_{2j+1,Dyuk})(B^′_{2j+1,Dyuk})^{−1} ‖ C^p1^{×p}1 = 3 4 . (9.22)

Therefore condition (4.2) of Corollary 4.2 is fulfilled with N big enough, i.e. sup_{j≥N} ‖ (B_{2j+1} − B^′_{2j+1,Dyuk})(B^′_{2j+1,Dyuk})^{−1} ‖ C^p1^{×p}1 < 1. (9.23)

Further, for even n = 2j direct calculation yields lim_{j→∞} ‖ B_{2j} − B_{2j−1}(B^′_{2j−1,Dyuk})^{−1}B^′_{2j,Dyuk} ‖ C^p1^{×p}1 = 1, (9.24)

and the pair {J^′_{Dyuk}, J^′_{X,β}} meets the condition (4.3) of Corollary 4.2, i.e.

sup_{j≥0} ‖ ‖B_{2j} − B_{2j−1}(B^′_{2j−1,Dyuk})^{−1}B^′_{2j,Dyuk} ‖ ‖_{C p1 ×p1} < ∞. (9.25)

Similarly, for odd n = 2j + 1 we derive lim_{j→∞} ‖ ‖B_{2j+1} − B_{2j}(B^′_{2j,Dyuk})^{−1}B^′_{2j+1,Dyuk} ‖ ‖_{C p1 ×p1} = 3 2 , (9.26)

and condition (4.3) for n = 2j + 1 is verified too.

Condition (4.9) is obviously satisfied because A_n = A_{n,Dyuk} = O_{p1} . Thus, the pair {J^′_{Dyuk}, J^′_{X,β}} meets all conditions of Corollary 4.2, and hence n_±(J^′_{Dyuk}) = n_±(J^′_{X,β} ). Therefore combining the latter with equality (9.20) yields n_±(J^′_{Dyuk}) = n_±(J^′_{X,β} ) = n_±(J_{X,β}) = p_1.

Finally we apply Carleman test (1.2) to conclude that n_±(J^{′′}_{Dyuk}) = 0 and

n_±(J_{Dyuk}) = n_±(J^′_{Dyuk} ⊕ J^{′′}_{Dyuk}) = n_±(J^′_{Dyuk}) + n_±(J^{′′}_{Dyuk}) = p_1 + 0 = p_1.

This proves the result.

A Appendix

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

Definition A.1 ([20, 21, 22, 31]). A triplet Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} is called a (ordinary) boundary triplet for the adjoint operator A^∗ if H is an auxiliary Hilbert space and Γ_0, Γ_1 : dom(A^∗) → H are linear mappings such that the second abstract Green identity

(A^∗f, g)_H − (f, A^∗g)_H = (Γ_1f, Γ_0g)_H − (Γ_0f, Γ_1g)_H, f, g ∈ dom(A^∗), (A.1)

holds and the mapping Γ := ( Γ_0 Γ_1 ) : dom(A^∗) → H ⊕ H is surjective.

First note that a boundary triplet for A^∗ exists since the deficiency indices of A are assumed to be equal. Noreover, n_±(A) = dim(H) and A = A^∗ ↾ (ker(Γ_0) ∩ ker(Γ_1)) hold. Note also that a boundary triplet for A^∗ is not unique.

A closed extension ~A of A is called proper if A ⊆ ~A ⊆ A^∗. The set of all proper extensions of A is denoted by ExtA.

Proposition A.2 ([20] – [22]). Let A be a symmetric operator in H, and let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be a boundary triplet of the operator A^∗ and B ∈ C(H). Then:

(i) ~A and A_0 := A^∗ ↾ ker Γ_0 are disjoint (i.e. dom ~A ∩ dom A_0 = dom A), if and only if the extension ~A is parameterized in the following way

~A = A^∗ ↾ dom ~A, dom ~A = {f ∈ dom A^∗ : Γ_1f = BΓ_0f}, B ∈ C(H); (A.2)

(ii) operator A_B is symmetric (selfadjoint) if and only if so is B, and n_±(A_B ) = n_±(B); (iii) A_{B1} ⊆ A_{B2} ⇐⇒ B_1 ⊆ B_2;

(iv) if A_0 is discrete, then the operator A_B = A^∗_B is discrete if and only if B = B^∗ is discrete.

In this case, ~A := A_B and the operator B is called the boundary operator of the extension A_B .

Proposition A.3 ([20]). Let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be a boundary triplet for A^∗, B_1, B_2 ∈ C(H) and let S_q, q ∈ (0, ∞], be the Neumann-Schatten ideal. Then the following equivalence holds

(A_{B1} − i)^{−1} − (A_{B2} − i)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H) ⇐⇒ (B_1 − i)^{−1} − (B_2 − i)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H). (A.3)

In particular, (A_{B1} − i)^{−1} − (A_0 − i)^{−1} ∈ S_q(H) ⇐⇒ ( B_1 − i )_{−1} ∈ S_q(H).

2. Dirac operator. Let D_n be the minimal operator generated in L^2([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ) by the differential expression (5.1) D_n = D ↾ dom(D_n), dom(D_n) = W^{1,2}_0 ([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ). (A.4) Its adjoint D^∗_n is given by D^∗_n = D ↾ dom(D^∗_n), dom(D_n) = W^{1,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ).

We define the minimal operator D_X on L^2(I; C^{2p} ) by

D_X := ⨁ n∈N D_n, dom(D_X ) = W^{1,2}_0 (I \ X; C^{2p} ) = ⨁ n∈N W^{1,2}_0 ([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ). (A.5)

where D_n, n ∈ N, is given by (A.4). Its adjoint D^∗_X is given by D^∗_X := ⨁ n∈N D^∗_n, dom(D^∗_X ) = ⨁ n∈N W^{1,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ). (A.6)

The boundary triplet ~Π^{(n)} = { C^{2p} , ~Γ^{(n)}_0 , ~Γ^{(n)}_1 } for the Dirac operator on [x_{n−1}, x_n] is constructed elementarily: ~Γ^{(n)}_0 f := ( f_I (x_{n−1}+) i c f_{II} (x_n−) ) , ~Γ^{(n)}_1 f := ( i c f_{II} (x_{n−1}+) f_I (x_n−) ) . (A.7)

However, the direct sum of boundary triplets, generally, is not a boundary triplet (see examples in [37], [47]).

In papers [17] (scalar case p = 1) and [14, 15] (matrix case p > 1) the boundary triplets for the operator D^∗_X were constructed using the regularization technique developed in [37], [17] and [47]. Theorem A.4 ([14, 17, 15]). Let X = {x_n}^∞_{n=0} ⊂ I = (0, b) and d^∗(X) < +∞. Define the mappings Γ^{(n)}_j : W^{1,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^{2p} ) → C^{2p} , n ∈ N , j ∈ {0, 1} , by setting

Γ^{(n)}_0 f := ( d^{1/2}_n f_I (x_{n−1}+) i c d^{3/2}_n √ 1 +^1_{c2d2n} f_{II} (x_n−) ) ,

Γ^{(n)}_1 f := i c d^{−1/2}_n (f_{II} (x_{n−1}+) − f_{II} (x_n−)) d^{−3/2}_n ( 1 +^1_{c2 d2n} )_{−1/2} (f_I (x_n−) − f_I (x_{n−1}+) − i c d_n f_{II} (x_n−)) . (A.8)

Then:

(i) for any n ∈ N, Π^{(n)} = {C^{2p} , Γ^{(n)}_0 , Γ^{(n)}_1 } is a boundary triplet for D^∗_n;

(ii) the direct sum Π := ⨁_∞ n=1 Π^{(n)} = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} with H = l^2(N; C^{2p} ) and Γ_j = ⨁_∞ n=1 Γ^{(n)}_j , j ∈ {0, 1}, is a boundary triplet for the operator D^∗_X = ⨁_∞ n=1 D^∗_n.

The next sentence explains the appearance of Jacobi matrices B_{X,α} of the form

B_{X,α} =

O_p −^{ν(d1)}_{d21} I_p O_p O_p O_p . . . −^{ν(d1)}_{d21} I_p −^{ν(d1)}_{d21} I_p^{ν(d1)}_{d3/21 d1/22} I_p O_p O_p . . .

O_p^{ν(d1)}_{d3/21 d1/22} I_p^{α1}_{d2} −^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p O_p . . . O_p O_p −^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p −^{ν(d2)}_{d2} I_p^{ν(d2)}_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p . . . O_p O_p O_p^{ν(d2 )}_{d3/22 d1/23} I_p^{α2}_{d3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(A.9)

in the context of the Dirac operators.

Proposition A.5 ([14, 17, 15]). Let Π = {H, Γ_0, Γ_1} be the boundary triplet for the operator D^∗_X of the form (A.8). Also let B_{X,α} be the minimal Jacobi operator associated with a Jacobi matrix of the form (A.9). Then B_{X,α} is a boundary operator for D_{X,α}, i.e. D_{X,α} = D_{BX,α} = D^∗_X ↾ dom(D_{BX,α} ), dom(D_{BX,α} ) = {f ∈ W^{1,2}(I \ X; C^{2p} ) : Γ_1f = B_{X,α}Γ_0f}.

(A.10)

Moreover, following statements are true:

(i) n_±(D_{X,α}) = n_±(B_{X,α}) ≤ p. In particular, D_{X,α} = D^∗_{X,α} if and only if B_{X,α} = B^∗_{X,α}; (iii) If the operator D_{X,α} is selfadjoint and lim_{n→∞} d_n = 0, then its spectrum is discrete if and only if the Jacobi matrix B_{X,α} = B^∗_{X,α} has discrete spectrum.

3. Schrödinger operator. Let H_n be the minimal operator generated in L^2([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^p ) by the differential expression H_n = − d^2 dx^2 , dom(H_n) = W^{2,2}_0 ([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^p ). (A.11) Its adjoint H^∗_n is given by H^∗_n = −^{d2}_{dx2} ↾ dom(H^∗_n), dom(H_n) = W^{2,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^p ).

We define the minimal operator H_X on L^2(I; C^p ) by

H_X := ⨁ n∈N H_n, dom(H_X ) = W^{2,2}_0 (I \ X; C^p ) = ⨁ n∈N W^{2,2}_0 ([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^p ), (A.12)

where H_n, n ∈ N is given by (A.4). Its adjoint H^∗_X is given by H^∗_X := ⨁ n∈N H^∗_n, dom(H^∗_X ) = ⨁ n∈N W^{2,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^p ). (A.13)

Theorem A.6 ([37, 39]). Let X = {x_n}^∞_{n=0} ⊂ I = (0, b), and d^∗(X) < +∞. Define the mappings Γ^{(n)}_{j,H} : W^{2,2}([x_{n−1}, x_n]; C^p ) → C^p , n ∈ N , j ∈ {0, 1} , by setting

Γ^{(n)}_{0,H}f := ( d^{1/2}_n f(x_{n−1}+) d^{3/2}_n f^′(x_n−) ) , Γ^{(n)}_{1,H}f := ( d^{−1/2}_n ( f^′(x_{n−1}+) − f^′(x_n−) ) d^{−3/2}_n ( f(x_n−) − f(x_{n−1}+) ) − d^{−1/2}_n f^′(x_n−) ) . (A.14)

Then:

(i) for any n ∈ N a triplet Π^{(n)}_H = {C^{2p} , Γ^{(n)}_{0,H}, Γ^{(n)}_{1,H}} is a boundary triplet for H^∗_n;

(ii) the direct sum Π_H := ⨁_∞ n=1 Π^{(n)}_H = {H, Γ_{0,H}, Γ_{1,H}} with H = l^2(N; C^{2p} ) and Γ_{j,H} = ⨁_∞ n=1 Γ^{(n)}_{j,H}, j ∈ {0, 1}, is a boundary triplet for the operator H^∗_X = ⨁_∞ n=1 H^∗_n.

Proposition A.7 ([37, 39]). Let Π = {H, Γ_{0,H}, Γ_{1,H}} be the boundary triplet for H^∗_X given by (A.14) and let B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) be a boundary operator for the Hamiltonian H_{X,α} with respect to the triplet Π, i.e. H_{X,α} = H_B(2)_{X,α(H)} = H^∗_X ↾ dom(H_B(2)_{X,α(H)}), (A.15)

dom(H_{X,α}) = { f ∈ W^{2,2}(I \ X; C^p ) : Γ_{1,H}f = B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)Γ_{0,H}f } . (A.16)

Then B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) is unitarily equivalent to the Jacobi operator defined by (7.11) and thus n_±(H_{X,α}) = n_±(B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H)) ≤ p. In particular, H_{X,α} = H^∗_{X,α} if and only is B^{(2)}_{X,α}(H) is selfadjoint.

Acknowledgement We are grateful to Professor G. Świderski for useful remarks regarding the first ArXiv version of our paper.

References

[1] Akhiezer N.I. The classical moment problem and some related questions in analysis, Oliver and Boyd Ltd, Edinburgh, London, 1965.

[2] Albeverio S., Gesztesy F., Hoegh-Krohn R., Holden H. Solvable Models in Quantum Mechanics, Sec.

Edition, AMS Chelsea Publ., 2005. With an appendix by Pavel Exner.

[3] Albeverio S., Kostenko A., Malamud M.M. Spectral theory of semi-bounded Sturm-Liouville operators with local interactions on a discrete set, J. Math. Phys., 51, 102102, (2010), 24 pp.

[4] Behrndt J., Exner P., Holzmann M., Lotoreichik V. On the spectral properties of Dirac operators with electrostatic δ-shell interactions, J. Math. Pures Appl. 111, (2018), 47–78.

[5] Benvegnù S., Da̧browski L. Relativistic point interaction, Lett. in Math. Physics, 30, (1994), 159– 167.

[6] Berezansky Ju.M. Expansions in eigenfunctions of selfadjoint operators, Translated from the Russian by R. Bolstein, J. M. Danskin, J. Rovnyak and L. Shulman. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 17., American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1968.

[7] Birman M.Sh., Solomjak M.Z. Spectral theory of self–adjoint operators in Hilbert space, Mathematics and its Applications, 1987.

[8] Braeutigam I.N. Limit–point criteria for the matrix Sturm–Liouville operators and its powers. Opuscula Math, 37(1), (2017), 5–19.

[9] Braeutigam I.N., Mirzoev K.A. Deficiency numbers of operators generated by infinite Jacobi matrices. Doklady Mathematics, 93(2), (2016), 170–174.

[10] Braeutigam I.N., Mirzoev K.A. On deficiency numbers of operators generated by Jacobi matrices with operator elements. St. Petersburg Math. J., 30(4), (2018), 1–26.

[11] Braeutigam I.N., Mirzoev K.A., Safonova T.A. On deficiency index for some second order vector differential operators. Ufa Math. J., 9(1), (2017), 18–28.

[12] Budyka V.S., Malamud M.M. On the Deficiency Indices of Block Jacobi Matrices Related to Dirac Operators with Point Interactions, Math. Notes, 106:6, (2019), 1009–1014.

[13] Budyka V.S., Malamud M.M. Self-Adjointness and Discreteness of the Spectrum of Block Jacobi Matrices, Math. Notes, 108:3, (2020), 445–450.

[14] Budyika V.S., Malamud M.M., Posilicano A. Nonrelativistic limit for 2p × 2p-Dirac operators with point interactions on a discrete set, Russ. J. Math. Ph., 24, no. 4, (2017), 426–435.

[15] Budyika V.S., Malamud M.M., Posilicano A. To spectral theory of one-dimensional matrix Dirac operators with point matrix interactions, Doklady Math., 97, no.2, (2018), 1–7.

[16] Buschmann D., Stolz G., Weidmann J., One-dimensional Schrödinger operators with local point interactions, J. Reine Angew. Math. 467 (1995), 169–186.

[17] Carlone R., Malamud M., Posilicano A. On the spectral theory of Gesztesy–Šeba realizations of 1–D Dirac operators with point interactions on a discrete set, J. Differential Equations, 254, no. 9, (2013), 3835–3902.

[18] Chihara T. Chain sequences and orthogonal polynomials, Trans. AMS 104, (1962), 1–16.

[19] Cojuhari P., Janas J. Discreteness of the spectrum for some unbounded matrices, Acta Sci. Math., 73, (2007), 649–667.

[20] Derkach V.A., Malamud, M.M. Generalised Resolvents and the boundary value problems for Hermitian Operators with gaps, J. Funct. Anal., 95, (1991), 1–95.

[21] Derkach V.A., Malamud M.M., Generalised Resolvents and the boundary value problems for Hermitian Operators with gaps, J. Math. Sci., 73, No 2, (1995), 141–242.

[22] Derkach V.A., Malamud M.M. Extension theory of symmetric operators and boundary value problems. Proceedings of Institute of Mathematics NAS of Ukraine, Vol. 104 (p. 573). Kyiv: Institute of Mathematics of the NAS of Ukraine, 2017.

[23] Dunford N., Schwartz J.T. Linear operators. Part II. Spectral theory, Interscience, New York, 1963.

[24] Dyukarev Yu.M. Deficiency numbers of semmetric operators generated by block Jacobi matrices, Sb.

Math., 197 (8), (2006), 1177–1203 .

[25] Dyukarev Yu.M. Examples of block Jacobimatrices generating symmetric operators with arbitrary possible values of the deficiency numbers, Sb. Math., 201 (12), (2010), 1791–1800.

[26] Dyukarev Yu.M. (2020) On Conditions of Complete Indeterminacy for the Matricial Hamburger Moment Problem. In: Alpay D., Fritzsche B., Kirstein B. (eds) Complex Function Theory, Operator Theory, Schur Analysis and Systems Theory. Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol 280. Birkhäuser, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-44819-6-11.

[27] Exner P. Seize ans après, Appendix K to ”Solvable Models in Quantum Mechanics” by Albeverio S., Gesztesy F., Hoegh-Krohn R., Holden H., Sec. Edition, AMS Chelsea Publ., 2004.

[28] Gesztesy F., Kirsch W. One–dimensional Schrödinger operators with interactions singular on a discrete set, J. reine Angew. Math., 362, (1985), 27–50.

[29] Gesztesy F., Šeba P. New analytically solvable models of relativistic point interactions, Lett. Math.

Phys., 13, (1987), 345–358.

[30] Gohberg I.C., Krein M.G. Introduction to the Theory of Linear Nonselfadjoint Operators, Translations of Mathematical Monographs Vol. 18 (American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1969).

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

[32] Ismagilov R.S., Kostyuchenko A.G. Spectral asymptotics for the Sturm–Liouville operator with point interaction, Funct Anal Its Appl, 44, (2010), 253–258.

[33] Janas J., Naboko S. Multithreshold spectral phase transition for a class of Jacobi matrices, Oper.

Theory: Adv. Appl., 124, (2001), 267–285.

[34] Kato T. Perturbation theory for linear operators, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg, New York, 1966.

[35] Kogan V. I. Operators that are generated by I_p–matrices in the case of maximal deficiency indices, Teor. Funktsii Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen., 11, (1970), 103–107.

[36] Kostenko A.S., Malamud M.M. One-dimensional Schrödinger operator with δ–interactions, Funct.

Anal. Appl., 44, no. 2, (2010), 151–155.

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

[38] Kostenko A.S., Malamud M.M. 1-D Schröodinger operators with local point interactions: a review, Proc. Symp. Pure Math., 87, (2013), 232–262.

[39] Kostenko A.S., Malamud M.M., Natyagailo D.D. Matrix Schrödinger operator with δ–interactions, Math Notes, 100 (1), (2016), 48–64.

[40] Kostyuchenko A.G., Mirzoev K.A. Three-term recurrence relations with matrix coefficients. The completely indefinite case, Math Notes 63 (5-6), (1998), 624–630.

[41] Kostyuchenko A.G., Mirzoev K.A. Generalized Jacobi matrices and deficiency numbers of ordinary differential operators with polynomial coefficients, Funct. Anal. Appl., 33, (1999), 30–45.

[42] Kostyuchenko A.G., Mirzoev K.A. Complete indefiniteness tests for Jacobi matrices with matrix entries, Funct. Anal. Appl., 35, (2001), 265–269.

[43] Krein M.G. Infinite J–matrices and the matrix moment problem, Dokl. AN USSR, 69 (2), (1949), 125–128.

[44] Krein M.G. The fundamental propositions of the theory of Hermitian operators with deficiency index (m, m), Ukr. Mat. Zh., 1 (2), (1949), 3–66.

[45] Lesch M., Malamud M.M. On the deficiency indices and self-adjointness of symmetric Hamiltonian systems. JDE, 189(2), (2003), 556–615.

[46] Levitan B.M., Sargsyan I.S. Operators of Sturm-Lioville and Dirac Operators, Kluver, 1990.

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

[48] Minami N. Schrödinger operator with potential which is the derivative of a temporally homogeneous Levy process, in ”Probability Theory and Mathematical Sciences”, pp. 298–304, Proceedings, Kyoto, 1986, Lect. Notes in Math., 1299, Springer, Berlin, 1988.

[49] Mirzoev K.A. Sturm–Liouville operators, Trans. Moscow Math. Soc., 75 (2), (2014), 281–299.

[50] Mirzoev K.A.,Safonova T.A. On the deficiency index of the vector-valued Sturm-Liouville operator, Math Notes, 99:1, (2016), 290–303.

[51] Petropoulou E.N., Velázquez L. Self-adjointness of unbounded tridiagonal operators and spectra of their finite truncations, J. Math.Anal.Appl., 420, (2014), 852–872.

[52] Rabinovich V. Essential spectrum of one-dimensional Dirac operators with delta-interactions, Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen., 54:2, (2020), 90–94.

[53] Rabinovich V. Dirac operators on R with general point interactions, n: Bauer W., Duduchava R., Grudsky S., Kaashoek M. (eds) Operator Algebras, Toeplitz Operators and Related Topics. Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol 279. Birkhäuser, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030- 44651-2-21.

[54] Reed M., Simon B. Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics. Volume II: Fourier Analysis, Self- Adjointness. Academic Press, New York, 1978.

[55] Riss F., Sekefalvi-Nad B., Lectures on Functional Analysis, New York, Ungar Publ., 1955. [56] Schmüdgen, K. Unbounded Self-Adjoint Operators on Hilbert Space, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2012.

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

[58] Świderski G. Periodic perturbations of unbounded Jacobi matrices III: The soft edge regime, J.

Approx. Theory, 233 (2018), 1–36.

[59] Świderski G. Spectral properties of block Jacobi matrices, Constr. Approx. 48 (2) (2018), 301–335. [60] Świderski G., Trojan B. About essential spectra of unbounded Jacobi matrices. arXiv:2006.07959 (2020).

[61] Teschl G., Jacobi Operators and Completely Integrable Nonlinear Lattices, Math. Surveys Monographs, 72, AMS, 2000.

[62] Thaller B., The Dirac Equation, Texts and Monographs in Physics, Springer, 1992.