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REGULAR SINGULAR STURM-LIOUVILLE OPERATORS AND
THEIR ZETA-DETERMINANTS

MATTHIAS LESCH AND BORIS VERTMAN

ABSTRACT. We consider Sturm-Liouville operators on the line segment [0, 1] with
general regular singular potentials and separated boundary conditions. We establish
existence and a formula for the associated zeta-determinant in terms of the Wronski-
determinant of a fundamental system of solutions adapted to the boundary conditions.
This generalizes the earlier work of the first author, treating general regular singular
potentials but only the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the singular end, and the
recent results by Kirsten-Loya-Park for general separated boundary conditions but
only special regular singular potentials.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND FORMULATION OF THE RESULT

In this paper we will investigate the zeta-determinant of Sturm-Liouville operators
of the form
2 2
H = _d_ + LM
dx? x?
the regularity assumptions on V' will be minimal.

Such operators are sometimes also called Bessel operators. H is the prototype of a
differential expression with one regular singularity and hence it appears naturally in the
classical theory of ordinary differential equations with regular singularities [COLE55].
The physical relevance of H stems from the fact that it arises when separation of
variables is used for the radial Schrodinger operator in Euclidean space.

Quite recently there has been a lot of interest in the inverse spectral theory of H, see
e.g. [KST108B], [KST104], [CARIT] and the references therein.

Our motivation for looking at the zeta-determinant of H comes from geometry: Spec-
tral geometry on manifolds with singularities has been initiated by Cheeger in his sem-
inal papers [CHET79B], [CHE83]. Manifolds with conical singularities are an important
case study for this general programme. Separation of variables for the Laplacian on a
cone leads to an infinite sum of Bessel type operators like H above. Recently, there has
been a revived interest in extending the celebrated Cheeger-Miiller Theorem [CHET9A],
[MULT78] on the equality of the analytic torsion and the Reidemeister torsion to mani-
folds with conic singularities [DAHU10], [DMHS09], [HASP10], [VERO9], [VER10].

The separation of variables mentioned above leads naturally to the problem of de-
termining the zeta-determinant of a single regular singular Sturm-Liouville operator
on the line segment [0, 1] with separated boundary conditions. We only make minimal
regularity assumptions on the potential. Nevertheless, we establish existence and a for-
mula for the associated zeta-determinant in terms of the Wronskian of a fundamental
system of solutions adapted to the boundary conditions, see Theorem 1.5 below.

We emphasize that for the calculation of the analytic torsion or the zeta-determinant
on a cone additional considerations are necessary. This is because on a cone one has to
deal with an infinite direct sum of operators like H.

The fundamental results of Briining-Seeley in [BRSE85], [BRSE87| guarantee the ex-
istence of zeta-determinants for regular singular Sturm-Liouville operators with Dirich-
let boundary conditions at the singularity. However, loc. cit. require the potential to
be of the form a(x)/x? with a(x) smooth up to 0. For such operators Theorem 1.5
was proved in [LES98] by the first author, generalizing earlier results by Burghelea,
Friedlander and Kappeler [BFK95] to the regular singular setting.

The method of [LES98] is limited to the Friedrichs extension at the singularity. In
a recent series of papers Kirsten, Loya, and Park [KLPO08B|, [KLP084A], [KLPO06]
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REGULAR SINGULAR OPERATORS, ZETA-DETERMINANTS 3

were able to calculate the zeta-determinant for an explicit example of a regular singular
Sturm-Liouville operator with general self-adjoint boundary conditions; cf. also the sub-
sequent discussion by the second author in [VER09] and in the appendix to [KLPO08A].
Their method, however, is based on an intricate analysis of Bessel functions and is
therefore limited to their explicit potential.

The main result of this paper combines and generalizes these two results, however
only for scalar valued potentials. Since we deal with a rather general class of potentials
it is natural that our method is closer to that of [LES98]. Special functions are used
in this paper only implicitly as we are using the formula from [LES98] for the zeta-
determinant of the Friedrichs extension of the regular singular model operator [, =
— & (2 —1/4) /2%

The paper is organized as follows. In the remainder of this section we will in-
troduce some notation, explain the basic concepts of regularized integrals and zeta-
determinants, and we will formulate our main result. In Section 2 we derive the as-
ymptotic behavior of a fundamental system for H, slightly generalizing a result due to
Bocher [BOc00].

In Section 3 we study the maximal domain of H and its closed extensions with sep-
arated boundary conditions. Let H(fy,61) be such an extension, 6y, 6; stand for the
boundary conditions at 0,1 resp. We give criteria under which it is possible to factor-
ize H(6p,0:1) into a product D;Ds of closed extensions of first order regular singular
differential operators. We prove a comparison result for the Wronskians of normalized
fundamental solutions for Dy D, and Dy D;.

In Section 4 we discuss the asymptotic expansion of the resolvent trace. We start
with the Friedrichs extension. The resolvent of the Friedrichs extension L, of the
regular singular model operator [, is explicitly known and rather well-behaved with
respect to perturbations of the form X 'V. From [BRSE85] we only use the result
that the resolvent of the model operator L, has a complete asymptotic expansion.
The expansion of the resolvent of L, + X'V then follows by a perturbation analysis.
Boundary conditions other than the Friedrichs extension at 0 are more subtle since the
resolvent does not absorb high enough negative powers of x. For the resolvent of general
boundary conditions we therefore use the factorization results of Section 3. In addition
one needs to treat compactly supported L2-perturbations of factorizable operators. For
this we employ a standard method of pasting together local resolvents, cf. [LMPO09,
Appendix].

In Section 5 we derive a variational formula for the dependence of the zeta-
determinant under variation of the potential. The method is well-known [BFK95],
[LES98]. However, due to the low regularity assumptions on the potential and due
to the singularity of the operator the analysis becomes a little delicate. In particular
we have to analyze the dependence of a normalized fundamental system (and its as-
ymptotic behavior near 0) on the parameter. At the end of Section 5 we compile the
established results to a proof of the main Theorem 1.5.
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1.1. Function and Distribution Spaces. Following the requests of several of the
referees we are going to specify in detail the notation for function and distribution
spaces used throughout the paper.

Let I C R be an interval, which may be of any of the possible forms (a, b), [a, b), (a, ]
or [a,b] for real numbers a < b. Let I° = I \ {a,b} denote the interior of I.

For a map f : I — E into some vector space E the support of f, denoted by supp f,
is defined as the closure in I of {z € I'| f(x) # 0}

supp f = {w € 1| f(z) #0} . (L.1)
supp f is always closed in I but not necessarily compact, since I might be non-compact
itself.

For spaces of continuous, respectively differentiable complex-valued functions we use
the standard notation C(I),C*(I),C*°(I), cf. e.g. [HOR90, Sec. 1.1, 1.2]. The space
CX(I),0 < k < 00, denotes the subspace of those f € C*(I) with compact support.

The space C§°(1°) carries a natural locally convex topology and its dual space 2'(1°)
is called the space of distributions on I°.

For T € 2'(1°) one can define supp T [HORIO0, Sec. 2.2]. For an arbitrary subset
A C R one now writes §'(A) = {T € Z'(R) | suppT C A}, cf. [HORI0, Sec. 2.3].
For the half open interval I = (a,b], e.g., T' € &'((a,b]) if there is a § > 0 such that
supp T’ C (a + 6, b].

For distributions it also makes sense to talk about restrictions. If J C I are intervals
and T € 2'(I°), we put T'|; :=T | Cg°(J°).

Let F' be a map which assigns to each interval I C R a subspace F(I) C 2'(I°).
Furthermore, assume that F' is compatible with restrictions in the following sense: if
J C I are intervals and f € F(I), then f|; € F(J). Then Fl,.(I) denotes the space
of T € 2'(1°) such that T'|x € F(K) for each compact interval K C I. Furthermore,
Foomp(I) := Floc(I) N &'(I).

Example 1.1. For an interval I C R we denote by LP(I),1 < p < oo, the Banach space
of p-summable (equivalence classes modulo equality almost everywhere) functions with
respect to Lebesque measure; for f € LP(I) the norm is given by

1/p
fllze = / flx)Pdx) .
7l = ( ] 1 ()ledr)
LP(I) is naturally embedded into 2'(1°) by identifying f € LP(I) with the distribution
06’°(I°)9¢H/f-¢; (1.2)
I

needless to say that (1.2) is independent of the choice of a function representative of the
class f. The support of f € LP(I) is now defined as the closure in I of the support of
the corresponding distribution in 2’(1°). For continuous functions C(I) C LP(I) (each
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LP-class has at most one continuous representative) the latter definition of support
coincides with (1.1), assuming that [ is closed.

The assignment [ — LP(I) is an example for the map F' discussed above. Hence,
Lr.(I)and L? (I) are defined. Note that although L?(I) = LP(I), we only have

comp loc
Lionp(I) € Loy (I), LY, (1) C L, (1).

comp comp

Sobolev spaces will only be used in the Hilbert space setting p = 2. We write
H*(I) for the Sobolev space WH*2(I) of those f € L?(I) C 2'(I°), for which all weak
distributional derivatives & f,1 < j < k, taken a priori in &'(I°), are actually in L?(T).

1.1.1. The Schatten Ideals. For a Hilbert space H we denote by B(#) the space of
bounded and by K(#H) the space of compact operators on H. For 1 < p < oo let
BP(H) C KC(H) be the von Neumann-Schatten ideal of p-summable operators, cf. e.g.
[PED89, Sec. 3.4]. For T' € BP(#) the p-norm is given by

1/
IT), = () = (3 )
Aespec T*T

Tr denotes the trace [PED89, Sec. 3.4]. We will only need p = 1 and p = 2. Operators in
BY(H) are called trace class operators and elements of B?(H) are called Hibert-Schmidt
operators. To avoid possible confusion with the LP-norm of functions, we write || - |4
for the trace norm || - ||y and || - ||us for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || - ||2.

1.1.2. Regularized Integrals. Let us briefly recall the partie finie regularization, cf.
[LES97, Sec. 2.1}, [LEs98] and [LET098], of integrals on R, := [0,00). Let
f:(0,00) = C be a locally integrable function. Assume furthermore, that for x > x4
we have a representation

N

fla) =3 [ +g(a), (1.3)
j=1
with real numbers a;, numbered in descending order with ay = —1, and g € L[z, 00).

Then
R
/ f(x)dx
N— oo

Z +1R“7+1+f logR—l—][ f(z)dx + o(1), as R — oc.
Qj 1

(1.4)

o(1), R — oo, is the usual Landau notation for a function of R whose limit as R — oo
is zero; here we have explicitly o(1) = [°g. The regularized integral fmolo f(x)dz is
therefore defined as the constant term in the asymptotic expansion of fj f(z)dz as
R — oo.
If for 0 < x < x5 we have a representation
M
flx) = fja + h(z), (1.5)

=1
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N S

F1GURE 1. The contour of integration I'.

with real numbers 3; < By < -+ < i = —1, and h € L0, 2], then

/;Of(x)dz

(1.6)
= _Zﬁ SBitl _ fMlog(S—i—][ f dx—l—o( ), as 0 — 0,
j

and the regularlzed integral J% x)dx is defined as the constant term in the asymptotic
expansion of [ f(z)dx as § — O

Now assume that f satisfies (1.3) and (1.5). Since f is locally integrable, it is clear
that (1.4) holds for any z; > 0 and (1.6) holds for any xy > 0. One then puts for any

c>0
]goo f(z)dx := ]gcf(z)dxjt]{oo f(x)dz, (1.7)

and in fact the right hand side is independent of ¢ > 0.

1.2. The zeta-determinant. Let H be a closed not necessarily self-adjoint operator
acting on some Hilbert space with spec(—H) N R, finite, 0 & spec H. We assume that
the resolvent of H is trace class, and that for z € R,z > 25 > max(spec(—H) N Ry )

b

Te(H +2)" = % +-+R(2) (1.8)

with
lim zR(z) = 0, (1.9)

Z—00

/ |R(2)|dz < 0. (1.10)
20

Let I' be the contour as sketched in Figure 1, where the bullets indicate the eigenvalues
of —H. Fix a branch of the logarithm in the simply connected domain C\ {—I'}. Note
that the previous definition (1.7) of the regularized integral can easily be adapted to
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functions defined on the contour I, since there are 0 < xy < 1 < oo such that [0, z]
and [x1,00) are contained in (the image of) I'. Consider for fixed s € C the function
fo(w) =27 Tr(H + )~

In view of (1.8) and (1.10) it satisfies (1.3) if Res > 0. Furthermore, since H is assumed
to be invertible, the function x +— Tr(H + z)~! is smooth up to z = 0 and its Taylor
expansion at x = 0 shows that f; satisfies (1.5) for all s € C.

Exploiting the definition of f; it is now not hard to see, cf. [LET098, (2.30)], that
for 1 < Res < 2 the zeta-function is given by

Cals) = Y A= Sin s 7/:5—8 Tr(H + ) 'da. (1.11)
r

™
Aéespec H\{0}

Furthermore using the asymptotic expansions as  — oo and x — 0 of ™ Tr(H +
x)~! one deduces that the right hand side of (1.11) extends meromorphically to the
half plane Re s > 0, [LET098, Prop. 2.1.2]. The identity (1.11) persists except for the
poles of the function s — —"—(g(s). Thanks to (1.10) the function (g is differentiable

sin7s

from the right at s = 0 and one puts

logdety H := —((0) = — ]{“Tr(H + ) . (1.12)

det. H is called the zeta-regularized determinant of H. For non-invertible H one puts
det; H = 0. With this setting the function z — det.(H + z) is an entire holomorphic
function with zeroes exactly at the eigenvalues of —H. The multiplicity of a zero z
equals the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue z.

1.3. A regular singular operator. We now introduce the class of operators we are
going to study in this paper. Put
d? A —-1/4
- + —_—,
dzx? x?
acting as an operator in the Hilbert space L?[0, 1], a priori with domain C§°(0,1). We
will study perturbations of [, of the form

H=1,+X"V, (1.14)

with suitable conditions on the operator V' to be specified below. X denotes the function
X(z) = . We view V resp. X'V as a multiplication operator on functions on the
unit interval. In order not to overburden the notation we will in general not distinguish
between a function f and the operator of multiplication by f.

Definition 1.2. 1. For an interval I C R we denote by AC*(I),k > 1, the space
of f € C(I) C 2'(I°) such that & f € C(I),0 < j < k—1, and O*f € LL_(I).
ACY(I) = AC(I) is the well-known space of absolutely continuous functions. Note
that for this definition it matters whether a boundary point p € I belongs to I or not.

2. Denote by ¥, the space of those V' € L (0, 1) such that
V-log(;) € L'0,1], ifv#0, (1.15)
V -log?(3) € L'0,1], if v =0. (1.16)

I, = Rev > 0, (1.13)
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A natural norm on ¥, is given by

IV, = |[log(3)V]| ., if v#0, (1.17)
Vs, = |log(3)°V],.. ifv=0. (1.18)
¥, is a Fréchet space with seminorms || - ||, and ||V‘[1/n 1_1/n}||L2,n =2,3,...

3. Finally, let &/ be the space of those f € AC?(0,1) such that f' X f" €
=171
log(3)  L'[0,1].

Some of the results will hold under the weaker hypothesis V' € log(é)”i/,, D ¥,. Unless
said otherwise, function spaces consist of complex valued functions.

In Section 2 we will prove the following refinement of a Theorem of Bocher [BOC00)]
(Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.6):

Theorem 1.3. Let V € Ypew, H =1, + X'V, Rev > 0, and let vy = v+ 1/2,1p =
—v+1/2 be the characteristic exponents of the reqular singular point O of the differential

equation Hg = 0. Then there is a fundamental system gy, g2 of solutions to the equation
Hg =0 such that

g1(x) =" gu(x), (1.19)
_ _%IVZ/QE(:C)’ if v 7£ 07
92() = {\/Elog(x)ﬁg(x), if v =0, (1.20)

where g; € .

The spectra and fundamental system of solutions to Bessel type Sturm-Liouville dif-
ferential expressions on finite intervals have also been studied (mainly in connection with
the inverse spectral problem) in a number of recent publications [AHMO07], [CARIT],
[EVKAO0T7], [KST104], [KST10B] and [SEROT].

1.4. Separated boundary conditions. Denote by H the differential expression H
restricted to C5°(0,1) C L2[0,1]. Let H} be the formal adjoint of Hy. This is the
differential expression —% # + 1V (z) acting on C§°(0,1). Hp is symmetric if
both v € R and V is real valued.

As usual we denote by Hpy, = Hp the closure of Hy and by Hy., = (HE)* =
(Ht;,)". For convenience we introduce the left minimal and right mazimal domain
P1,(H) as the domain of the closure of H [ C§°(0, 1]. The left mazimal and right minimal
domain Zr(H) is defined accordingly with Cg°(0,1] replaced by {f € Z(Hpmax) |
supp f C [0,1) compact}. Note that by the definition of support in (1.1), compactness
of supp f C [0,1) means that supp f has a positive distance from the point = = 1.

Although there is no simple Weyl alternative in the non-self-adjoint context, we say
that © = 0 (resp. = 1) is in the limit point case for H if Z;(H) = Z(Hmax) (resp.
Dr(H) = P(Hpax)). Otherwise, we say that it is in the limit circle case.

We will see in Section 3 that there are continuous linear functionals ¢;,j = 1,2, on
D(Hpax) such that for [ € P(Hpay)

f=a(f)g+elfg+f, feau(H), (1.21)
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where g1, go are defined in (1.19) and (1.20).
A boundary condition at the left end point is therefore of the form

Boof :=sinf-ci(f) +cosb-co(f) =0, 0<60<m. (1.22)

6 = 0 gives the Dirichlet boundary condition (Friedrichs extension near 0).

It should be noted here that 0 is in the limit point case for H if and only if Rerv > 1.
In this case go € L?[0,1], cg = 0, and hence Z(H) = P(Hupax). Thus if Rev > 1 we
consider only the case § = 0. Boundary conditions such as (1.22) at the singular end
point have been studied in depth by Rellich [REL44] and extended by Bulla-Gesztesy
[BUGESS5].

From the well-known fact that a linear second order ODE with L'-coefficients has
AC?-solutions it follows in view of our assumptions on V that Z(Hy..) C AC%(0,1]
and hence 1 is always in the limit circle case for H. At the right end-point we therefore
impose boundary conditions of the form

Bigf :=sinf- f'(1)4+cosf-f(1)=0, 0<6<m. (1.23)

For each admissible pair (6p,6:) € [0,7)? (0 <6y <7if Rev < 1,6, =0if Rev > 1) we
obtain a closed realization H (6, 6 ) of the operator with separated boundary conditions
By gy, B1,p,- All eigenvalues of H (6, 6;) are therefore simple.

Under the technical assumption that V' is of determinant class, see Definition 4.4,
which is satisfied for all real valued potentials V' € ¥, we can prove (Theorem 4.3 and

Theorem 4.10)

Theorem 1.4. Letv >0,V € ¥, and assume that 8y = 0 or that V is of determinant
class and v > 0. Then the resolvent of H(0y,6) is trace class. Moreover, there is
a zg > 0 such that H(0y,01) + z is invertible for z > zy and there is an asymptotic
eTpansion

_ b
Tr(H (6, 6 t_ 4 .2 > R 1.24
I'( (07 1)+Z) \/E_'_Z_'_R(Z), zZ 2 Zp, % €N, ( )
with
lim zR(z) = 0, (1.25)
/ |R(2)|dz < 0. (1.26)

20
In view of this Theorem we may define det¢(H (6, 6)) according to (1.12).
1.5. The main result. To explain our result we need to introduce the notion of a

normalized solution at one of the end points. First, we define an invariant of the
boundary operator B; :

v if0=0
= 1u(Byg) :=<% "’ ’ 1.27
Ho #(Bog) {—1/, if0<0<m; ( )
resp.
1/2,  if0=0
= u(Biyg) := ’ ’ 1.28
= u(Buo) {—1/2, if0<0<m. (1.28)
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To explain the £1/2 we note that the right end point may artificially be viewed as a
regular singular point with v = 1/2. Hence p; depend in fact on 6 and the characteristic
exponent of the regular singular point.
A solution of the homogeneous differential equation Hg = 0 is called normalized at
0 with respect to the boundary operator By if Bygg = 0 and if g(x) ~ z#0+Y2 as
x — 0; here we use the notation
f(z) ~ h(x), as © — xp :< lim @) = 1. (1.29)
T—xg h(aj)
Similarly, g is called normalized at 1 with respect to the boundary operator B, if
B1pg = 0 and if g(x) ~ (1 —x)"F1/2 as 2 — 1. It is straightforward to check that there
is always a unique normalized solution.

Theorem 1.5. Let Bjy.,j = 0,1 be admissible boundary operators for H. Under the
same assumptions as in Theorem 1.4 the zeta—regularized determinant of H(0y,6;) is

given by
T

= w . 1.30
ot + DG +1) ) Vo %) (1.30)
Here, ¢, are solutions to the homogeneous differential equation Hg = 0 such that

@ is normalized for Byg, (at 0) and v is normalized for Byg, (at 1). Furthermore,
W, p) = — ' denotes the Wronskian of ¥, .

detc (H(eo, 91))

Theorem 1.5 has a relatively straightforward extension to the case where the potential
has regular singularities at both end points. The proof does not require any essentially
new idea; the details, however, are a bit tedious and are therefore left to the reader, cf.
Remark 5.6.

The case v = 0 and ¢y > 0, which is not covered by Theorem 1.5, requires specific
analysis of unusual singular phenomena in the trace expansion of H, as observed first
by Falomir, Muschietti, Pisani, and Seeley [FMPS03]; see also the nice elaboration by
Kirsten, Loya and Park in [KLPO06]. The discussion of the zeta-determinant in this
case therefore requires another publication.

To outline the proof of Theorem 1.5 we first observe that if Dy, D, are closed operators
in a Hilbert space then spec D1 Dy U {0} = spec DoD; U {0} and, even more, nonzero
eigenvalues of D1 Dy and Dy D have the same multiplicity. Hence if both D; Dy and
D, Dy satisfy the general assumptions of Section 1.2 then for z € C

detC(Dng + Z) = Zd detC(Dng + Z), d := dim ker D1D2 — dim ker Dng. (131)
We will show in Proposition 3.5 that H (6, 6,) can always be written in the form
H(6y,6,) = D1Dy+ W (1.32)

with a compactly supported L2-potential W and D,, D, suitable closed extensions of

the operators
d W d W
di=—+4+—, dy=——F-+— 1.33
YTdr T w 2 der w ( )
with a certain function w which is singular at 0; its properties will be described in detail
in the text. The crucial point is that for the interesting case 6y > 0 one can choose

Dy, D, in such a way that D,D; also is an operator to which Theorem 1.4 applies
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and such that the boundary condition at 0 is the Friedrichs extension. The Friedrichs
extension at 0 is much better behaved and can be treated for our class of operators
basically as in [LES98]. The proof is completed then by employing a variation result
for the behavior of the zeta-determinant under variation of the potential W (Theorem
5.4).

2. THE FUNDAMENTAL SYSTEM OF A REGULAR SINGULAR EQUATION — BOCHER’S
THEOREM

Consider the following regular singular model operator

> 2 —1/4

[ S A
dx? x?

veC, (2.1)
acting on C§°(0, 1) C L?[0, 1]. v is a complex number for which without loss of generality
we may assume Rev > 0.

We are interested in perturbations of the form

H:=1,+X"V, (2.2)

with V' € L{ .(0,1) and X denoting the function X (z) = z. In this section we are
concerned with the description of the asymptotic behavior as x — 0 of a fundamental
system of solutions to the equation H f = 0.

If V is analytic, then the classical theory of ordinary differential equations with regular
singularities, cf. e.g. [COLES5, Chap. 5|, applies and the characteristic exponents of

the regular singular point at x = 0 are given by
V1:V—|—1/2, V2:_V+1/2.

Furthermore, there is a fundamental system of solutions to H f = 0 of the form

1) = 2 iz D 2 O N 2
fi(z) filz),  faw) {\/Elog(:c) To(x), iy =0, (2.3)

where j?;-, j = 1,2, are analytic functions with E(O) = 1. The normalization of solutions
is chosen so that

W(fi, f2) = fifs— fifo=1. (2.4)

It is less known that already M. Bocher [BOC00] investigated regular singular points
of ordinary differential equations with non-analytic coefficients. For Bessel operators
with L? potentials a thorough analysis of the fundamental system of solutions was made
e.g. by Carlson [CAR9T]. Bocher’s result reads as follows.

Theorem 2.1. [M. Bocher| Let

@ -1/4 1
dx? 2 T

H = V(z),
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where v € C,Rev > 0, and V € log(é)%. Then the differential equation Hg = 0 has
a fundamental system of solutions gi, g2, such that

gi(z) = 2" gi(x), (2.5)
) s g(), if v #0,
92() = {\/Elog(x)ﬁg(x), it =0, (2:6)

where g; € C[0,1], g;(0) =1 for j =1,2.
Furthermore,

gy(z) = v " th(z), (2.7)

g/ (l’) _ —g—ix’j2_1h2($), if v ;é 07
2 ﬁ log(z)ha(x), ifvr=0,

where h; € C[0,1], h;j(0) =1 for j =1,2.

Finally, with these normalizations

W(g1,92) = 9195 — gig2 =1.

Remark 2.2. In the case v = 0 the theorem as stated is slightly more general than
[BOC00], where Vlog® € L0, 1] is assumed. Moreover, note that the conditions on the
potential V' in the theorem are satisfied whenever V' € L?[0,1],p > 1, or more generally
Ve,

We briefly sketch a proof of Theorem 2.1 in modern language. Being self-contained
is not the only reason for presenting the proof in some detail: the method of proof will
allow a more precise analysis of the regularity properties of g; (see Prop. 2.5 and Prop.
2.6 below) which will be needed later on. Furthermore, the method will be needed for
deriving the variation formula for the zeta-determinant under variation of the potential
(Section 5).

Proof. The regular singular operator [, has the following fundamental system of solu-
tions to [, f = 0:

—Lg ifr#£0,

fi(z) = 2™, f2(93):{\/§{10g;g if v =0.

For the Wronskian we have W (fi, fo) = f1f5 — fifo = 1. For a solution to Hg = 0
we make the ansatz

91(x) = fi(x) + 2" d(x) = 2" (1 + ().
Plugging this ansatz into the ordinary differential equation Hg = 0 yields for ¢(z) =
2 ()
vi—1/4
22

—¢"(x) + () = —%V(fﬁ) [f1(z) + ()], (2.9)
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thus

o) = — 2 fy(2) / ' f2<y>§wy>y"l[1 T oly)ldy

wa o) [ AV @)L o)l (2.10)

=(K,V1)(z) + (K, Vo) (x),

where K, is the Volterra operator with the kernel
k,(z,y) :%(1 — "y, y <z, ifv#£0, (2.11)
ko(z,y) = —log(y) + log(x), y <z, ifvr=0. (2.12)

We view K,V as an operator on the Banach space C[0,1]. Indeed, for any ¢ € C0, 1]
one easily checks

KVol)l < o [ Vllet ity A0, (219
KaVolo) <2 [ oIVl fr=0.  (21)

From (2.13) and (2.14) one infers by induction
Vo) < prlolena ([ VOlas)s  itvzo (219
(K)ol < Ziloleson ([ Wi logslar)' itv=0. (210

Hence for any v € C,Rev > 0, the Volterra operator K,V is a bounded operator
on C10,1] with spectral radius zero. Consequently the equation (2.10) has a unique
solution in C'[0, 1] given by

¢p=(I—-K,V)'K,V1. (2.17)
Moreover, by (2.15) and (2.16) one has
if
o(a)] < O VO)Idy, i 20 218
Cy fo |V (y)logy|dy, ifv =0,

for some constants C, Cs, not depending on V. This proves that

g1(z) = " (1 + ¢(z)) = 2" g1(),
is indeed a non-trivial solution to Hg = 0 with g; € C[0,1] and g,(0) = 1. To see (2.7),
note that by (2.10) ¢ is absolutely continuous in (0, 1) with its derivative given by

¢'(x) =272 / ’ vV (y)(1 + é(y))dy, for all Rev > 0. (2.19)
0

This implies
< C [
B@ < [ Vol
T Jo

and thus (2.7) and the claims about g; are proved.
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The second solution g, can now be constructed as usual by putting near x = 0

92(z) = C(x)g:1(2), (2.20)
where
B oo, _ —ix_z"l*lé(az), if v #£ 0,
Clz) = —/x 91 (y)dy = {bg(x)é(x), £y, (2.21)

C is continuous over [0,20) and zo € (0, 1] is chosen so that g,(y) # 0 for 0 < y < x.
Such an z, exists, since ¢1(0) = 1 and ¢; € C[0,1]. It is then straightforward to check
that go extends to a solution to lg = 0 on (0, 1] which has the claimed properties. [

Now we come to the aforementioned improvement of the regularity properties of g;(z)
as v — 0.

Lemma 2.3. Let f € AC?*(0,1) with f', X f" € L'0,1]. Then (X f')(0) = 0. This
holds in particular for f € o/ (cf. Def. 1.2).

Proof. By assumption the function F(z) := xf'(x) — [; h(s)ds,h := (X f'), is locally
absolutely continuous and F” = 0, hence F' = (X f')(0) =: ¢ is constant. Thus

c 1

Fla) =S4t /0 " h(s)ds. (2.22)

T T

By assumption we have f’,h € L*[0,1]. Thus

1) — f(x) = / F'(s)ds

v L 2.23
= —clogx — logx/ h(s)ds — / h(s)logs ds (223)
0 T

= —clogx + o(logz), asxz—0,

since for 0 < § < 1 we have | fxl h(s)logsds| < Cs+|log x| f05 |h|. Because the left hand
side of (2.23) is bounded it follows that ¢ = 0.
The last claim follows, since f € & implies f', (X f') € L0, 1]. O

Lemma 2.4. Let o« € C and p € log(é)”//Rea. Put
e~ [y*p(y)dy,  if Re(a) >0,
0

fz) = 1 (2.24)
—z7 [y?p(y)dy, if Re(a) < 0.

Then we have
fe 01N AC(O, 1), XF e L'0.1], (Xf)(©0)=0.
If p € VRea then f,Xf € log(é)_lLl[O, 1], that is [, f € o
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Proof. Integration by parts shows easily that f € L'[0,1] (resp. f € log(é)_lLl[O, 1]
if p € PRea). Moreover, clearly f and hence also X f are both locally absolutely
continuous in the interval (0, 1]. Furthermore, we have

Xf'=(Xf)=f=~(a+)f+peL0,1]
(resp. € log(é)_lLl[O, 11if p € PRea)-
(X f)(0) = 0 follows from Lemma 2.3 applied to [, f. O
Proposition 2.5. In the setup and notation of Theorem 2.1 we have for j = 1,2
g; € AC[0,1], Xg; € AC0,1], (Xg})(0) = 0.
Proof. We have for the first fundamental solution
g1(@) = 2" g1 = 2" (1 + ¢()),

where by ¢ is given by (2.10). The claim about g; now follows from Lemma 2.4 and
the explicit form of the derivative (2.19). To prove the claim for g, recall that for some
zo € (0,1], such that ¢;(y) # 0 for 0 < y < zg, the second fundamental solution is
given by

zo
ga(1) = —n () / 01(y)"2dy.

If v # 0, then

v—1/2

92()

o () / UG )y = Ga(2) f(2).

g2(x) = —2vx
(2.25)

In view of the statement being proved for g; before and since the claimed properties
are preserved under multiplication, it suffices to prove the claim for f. Integration by
parts gives

zo
F2) =~ (2 Guly) D) + 2> / 7 ply)dy
= o)a® + G ()2 + / y ply)dy, (2.26)

where p = (g;%)" € L*[0, zo).
The first two summands are a priori in AC[0, ]. The last one is AC[0, ] by Lemma
2.4. Furthermore, from the definition we infer

Xf' =2vf—2wg? € AC0, zy].

(X f")(0) = 0 then follows from Lemma 2.3.
Clearly, g, and Xgj are locally absolutely continuous in the whole interval (0, 1] and
hence the claim is proved for g, and v # 0.
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Finally, for v = 0 we have
1
Vv log 2t

ala) = - () / G )2y
1

=——q(2) / G )y = (@) f ().

log x

Again, it suffices to prove the claim for f. We compute with p := (¢;%)" € L'[0, z)
as before
fo) == [
x)=—
logz /. Yy g1y Y
1

log x

_c(zo) |~ o 1 /mo
—longrgl(x) +1ng ’ log(y)p(y)dy.

log(y)g1(y) 22" +

From this one checks that f € AC|0, zo] and hence g € AC|0, 1]. Furthermore

/ _ _C(IO) _ 1 0 o
o) = i = s | losty)oldy

and differentiating this again shows (X f’) € L'[0, 1]. The remaining claims now follow
as in the case v # 0. U

Finally we prove the following refinement of the properties of g;, 7 = 1,2, which will
be crucial for the rest of the paper.

Proposition 2.6. Let V € #R.,. Then, in the notation of Theorem 2.1 we have for
j=1,2

Jjlog(3), X gjlog(3) € L'[0,1],
1.e. gj c JZ{

Proof. We prove the result only for v # 0 and leave the case v = 0 to the reader. The
result for v = 0 will not be used in the rest of the paper.

Recall that g1 () = 2" g1 (z) = 2 (1 + ¢(x)), where ¢ € AC|0, 1] (Prop. 2.5) is given
by (2.10) and observe that by (2.19) we have

T

§(x) = 2 / y'r(y) dy, (2.27)

with 7 := V- (1+¢), rlog(3) € L'[0,1] since V' € ¥e,. The claims about g; now follow
from (2.27) and Lemma 2.4.

Recall from (2.25) go(z) =
latter we find

g1(x) f(z) with f given by (2.26). Differentiating the

F(@) = Sao)a® " + 2wa? / UG () dy. (2.28)

The first summand is still in L0, o) after multiplying by log(é). For the sec-
ond summand note that (g;%)log(3) = —29;°¢; log(3) € L*[0, o] by the inclusion
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J log(é) € L'[0,1], proved above. Hence we can apply Lemma 2.4 to the second
summand to conclude f'log(3) € L*[0,z0]. Differentiating (2.28) we infer similarly
X f" log(é) € L'[0,2¢]. Then one easily checks the claimed properties for the product
92 = g1f. Since ghlog(3) and X gy log(3) are locally integrable in the interval (0, 1] we
reach the conclusion. 0

3. THE MAXIMAL DOMAIN OF REGULAR SINGULAR OPERATORS

We continue in the notation of the preceding section and consider the regular sin-
gular Sturm-Liouville operator H with the fundamental system (g, g2) of solutions to
the differential equation Hg = 0 (cf. Theorem 2.1). We will freely use the notation
introduced in Section 1.4.

We have the following characterization of the maximal domain of H, compare
[BRSE88] and [CHET9B] and the basic discussion of the second author in [VER09,
Proposition 2.10]. Note that it holds under a slightly weaker assumption on the poten-
tial (V € log(é)”f/y) than the one imposed in the rest of the paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let [, be the operator (2.1) and let H =1, + X'V with V € log(é)”//y,
Rev >0, and let g1, g2 be the fundamental system to Hg = 0 of Theorem 2.1. Let f be
a solution of the ordinary differential equation

Hf =—f"+qf =g€ L*0,1], (3.1)
oe) = LM Ly

Then f € AC%*(0,1] and

f(@) =a(f)a(z) + c(f)ga(z) + f(z), (3.2)
for some constants ¢;(f),j = 1,2, depending only of f,

f(x) = 0(2**1og(x)), f'(x) = O(z*log(x)), & — 0+ (3.3)

Remark 3.2. We emphasize that the solution ¢; is completely determined by the
equation (2.5) and therefore canonical. However this is not so for go. Surely, any
function g, + Ag; also satisfies (2.6). We mention this because as a consequence the
functional ¢y (!) is canonically given while ¢; depends on the choice of gs.

Proof. We first note that it is well-known that solutions to linear differential equations
with L{ . coefficients are locally absolutely continuous. Therefore a solution f to (3.1)
is absolutely continuous in the interval (0, 1] and from f” = g — ¢f one then infers that
f' is also absolutely continuous in (0, 1].

For zy € {0,1}

7o) = a1(o) / "0 ()g(w)dy — g2(a) / 01 (9)9(y)dy (3.4)
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is a solution to (3.1); note W (g1, g2) = 1. Depending on v we will choose xy such that
(3.3) is satisfied. We first note that by applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

02(2) / 01 (9)9(y)dy| < ga(x) / 9wy ol
0

~O(23?) if v #£0, T 04 (35)
| 0(z 3/zlog( ), ifv=0, ’
Furthermore, if Rev > 1, we put xo = 1 and find
! Rev+1/2 ! —2Rev+1 1/2
@] [ gew)gly)dy| < caters2( [ ym2Rertiay) gl e
: . 3.6
_ o og@)), it Rev=1, O
] o@¥?), if Rev > 1, '
Finally, if 0 < Rev < 1, we put 2o = 0 and estimate
x T 1/2
o) [ setwrgwrd| < o2 ( [ aatwPay) gl
0 0
(3.7)

:{O(x3/2)> Ao z—0+.

O(23?log(x)), ifv =0,

This proves the estimates for f(a:) Differentiating (3.4) we find

(@) = g(@) / 0o )g(w)dy — gh(a) / " W)a)dy,

o 0
and (2.7), (2.8) together with (3.5),(3.6) and (3.7) immediately give the claimed esti-
mate for f’. Thus f is a solution to (3.1) satisfying (3.3). (3.2) is now clear. O

Remark 3.3. The above proof shows that for v # 0, Rev # 1, the estimate (3.3) can
actually be replaced by

flz) = 0(@*?), fl(z) =0@="?), . — 0+, (3.8)
and for Rev =1 by
fla) = O(z*?| log(x)[?), f'(z) = O(x"/?|log(x)[V?), x — 0+ (3.9)

Corollary 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 there are continuous linear
functionals ¢, j = 1,2 on D(Hpmax) such that for f € P (Hpax)

f=c(f)g+ecaf)ge + f, (3.10)

with fe P1(H) (cf. Section 1.4). Let c; be the corresponding functionals for Hg. Then
we have for f € D(Hmax), 9 € D( max)

(Huaxfs 9) = (f; Hyaxg) = = F'(Dg(1) + F(1)g'(1) + c2(F)ei (9) — er(F)es(g).  (3.11)
Finally, 0 is in the limit point case for H if and only if Rev > 1. In this case co = 0.
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Proof. (3.11) follows easily from (3.2), (3.3) and the Lagrange formula. The formu-
las (3.11) and (3.3) show that f € Z.(H); the latter was defined in Section 1.4.
Now, it follows from (3.2) that the quotient space Z(Hmax)/ZL(H) is spanned by
a1 + .@L(H),gg + QL(H) if go € L2[O, 1] and by g1 + .@L(H) if g € L2[O, 1] This im-
plies the continuity of the functionals ¢, co on Z(H ). Finally, ¢co = 0 if and only if
go & L*0,1]. The latter is equivalent to Rev > 1 and the claim is proved. O

As already outlined in Section 1.4 we obtain a closed extension of Hy with separated
boundary conditions by choosing boundary operators Bj,

By, f :=sinby - c1(f) + cosby - ca( f),
Big, f:=sinb; - f'(1) + cosb - f(1),

By g, depends on the choice of a fundamental system, cf. Remark 3.2. To treat the
limit point and limit circle cases at 0 in a unified way we call a pair of boundary
operators admissible if 0; € [0, 7) and either (6p = 0 and Rev > 1) or (6, € [0, 7) and
0 <Rev<1).

Given an admissible pair Bjg,, j = 0,1, of boundary operators we denote by H (6, 1)
the closed extension of Hy with domain

H(Ho,ﬁl) = {f S @(Hmax) ‘ Bj,gjf = 0, j = 0, 1} (313)

If v € R and V is real valued then H, is symmetric and H (6, 6,) is self-adjoint. If
Rerv > 1 then all self-adjoint extensions are obtained in this way. If Rer < 1 there also
exist self-adjoint extensions with non—separated boundary conditions. These extensions
will not be studied in this paper.

(0o,6,) € [0,7)% (3.12)

3.1. Factorizable operators. Next we investigate when H can be factorized as dids
with d; = :I:% + % For simplicity we confine ourselves to the case v # 0. Clearly, with
some modifications one has similar results for v = 0.

We have seen in Proposition 2.6 that if V' € #i., and w is a solution to the differential
equation Hw = 0 then w(z) = 2#+Y/25(r) with @ € & and p = +v.

Conversely, let 4 € C and w € & with w(z) # 0,0 <z < 1, be given. Put

d ! d +1/2 &
+ﬁ a /+w

dr w , dx T w (3.14)
do = _i + 2
2 dr w
Then
d2 w//
His :=dqid -4 —
12 102 12 + "
> p?-1/4 p+1/20" "
dx? 2 r W + w ( )
d2 N "
Hyy = dody = ——— +2(2) = 2,
dx? w w
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thus we have Hiy = [, + X 'Vig, Hyy = ;11 + X Va1 and using @ € & one directly
checks Viy, Vo1 € ¥, (see Definition 1.2).

Hence for a given V € ¥, the operator H = [, + X'V can be factorized in the
form H = dydy with dy, d5 as above if and only if there is a solution to the homogeneous
equation Hw = 0 with w(z) # 0 for 0 < = < 1. Indeed, if w solves Hw = 0 and
is nowhere vanishing in (0, 1], one directly verifies from the first line of (3.15) that
Hi5 = dyd; coincides with H. Conversely, given a factorization of H = d;ds with dy, ds
as in (3.14) it is immediate that dow = 0 and thus Hw = 0.

By Proposition 2.6, w is then of the form w(z) = 2™ /25(x) with w € 7.

The problem is that such a nowhere vanishing solution does not necessarily exist.
However, we will be able to reduce the calculation of the zeta-determinant to the calcu-
lation for factorizable operators. In fact, the main essence of the Proposition 3.5 below
is that although H itself may not be factorizable, it becomes factorizable after adding
a suitable Lgomp((), 1) potential. For such perturbations a variational formula for the
zeta-determinant will be established subsequently.

Next we investigate the separated boundary conditions for d;. For d; we can choose
four possibly different closed extensions with separated boundary conditions: For p,q €
{a,r} denote by d,,, the closed extension of d; with boundary condition p at the
left end point and boundary condition ¢ at the right end point. Here, r stands for
the relative boundary condition and a for the absolute boundary condition. More
concretely, d; ., = d;jmin is the closure of d; on C5°(0,1), dj 0 = djmax = (dg»,mm)* is the
maximal extension. The domains of the mixed extensions can be characterized by

-@(dj,ar) = {f € -@(dj,maX) } f(l) = 0},
Pdjra) = {f € D(djmax) | f(2) = OV |log(x)|"?) as t — 0+}.
For each choice of a closed extension D; of d; with boundary condition of the form
aa, rr,ar,ra we choose Dy to be the closed extension with dual boundary condition, i.e.
rr,aa,ra,ar, for do. If w is real then this means that Dy = D}. We summarize case by
case the corresponding boundary conditions for His, Hoq:

Note that w is a solution to the homogeneous differential equation Hiog = 0. In the
notation of Section 1.4 we assume that

(3.17)

w = costy - g —sinty - g, (3.18)

with 0 < ¥y < m, thus Byy,w = 0. Moreover, we assume that B;y,w = 0 for a
0 < 91 < 7. We have to exclude ; = 0 because in that case w(1) = 0 and hence there
would be a regular singularity also at the right end point. But see Remark 5.6.

For future reference we now list the

3.2. Separated boundary conditions for the factorized operator D,D;.

Case I: Dl = dlﬁar,Dg = d2,aa- f € Q(Dng) if and only if f € g(dg,max) and dgf €
P(dy min). Thus one checks that D1Dy = Hio(Yg,¥1) and DyDy = Ho(0,0) is the
Friedrichs extension of Ho;.
Case II: D1 = dl,rm D2 = d27a7«. Then

DD, = H12(1907 0)7 DyDy = H21(07 ™= 191)-
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Case I11: Dl = dl,am D2 = d2,7’a- Then
D1D2 = H12(0,191), D2D1 = H21(7T — 790, O)

Case IV: Dy = dj 44, D2 = d3 . Then
D1D2 = ng(0,0), D2D1 = Hgl(ﬂ' — ’19(),71' — ’191)
We summarize the previous considerations in the following

Proposition 3.5. Let V € ¥g., be given and let H = 1, + X'V be the corresponding
reqular singular Sturm-Liouville operator. Suppose that we are given admissible sepa-
rated boundary conditions Bjg,,j = 0,1, for H. Then for 0 < 91 < m there exists a
function w(z) = 2*+tY2% such that @ € o/ (see Def. 1.2), @w(x) # 0 for 0 <z <1 and
By gow =0, By g,w = 0. Moreover, Hw = 0 in a neighborhood of 0 and in a neighborhood
of 1.

If 6, = 0 we choose any 0 < ¥ <7 and if 0 < 01 < 7 we let ¥, = 0.

Putting Dy = dy e, Dy = dagr if 0 < 0y < mbth =0; Dy = dyyr, Dy = dagq if
0<by<mbt >0; Dy =dju,Ds=dsy if g =0 =0 and Dy = dy 4, Dy = doypq if
0y = 0,60, > 0 we have

H(eo, 91) = D1D2 + W (319)

with W e L2,,,,(0,1).

If V' is real then w can be chosen to be real.

Proof. We can certainly find an ¢ > 0 and solutions w;,7 = 0,1, to the differential
equation Hg = 0 on the intervals (0, €) resp. (1—¢, 1] such that wo(x) # 0 for 0 < z < ¢,
wi(x) #0for 1 —e <z <1and Byg,wo =0, Byy,ws =0. If V is real we may choose
w; to be positive. In any case we may choose a nowhere vanishing extension w to the
whole interval with the claimed regularity properties.

By construction D; Dy has the same boundary conditions as H (6, 61) and there are
neighborhoods of 0,1 resp. on which the potential of DDy coincides with that of H,
whence (3.19). O

3.3. Comparison of Wronskians. For a factorizable operator H = DDy and given
admissible boundary conditions we are now able to compare the Wronskians of normal-
ized fundamental solutions of D;Ds and Dy D;.

Proposition 3.6. Let Rev > 0 and let w(x) = 277120 (x) with © € o, &(x) # 0 for
0 <z <1. Putdy,dy asin (3.14) with p = —v. Assume that Byg,w = 0, By yg,w = 0
with admissible boundary conditions Bjy,, 0 < 9; < m for His = didy. Choose Dy, Dy
as 1n Proposition 3.5 with 0y = Y9 and 0 = 0 or 8; = ¥1. Let p.,v, be normalized
solutions for (DyDy + z)g = 0.

Case I: 0 <9y =6, < 7. Then @, := ﬁdlgo, 1@ = —d1¢, are normalized solutions
for (D1Dy + 2)g = 0. Furthermore, we have

— 2u
Dy D1 is invertible and the kernel of DDy is one—dimensional, hence spec D1 Dy =
spec Dy Dy U {0}.
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Case II: 0, = 0. Then @, := (2 —2v) " Ldy, U, = —z Yy, are normalized solutions
for (D1Dq + 2)g = 0. Furthermore, we have

W(,,5.) = W (s, @) 3.21
(2, 0:) = 5= WY, ¢2) (3.21)
DyD1, DDy are both invertible and spec Dy D1 = spec D1 Ds.

Proof. In view of (3.15), (3.16) the characteristic exponents of dydy are v + 1/2 and
the characteristic exponents of dod; are +(—v+1)+1/2. dy, satisfies (didy+2)d1p, =
dy(dady + z)p, = 0. Furthermore, since ¢, is normalized at 0 for Dy Dy + z we have in
the notation of (1.29) ¢.(x) ~ 2327 as x — 0 and using (3.14) we obtain

dip.(z) ~ (3/2 — v+ 1/2 = v)z' /> = (2 — 2v)~ VT2, (3.22)

hence ﬁdlcpz is normalized at 0 for DD, + z as claimed. This applies to both cases
I and II.

Now consider dy1), which also solves (dyds + 2)dit), = 0.

Case I: 0 < ¥y = 6 < m. Then DyD; = H91(0,0) and hence 1, being normalized at
1 means (1) = 0,¢,(1) = —1. Then di¢,(1) = ¥.(1) + (£1.)(1) = —1 and hence
—d41), is normalized at 1.

We now find for the Wronskian

~ . _1 -
W(¢z; @z) = 2 - QVW(dlwzv dl@z) = m (d1¢z(d1¢z)/ - (dﬂﬂz)/dl(pz)
1 _
=5, (A= (dadrp) — (dadrp.)drp.) = ﬁ ((d1.) . — todipy)
2
=55, VW= 2). (3.23)

Case II: 6, = 0. Then DyD; = Ho (0,7 — ) with 0 < m — 91 < m. Thus ¥,
being normalized at 1 means ¢,(1) = 1 and By ;_g,%, = 0. Then ¢, € (D1 = d1,4)
thus 0 = dy1,(1). Hence (di¢,) (1) = —(dady2b,)(1) = 20,(1) = z. Thus —z~'dy1, is
normalized at 1 for Hys. Now the same calculation as in (3.23) yields (3.21) and the
Proposition is proved. O]

4. THE ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF THE RESOLVENT TRACE

Standing assumptions. Let [, := —% + Vz;; /1 he the regular singular model oper-

ator. In this Section we assume v to be real and non-negative.

4.1. The Dirichlet condition at 0. Let By g =sinf- f'(1)+cos - f(1) be a boundary
operator for the right end point and let L, = L, (0, 0) be the closed extension of [, with
domain

Q(Lu) = {f € -@(lu,max) ‘ C2(.f) = 0, Bl,@f = O} (41)

The following perturbation result will be crucial for establishing the resolvent trace
expansion Theorem 1.4 (cf. [LES98, Lemma 3.1]).
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Proposition 4.1. Let v > 0. Then L, s self-adjoint and bounded below.
Let W be a measurable function on [0, 1] such that
{W?eLl[o,u, if v >0,

4.2
W2log(;) € L'0,1], if v =0. (4.2)

Then for z2 > maxspec(—L,) there is a constant C(zy) such that for z € R,z > zy, we
have for the Hilbert—-Schmidt norms

lx= 2 W (L, + 22)‘1/2”%5 +(Ly +22) 7207 W g

1/z 2 1 2 i
I+, z)|?dx + % fz |W (z)|*dx if v >0,
< C(=) e v . ) ) , (4.3)
1y 2) 2| log(z2)|dz + L [} LW (x)] d:):), if v =0,
=: R(z).
If (4.2) is replaced by W? € ¥,,, i.e.
2 1m0 - 1 :
Wlogz(z) € LY0,1], %fl/>0, (4.4)
W?log (5)6L101 if v =0,
then
lim R(z) =0, (4.5)

/OO L R(2)ldz < oo, (4.6)

Proof. The boundary conditions for L, are separated and admissible. Therefore, L, is
self-adjoint. We will see below that the resolvent is Hilbert-Schmidt. Thus L, has a
pure point spectrum. An eigenfunction satisfying L, f = A2f, A € RUIR, is therefore a
multiple of \/xJ,(Ax), where .J, denotes the Bessel function of order v [WAT95]. From
the known asymptotic behavior of the Bessel functions with imaginary argument one
deduces that L, has at most finitely many negative eigenvalues and hence is bounded
below.

The kernel k,(z,y;z) of the resolvent (L, + 2?)~! is given in terms of the modified
Bessel functions I, K,

ko (w,y:2) = VgL (e2) (K, (y2) = BEILY2)). © <y, (47)

where ((z) is determined by the requirement B pk(z,-;2z) = 0 (cf. [BRSE85]). One
finds

(cosf + sin0) K, (z) + 2K}, (z) sin 0
(cosf + 3 sin6)1,(z) + zI,(z)sin @
(cosf + (5 +v)sinb)K,(z) — 2K,41(z)sin g
(cosO + (5 +v)sin )1, (z) + zl,41(2) sin 6’
where in the last equation we used the recursion relations [WAT95, 3.71]
2I(2) = 21,01(2) + vI(2), 2K,(z2)=—2K,11 +vK,(2). (4.9)

B(z) =
(4.8)
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Recall the following asymptotic relations for the modified Bessel functions [WAT95,
7.23]

2) = = (14 0(:")),
i 2 — o0, (4.10)
T o, _
Kof2) = /o (14 0(:7%),
and [WAT95, Sec. 3.7]
I,(z) 1 2, K, (2) 27 TWw) 2, v 0, as z — 0;  (4.11)
v 2T (v+1) 7 v —log z, if v =0, ’ '

for the notation ~ see (1.29). From the asymptotics as z — oo one infers
B(2) =O0(e ), z— oo. (4.12)
To prove the estimate (4.3) we fix zy > maxspec(—L,) and find for z > 2,
a2 W (L + 222 s = (L + 2) 722 W
= Tr(zPW (L, + 2°) ' Wa™'/?)

= /1 o W () Pk, (2, 23 2)da (4.13)

/|W V2L (22) K, (2)dz — 3 /\W V2L () 2da.

In the following C' denotes a generic constant depending only on zg and v. We split the
integrals into an integration from 0 to 1/z and from 1/z to 1. In the first regime (4.11)
yields

(2 Ky (@2) < 4 & ifv#0, (4.14)
Cllog(zz)|, if vr=0,
and |I,(zz)| < C. Thus,
1/z
/ oW (2)|*k, (2, z; 2)dx
° (4.15)

_ el v P, if v #£ 0,
C’fl/z W (z)|?|log(22)|dz, if v =0.

For 1/z < <1 we apply (4.10) and find |, (z2)K, (22)] < £, |[,(z2)]* < Le*=.
Thus

1 1
/ W (2) 2| (22) Ko (22)|dee < C% é|W(m)\2dx, (4.16)
1/z 1/z
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and in view of (4.12)

\/ | |1, :L’z)\ dx
1/z

1
1
SC’e_zZ/ (W (2)|*—e**dx

1/2 xTrz

1 1/2 1 1 1
§C’<e_z;/ 2wz )|2d:c+;/ |W(a:)|2da:>
1/2

1/z L

(4.17)

1
<C-, z2>z.
z

The estimate (4.3) now follows from (4.13), (4.15), (4.16), (4.17).

Under the assumptions (4.4) we apply Lemma 2.4 to LR(1) since f |R(2)|dz =

fol/zo %|R(%)|d1’ and conclude (4.5), (4.6). U

We return to the discussion of the operator H = [, + X'V recall that X denotes
the function X () = 2. We have seen in the previous Proposition that L, is a bounded
below self-adjoint operator. In fact L, is the Friedrichs extension of [, restricted to the
domain

2(,) ={f € C&(0,1] | Biof =0}. (4.18)

We now want to construct the Friedrichs extension of H on Z(l,) and compare its
resolvent to that of L,; cf. [KAT95, VI, 2.3]. The problem is that the domains of L,
and of the Friedrichs extension of H on %(l,) are not necessarily equal. This is because
the domain of L, contains functions f(z) with f(z) ~ 2**%/2 as x — 0. For such a
function, X 'V f is not necessarily in L?[0, 1].

Proposition 4.2. Let H =1, + X'V with V € ¥, (cf. Def. 1.2). Moreover, let 2(1,)
be given by (4.18), 0 < 0 <, and let q(f,g) :== (I, f, g) be the form of the operator,.
Then the form

o(f,9) = (X"Vf,9) 200, fr9€ 2() (4.19)

15 q—bounded with arbitrarily small g—bound b.
Proof. We compute for any g € Z(l,) and z > 2
[0(g, 9)| =l 2[V[*2g] 2.
<[l VAL, 4+ 22) 72 P(Ly + 2)g, 9).-

Now Proposition 4.1 implies, that for any b < 1 there exists z € R, sufficiently large,
such that

(g, 9)| < b{(L, + 2%)g, g) = bz*||g||3> + bg(g, g)- O

The quadratic form ¢ is bounded below and closable with closure (). By the second
representation theorem [KAT95, IV, 2.6 Theorem 2.23|, we have

2(Q) = 2((Ly +2)'"?). (4.20)
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As a consequence of Proposition 4.2 we find in view of [KAT95, VI, 1.6, Theorem
1.33] that (¢ 4 v) is a sectorial form with

P(q+v) =2(Q) = 2((Ly + 2)'?). (4.21)

By the first representation theorem ([KAT95, VI, 2.1, Theorem 2.1]) it determines
uniquely a closed m-sectorial extension H(0,0) of H = [, + X'V, with domain given
by

2(H(0,0)) ={fe€2(L,+2)") | lL,+X'V+23)feL?0,1]},
={f € P(Huax) | 2(f) =0,B1of =0}.

Note that the functional ¢o (as well as ¢;) depends on the potential and the ¢y in (4.22)
is the one associated to H.

(4.22)

Theorem 4.3. The operator H(0, 0) is m-sectorial, in particular spec H(0,0) is a subset
of a sector {& € C| |arg(§ —n)| < a}, for some fived angle o € (0,7/2) andn € R. Its
resolvent is trace class and

Ri(2) == |(H(0,8) + 2)™  — (L, + 2) Y, 2€Ry,z>max(—n,0)  (4.23)

satisfies
lim zRy(2) =0, ze€R,, (4.24)
/ |R1(2)|dz < o0. (4.25)
Furthermore,
Tr(H(0,6) +2) " = Tr(L, +2) " + Ra(2)
a b (4.26)
== ﬁ + ; + Rg(Z),
where
1 1 i+, ifg =0
=—, b=—= B = 2 27 ’ f. (1.28 4.27
©=5 b= plrrmBu) {—ay—%), it0 <0, < (20420

The remainders Ry(z), R3(z) satisfy (4.24) and (4.25) and therefore the zeta-
determinant of H(0,0) is well-defined by the formula (see (1.12) and Figure 1).

log det H(0,0) = — ][Tr((H(O, 0) +2)"")d-. (4.28)

Proof. The operator H(0, 6) is m-sectorial, as it arises from the sectorial form (g + v),
see [KAT95, VI.2, Theorem 2.1]. Since by Proposition 4.1 we have

lim (|2 Y2|\VIY2(L, + 2) 7% ||us = 0,
zZ—>00
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we may invoke the Neumann series to obtain
(H(0,0) +2)7" — (L, +2°)7"
= S (=1L +2) (Lo + 2) VL, + z)—a]"(L,, +2)

n>1

,_.
=

(4.29)

There is a little subtlety here since Q(H (0, 9)) does not necessarily equal (L, ). How-
ever, by Proposition 4.2 the forms of H(0,0) and L, have the same domain. This is
used decisively by writing (L, + 22)7'/? at the beginning and at the end of (4.29).

We estimate the trace norm of the individual summands by

1Ly +2) 7212 (L + 2) 22 V(L + 2) 72
<Ly +2) Ml VYL, 4+ 2) 72 s - (Lo + 2) 7222 V]2 g
< Cz'R(2)",
where R(z) = ||z~ Y2|V|V2(L, + 2)"Y2||us - |[(L, + 2)"22"Y2|V|"2||ys. The claim
about Ri(z) now follows from Proposition 4.1.
The first line of (4.26) follows since |Rs(2)| < Ri(2). As for the second line of (4.26)

we note that Tr(L, + 2z)~! has a complete asymptotic expansion as z — co [BRSE85],
in particular

_ b
Tr(L, + 2) t= % + 2 + 0(27*?log 2),
with a,b as in (4.27).
For the claim about the zeta-determinant see Section 1.2. O

4.2. General boundary conditions. We now extend Theorem 4.3 to general bound-
ary conditions at 0. Recall that 0 is in the limit point case if and only if v > 1.
So the following discussion is of relevance only in the case v < 1. The case v = 0
bears more difficulties (see [FMPS03], [KLP06]) and therefore we assume from now
on 0 < v(< 1). The difficulty then is that for 0 < 6, < 7 the resolvent of I,(6y,61)
does not absorb negative x powers as the operator 1,(0, ;) does. Therefore, we do not
have (4.3) at our disposal and hence the resolvent of H (6, 6,) cannot be constructed
as a perturbation of the resolvent of [,(0y, #1). Instead we will employ the results about
factorizable operators in Section 3.1. However we have to impose a slight restriction on
the class of potentials:

Definition 4.4. Let V € ¥, and let H = [, + X'V be the corresponding regular
singular Sturm-Liouville operator. V is called of determinant class if for any pair of
admissible boundary conditions Bjg, the operator H (6, 0;) satisfies for z > 2z, z € Ry,

[(H(80,61) +2) || = O(l2| ™), (4.30)
[(H(80,61) +2) ||, = O(|2| ), (4.31)
and for any ¢ € C§°(0, 1]

o (H (80,61) +2) || oy jn = O] 7Y2). (4.32)
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Here, || - ||z2 1 denotes the norm of a map from L?[0, 1] into the first Sobolev space
H1'[0,1]. We denote the set of determinant class potentials by ¥/4°t.

We note some consequences and give some criteria for V' being of determinant class.

Lemma 4.5. Let V € %% and let W € L2%,,.(0,1] with supp W C [6,1],6 > 0. Then

comp
W (H (0o, 601) + 2) || < Cs[|W 2 [2] 723, 2> 2. (4.33)
For W € L*>|0, 1] we have
W (H(0o,61) +2)7"|| < ClIW |l |2]7Y, 2> 2. (4.34)

Proof. Choose a cut-off function ¢ € C§°(0,1] with p(z) = 1 for > §. Then (4.30),
(4.32) and the complex interpolation method [TAY96, Sec. 4.2] yield for 0 < s <1
1 Ci4s
|0 (H (00, 61) + 2) || o, e < Csl2| 7172 (4.35)

By Sobolev embedding we have H*[0,1] C C[0,1] for s > 1/2 and thus for these s mul-
tiplication by W is continuous H*® — L? with norm bounded by C,||W||z2. Combining
this with (4.35) gives

-1 —1+s
[W(H (00,01) + 2) || oy 2 < CsglW 2|2 72, (4.36)
(4.33) follows by putting s = 2/3, (4.34) is obvious from (4.30). O
Lemma 4.6. Let V € ¥ If W = Wy + Wy, Wy € L®[0,1], W, € L2, ,(0,1] then

V A+ XW e ydet 1

Consequently, if Vi € Y3 Vo € ¥, and Vi(z) = Va(z) for almost all x in a neighbor-
hood of O then Vo € ¥,9°. Furthermore, there is a constant depending only on H (0, 0;)
and the support of Wy such that for z > z

(H (B, 62) + W +2) ™" — (H(6.60) +2) ",
< O([Willoo + W2l 22) [2177°.

(4.37)

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 4.5 that for z large enough we can employ the Neumann
series

(H(90,91) + w + Z)_l - (H(e(), 91) + Z)_l

“1\n 4.38
_ Z H (80, 61) + =)~ (W (H (60,6) + =) ) (4.38)

and (4.30), (4.31), (4.32) follow for H(fy,0;) + W; also (4.37) immediately follows.
The second claim follows from the first with W = X~'(Vo — V1) € LZ (0, 1]. O

Proposition 4.7. Let V € ¥, be real valued in a neighborhood of 0. Then V € ¥4,

Together with Lemma 4.6 this shows that at least potentials of the form V' + A, where
V € ¥, is real valued and A\ € C, are of determinant class.

!Note that then H + W =1, + X1V + XW).
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Proof. In view of Lemma 4.6 and Proposition 3.5 we may change V' outside a neighbor-
hood of 0 such that V' becomes real valued everywhere and such that H(6y,6,) = D*D,
where D is a closed extension of d = —% +w'/w. For the properties of w see Proposition
3.5. Note that since V' is real valued we may choose w to be real valued, too and hence,
in the notation of Proposition 3.5, D; = Dj.

Since D*D is self-adjoint, elliptic and non-negative (4.30), (4.32) follow immediately
from the Spectral Theorem. If y = 0 then (4.31) follows from Theorem 4.3. If 6y # 0
then by Proposition 3.5 the operator D D* has Dirichlet boundary condition at 0. Hence
by Theorem 4.3 the estimate (4.31) holds for DD*. Since for a non-negative operator the
estimate (4.31) depends only on the spectrum and since spec DD* U {0} = spec D*D U
{0} we reach the conclusion. O

Next we prove two comparison results for the asymptotics of the resolvent in the trace
norm. These will then lead to an asymptotic expansion of the trace of the resolvent
for H(6y,6,) for arbitrary admissible boundary conditions and all determinant class
potentials. The technique used in the first comparison result is well-known for elliptic
operators with smooth coefficients on manifolds (cf. e.g. [LMP09, Appendix BJ). We
have to be slightly more careful here due to the low regularity assumptions on the
potential.

Proposition 4.8. Let V; € ¥ j = 1,2 with Vo — Vi € L2, (0,1], that is there
is a & > 0 such that Vi(x) = Va(z) for 0 < x < 6. Let H; = 1, + X'V, be the
corresponding reqular singular Sturm-Liouville operators and let By, By, resp. Bj , be
admissible boundary conditions for H;. Then there is a zy > 0 such for any ' < § and
z > 7y the difference (Hy (6o, 601) + 2) o (Hs(bo, 0,) + z)_l restricted to L?[0, '] is of

trace class and

(1 (B0, 61) +2) 7" = (Ha(B0,01) +2) ") | oo

tr O(|Z|_3/2)a z > 2,2 € Ry.

Proof. We choose cut-off functions ¢,¢ € C§°[0,0), cf. Figure 2, such that they are
identically one over [0, '] and

e supp(¢) C supp(v),
e supp(¢) Nsupp(dy) = 0.

F1GURE 2. The cutoff functions ¢ and 1.
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In particular these conditions yield )¢ = ¢. In this proof we will write for brevity
H instead of H;(6y,0:1) and Hs instead of Hy(6g,6,).
We now consider

R(z) = @D[(Hl +2)7 = (Hy + z)_l}qﬁ.
R(z) maps into the domain of H; and on the support of ¢ the differential expressions
Hy and H, coincide; moreover w2 (H,) = ¢ 2(Hs). Thus (Hy+2)R(2) = [Hy, ¥]((H: +
z)7' — (Hs + 2)7'). Arguing similarly for R(z)* and taking adjoints one then finds
(Hy + 2)R(2)(Hy + 2) = [=02,¢|((Hy + 2)7" = (Hy + 2)7") 07, ¢,

where [+, -] denotes the commutator of the corresponding operators and any function is
viewed as a multiplication operator. Hence

R(Z) = (H1 + Z)_l[—a,%, w] ((Hl + Z)_l — (HQ + Z)_l) [83, ¢](H2 + Z)_l
and thus

[B(2)ler < [[(H1 + Z)_1||tr(||[(9§> GI(H+2) 7+ 103, ¢ (Hz + Z)_1||>-

[03, l(Hz + 2) 7.

By (4.31) we have ||[(H, 4+ 2) 7w = O(|z|7%?). Let f denote 1 or ¢. Then [0?, f] is
a first order differential operator whose coefficients are compactly supported in (0, 1),
hence it maps H'[0, 1] continuously into L2 ,,,(0, 1). Therefore by (4.32), with a cut—off
function y € C§°(0,1) with xy = 1 in a neighborhood of supp([9?, f]),

105, FI(H; +2)7HE < 0% Aoz Ix(Hy + 2) 7 Hlzzmm = O(l2]772)
for z > zy. Hence [|[03, ¢](H; +2) 7" || = O(|2|7"/?) and [|[3}, ¥](H; +2) || = O(|2|7"/?)
and the proposition is proved. O]

We note that in this proof the estimate (4.31) was used only for H;.

Proposition 4.9. Let V; € Y% H; =1, + X'V}, = 1,2, and let By 5,> Bo.go: Bie,
be admissible boundary conditions. Then for any 6 >0

[ ((Hy (60, 6) + 2)™" — (Ha(B0, 61) + 2) O(|2]?), 2> 2,2 €R,.

}LQ [6,1] Htr

Proof. Fix 6 > 0 and put
d? v'—1/4
Hy = —@ + <7X + XVl) Lis21) =t A+gq, (4.39)
with ¢ € Lcomp( 1, A = m
Exactly as in Propos1t10n 4.8 one now shows
[((H1(80,61) + 2) ™" — (H3(6o, 61) + 2) el = OU7), (4.40)

for z > zp,2z € R,. Furthermore, an elementary calculation involving the explicitly
computable resolvent kernel of A(fy,0;) shows ||g(A(fy,61) + 2) 7w = O(2|7/%). A
Neumann series argument then gives

| ((H3(8o,61) + )" = (Ao, 61) + 2) )| Lagsy [l = O~ (4.41)
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(4.40) and (4.41) imply for z > 29,z € R4,

[((FH1(80,61) +2) 7" = (Ao, 61) + 2) )| pagsy e = O~ (4.42)
The same line of reasoning applies to H, and hence (4.42) also holds with Ha(6y, 6;)
instead of Hy(6p,61), whence the result. O

Theorem 4.10. Let V € 7,9 v > 0, and let H = 1, + X'V be the corresponding
regular singular Sturm-Liouville operator. Let 0 < 8; < m (6o =0 if v > 1).

Then the resolvent of H(0y,0,) is trace class. Moreover, there is a zg > 0 such that
H(0y,61) + z is invertible for z > zy and

Tr(H (6o,6:) + z)_l = % + g + R3(z), 2> 2,
where a = %,
—v—1 ity =6,=0,
b= Bow) ) = T GRS R T
w1, if0<b,6 <,
(cf. (1.28)) is independent of V', and the remainder Rs(z) satisfies
Zlgglo zR3(z) =0, zeRy, (4.44)
/00 |R3(z)|dz < 0o, 2o > maxspec(—H (p,61)) NR. (4.45)
20

In particular the zeta-determinant of H(0y,60,) is well-defined by the formula (1.12),
logdet; L = — ][ Tr(H(0,0) + 2)~1)d=. (4.46)
r

Proof. By Proposition 3.5 we may choose a factorizable operator Hj(6y,01) = D1 Do
such that there is a 6 > 0 such that the coefficients of H; and H coincide on the
interval [0, §]. Here, Dy, Dy are appropriate closed extensions of the operators dy, ds in
(3.14) with p = —v. Then by Propositions 4.8, 4.9 we find

| ((H (o, 61) + 2)"" = (D1D2+ 2)7Y) ||, = Ol2]?), 2> 2,2€Ry, (447

and hence
Te(H (0o, 61) +2) " = Tr(DyDy + 2) "' + O(|2] /). (4.48)

We now have to discuss the four possible cases listed in Section 3.2, see also (3.15),
(3.16):
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Case I: Dy = dy yy, Dy = d3,4,. Then D; D, has a one-dimensional null space and Dy D,
is invertible. Applying Theorem 4.3 to DyD; we obtain

a b
—+—-+R 4.49
sty T, (449

where R3(z) has the claimed properties (4.44) and (4.45) and @ = 1/2,b = —1/2(1 —
v+1/2—2) =1/2(r+1/2). Note that in formulas involving DDy, according to (3.16),
the v has to be replaced by 1 — v.

Tr(D1D2 + z)_l = Tr(D2D1 + z)_l + 27 =

Case II: Dy = dy yq, Dy = daqr. Then Dy Dy and Dy D are both invertible and hence
Tr(DyDg + 2)7' = Tr(DyD; + 2)~!, and we can proceed as in Case I.

In the remaining cases III (D; = dy 4r, D2 = dayq) and IV (D1 = dy 4o, D2 = da )
one can apply Theorem 4.3 directly to Dy Ds. O

5. VARIATION OF THE REGULAR SINGULAR POTENTIAL

In this section we discuss the behavior of the fundamental system of solutions un-
der a certain variation of the potential and derive a variational formula for the zeta-
determinant.

Standing assumptions. Let v >0,V € ¥, and let W, € L>[0,1]+ L%, (0,1] be a
family of functions depending on a real or complex parameter 7. To avoid unnecessary
technicalities we assume that W, is of the form W, = Wi, + W,, where W, €
L>[0,1], Wy, € L2,,,,(0,1] satisfy

(i) n+— Wi, is differentiable as a map into the Banach space L0, 1],
(ii) there is a fixed § > 0 such that supp W5, C [9, 1] and n — ng}[&” is differen-
tiable as a map into the Banach space L*[6, 1].
For notational convenience we assume W, = 0 and put V,, := V + XW, and
pe
da?

1o = 0 serves as a base point for a perturbative construction of a fundamental system.

Hy=1l,+ XV, =1, + X Y(V+XW,) = Hy+ W, =: + ay- (5.1)

5.1. Fundamental solutions and their asymptotics. According to Theorem 2.1
let g1, be the unique solution of the ODE H, g, = 0 with ¢y ,(z) ~ 2™, as  — 0+.
Note that the second solution g, in Theorem 2.1 is not uniquely determined by the
requirement gs , () = —ix”z, cf. Remark 3.2. Since the solutions now depend on the
parameter 7, the choice of g, becomes important. Before we specify g2, we discuss
the dependence of g1, on 7. To do so recall the operator K, from (2.11) in Section 2.

For a > 0 consider the Banach space X*C|0, 1] with norm
[flla = sup |z~ f(x)], (5-2)
0<z<1

and the Banach space C}[0, 1] consisting of those functions in f € (X*C10,1])NC*(0,1]
with f € X*~1C0, 1] and norm

Il == 1l 1 e (5-3)
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For f € X*(C0,1] the inequality (2.15) gives
1 v n
il ([ Wlan)” v 20 (5.4)

thus K,V is a bounded operator on X*C|0, 1] with spectral radius zero. Furthermore,
for f € X*C[0,1] (cf. (2.19))

V@) < a0 [ 1V 5.5)
hence K,V maps X*C|[0, 1] continuously into C}[0,1].
Recall from (2.17) that gy ,(z) = 2" (1 + ¢, (z)) with
6, = (I — K, V,) 'K, V1. (5.6)
Consequently ¢, is differentiable in 1 and
Oy = ([_van)_lKu(Xaan)l
+ (I — KV, K (X0,W,) (I — K,V,) "' K,V,1.

Since 9,W, is bounded near 0, the operator K, (X8,W,) maps C}[0,1] continuously
into C?,,[0,1] and hence we have proved

(K V)" f ()] < a®

||

(5.7)

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions stated at the beginning of this section, g1, is dif-
ferentiable in n with Opg1n(x) = O(x"'2), 0y91 ,(x) = O(x"" ) as x — 0+. Moreover,
the O—constants are locally uniform in n and hence g1.,(x) — gin, (x) = O(z12).
After these preparations we can discuss the second fundamental solution g, ,. For n
in a neighborhood of 0 we can fix zy € (0,1) such that g ,(z) # 0 for 0 < 2 < x,. For
these x we note
g10(2) 7% = gro(2) 72
_ 5.8
[91.9(2) + 91,0(95);[91,0(55) . g1,n(7)] _ 0(12—21/1)’ z = 0+ (5.8)
(91.0(2))?(910())

where the O—constant is independent of 1. Hence g ,27 — 91, 2 is integrable over (0, ]
and we put for z € (0, zg)

920(z) = g10() /EO g10(y) *dy, (5.9)

Gon(7) = —g1.9(7) /Ox[gl,n(y)_z — g1o(y)*ldy + iizgg Ga2,0(T). (5.10)

From (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10) we immediately get

Lemma 5.2. ¢1,,02, s a fundamental system of solutions for the ODE H,g = 0
satisfying (2.5), (2.6). Moreover, ga, is also differentiable in n and we have for v >0

G2.n(2) = gao(z) + O(z"*1?), (5.11)
Ongan(x) = O(2%2),  Oyg5,(x) = O(z"*), (5.12)

asx — 0. Forv =0 the estimates are O(x*/?> " 1ogx) = O(x*?logx), O(z"> 2 logw) =
O(z°?logx), O(z*2 ' logx) = O(2*?log x), respectively.
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Lemma 5.1 and 5.2 imply:

Corollary 5.3. For v > 0 we have the following asymptotics for the Wronskians
Wi OnGkn) = GinGhn = GimGkm 3ok = 1,2, as & — 0+

W (g1, Ong1,) () = O™ ), (5.13)
W (ga.ns Ong1)(x) = O(z" 211 = O(2?), (5.14)
W (g1, Ongan)(x) = O($V1+V2+l) 0(532), (5.15)
W (g2, Ongon)(x) = O(z***1). (5.16)

If v =0 then the estimates are O(x?logx) in all four cases.
Hence for v >0 and all j,k = 1,2, we have

glcii%w(gj,m angkm)(x’) =0.

Now we are ready to state the variational result which generalizes [LES98, Prop. 3.4]
to arbitrary boundary conditions and to more general potentials:

Theorem 5.4. 1. Let 0 <v <1,V € %% and let n — W, € L>[0,1] + L2, (0,1]
be differentiable in the sense described at the beginning of this section. Furthermore,
let 0 < 0; < mj=0,1andlet H, =1, + X'V +W,. Fizny and let g;, be the
fundamental system constructed above, relative to the base point 0y (g, plays the role
of the g; o above).

Then we have H,(0y,0:) = H,,(0y,601) + W, — W,,. Moreover, if H,,(0,0:) is in-
vertible then n — logdet; H, (0o, 01) is differentiable at ny and if p,, 1, denotes a fun-
damental system which is normalized for the boundary conditions Bjg,,j = 0,1 we
have

d d
an |, Jog detc Hy (6o, 61) = p |, Jog W (¢, ). (5.17)

2. Letv >0 and let n — V, € ¥, be differentiable (recall from Def. 1.2 that ¥, is
naturally a Fréchet space). Let H, =1, + X~ 'V,, 0 <0 < 7. If H,(0,6,) is invertible
then n — log det; H,(0,0) is differentiable at ny and formula (5.17) holds accordingly.

Proof. 1. Let 0 < v < 1. By Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 we have

G1,0(x) = g1p(x) = O(*?),

G2.() = gae () = O(a*/?),
Hence by Theorem 3.1 the domain of H, na.x as well as the functionals ¢, ¢, are inde-
pendent of . Thus we have indeed H,(6y,61) = H,,(6o,61) + W, — W,,. The proof
of Lemma 4.5 shows that W, is H,, (6, 0:1)-bounded and the assumptions on the map
n +— W, then imply that n — H, (6, 6:) is a graph continuous family of self-adjoint op-
erators; in particular there is an ¢ > 0 such that H,,(y, 6,) is invertible for |n —ny| < €.

From now on we assume |n — ng| < €.
From the estimate (4.37) we conclude that

log det¢ H,,(6y, 61) — log dete Hy, (6o, 61)

‘/FTI«H,?(eO,el) +2) 7 = (Hyy (B0, 61) + ) ") dz

— 0. (5.18)

(5.19)
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where the integrand on the right is absolutely summable as it is O(|z|~7/°), z — oo.
Furthermore, according to our assumptions on W, we have

d

i ((HalB0,00) 4 2) " = (B (00, 01) +2))

= _(Hn(90> 91) + Z)_l(aan)(Hn(QOa 91) + Z)_l-

(5.20)

By (4.37) the trace norm of the right hand side is O(|z|77/®) where the O—constant
is locally independent of 7. By the Dominated Convergence Theorem we may thus
differentiate under the integral and find

d
d_T] log detg Hn(eo, 91)

:/FTr((Hn(@anl) +2) 71 (0,Wy) (Hy (6o, 01) + 2) ") dz (5.21)

d
__ /F T ((0,W,) (60, 61) + ) ) d
:Tr((ﬁan)Hn(é’o,Ql)_l).
Having established this identity we can now proceed as in the proof of [LES98, Prop.

3.4], making essential use of Corollary 5.3.
The kernel G, (x,y) of H,(6y,0:) is given by

Gylx,y) = W (g, 0n) og(@)n(y), =<y, (5.22)

W (4, ¢y) # 0 since H,(6y,0:) is invertible by assumption. Since g;, are differentiable
in 7 (Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2) so are ¢,,1,. In fact, the normalization condition
implies

I cot O - 91.n + G295 if 0 <6y <m,
8077 - gl,na if 90 = 0. (523)
wn = GnQ1y + bng2,na

where a,, b, depend differentiably on 7. Differentiating the formula <pgm = @y4pp,n, With
respect to 7 gives

Onply = (04n) P + anOyspy = (04 W)y + 410, (5.24)

and hence

(W) oniy :(5ns0i§)wn — @y (o) = (Oppn) "y — (0779077)%7/ ( |
d d 5.25
:%((81790?7)/1% - (8179017)1%) = %W(wn, Onoy)-
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Thus we find

d
o log det¢ H,(0o,61) = Tr((8,W,)H,(00,61)")

1
d
=W (4, @n)_l /0 %W(@Dm Oyon)(z)d

= W(wn, ‘Pn)_l (W(wn, 077%7)(1) - xl_if& W(@bm an@n)(x))-

By Corollary 5.3 we have

T (0. 0,0,)(2) =0, (5.20
On the other hand
W (0ythy, ) (1) = 0, (5.27)

since 1, is normalized with 1, (1) = 0 and #; (1) = —1 in case of Dirichlet boundary
conditions and with ¢,(1) = 1 in case of generalized Neumann boundary conditions.
Note that in contrast to [LES98], the proof of relation (5.26) requires a careful as-
ymptotic analysis of the fundamental solutions as summarized in Corollary 5.3.
In view of (5.26) and (5.27) we arrive at

d
d_n 10g detC Hn(QOa 91) = W(¢n> Qpn)_l (W(¢n> 8779077)(1) + W(anqvbm gpn)(l))

d d
= W(wmgon)_ld_nw(qﬂm‘ﬁn) = d_nlogW(¢n=<P17)

and the proof of 1. is complete.

2. For the proof of 2. we only have to note that by Proposition 4.1 we can estimate
the trace norm of (H,(0,60) + 2)71(9,V,)(H,(0,0) + 2z)~" by C|z|'R(z) where R(z)
satisfies (4.6) and the constant C' is locally independent of 1. Thus we conclude the
variation formula (5.21). The remaining arguments are then completely analogous to
the proof of 1. ]

Remark 5.5. One can also prove a variation formula for the dependence of the zeta-
determinant on the boundary conditions 6, 6;. For the variation of 6; at the regular
end this is standard, see e.g. [LES98, Prop. 3.6]. For the variation of §y the proof is
much more delicate. Due to our approach via factorizable operators the result is not
needed and therefore omitted. However, the factorization method does not extend to
matrix valued potentials in a straightforward way. So, if one would like to generalize
the results of this paper to matrix valued potentials with regular singularities then one
would probably need to establish a formula for the variation of the zeta-determinant
under the variation of the boundary conditions at the singular end.

5.2. Proof of the Main Theorem 1.5. We are now finally ready to prove the Main
Theorem 1.5. As in [LES98, Sec. 4] we first note that (1.30) is obviously true if H (6, 61)
is not invertible. Furthermore, if (-, z),%(+,2) denote the normalized solutions for
H (0y,6,) + z it follows from Theorem 5.4 (surely, for V € 7,9 the family z — V + 2 X
satisfies the standing assumptions of the beginning of this section) that det(H (6o, 01) +
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z) and W (9 (-, 2),¢(+, z)) are holomorphic functions in C with the same logarithmic
derivative. Hence it suffices to prove the formula for H (6, 6;) + z for one z € C.

Let us now first assume that 6, = 0, i.e. at the left end point we have the Dirichlet
boundary condition. Except for the low regularity assumptions on the potential this
case was treated in [LES98]. From loc. cit. we will only use the result that the formula
(1.30) holds for 6y = 0 and V' (z) = xz, i.e. for the operator 1,(0,6;) + z. To reduce
the claim to this case we consider V,, := nV. By Proposition 4.1, L, :=[,(0, ;) is self-
adjoint and bounded below and from (4.3) we infer that H,(0,6:)+z := L,+nX 'V +z
is invertible for 0 < n <1 and z > z;. Hence we may apply the variation result Theorem
5.4, 2. and we are reduced to the case V = 0 and thus to [LES98|.

Next we consider the case 0 < 6y < 1. As noted before this necessarily means v < 1,
since for v > 1 the left end point is in the limit point case. The case v = 0 is beyond
the scope of this paper and so we assume 0 < v < 1. By Proposition 3.5 we have
H(eo, 91) = D1D2 + W with W e Lgomp(O, 1] and D1 = dl,ra; D2 = d27m« if ‘91 = 0, and
Dy = dy,r, Dy = dyq if 6, > 0. Putting W, = nW,0 < n <1, we infer from Lemma
4.5 that D1 Dy + nW + z is invertible for 0 < n < 1 and 2z > z;, thus invoking again
the variation result Theorem 5.4, 1. we are reduced to prove the formula (1.30) for
the operator D;D, + z. Note that Dy D; has the Dirichlet boundary condition at 0
and hence (1.30) holds for Dy Dy + z by the first part of this proof. We now look at
the cases already discussed in the proof of Proposition 3.6. We use the notation from
loc. cit., in particular ¢, 1, denote a pair of normalized solutions for (DyDy 4 z)g = 0
and @, = ﬁdlgpz,wz = —dy1, the corresponding pair of normalized solutions for

Denote by i, p1 the invariants defined in (1.27), (1.28) of the boundary conditions
for D1 D,. Denote by ,u;- the corresponding invariants for Dy D).

Case I: 0 < 0; < w. The kernel of DDy is one—dimensional and DyD; is invertible.
We have pyg = —v, 11y = —1/2. py =1 — v, ¢y = 1/2. Thus, using the proven formula
(1.30) for DyD; and Proposition 3.6

det¢ (D1 Dy + 2) = zdet¢(DyDy + 2)
o ZT
20T (puf + P (g + 1)
B 2(1 —v)w
- 2m0tm 2T (g + 2)T (g + 2)

7T ~
= w 2 Nz .
ST (g + DG + 1) V%)

W (s, ¢.)
(5.28)

W (¢, 3.)
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Case II: 6; = 0. Here D1 D5 and D, D, are both invertible and we have g = —v, pu; =
1/2. py=1—v,puy = —1/2. Thus

detC(Dng + Z) = detc(Dng + Z)
™

= T 7 W zy Pz
ATy + DTG+ 1) )
2motim L (po + 2)T(pa) o
7T ~
= w z9 Nz .
S T m + DTG 7 1) (V= #2)
The proof is complete. O

Remark 5.6. We conclude by mentioning that Theorem 1.5 can be extended to po-
tentials with regular singularities at both end points (and otherwise having the same
regularity properties as the class #/4). The formula (1.30) remains the same. For the
proof one first employs the factorization method we used here to arrange that, say at
the left end point, one has Dirichlet boundary conditions. For this boundary condition
a variation formula for the variation of the singular potential was proved in [LES98,
Prop. 3.7]. This variation formula is still valid for our class of potentials and it allows
to deform the parameter v to v = 1/2. Now one is basically in the situation with one
regular end point and one singular end point and Theorem 1.5 can be applied. The
details are left to the reader.
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