arXiv:1803.06039v2 [math.SP] 14 Oct 2018

Generic asymptotics of resonance counting function for Schrödinger point interactions

Sergio Albeverio^a and Illya M. Karabash^{b,c,*}

This work is dedicated to the dear Memory of Boris Pavlov. The first author had the great experience to meet him personally at a conference in Dubna back in 1987. At that time Boris was developing his original approach to point interactions and was the leader of a very strong group of young enthusiastic mathematicians working in this area. From then on our steady friendship developed, with him and his coworkers. The authors are very grateful to Boris for the many insights he has provided, that also influenced much of our work. We deeply mourn his departure.

a Institute for Applied Mathematics, Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms Universität Bonn, and Hausdorff Center for Mathematics, Endenicher Allee 60, D-53115 Bonn, Germany b Mathematical Institute, Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms Universität Bonn, Endenicher Allee 60, D-53115 Bonn, Germany c Institute of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics of NAS of Ukraine, Dobrovolskogo st. 1, Slovyans’k 84100, Ukraine * Corresponding author: i.m.karabash@gmail.com

E-mails: albeverio@iam.uni-bonn.de, i.m.karabash@gmail.com

Abstract We study the leading coefficient in the asymptotic formula N (R) =^W_π R + O(1), R → ∞, for the resonance counting function N (R) of Schrödinger Hamiltonians with point interactions. For such Hamiltonians, the Weyl-type and non-Weyl-type asymptotics of N (R) was introduced recently in a paper by J. Lipovský and V. Lotoreichik (2017). In the present paper, we prove that the Weyl-type asymptotics is generic.

MSC-classes: 35J10, 35B34, 35P20, 05C90, 81Q37, 81Q80

Keywords: asymptotics of resonances, delta-interaction, Weyl-type asymptotics, directed graph, multigraph, exponential polynomial, quasi-normal-eigenvalue 1

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Resonances as zeroes of a characteristic determinant 5

3 Absence of cancellations in Leibniz formula 6 3.1 Proof of Theorem 3.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

1 Introduction

The asymptotics as R → ∞ of the counting function N_{Ha,Y} (R) for the resonances of a ‘one particle, finitely many centers’ Schrödinger Hamiltonian H_{a,Y} acting in the complex Lebesgue space L^2(R^3 ) and associated with the formal differential expression

− Δu(x) + “ N∑ j=1 μ(a_j)δ(x − y_j)u(x)“, x = (x^1, x^2, x^3) ∈ R^3 , N ∈ N, (1.1)

have being studied recently in [25], where the existence of Weyl-type and non-Weyl type asymptotics of N_{Ha,Y} (·) have been proved and similarities with the case of quantum graphs [12, 13] have been noticed. The goal of the present paper is to show that the case of Weyl-type asymptotics of N_{Ha,Y} (·) is generic for operators of the form (1.1).

We denote by Δ the self-adjoint Laplacian in L^2(R^3 ) and assume throughout the paper that N ≥ 2, where N is the number of point interaction centers y_j ∈ R^3 , which are assumed to be distinct, i.e., y_m ≠ y_j if m ≠ j. The N-tuple of centers (y_j)^N_{j=1} ⊂ (R^3 )^N is denoted by Y . The numbers a_j ∈ C are the ’strength’ parameters for the point interactions forming a tuple a = (a_j)^N_{j=1} ∈ C^N .

Roughly speaking, point interactions correspond to potentials expressed by the Dirac measures δ(· − y_j) and play the role of potentials in formula (1.1) (this can be taken as definition in the 1-D case of Sturm-Liouville differential operators). Rigorously, in 3-D case, the point interaction Hamiltonian H_{a,Y} associated with (1.1) can be introduced as a densely defined closed operator in the Hilbert space L^2(R^3 ) via a Krein-type formula for the difference (H_{a,Y} − z^2)^{−1} − (−Δ − z^2)^{−1} of the perturbed and unperturbed resolvents of operators H_{a,Y} and −Δ, respectively. For the definition of H_{a,Y} and for the meaning of the ‘strength’ parameters and the factors μ(a_j ) in (1.1), we refer to [1, 2, 3, 7] in the case a_j ∈ R, and to [4, 6] in the case a_j ∉ R (see also Section 2). Note that, in the case (a_j )^N_{j=1} ⊂ R^N , the operator H_{a,Y} is self-adjoint in L^2(R^3 ); and in the case (a_j)^N_{j=1} ⊂ (C_−)^N , H_{a,Y} is closed and maximal dissipative (in the sense of [16], or in the sense that iH_{a,Y} is maximal accretive [23]).

Eigenvalues and (continuation) resonances k of the corresponding operator H_{a,Y} are connected with the special N × N-matrix Γ(z), which is a function of the spectral parameter z and depends also on Y and a. The matrix-function Γ(·) appears naturally as a part of the expression for (H_{a,Y} − z^2)^{−1} − (−Δ − z^2)^{−1}, see [3, 5, 6] and Section 2.

The set Σ(H_{a,Y} ) of resonances associated with H_{a,Y} is defined as the set of zeroes k of the determinant det Γ(·), which is an analytic of z function.

This definition follows the logic of [15, 12, 25] and slightly differs from that of the original definition [3, 5] since it includes in the set of resonances the zeroes k ∈ C_+ := {z ∈ C : Im z > 0}, which correspond to eigenvalues k^2 of H_Y . It is easy to see [3, 5, 6] that H_{a,Y} has only a finite number of eigenvalues and so the inclusion of corresponding k ∈ C_+ does not essentially influence the asymptotics for R → ∞ of the counting function N_{Ha,Y} (·), which is defined by N_{Ha,Y} (R) := #{k ∈ Σ(H_{a,Y} ) : |k| < R}. Here #E is the number of elements of a multiset E.

When the number of resonances in a certain domain is counted, Σ(H_{a,Y} ) has to be understood as a multiset, i.e., an unordered set in which an element e can be repeated a finite number m_e ∈ N of times (this number m_e is called the multiplicity of e). The multiplicity of a resonance k is, by definition, its multiplicity as a zero of det Γ(·), and it is always finite since the resolvent set of H_{a,Y} is nonempty (see [3, 6]). The definition of the resonance counting function takes this multiplicity into account.

The study of the counting function N_{−Δ+V} (·) for scattering poles of Schrödinger Hamiltonians −Δ + V in L^2(R^n ) with odd n ≥ 3 was initiated in [26] (for the relation between the notions of scattering poles and resonances, see [15]). This study was continued and extended to obstacle and geometric scattering in a number of papers (see e.g. [30, 18, 10, 11, 15, 31] and references therein). In particular, it was proved in [10, 11] that for odd n ≥ 3 the formula

lim sup R→∞ log N_{−Δ+V} (R) log R

= n (1.2)

is generic for compactly supported L^∞-potentials V . Generally, in such settings, only the bound lim sup_{R→∞}^{log N−Δ+V (R)}_{log R} ≤ n is proved [30] (see the discussion of a related open problem in [10, 31]).

During the last two decades, wave equations, resonances, and related optimization problems on structures with combinatorial geometry and graph theory backgrounds have attracted a substantial attention, in particular, due to their engineering applications, see monographs [3, 7, 8, 27], papers [6, 12, 13, 14, 17, 20, 21, 22] and references therein. One of the earliest studies of scattering on graphs was done by Gerasimenko and Pavlov [19].

In [13, 12], the asymptotics N_G(R) =^{2WG}_π R + O(1) as R → ∞ for the resonance counting function of a non-compact quantum graph G have been obtained and it was shown that the nonnegative constant W_G, which was called the effective size of the graph, is less or equal to the sum of lengths of the internal edges of the graph. It was said that the quantum graph has a Weyl resonance asymptotics if W_G equals the sum of lengths of internal edges. Special attention was paid in [12, 13] to the cases where non-Weyl asymptotics holds, i.e., to the cases where W_G is strictly less than the sum of lengths of internal edges.

In the recent paper [25], it was noticed that the resonance theories for point interactions and for quantum graphs have a lot in common, and the asymptotics N_{Ha,Y} (R) = W (H_{a,Y} ) π R + O(1) as R → ∞ (1.3)

was established for point interaction Hamiltonians H_{a,Y} with a certain positive constant W (H_{a,Y} ), which is called an effective size of the set Y . (Note that (1.3) holds for the case N ≥ 2; in the simple case N = 1 it is obvious that only one resonance exists.) On the other hand, the size of the family of centers Y was defined by

V (Y ) := max_{σ∈SN} N∑ j=1 |y_j − y_{σ(j)}|, where the maximum is taken over all permutations σ in the symmetric group S_N . The asymptotics of N_{Ha,Y} (R) for R → ∞ was called of Weyl-type if the effective size W (H_{a,Y} ) in (1.3) coincides with the size V (Y ). An example of H_{a,Y} with non-Weyl-type asymptotics was constructed in [25]. (Note that, while [25] considers only the case where all a_j coincide and are real, the results and proofs of [25] can be extended to the case of arbitrary a ∈ C^N almost without any changes.)

The present paper studies how often the equality W (H_{a,Y} ) = V (Y ), i.e., Weyl-type asymptotics, happens. To parametrize rigorously the family of Hamiltonians H_{a,Y} , let us consider Y as a vector in the space (R^3 )^N of ordered N-tuples y = (y_j)^N_{j=1} with the entries y_j ∈ R^3 . We consider (R^3 )^N as a linear normed space with the ℓ^2-norm |y|_2 = ( ∑ |y_j|^2)^{1/2}. Then the ordered collection Y of centers is identified with an element of the subset A ⊂ (R^3 )^N defined by

A := {y ∈ (R^3 )^N : y_j ≠ y_j′ for j ≠ j^′}.

We consider A as a metric space with the distance function induced by the norm | · |_2.

The following theorem is the main result of the present paper. It shows that Weyltype asymptotics is generic for point interaction Hamiltonians and gives a precise sense to this statement.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a subset A_1 ⊂ A that is open and dense in the metric space A and has also the property that, for every Y ∈ A_1 and every a ∈ C^N , the counting function for the resonances of H_{a,Y} has the Weyl-type asymptotics N_{Ha,Y} (R) = V (Y ) π R + O(1) as R → ∞.

The proof is constructive and is given in Section 3.2.

Notation. The following standard sets are used: the lower and upper complex half-planes C_± = {z ∈ C : ± Im z > 0}, the set Z of integers, the closure S̄ of a subset of a normed space U, in particular, C_± = {z ∈ C : ± Im z ≥ 0}, open balls B_ϵ (u_0) = B_ϵ (u_0; U) := {u ∈ U : ρ_U (u, u_0) < ϵ} in a metric space U with the distance function ρ_U (·, ·) (or in a normed space).

By y_j ∼ y_m we denote an edge between vertices y_j and y_m in an undirected graph G (so y_j ∼ y_m and y_m ∼ y_j is the same edge). Directed edges in a directed graph −→ G will be called bonds in accordance with [8] and denoted by y_j ⊏ y_m, which means that the bond is from y_j to y_m (note that this notation is slightly different from that of [8]).

2 Resonances as zeroes of a characteristic determinant

Let the set Y = {y_j}^N_{j=1} consist of N ≥ 2 distinct points y_1, . . . , y_N in R^3 . Let a = (a_j)^N_{j=1} ∈ C^N be the N-tuple of the strength parameters. The operator H associated with (1.1) is defined in [1, 2, 3] for the case of real a_j, and in [6] for a_j ∈ C . It is a closed operator in the complex Hilbert space L^2(R^3 ) and it has a nonempty resolvent set. The spectrum of H consists of the essential spectrum [0, +∞) and an at most finite set of points outside of [0, +∞) [6] (all of those points are eigenvalues).

The resolvent (H − z^2)^{−1} of H is defined in the classical sense on the set of z ∈ C_+ such that z^2 is not in the spectrum, and has the integral kernel

(H − z^2)^{−1}(x, x^′) = G_z(x − x^′) + N∑ j,j^′=1 G_z(x − y_j) [Γ_{a,Y} ]^{−1}_{j,j′} G_z(x^′ − y_j′ ), (2.1)

where x, x^′ ∈ R^3 \ Y and x ≠ x^′, see e.g. [3, 6]. Here

G_z(x − x^′) := e^{iz|x−x′|} 4π|x − x^′| is the integral kernel associated with the resolvent (−Δ − z^2)^{−1} of the kinetic energy Hamiltonian −Δ; [Γ_{a,Y} ]^{−1}_{j,j′} denotes the j, j^′-element of the inverse to the matrix

Γ_{a,Y} (z) = [( a_j −^{iz}_{4π} ) δ_{jj}′ − ~G_z(y_j − y_j′ ) ]_N j,j^′=1 , where ~G_z(x) := { G_z(x), x ≠ 0 0, x = 0 .

(2.2)

The multi-set of (continuation) resonances Σ(H) associated with the operator H (in short, resonances of H) is by definition the set of zeroes of the determinant det Γ_{a,Y} (·), which we will call the characteristic determinant. This definition follows [15] and slightly differs from the one used in [5, 3] because isolated eigenvalues are now also included into Σ(H). For the origin of this and related approaches to the understanding of resonances, we refer to [5, 15, 28, 29] and the literature therein. The multiplicity of a resonance k will be understood as the multiplicity of a corresponding zero of the analytic function det Γ_{a,Y} (·) (see [3]).

An important common feature of quantum graphs and point interaction Hamiltonians is that the function that is used to determine resonances as its zeroes is an exponential polynomial. That is, the function

D(z) := (−4π)^N det Γ_{a,Y} (z) (2.3)

has the form_ν ∑ j=0 P_{bj} (z)e^{ibj z}, (2.4) where ν ∈ N ∪ {0}, b_j ∈ C , and P_{bj} (·) are polynomials. One can see that, for the particular case of D(·), b_j are real and nonnegative numbers.

In what follows, we assume that the polynomials P_{bj} (·) in the representation (2.4) for D(·) are nontrivial in the sense that P_{bj} (·) ≢ 0, and that all b_j in (2.4) are distinct and ordered such that b_0 < b_1 < · · · < b_ν .

Under these assumptions, the set {b_j}^ν_{j=0} and the representation (2.4) are unique.

It is obvious that b_0 = 0 and the corresponding polynomial is equal to

P_0(z) = N∏ j=1 (iz − 4πa_j). It is easy to notice [6] that ν ≥ 1, i.e., there are at least two summands in the sum (2.4) and at least one of them involves nonzero number b_j . (Let us recall that N ≥ 2 is assumed throughout the paper).

The asymptotic behavior of the counting function N_H for resonances of H is given by the formula

N_H (R) = b_ν π R + O(1) as R → ∞, (2.5)

which was derived in [25] from [12, Theorem 3.1] (for more general versions of this result in the context of the general theory of exponential polynomials see [9] and references therein). So, following the terminology of [25],

b_ν is the effective size W (H) (2.6)

associated with the N-tuples Y and a that define the Hamiltonian H. Remark 2.1. This raises the natural question of whether there exist a family of centers Y such that the effective size W (H_{a,Y} ) of H_{a,Y} might change with the change of the ‘strength’ tuple a ∈ C^N . (Note that we do not allow a_j to take the value ∞. Otherwise, the answer becomes obvious since a_j = ∞ means that the center y_j is excluded from Y , see [3, 6]).

3 Absence of cancellations in Leibniz formula

In this section, we assume that the tuple a is fixed and consider the operator H and the set Σ(H) of its resonances as functions of the family Y of interaction centers. Therefore we will use the notation H_Y for H, and

D_Y (z) := (−4π)^N det Γ_{a,Y} (z) (3.1)

for the corresponding modified version (2.3) of the characteristic determinant (2.2).

The Leibniz formula expands D_Y (z) into the sum of terms

e^{izVσ (Y )}P^{[σ,Y ]}(z) (3.2) taken over all permutations σ in the symmetric group S_N , where the constants V_σ(Y ) ≥ 0 depends on σ and Y , and P^{[σ,Y ]}(·) are polynomials in z depending on σ and Y . They have the form

V_σ(Y ) := N∑ j=1 |y_j − y_{σ(j)}| = ∑ j:σ(j)≠j |y_j − y_{σ(j)}|, (3.3) P^{[σ,Y ]}(z) := (−1)^{ϵσ} K_1(σ, Y ) ∏ j:σ(j)=j (iz − 4πa_j), (3.4)

where K_1 is the positive constant depending on σ and Y ,

K_1(σ, Y ) := ∏ j:σ(j)≠j |y_j − y_{σ(j)}|^{−1}

(K_1(e, Y ) := 1 in the case where σ is the identity permutation e = [1][2] . . . [N]) and ϵ_σ is the permutation sign (the Levi-Civita symbol).

Here and below we use the square brackets notation of the textbook [24] for permutation cycles, omitting sometimes, when it is convenient, the degenerate cycles consisting of one element. For each permutation σ, there exists a decomposition

σ = M(σ)∏

m=1 c_m (3.5)

of σ into disjoint cycles c_m (in short, the cycle decomposition of σ). The changes in the order of cycles in the product (3.5) does not influence the result of the product. Up to such variations of order, the decomposition (3.5) is unique (see e.g. [24]). So the number M(σ) of cycles in (3.5) is a well defined function of σ. It is connected with the permutation sign ϵ_σ by the well-known equality

ϵ_σ = (−1)^{N−M(σ)}. (3.6)

(To see this it is enough to conclude from the equality [1 2 . . . n] = [1 2][2 3] . . . [(n−1) n] that the sign of a cycle c_m equals to (−1)^{#(cm)−1}, where #(c_m) is the number of elements involved in the cycle c_m.)

We will use some basic notions of graph theory that are concerned with the directed and undirected graphs with lengths. Such graphs can be realized as metric graphs or as weighted discrete graphs. Because of connections of the topic of this paper with quantum graphs (see [25]), we try to adapt terminology and notation close to (but not coinciding with) that of the monographs [8, 27].

The numbers V_σ(Y ) have a natural geometric description from the point of view of pseudo-orbits of directed metric graph having vertices at the centers y_j, j = 1, . . . , N (see [25] and references therein). Namely, V_σ(Y ) is the metric length (the sum of length of bonds) of the directed graph −→ G_σ associated with σ ∈ S_N and consisting, by definition, of bonds y_j ⊏ y_{σ(j)}, j = 1, . . . , N, of metric length |y_j − y_{σ(j)}|. Note that loops of zero length from a vertex to itself are allowed in −→ G_σ. Namely, in the case where the cycle decomposition of a permutation σ includes a degenerate cycle [j] (i.e., j = σ(j)), the bond y_j ⊏ y_{σ(j)} degenerates into the loop y_j ⊏ y_j from y_j to itself, which has zero length. If the cycle decomposition of σ contains the cycle [j σ(j)], then the corresponding cycle of the directed graph −→ G_σ consists of the two bonds y_j ⊏ y_{σ(j)}, y_{σ(j)} ⊏ y_j between j and σ(j) with two opposite directions, and so, the contribution of this cycle to the metric length of −→ G_σ is 2|y_j − y_{σ(j)}|.

This, in particular, explains why the number

V (Y ) = max_{σ∈SN} V_σ(Y ) (3.7)

is called in [25] the size of Y .

The coefficients b_j in (2.4) are called frequencies of the corresponding exponential polynomial D_Y (·). Similarly, V_σ(Y ) is the frequency of the term (3.2) in the Leibniz formula. By (3.7), there exists a term of the form (3.2) that has V (Y ) as its frequency. In the process of summation of the terms (3.2) in the Leibniz formula some of the terms may cancel so that, for a certain permutation σ ∈ S_N , V_σ(Y ) is not a frequency of D_Y (·). If this is the case, we say that there is frequency cancellation for the frequency V_σ(Y ). An example of frequency cancellation for the highest possible frequency V (Y ) have been constructed in [25] to prove that non-Weyl asymptotics is possible for H_{a,Y} .

By G_σ we denote the metric pseudograph (i.e., the undirected metric graph with possible degenerate loops and multiple edges) that is produced from the directed graph −→ G_σ by stripping off the direction for all bonds. So if σ(j) = j, G_σ contains the loop-edge y_j ∼ y_j of zero length. If σ(j) ≠ j and σ(σ(j)) = j, G_σ contains two identical edges y_j ∼ y_{σ(j)} each of them contributing to the metrical length V_σ(Y ) of G_σ (that is the multiplicity of the edge y_j ∼ y_{σ(j)} is 2). These two cases describe all ‘nonstandard‘ situations where the multiplicity of an edge is strictly larger than 1, or a loop can appear in G_σ. That is, if σ(j) ≠ j ≠ σ(σ(j)), then G_σ has exactly two edges involving y_j, namely, y_j ∼ y_σ±1_{(j)}, which are distinct and of multiplicity 1.

Definition 3.1. We will say that two permutations σ and σ^′ are edge-equivalent and write σ ∼= σ^′ if G_σ = G_σ′ ,.

Here the equality G_σ = G_σ′ is understood in the following sense: for any j, j^′ ∈ [1, N] ∩ N, the multiplicities of the edge y_j ∼ y_j′ in the graphs G_σ and G_σ′ coincide. (3.8)

It is easy to see that σ ∼= σ^′ exactly when the cycle decomposition of σ^′ can be obtained from that of σ by inversion of some of the cycles, i.e., for σ with the cycle decomposition (3.5), the edge-equivalence class of σ consists of permutations of the form ∏_{M(σ)} m=1 c^{αm}_m , where each α_m takes either the value 1, or (−1).

From (3.6) and (3.3) we see that,

if σ ∼= σ^′, then ϵ_σ = ϵ_σ′ and V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ). (3.9)

The reason for the introduction of the edge-equivalence is the following statement.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that Y is such that the following assumption hold:

V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ) only if σ ∼= σ^′. (3.10)

Then the Weyl-type asymptotics takes place, i.e., W (H_{a,Y} ) = V (Y ).

Proof. Under condition (3.10), it is clear from (3.9) and the form (3.4) of the polynomials P^{[σ,Y ]}(·), that in the process of summation of (3.2) by the Leibniz formula the terms with the frequency V (Y ) cannot cancel each other in D_Y (·). Thus, V (Y ) = b_ν = W (H_{a,Y} ) (see (2.5), (2.6)).

Theorem 3.2. Let σ, σ^′ ∈ S_N . Then the following statements are equivalent: (i) σ ∼= σ^′;

(ii) V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ) for all Y ∈ A ;

(iii) V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ) for all Y in a certain open ball B_{δ0} (Y_0) of the metric space A , where δ_0 > 0 and Y_0 ∈ A .

3.1 Proof of Theorem 3.2

The implications (i) =⇒ (ii) =⇒ (iii) are obvious.

Let us now prove (iii) =⇒ (ii).

Lemma 3.3. Let the closed segment [Y_0, Y_1] = {Y (t) = (1 − t)Y_0 + tY_1 : t ∈ [0, 1]} belong to the set A and Y_0 ≠ Y_1. Let Y_0 satisfy statement (iii) of Theorem 3.2. Then: (1) V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ) for all Y ∈ [Y_0, Y_1];

(2) Y_1 satisfies statement (iii) of Theorem 3.2 in the sense that V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ) for all Y ∈ B_{δ1} (Y_1) with a certain δ_1 > 0.

(3) statement (ii) of Theorem 3.2 is satisfied, i.e., V_σ(Y ) = V_σ′ (Y ) for all Y ∈ A .

Proof. Let δ_2 := min{|y − Y (t)|_2 : y ∈ bd A , t ∈ [0, 1]}, where

bd A := {y ∈ (R^3 )^N : y_j = y_j′ for a certain j ≠ j^′}

is the boundary of the set A in the normed space (R^3 )^N . Since [Y_0, Y_1] ⊂ A and A is open in (R^3 )^N , we see that δ_2 > 0.

(1) Consider the function f(t) = V_σ(Y (t)) − V_σ′ (Y (t)) for t ∈ (−δ_3, 1 + δ_3), where δ_3 := δ_2/|Y_1 − Y_0|_2.

It follows from (3.3) that f(·) is analytic in the interval (−δ_3, 1 + δ_3). Indeed, |y_j − y_j′ | = (∑_3 m=1(y_{j,m} − y_j′_{,m})^2 )_{1/2} , where y_{j,m} and y_j′_{,m}, m = 1, 2, 3, are the R^3 - coordinates of y_j and y_j′ , respectively. Since Y (t) ∈ A for this range of t, the sum cannot be 0 for j ≠ j^′, and we see that, for (y_j(t))^N_{j=1} = Y (t), each |y_j(t) − y_j′ (t)| is a composition of functions which are analytic in t.

Hence, we can consider a complex t and extend f(·) as an analytic function in a neighborhood of (−δ_3, 1 + δ_3) in the complex plane C . Since Y_0 satisfies (iii), we have f(t) = 0 in a neighborhood of 0. Due to analyticity, f(t) = 0 for all t ∈ (−δ_3, 1 + δ_3). This proves (1).

(2) It follows from the definition of δ_2 that [Y_0, Y ] ⊂ A for every Y ∈ B_{δ2} (Y_1). So statement (1) of the lemma can be applied to each of these segments. This gives (2).

(3) follows from statement (2) and the fact that A is piecewise linear path connected in (R^3 )^N .

Let us prove (ii) =⇒ (i). Assume that σ ≁= σ^′. Then, by Definition 3.1 and (3.8), there exists a center y_{j∗} such that the sets of centers which are connected with y_{j∗} in the graphs G_σ and G_σ′ do not coincide. This can happen in several situations, which, by a possible exchange of roles between σ and σ^′, can be reduced to the following six cases:

(a) σ(j_∗) = j_∗ and σ^′(j_∗) ≠ j_∗.

(b) Both graphs G_σ and G_σ′ have the common nondegenerate edge y_{j∗} ∼ y_{j1} of multiplicity one, but the second edge involving y_{j∗} in G_σ and G_σ′ do not coincide. To be specific let us assume that G_σ and G_σ′ have the edges y_{j∗} ∼ y_j and y_{j∗} ∼ y_j′ , resp., and that y_{j∗} , y_{j1} , y_j, y_j′ are distinct centers.

(c) The graph G_σ has two edges y_{j∗} ∼ y_{jm} , m = 1, 2, the graph G_σ′ has two edges y_{j∗} ∼ y_j′_m , m = 1, 2, and all the five centers y_{j∗} , y_{jm} , y_j′_m , m = 1, 2, are distinct.

(d) The graph G_σ has the edge y_{j∗} ∼ y_j of multiplicity 2, the graph G_σ′ has two edges y_{j∗} ∼ y_j′_m , m = 1, 2, and the 4 centers y_{j∗} , y_j, y_j′_1 , y_j′_2 are distinct.

(e) The graph G_σ has the edge y_{j∗} ∼ y_{j1} of multiplicity 2, the graph G_σ′ has two edges y_{j∗} ∼ y_{j1} , y_{j∗} ∼ y_{j2} , and the 3 centers y_{j∗} , y_{j1} , y_{j2} are distinct.

(f) The graph G_σ has the edge y_{j∗} ∼ y_j of multiplicity 2, the graph G_σ′ has the edge y_{j∗} ∼ y_j′ of multiplicity 2, and the 3 centers y_{j∗} , y_j, y_j′ are distinct.

Let us show that, for each of the 6 above situations, statement (ii) of Theorem 3.2 does not hold true under the assumption that σ ≁= σ^′.

Case (a). The function V_σ(Y ) is obviously constant for all small changes of y_{j∗} since this center is connected only with itself in G_σ. This is not true for V_σ′ (Y ) because in G_σ′ , y_{j∗} is connected with at least one of the other centers. Hence, statement (ii) of Theorem 3.2 does not hold true.

Case (b). Let us take for t ∈ (0, 1), Y (t) ∈ A such that y_{j∗} = (1 − t)y_j + ty_j′ , but all the centers except y_{j∗} do not depend on t. Then as t changes in (0, 1), the function V_σ(Y (t)) − V_σ′ (Y (t)) is strictly increasing. This contradicts statement (ii) of Theorem 3.2.

Cases (c)-(f) can be treated by arguments similar to that of Case (b) with some modifications, which we consider briefly below.

Case (c). One can take Y (t), t ∈ (−1, 1), such that for m = 1, 2, the R^3 -coordinates of y_{jm} are (−m, 0, 0), the R^3 -coordinates of y_j′_m are (m, 0, 0), and put y_{j∗} = (t, 0, 0).

Thus, V_σ(Y (t)) − V_σ′ (Y (t)) is strictly increasing for t ∈ (−1, 1) and so the statement (ii) of Theorem 3.2 does not hold.

Case (d). In the graph G_σ, the center y_{j∗} is connected only with y_j . That is why it is easy to construct the evolution Y (t) of Y in such a way that only y_{j∗} moves, the distance |y_{j∗} − y_j| is constant, but ∑ m=1,2 |yj∗ − yj^′m | changes, and so also Vσ^′ (Y (t)) changes

contradicting the statement (ii) of Theorem 3.2. For example, let y_j′_m = ((−1)^m, 0, 0) for m = 1, 2, y_j = (0, 1, 0), and assume that y_{j∗} (t) move along a circle of radius 1 in Ox^1x^2-plane.

Case (e). It is enough to choose y_{j∗} (t) = (1 − t)y_{j1} + ty_{j2} for t ∈ (0, 1) with all other centers fixed, and then to follow arguments of Case (b).

Case (f). It is enough to put y_{j∗} (t) = (1 − t)y_j + ty_j′ and use the arguments of Case (b). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us denote by n ∈ N the number of edge-equivalence classes in S_N and let us take one representative ~σ_j , j = 1, . . . , n, in each of them. Let A_1 := {Y ∈ A : V_{~σj} (Y ) ≠ V_{~σm} (Y ) if j ≠ m}. Lemma 3.4. The set A_1 is open and dense in the metric space A .

Proof. Consider the sets A^{j,m} := {Y ∈ A : V_{~σj} (Y ) ≠ V_{~σm} (Y )}, j, m = 1, . . . , n. Since the functions V_{~σj} (·) are continuous in A , the sets A^{j,m} are open.

Let us show that A^{j,m} is dense in A whenever j ≠ m. Assume ad absurdum that the converse is true. Then statement (iii) of Theorem 3.2 holds for ~σ_j and ~σ_m. By Theorem 3.2, ~σ_j ∼= ~σ_m. This contradicts the choice of ~σ_j and ~σ_m as representative of different edge-equivalence classes.

We see that A_1 = ⋂ 1≤j<m≤n A j,m is the intersection of a finite number of open dense sets. This completes the proof.

Proposition 3.1 shows that for each Y ∈ A_1 and each a ∈ C^N the Weyl-type asymptotics of N_{Ha,Y} (·) takes place. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgments.

The authors are thankful to the anonymous referee for careful reading of the paper and valuable remarks that have improved the clarity of the proofs. The authors are grateful to Pavel Exner and Vladimir Lotoreichik for stimulating discussions on resonances of quantum graphs and point interactions. The second named author (IK) is grateful to Konstantin Pankrashkin, Olaf Post, and Ralf Rueckriemen for the invitation to the 3rd French-German meeting ”Asymptotic analysis and spectral theory” (Trier, 25- 29/09/2017), where some of the above discussions took place. The authors are grateful to Gianfausto Dell’Antonio and Alessandro Michelangeli for the hospitality at SISSA during the workshop “Trails in Quantum Mechanics and Surroundings” in honour of the 85th birthday of Gianfausto Dell’Antonio (Trieste, 29-30/01/2018) and at INdAM during the 3rd workshop “Mathematical Challenges of Zero-Range Physics” (Rome, 9- 13/07/2018). IK is grateful to Herbert Koch for discussions of geometric resonances and for the hospitality at the University of Bonn, to Jürgen Prestin for the hospitality at the University of Lübeck, and to Dirk Langemann for the hospitality at TU Braunschweig.

During various parts of this research, IK was supported by the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation, by VolkswagenStiftung project “Modeling, Analysis, and Approximation Theory toward applications in tomography and inverse problems”, and by the WTZ grant 100320049 ”Mathematical Models for Bio-Medical Problems” jointly sponsored by BMBF (Germany) and MES (Ukraine).

References

[1] S. Albeverio, J.E. Fenstad, R. Høegh-Krohn, Singular perturbations and nonstandard analysis. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 252 (1979), 275–295.

[2] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, R. Høegh-Krohn, The low energy expansion in nonrelativistic scattering theory. In Annales de l’IHP Physique théorique, Vol. 37, No. 1, 1982, 1–28.

[3] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, R. Høegh-Krohn, H. Holden, Solvable models in quantum mechanics. 2nd edition, with an appendix by P. Exner. AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 2012.

[4] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, R. Høegh-Krohn, L. Streit, Charged particles with short range interactions. In Annales de l’IHP Physique théorique, Vol. 38, No. 3, 1983, 263–293.

[5] S. Albeverio, R. Høegh-Krohn, Perturbation of resonances in quantum mechanics. J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 101 (1984), 491–513.

[6] S. Albeverio, I.M. Karabash, Resonance free regions and non-Hermitian spectral optimization for Schrödinger point interactions, Operators and Matrices 11 (2017), no.4, 1097–1117.

[7] S. Albeverio, P. Kurasov. Singular perturbations of differential operators: solvable Schrödinger-type operators. Cambridge University Press, 2000.

[8] G. Berkolaiko, P. Kuchment, Introduction to quantum graphs. American Mathematical Soc., 2013.

[9] C.A. Berenstein, R. Gay, Complex analysis and special topics in harmonic analysis.

Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[10] T.J. Christiansen, P.D. Hislop, The Resonance Counting Function for Schrödinger Operators with Generic Potentials. Mathematical Research Letters, 12(6) (2005), pp. 821– 826.

[11] T.J. Christiansen, P.D. Hislop, Resonances for Schrödinger operators with compactly supported potentials. Journ. Équ. Dériv. Partielles (2008), no.3, 18 p.

[12] E.B. Davies, P. Exner, J. Lipovský, Non-Weyl asymptotics for quantum graphs with general coupling conditions, Journal of Physics A 43 (2010), 474013, 16 p.

[13] E.B. Davies, A. Pushnitski, Non-Weyl resonance asymptotics for quantum graphs, Analysis & PDE 4 (2012), p.729–756.

[14] Y.N. Demkov, P.B. Kurasov, Von Neumann-Wigner theorem: Level repulsion and degenerate eigenvalues, Theoretical and Mathematical Physics 153(1) (2007), 1407-1422.

[15] S. Dyatlov, M. Zworski, Mathematical theory of scattering resonances. Book in progress, http://math. mit. edu/dyatlov/res/ [16] P. Exner, Open quantum systems and Feynman integrals. Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin, 2012.

[17] P. Exner, M. Fraas, E.M. Harrell, On the critical exponent in an isoperimetric inequality for chords. Physics Letters A 368 (2007), 1–6.

[18] R. Froese, Upper bounds for the resonance counting function of Schrödinger operators in odd dimensions. Canadian Journal of Mathematics 50 (1998), no.3, 538–546.

[19] N.I. Gerasimenko, B.S. Pavlov, Scattering problems on noncompact graphs. Theoretical and Mathematical Physics 74(3), (1988), pp.230–240.

[20] M. Holzmann, V. Lotoreichik, Spectral analysis of photonic crystals made of thin rods.

arXiv preprint (2017), arXiv:1701.05107 [math.SP], to appear in Asymptotic Analysis. [21] I.M. Karabash, Optimization of quasi-normal eigenvalues for Krein-Nudelman strings, Integral Equations and Operator Theory 75 (2013), no.2, 235–247.

[22] I.M. Karabash, Pareto optimal structures producing resonances of minimal decay under L^1-type constraints, J. Differential Equations 257 (2014), 374–414.

[23] T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators. Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin, 2013.

[24] S. Lang, Algebra. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2002.

[25] J. Lipovský, V. Lotoreichik, Asymptotics of Resonances Induced by Point Interactions.

Acta Physica Polonica A, 132 (2017), 1677–1682.

[26] R.B. Melrose, Polynomial bound on the number of scattering poles. J. Functional Analysis 53 (1983), no. 3, 287–303.

[27] O. Post, Spectral analysis on graph-like spaces. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[28] M. Reed, B. Simon, Analysis of Operators, Vol. IV of Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics. Academic Press, New York, 1978.

[29] B.R. Vainberg, Eigenfunctions of an operator that correspond to the poles of the analytic continuation of the resolvent across the continuous spectrum. (Russian) Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 87(129) (1972), 293–308. English transl.: in Mathematics of the USSR-Sbornik, 16(2)(1972).

[30] M. Zworski, Sharp polynomial bounds on the number of scattering poles. Duke Math.

J 59 (1989), 311–323.

[31] M. Zworski, Mathematical study of scattering resonances. Bulletin of Mathematical Sciences 7(1) (2017), pp.1-85.