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Abstract

Consider a non-relativistic quantum particle with wave function ¢ in a bounded C? region
Q C R", and suppose detectors are placed along the boundary 9. Assume the detection pro-
cess is irreversible, its mechanism is time independent and also hard, i.e., detections occur only
along the boundary 992. Under these conditions Tumulka [32] informally argued that the dy-
namics of 1) must be governed by a Cy contraction semigroup that weakly solves the Schrodinger
equation and proposed modeling the detector by a time-independent local absorbing boundary
condition at 0S). In this paper, we apply the newly discovered theory of boundary quadruples
[33] to parameterize all Cy contraction semigroups whose generators extend the Schrodinger
Hamiltonian, and prove a variant of Tumulka’s claim: all such evolutions are generated by the
placement of a linear absorbing boundary condition on v along 9€2. We combine this result
with the work of Werner [12] to show that each Cy contraction semigroup naturally admits a
Born rule for the time of detection along 052, and we prove that a detection will almost surely
occur in finite time if detectors have been placed everywhere along 9f).

1 Introduction and Statement of Main Results

1.1 Irreversible Hard Autonomous Detection

Suppose that a detecting surface, such as a scintillating screen, is placed along the boundary 92 of
a bounded region 0 C R? in physical space, and suppose that a non-relativistic quantum particle
is prepared at time 0 with wave function 1y whose support lies in 2. We would like to understand
how placing this detector along the boundary 02 affects the dynamics of the wave function 1 in
Q. We expect that as detections occur, the total probability that the particle remains undetected
in 2 decreases. As an idealization, we take the detector to be hard, so detections only occur along
the boundary 0. The detection process should also be irreversible, i.e. probability in the particle-
detector state space should irreversibly transfer from the space of undetected states to the space
of detected states. We additionally assume that the mechanism of detection is time-independent,
it depends only on the initially prepared state of the detector. This paper aims to provide an
explicit parameterization of all quantum-mechanical models which satisfy these assumptions, and
to demonstrate that every such model admits a natural Born rule for the distribution of times at
which the particle is detected along 0f2.
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We are primarily motivated by a recent paper of Tumulka [32], in which he informally argued
that the dynamics of a particle interacting with an idealized detecting screen should be governed
by a Cy contraction semigroup that weakly solves the Schrédinger equation. In summary, Tumulka
analyzes the particle and detector together as a quantum system with wave function ¥,. This wave
function evolves unitarily in a Hilbert space of the form Hp @& Hp, where Hp denotes the space of
states in which a detector has fired while Hp = L*(Q) ® Hp consists of states in which the particle
resides in €2 and the detectors are primed. The system is initially prepared as a pure product state
Uy = 1o ® ¢o € L*(Q) ® Hp, with 1y and ¢g of unit norm. Tumulka models detection as an
irreversible process that transports probability from Hp to Hp. This means the dynamics of the
projection W, are norm non-increasing and autonomous, they are not affected by the dynamics
in HF.

Since the detector is assumed to be hard, detections cannot occur in the interior of 2. Tumulka
also neglects the formation of entanglement in the dynamics of \I/t| 2,0 35 the only interactions
between the particle and the idealized detector are those that lead to immediate firings. So, the
wave function of the particle conditioned on non-detection is given by a pure state ¢y that undergoes
a non-relativistic Schrédinger evolution in Q. This returns our first condition (C1).

o

(C1) 9y satisfies a Schrédinger equation inside 2 in a weak distributional sense.

.0 ks
za—zf =H"Y inQ (1.1)

where, setting h = % =1, H* denotes the adjoint of the Hamiltonian H = —A+V defined

on D(H) = C®(Q) with V' a real valued potential depending on the experimental apparatus.

Time independence of the detection mechanism implies that the evolution of ¢, should be au-
tonomous, although it may depend on the initial detector state ¢9. Then the dynamics of 1),

inherits linearity, continuity in time, and the semigroup property from the dynamics of ¥, |Hp'

(C2) The evolution maps W; : 1y +— 1, define a Cy semigroup on L?(Q):

(a) The maps W, : L?(Q) — L?(Q) are linear for ¢ > 0.
(b) They are strongly continuous, lim¢_, [|Wy) — Wy, 9| 12(0) = 0 for all ¢ € L3(Q), to > 0.
(¢) They form a semigroup under composition, W, Wy = W for ¢, s > 0, with Wy = 1.

The quantity |[||7. () Tepresents the probability that the particle has remained undetected in 2
up to time ¢, so we expect the dynamics of 1, to be non-unitary. This returns the final condition.

(C3) W, are contractions, |[Wit)||r2(q) < |[¢||L2(q) for all ¢ € L*(Q).

The reasoning above is a slight refinement of the argument presented in [32], which only implicitly
stipulated (C2b) and demanded further conditions that we will show are effectively redundant. It
would be interesting to investigate the circumstances in which we expect a real-life detecting screen
to be approximately described by such an idealized model, but we do not do that here. Our goal is
to study the mathematical implications of conditions (C1-C3).

Cy contraction semigroups have a long history in the study of quantum particles undergoing
irreversible interactions with their environment (see e.g. [10,T1]). Allcock [8] famously modeled soft
detection with the non-unitary evolution operators W, = exp(—it(—A —iV)) : L2(R") — L*(R"),



where 4V is an imaginary potential. In this model, quantum particles are gradually detected with
rate 2V upon entering the region where iV is supported. It is tempting to model hard detection
along the boundary of a region  using an imaginary potential supported in the complement R™ \ {2
and taking a limit of the dynamics as V' — oo. However, this limit famously returns norm-preserving
dynamics in §2, so with probability 1 the particle is never detected.

Tumulka has instead proposed that the interaction between the particle and the hard detector
should be modeled by a local time-independent linear absorbing boundary condition, so that the
dynamics of ¢, in € are governed by the initial-boundary value problem

0 = (“A+ V) in 0
O = o att=0 (1.2)
oY = ipY on 0}

Here, 0,, denotes the outwards normal derivative of 2, and £ is a function on 9 satisfying Re(3) >
0. The real part of 5 should be taken strictly positive wherever detectors are present along 0f).

Tumulka’s absorbing boundary condition was largely motivated by the question of detection
time distributions. Quantum mechanics accurately predicts the formation of interference patterns
in the distribution of particle positions measured along a screen, but a theoretical description
of the distribution of times at which a particle is detected on a screen is still an open question
[15]. Various competing proposals have been made for this distribution (see e.g. [I8] for a wide
review), but Tumulka’s model admits a natural Born rule. For initial wave functions satisfying
[lvol|2) = 1, the absorbing boundary rule states that over any time interval 0 < t; < to, the
probability of detecting a particle with wave function ¢, satisfying equation is

tz t2
Probwo(tlétgtz)z/ / i Jp, d:ﬂ”_ldt:/ / 2Re(B)[1¢|? dz™ " dt (1.3)
tl o0 tl o0

where dz"~! denotes the surface element on 9, i the outwards unit normal and fwt = 2Im (¢} 61/&)
is the probability current. It has been shown in [35] that for sufficiently regular 3, the initial-
boundary value problem (1.2) admits a unique global-in-time solution ; for each 1, € H?(Q)
satisfying &ﬂ/}o} aa = Yo, The solution mappings Wy : 9o — 1y were shown to continuously
extend to a unique Cj contraction semigroup on L?(Q2), and the detection time probability distri-
butions are well defined for any initial data ¢g € L?(2). We emphasize that this proposal provides
a probability distribution for the times at which the particle is first detected along 92, not the
arrival time of the particle in the absence of detectors.

This paper aims to establish a converse of the result in [35]. We shall prove that every Cy
contraction semigroup on L?(Q2) whose generator is extended by —iH* corresponds to the placement
of a time-independent linear absorbing boundary condition. In one space dimension this result is
known (see e.g. [33]), and we will find it instructive to state for the simplest case @ = (—o0,0).

Theorem. Let H := (—02 + V)|Cgo((7m}0)) with V€ L*®((—0,0],R). Then a Cy contraction

semigroup Wy on L*((—o0,0]) has its generator extended by —iH* if and only if there exists a
O € C with |®| < 1 such that Wy is the solution mapping of the initial-boundary value problem

o = H* in Q
Vo= o att =0 (1.4)
Y4100 = P —idy) at x =0



Analogous results in higher space dimensions require considerable effort to state and prove, as
it is not immediately clear how to formalize the notion of boundary values for distributional wave
functions residing in D(H*). Generalizations of the theorem stated above do exist in the literature
in terms of multivalued linear operators (see e.g. [1I7, 29]); however, we shall offer an alternative
characterization using explicit boundary conditions. This characterization generalizes the work of
[27], and naturally lends itself to the statement of a Born rule for the distribution of times at which
the particle is detected along 0f).

Our work is based on the theory of boundary tuples, a framework that goes back to the work
of von Neumann [ 2] and later J.W. Calkin [3] on the parameterization of self-adjoint extensions
of symmetric operators. Boundary triples and their modern incarnations have proven robust in
parameterizing extensions of symmetric operators, and are notably applied to study spectral prop-
erties of elliptic differential operators (see e.g. [19, 24]). Recently, Wegner [26] demonstrated that a
large class of Cjy contraction semigroups could be parameterized in the boundary triple framework
without the use of multivalued linear operators and his result was soon extended by Arendt et al.
[33] through the newly discovered theory of boundary quadruples.

For a densely defined symmetric operator H on a Hilbert space H, a boundary quadruple for
—iH consists of two Hilbert spaces H and two linear mappings Gy : D(ﬁ*) — H 4 such that

(—iH* Y, @) + (0, —iH* @)y = (G420, G4 ), — (G-, G_@)p_ (1.5)

holds for all ©,¢ € D(H*), and the map (Gy,G_) : D(H*) — H, x H_ is surjective. When
H: C®(Q) — L3*(Q) is a symmetric differential operator on H = L2(Q), it is often possible to
construct a boundary quadruple for —iH where G11 € L*(09Q) are functions of ¥ or its derivatives
restricted to 0€2, in which case we call equation an “abstract Green’s identity”. All densely
defined symmetric operators H admit boundary quadruples, and any quadruple can be used to
parameterize the set of Cy contraction semigroups whose generators are extended by —iH*.

Theorem. [33, Theorem 3.10] Let —iH be a densely deﬁne(j skew-symmetric operator on a Hilbert
space H, and let (H4,Gy) be a boundary quadruple for —iH. Then the following are equivalent

(a) W, = exp(—itL) is a Cy contraction semigroup on H with generator L C H*.

(b) There exists a linear contraction ® : H_ — Hy such that W, is the solution mapping of the
abstract initial-boundary value problem

O = H*Y
w|t:0 = 7/)0 (]‘6)
Gy = OG_9

Stated formally, the generator of Wy = exp(—itL) takes the form L = Hg where
D(Hg) :={ € D(H*): G4tp = ®G_y}, Hyip := H*1p. (1.7)

If exp(—itﬁq)) is a Cy contraction semigroup with Hg of the form in equation 1} we call
G11 = OG_T an “abstract absorbing boundary condition” because the norm of ¥y = exp(—itHg )
is lost at rate

d
a”ﬁ%“%—[ = [| 0G5, — I[G-:|[f,_ <0. (1.8)



1.2 Main Results
Several results in this paper are based on the following regularity assumptions for 2 and V.

Hypothesis 1. We assume 0 C R" is a bounded C? domain of dimension n > 2, and we take

Hi= (A + V)| ) with V € L¥(Q,R).

We shall provide an explicit parameterization of all Cy contraction semigroups that “weakly
solve” the Schrodinger equation i0;y = H*v in §2, proving that they are the solution mappings of
a particular class of initial-boundary value problems.

Theorem 1. Assume Hypothesis . Then there exists linear maps G+ : D(H*) — L?(8Q) that
define a boundary quadruple for —iH , where G are linear functions of 1 and its normal derivative
Ontp along 00 (see Proposition . Consequently, a Cy contraction semigroup Wy on L?(Q) has
its generator extended by —iH* if and only if there exists a linear contraction ® : L?(0S2) — L?(09)
such that Wy is the solution mapping of the initial-boundary value problem

0 = H*Y in Q
’ll) = w() att =10 (19)
Gy = OG_v on 02

Hence, all models for idealized hard detection that satisfy conditions (C1-C3) must come from
placing an absorbing boundary condition along 0f2, and this boundary condition completely speci-
fies the interaction between the particle and the detecting screen while the detector has not yet fired.
Most of these Cy contraction semigroups admit highly nonlocal dynamics. This is hardly surprising,
given that our assumptions never ruled out dynamics where probability is instantaneously trans-
ported from one part of the boundary to another. For the modeling of hard detectors, only local
absorbing boundary conditions are relevant. We shall study a large family of such boundary condi-
tions known as the “Robin” boundary conditions an¢| aq = iﬁl/}| a0 extending the well-posedness
result of [35] to an even wider class of boundary operators 3.

Hypothesis 2. Suppose that 8 = By + B2 + B3 is a sum of three bounded linear operators By :
HY2(0Q) — H~Y/2(09) having “non-negative real parts”, meaning Re{By.(, C r-1/2(00)x H/2(09) =
0 for all ¢ € HY?(0Y) and each k € {1,2,3}, with the following conditions on By, B2, and PBs:

1. Compactness: (1 : H'/2(0Q) — H~'/2(0Q) is a compact operator.

2. Smallness in operator norm: ||Ballg(mri/2(00),H-1/2(00)) < ||TDHZ;(2H1(Q),H1/2(8Q))’ where Tp :
HY(Q) — H'Y2(0Q) denotes the boundary value operator mapping ¥ — w|69.

3. Non-negative imaginary part: Im(B3¢, C) g—1/2(90)x m1/2(00) = 0 for all ¢ € H'2(0Q).

These conditions are quite general, allowing the Robin boundary operator to contain small
tangential derivatives and; if dim(€) > 2; multiplication by unbounded functions with poles of
order up to 1 (see [28] and Remark . The special case where i is self-adjoint, for which
detectors are absent and 02 consists only of reflecting walls, has been studied in [20] using the
theory of quadratic forms. These methods may be insufficient to study post-detection states and
relativistic generalizations of our model, so we take a more general approach in extending those
results to the dissipative setting; we shall explicitly construct the linear contractions ® on L?(99)
corresponding to the Robin boundary conditions and prove the following well-posedness theorem.



Theorem 2. Assume Hypothesis [1] and suppose that 8 satisfies the conditions of Hypothesis [3
Then the initial-boundary value problem

oy = H*y in O
b o= o at t =0 (1.10)
oy = ipY on 0N

admits a unique global-in-time solution 1, € C*([0,00), L*(2)) for all initial data 1o € H'(Q) N
D(H*) satistying 5‘n1/)0|89 = iﬁwo}aﬂ. In addition, the solution mappings W; : 1y — 1y extend
continuously to a Cp contraction semigroup on L?(£2).

For initial states 1y of unit norm, the probability that the particle is never detected along OS2
is lime o0 ||10e]|32 (q)- A natural question is whether this probability becomes zero whenever the
particle has been completely enveloped by detectors, meaning that the Robin boundary operator
has strictly positive real part on 9 Re(B¢, C) gr—1/2(a0)x r1/2(a0y > 0 for all 0 # ¢ € HY/2(99).

Theorem 3. Assume Hypothesis [1| and suppose that B satisfies the conditions of Hypothesis
while having strictly positive real part. Then all solutions of the initial-boundary value problem

asymptotically vanish, |[Wiibo||12() 1200 for all Yo € L?(Q).

While studying a much broader class of detector models, Werner [12] showed that any Cj
contraction semigroup W; on a Hilbert space H admits a positive operator-valued measure FE(-)
defined on Lebesgue measureable subsets I C [0,00) U {N} and acting on H which produces the
detection time probability distribution

Wi, tboll3, = [[Wetoll3,  for T = (t1,t2) C [0,00)

! (1.11)
limy o0 HWtwOH?H for I = {N}

<E(I)"/}07¢O>H = PI‘Obw0 (t S I) = {

Here, t = N denotes the event that the particle is never detected. The construction of this positive
operator-valued measure is in general very abstract. The final result of this paper applies the
boundary quadruple framework to explicitly construct E (-) whenever the Co contraction semigroup
“weakly solves” i0;¢) = H *9) for some densely defined symmetric operator H.

Theorem 4. Let —iH be a densely defined skew-symmetric operator on a Hilbert space H and
let Wy be a Co contraction semigroup on H whose generator is extended by —iH*. Choosing any
boundary quadruple (Hy,Gy) for — —iH, we may write W, = eXp(—ZtH¢,) where ® : H_ — H, is the
linear contraction in . Then the linear mapping ¥y — V1 — @*®G_Wy1hg defines a bounded
operator J : H — L*([0,00), H_) such that || (Jo) ()||3, is a (unnormalized) probability density
for the detection time distribution

to
Proby, (ty <t < ta) = ||Wy,toll3, — |[Wiovol[3, = / | (o) ()13, dt. (1.12)
t1

Consequently, the positive operator-valued measure E(-) that produces the detection time probability
distribution can be expressed in terms of the indicator function x; as E(I) = J*x1J for
Lebesgue measureable subsets I C [0,00) and E({N}) = 1y — J*J.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section 2 reviews the theory of boundary quadruples.
Section 3 reviews the standard boundary tuple construction for Schrodinger operators on bounded



C? domains, culminating in a proof of Theorem [I| Section 4 discusses particular initial-boundary
value problems associated with Schrodinger operators, and presents a proof of Theorems [2| and
In Section 5 we combine the work of Werner [12] with the theory of boundary quadruples to state
a Born rule for the time of detection.

2 Dissipative Extensions of Skew-Symmetric Operators

In this section, we review some applications of boundary quadruples presented in [33]. A Hilbert
space H is taken to be a vector space over C equipped with an inner product (-, )% that is linear
in the first slot and anti-linear in the second slot, such that H is complete with respect to the norm
[I1l% = +/{, ). An operator A on H is a linear mapping defined on a subspace D(A), called its
domain, which takes values in H.

Definition 2.1. (a) An operator B is an extension of A, denoted A C B, if D(A) C D(B) and
By = Az for ¢ € D(A).

(b) An operator A is called dissipative if

Re(Awh, 1))y <0, Vi € D(A). (2.1)

(c) An operator A is called skew-symmetric if £A are dissipative.

(d) An operator A is called maximal dissipative if A C B with B dissipative implies that
A=B.

(e) An operator A is called m-dissipative if A is mazimal dissipative and D(A) is dense in H.
Equivalently, A is m-dissipative if A is dissipative and (A — 1) : D(A) — H is invertible.

(f) A Co semigroup W; on H is a one parameter family of linear operators on H for ¢ € [0, 00)
satisfying
1. Wy =1, the identity operator on H.
2. Vt,s >0, W W5 = Wiy, they form a semigroup under composition.
3. Y € H, limyo ||Wip — Y| — 0.

(9) W: is a Co contraction semigroup if additionally ||Wih||l3 < ||¢]|n for allp € H, t > 0.

The connection between m-dissipative operators and Cj contraction semigroups is established
by a theorem of Lumer and Phillips.

Theorem 2.1. [6] (Lumer-Phillips) Suppose Wy is a Cy contraction semigroup on some Hilbert
space H. Then there exists a linear operator B such that

1. D(B) :={¢ € H : limy_,q+ W”f_w exists in H} is dense in H.

Wl — BW, for all v € D(B), and all time to > 0.

2. Wy = exp(tB) i.e. limyq,
3. Wy : D(B) — D(B) and WyBy = BWy for all ¢y € D(B), and all t > 0.

4. B is maximally dissipative, and hence also m-dissipative.



The converse is also true, if B is m-dissipative on H then it generates a Cy contraction semigroup.

If B is the generator of a Cy contraction semigroup, then 2Re(Bt, )3, represents the rate at
which exp(tB)1 loses norm at t = 0

d
Zllexp(tBYeIR,| = (BY,Y)u + (0, B}y = 2Re(By, P)u, Yo € D(B).  (22)

t=0

For a densely defined symmetric operator Hy, our goal is to describe all m-dissipative extensions
of Ag = —ifio, as these generate contraction semigroups that “weakly” solve i%’f = ﬁow. We
begin by showing that all dissipative extensions of a densely defined skew-symmetric operator A
are restrictions of a “maximal operator”.

Definition 2.2. For a densely defined operator B on H, we define its adjoint B*

D(B*) :={¢ € H : there exists some n € H s.t (¢, By = (n,¢)n, V¢ € D(B)}, B*y:=n.
(2.3)

Proposition 2.1. [33, Theorem 2.5] Let Ay be a densely defined skew-symmetric operator and B
a dissipative operator such that Ao C B. Then B C (—Ap)*.

Any dissipative extension of Ay must be given by some restriction of (—A4g)*, so we would like to
identify which class of restrictions return m-dissipative operators. To do this we apply the theory
of boundary quadruples. For convenience we henceforth denote A := (—Ap)*.

Definition 2.3. A boundary quadruple for a densely defined skew-symmetric operator Ay con-
sists of Hilbert spaces H+ and continuous, surjective linear maps G4 : D(A) — H satisfying

(A, @) + (U, APy = (G40, GO, — (G-, G_P)y_ (2.4)
for ally, ¢ € D(A), and
ker G4 +ker G_ = D(A), or equivalently (G4,G_) : D(A) — Hy x H_ surjective. (2.5)

Boundary quadruples always exist (see [33, Example 3.6 and Example 3.7]), and all boundary
quadruples are isometric (see [33, Theorem 3.16]), but they may not obviously correspond to the
behavior of wave functions along the boundary of some region. The example below does.

Example 2.1. Consider Ag = 9, densely defined on C°((0,1)) c L?((0,1)). This operator is
skew symmetric, and its maximal extension is A = 9, : H*((0,1)) — L?((0,1)). Recall by Sobolev
embedding theorems [21] that H'((0,1)) C C([0,1]), the space of continuous functions on [0, 1], so
the values of H' functions are well-defined at the endpoints. Integration by parts returns

(020, 8) 12((0,1)) + (¥, 020) L2((0,1)) = ¥(1)¢* (1) — ¥(0)¢*(0), Vab, ¢ € H'([0,1]). (2.6)

A boundary quadruple for A is thus given by G4 : H*((0,1)) — C with G 1 := (1), G_1) := 1(0),
after checking that (G4, G_) : H'((0,1)) — C x C surjective.

Given a fixed boundary quadruple (H4,Gy) for a densely defined skew symmetric operator
Ay, we will now parameterize all of its m-dissipative extensions. It is useful to first state a lemma
relating the boundary quadruple to Ag. Recall that any densely-defined skew-symmetric operator
Ay is closeable, and its closure Ag is also skew-symmetric.



Lemma 2.1. [33, Proposition 3.9] D(Ag) = ker G+ Nker G_ and Agp = At for all ) € D(Ay).

Like A, the domain of any m-dissipative extension of Ay can be easily expressed in terms of
the boundary quadruple. For ® : H_ — #H, a linear contraction, we define the operator Ag on H
via

D(Ag) == {1 € D(A) : G = Gytb}, Aot i= At (2.7)
Clearly Ag C Ag C A, and Ag dissipative because for all 1) € D(Ag)
2Re(Ast), V) = |G llF, — |G-l =[2G 9|3, - IG-¢|[3_ <o0. (2.8)

We shall now state a parameterization of all Cj contraction semigroup generators that extend Ag.

Theorem 2.2. [33, Theorem 3.10] Let B be an operator on H such that Ag C B. Then the
following are equivalent

(a) B is m—dissipative.
(b) There exists a linear contraction ® : H_ — H, such that B = Ag.

When the boundary quadruple mappings G+ directly relate to the values of the wave func-
tion along the boundary 02 of some region €2, as was the case in Example the condition
G+ = ®G_1 becomes identifiable as an “absorbing boundary condition”. In combination with
the theorem of Lumer-Phillips, Theorem @ states that for every linear contraction ® : H_ — H,,
the initial-boundary value problem

Oy = Ay
Yy = Yo (2.9)
Gy = oG9

admits a unique global-in-time solution for each initial ¢9 € D(Ag), and the solution mappings
Wy @ g — 1y extend to a Cy contraction semigroup on H. Theorem states that a converse is
also true, any Cj contraction semigroup whose generator is an extension of A (or equivalently, a
restriction of —Af) must be the solution mapping of an initial-boundary value problem of the form
29).

When the boundary condition is strictly absorbing; ||®||3, < [|¢||_ for all £ # 0 in H_; one
may expect exp(tAs)y to asymptotically vanish as ¢ — oco. This is generally not true, but the
Theorem below provides necessary and sufficient conditions when Ag¢ has compact resolvent. Note
that since Ag is m-dissipative its resolvent set p(As) is non-empty with 1 € p(Ag).

Theorem 2.3. Let ® : H_ — Hy be a linear contraction satisfying |||, < ||§||n_ for all
0+# &€ H, and suppose (A — )™t is a compact operator on H for some o € p(Ag). Then the
following are equivalent

1. Ay has no eigenvalues on the imaginary axis.

2. || exp(tAe)to|ln =25 0 for each b € H.

Proof. The first direction is straightforward. Suppose Ay admits an eigenvalue i\ on the imaginary
axis, and let 0 # ) € D(Ap) satisfy Aghy = i py. Then Agipy = i\by, hence exp(tAqg)y =
ey, which does not asymptotically vanish as t — oo.

To prove the other direction, we rely on a theorem of Arendt, Batty, Lyubich and Phong.



Theorem. [13, [T]] Let W; = exp(tB) be a Cy contraction semigroup on H such that B has no

eigenvalues on the imaginary azis and o(B) N iR is countable. Then ||[Wyiy| 1220 for each

Yo € H.

We aim to show that Ag has no eigenvalues on the imaginary axis and o(Ag) N iR is count-
able. The second condition follows almost immediately from our assumption that A¢ has compact
resolvent.

Lemma 2.2. If B is a densely defined operator with (B — \)~! compact for some \ € p(B). Then
o(B) consists only of countably many eigenvalues.

Proof. When H is finite dimensional this proof becomes trivial, so take dim(H) = oo. Since
(B — \)~! is a compact operator on H, the spectral theorem for compact operators [21, Theorem
6.8] states that o((B — \)~!) consists only of countably many eigenvalues and 0. Take 0 # u €
p((B—X)"1). Then
1 1 _
;—(B—)\):;(B—)\)((B—)\) ). (2.10)

So i € p(B — \) with

1 -t _ -1 _

(-@-n) =u@-n"-w - (2.11)
Hence for any v € o(B — ) we have v # 0 (since B — X is invertible) and + € o((B — A)™!), in
particular L must be an eigenvalue of (B — A)~'. But this implies v is an eigenvalue of B — X, so
the spectrum of B — X\ only consists of countably many eigenvalues, and consequently o(B) only
consists of countably many eigenvalues. O

Returning to our proof of Theorem [2.3] it is now sufficient to prove that Ag has no eigenvalues
on the imaginary axis whenever Ay has no eigenvalues on the imaginary axis. We proceed by
contrapositive, suppose Ag has an eigenvalue i\ along the imaginary axis, and let ¢y € D(Ag) be
a corresponding eigenvector. Then

1OG _¥allF,, — IG-all3 = 2Re(Avx, a)p = 2Re(idhx, ¥x) = 0. (2.12)

Since ||PG_tpx||n, = [|G_tx||3_ and @ is strictly contractive, we must have G ¢y = PG _1)) =
G_1) = 0. By Lemma Py € D(Ap) and Agy = Agpiy = iAhy, so Ay must also have
eigenvalues along the imaginary axis. O

Remark 2.1. Theorem is typically useful when Ag is a differential operator on a bounded
Lipschitz domain Q with domain D(Ag) = C°(Q2) dense in L*()). In practice D(Ag) is often (but
not always) a subset of H*(Q) for some s > 0, in which case Ag has compact resolvent on L*(Q).

3 Schrodinger Operators on Bounded C? Domains
In this section, we parameterize all m-dissipative extensions of the densely defined skew-symmetric

operator —iHy = —i(—A+V) : C2(Q) — L2(Q), where Q is some bounded C? region in R” and V
a real valued and bounded potential. Parameterization results for second-order elliptic differential
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operators can be found in the literature (see, e.g. [22] 24]) and go back to the classical work of
Birman [5], Visik [4], and Grubb [7]. However, we will find that taking the approach of Wegner [26]
and Arendt et al. [33] simplifies the parameterization to a form that is well adapted to defining
detection time distributions.

Before tackling the higher dimensional case, let us first review the parameterization result in a
simple one dimensional setting.

3.1 One Dimensional Case

For simplicity we only consider the case of a bounded interval Q = (a,b) C R. We define the pre-
minimal operator Hy = =97 +V : C*((a,b)) = L*((a,b)), where V' € L>((a,b),R). The closure

of the pre-minimal operator is called the minimal operator H and has domain D(H) = HZ((a,b)),
while the maximal operator H* = (=92 + V) has domain D(H*) = H?((a,b)). For ¢ € H?((a,b))
the Sobolev embedding theorems [21I] guarantee ¢ and 9,1 admit continuous representatives in
C([a,b]). We define the mappings G+ : H?((a,b)) — C?

_ 1 (b(a) — idib(a) _ 1 (b(a) +i0(a)
G =7 <¢(b)+i8ﬂ/}(b))  Ovi=g (wb) —z‘awa))‘ 3.1)

It is then straightforward to apply integration by parts and show

(—iH* 3, ) 12 ((a,0)) + (¥, =i H @) 12((ap) = (G190, Gy d)ez — (G-, G_@)c2, Vi, ¢ € H?((a,b)).
(3.2)
We now state the parameterization result for Schrodinger operators in one space dimension.

Theorem 3.1. [33, Theorem 6.5] Let (a,b) C R be a bounded interval, and let H := (—92 +
V)|H2((a py) With V€ L>((a,b),R). Then the maps G+ : H?((a,b)) — C? define a boundary
2((a,

quadruple for —gfl Consequently, a Co contraction semigroup Wy on L?((a,b)) has its generator
extended by —iH* if and only if there exists a linear contraction @ : C? = C? such that W, =
exp(—itHg) with

D(Hs) := {¢p € H*((a,b)) : G19 = ®G_v}, Hath := (=02 + V). (3.3)
Proof. By Theorem Theorem and equation (3.2), it suffices to show
ker G_ +ker G, = H*((a,b)). (3.4)

Let ¢ € H?((a,b)), and choose &, ¢ € C?((a,b)) such that

£(b) = —i0x1p(b),  0:€(b) = iy(b), &(a) = 0x€(a) = 0. (3.6)

Then 1 1
§(w+¢f§)€kerG+, and §(¢f¢+f)€kerG,, (3.7)
so the sum ¢ € ker G4 + ker G_. O
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Remark 3.1. This simple boundary quadruple construction fails for Schridinger operators in di-
mensions n > 2. This is because in higher space dimensions the domain of the maximal operator
D(H*) is not contained within any Sobolev space H*(Q)) for s > 0. So, one cannot rely on the
standard Sobelev embedding theorems to make sense of the values of ¥ and its normal derivative
along the boundary Of).

The following proposition reviews some classical examples of boundary conditions and their
associated extensions of H.

Proposition 3.1. Setting ®n = 1, the identily on C2, returns the Neumann extension Hx of
H, with domain

D(Hy) = {¢ € H*((a,0)) : 9:9(a) = Du(b) = 0}. (3.8)
Setting ®p = —1 returns the Dirichlet extension Hp of I:I, with domain
D(fp) = {4 € H*((a,b)) : ¥(a) = ¥(b) = 0}. (3.9)

Setting ®p = <? (1)> returns the pertiodic exrtension Hp of fI, with domain

D(Hp) = {4 € H*((a,1)) : $(a) = (D), dutp(a) = z(b)}. (3.10)

Remark 3.2. The evolutions generated by these extensions preserve the total probability in Q and
are thus not valid as theoretical models for quantum particles undergoing detection. The last exzample
additionally gives rise to non-local dynamics, with probability allowed to exit through one end-point
and be instantly transported to the other.

Proposition 3.2. Hg generates local dynamics in (a,b) if and only if ® is of the form & =

<(Iz)a CI(J) ) with | Dy, |Py| < 1. If @, # —1 # Py, then Hg is a local Robin extension
b

1 -9,

D(fly) = {1 € H*((a,b)) : ~0,1b(a) = i o

S

¥(a), Ox1h(b) =

P(b)} (3.11)

If |®,| and |®y| are strictly less than 1, then by Theorem the evolution generated by Hg is
asymptotically stable, || exp(—itﬁcp)onp((a,b)) 12200 for each by € L2((a,b)).

3.2 Higher Dimensions

Fix n > 2 and let  be a bounded domain in R™ with C? boundary 0. In this section we seek to
describe all m—dissipative extensions of the Schrédinger operator —iHy = —i(—A+V) : C2(Q) —
L?(Q), where V € L>(Q,R). We accomplish this by constructing a boundary quadruple for the
maximal operator fiﬁg. This section will closely follow the boundary triple construction presented
in chapter 9 of [29].

We denote the Sobolev space of order k € R on 2 by H¥(€2), and the closure of C°(£2) in H*(Q)
is denoted HE(£2). Sobolev spaces on the boundary are denoted H*(d2) for s € R. For s > 0 the
dual space pairing (-, -) g—=(90)x i+ (90) is anti-linear in the second slot and satisfies

(& X)r2(09) € e L2(09)

A (3.12)
EX) -t ooyxmto), §€HT92), 0<t<s

(&, X) -+ (09) x H#(09) = {

12



for x € H*(09). Let 14 : H*1/2(9Q) — L?(0Q) denote the isometric isomorphisms such that
(XD a-1/2000)x H1/2(80) = (=&, L4+X) L2(09)- (3.13)

Remark 3.3. On R™ the isometries 14 : H¥'/2(R™) — L2(R™) can be represented in terms of the
Fourier transform F as 14 = F~1(1 4| - |?)FV/AF.

For s € [0,3/2] the restrictions
vy s HPY2(0Q) — H*(99) (3.14)

and
v H3(09) — H*FY2(5Q) (3.15)

are isometric isomorphisms such that ¢y¢_§ = 0 for all £ € H(9Q) and t_tyx = x for all x €
Hst+1 /2 ( 89).

Denoting the unit normal vector field pointing outwards of 2 by 9,,, we recall a classical result
for the trace operator of H?(f2) functions to the boundary.

Lemma 3.1. [J, Theorem 8.3][23, Theorem 1.5.1.2] For Q C R™ a bounded C* domain, the trace
map P — (1/)|8Q,8n1/)|aﬂ) defined for i) € C®(Q) — H3/2(0Q) x HY/?(9Q) admits a continuous
extension ¢ +— (Tp, TNY) that is surjective for H?(Q) — H3/2(0Q) x HY?(0Q) and admits a
continuous right inverse.

We call 7p and 7 the Dirichlet and Neumann operator respectively. These operators can be
used to prove a Green’s identity for the Laplacian.

Lemma. (Green’s identity). For u,v € H*(Q), one can integrate by parts to show
(iAu,v) 12(Q) + (U, 1Av) 12(q) = i (<TNU,7‘D’U>L2(aQ) — <TDu,TN’U>L2(QQ)) . (3.16)

To construct a boundary quadruple for —ifI{)‘, we wish to extend these trace operators to
D(—iHg) and prove a similar Green’s identity.

First, let us recall that the preminimal operator for —A+V is defined on D(Hp) = C°(£2). The
closure of Hy is the minimal operator H, and has domain D(ﬁ) = HZ(Q). The mazimal operator
is the adjoint of the minimal operator, i.e H*. We must point out that H?(Q) C D(f[*) but the
two sets are not equal, so some care must be taken when defining (1, 8n¢)|aﬂ for ¢ € D(H™).

In addition to the minimal and maximal operators, our boundary quadruple construction will
frequently refer to two closed extensions of H.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q C R" be a C? bounded region, and let H = (—A—i—V)’HQ(Q) withV e L>*(Q,R).
R 0
Then the Dirichlet extension Hp defined by
D(Hp) :={¢p € H*(Q) : 7p1p =0}, Hptp = (=A+ V) (3.17)

is a closed symmetric operator on L*(Q). Similarly, the Neumann extension Hy defined by
D(Hy) :={¢p € H*(Q) : 7ytp =0}, Hyv := (—A+ V). (3.18)

is a closed symmetric operator on L*()).
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These operators are useful in allowing us to write the domain of the maximal operator as a
direct sum of familiar spaces.

Lemma 3.3. For any A € p(ﬁD) we have the direct sum decompositions

D(H*) =kertp & ker(f{* - ) (3.19)
H2(Q) = kermp @ {w € H2(Q) : (H* — Ny = o} . (3.20)

Proof. Let ¢ € D(H*). By the invertibility of (A — Hp) : H2(Q) — L2(Q), there exists a unique
Yp € H2(Q) such that (Hp — \)p = (H* — A\)y. Since Hp C H*, it follows that ¥y := ¢ — ¢p
satisfies (H* — A)¢ = 0. Hence ¢ = ¢p + 4\ € D(Hp) @ ker(H* — ), and the proof follows from
D(Hp) = ker7p. O

These decompositions are used to extend the trace operators 7p, 7y to the domain of the
maximal operator, and play a crucial role in writing down an “abstract Green’s identity” for —¢H*.

Lemma 3.4. [29, Theorem 8.3.9] The Dirichlet and Neumann trace operators tp : H*(Q) —
H3/2(0Q), mn : H2(Q) — HY?(0Q) admit continuous and surjective extensions

7p: D(H*) = H™Y2(8Q), 7y :D(H*) — H™*/?(9Q) (3.21)

In addition, ) .
ker(7p) = ker(rp) = D(Hp), ker(7n) =ker(7y) = D(Hy). (3.22)

The extended trace operators give rise to an extended Green’s identity for elements in H*.

Corollary 3.1. [29, Corollary 8.3.11] The Green’s identity can be extended to

(—iH*,v) g2 () + (), —iH v} 2(0) = i (PN, TDV) r-s/2(00) x 1372 (00) — (FDV: TN ) -1/2(00) x H1/2(992)) -
. (3.23)
for+ € D(H*), v € H3().

The formula above does not seem sufficient for our purposes, as we require a Green’s identity
in the case that both ¢ and v are in D(H*). Luckily, it is possible to extend this identity by
decomposing the wave functions appropriately.

Proposition 3.3. Letn € p(ﬁD) N R, which exists since Hp—Visa positive operator and V €
L®(QLR). Alsolet 1y : HFY2(9Q) — L2(99) be the isomorphisms such that (€, X) H-1/2(9Q) x H'/2(90) =
(t—& 11 X)1200)- Then, defining G+(n) : D(—iH*) — L?(99) by

Gy := % (b—Tp¥ + ity TNYD) (3.24)

G_¢ = % (L—TpY — ity TNYD) (3.25)

where ¥ = Yp + 1), is decomposed according to equation returns a further extension of the
Green’s identity for elements in ¢, ¢ € D(H’*)

(—iH"), ¢) 20 + (1, —iH*¢) 12(0) = (G4, G48) 12(00) — (G-1), G_0) 12(00)- (3.26)
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Proof. Let ¢, ¢ € D(I;T), and decompose ¢ = ¥p + 1y, ¢ = ¢p + ¢, according to equation 1)
First, since Hp is self-adjoint

(—iH*p,¢p)r2(0) + (D, —iH ¢p)12(0) = (—iHp¥p, ¢p)12(00) + (YD) —iHpdD) 12(60) = 0.
(3.27)
Similarly, since n is real we have

(—iH* Yy, dn)r2() + (n, —iH by) 2(0) = (—iniby, dn)r20) + (Uy, —indp)r2i) = 0. (3.28)
Hence

(—iH"3, P)r2(0) + (¥, —iﬁ*@m(ﬂ) (—iH "), ép)r2(Q) + (Un, —iH*¢p) 2 2()

+ (—iH"$p, ¢y) 12(0) + (D, —iH*¢y) 12(02)-

Since ¥p,dp € H?(2), we may apply the generalized Green’s identity (3.23)) to the two pairs of
terms. Applying the identity along with Tp¥p = Tpop = 0 returns

(—iH*Y, ®) 2 () + (¥, —iH"

¢
=i (
L (
=i

(3.29)

TNYDs TD®n) 1 /2(00) x H-1/2(99) — (TDUns TNOD) Hr-1/2(00) x H1/2(692))

|
-

TNYD, TDP) 11/2(00) x H-1/2(99) — (TDUs TNOD) H—1/2(00) x H1/2(092) )
LeTNYD, = TD®) 12(90) — (L—TDV, La TN DD) 12(092) ) -
(3.30)

It is then not difficult to compute

(G, Gyd) 12090) — (G-, G_d) 12(902) = i ({(t4TN YD, L—TDP) L2(002) — (L—TDV, L4 TN D) L2(002)) -
(3.31)
This concludes our proof of Proposition O

We now formally restate and prove the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 1. Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded C? domain, and let H = (—A + V)|H2(Q) with V' €
0

LC>O (Q,R). Then for anyn € p(Hp)NR, the maps G+(n) : D(H*) — L*(0) defined in Proposition
define a boundary quadruple for —iH. Consequently, a Cy contraction semigroup Wy on L2 9
has its generator extended by —iH* if and only if there exists a linear contraction ® : L?(0S)) —
L2(09Q) such that Wy = exp(—itHg) with

D(Hg) := {1 € D(H*) : G_p = G41b}, Hap := (=A+V)ih. (3.32)
Proof. Fix n € p(Hp) NR. By Theorem Theorem and equation (3.26), it suffices to show
(G4,G_) : D(H*) — L*(09) x L?*(8Q) is surjective. (3.33)

To that end, let & x € L*(99) and consider . ~'xy € H~/2(99), @15 € H'Y?(09Q). From
we have that 7y is a surjective mapping from D(Hp) onto H'/2(9S), hence there exists some
ép € D(Hp) such that Tydp = 17 '€ Recall also that 7p is surjective from D(H*) to H=1/2(0Q),
and that ker 7p = kermp = D(f[ p). It follows from the direct sum decomposition that the
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restriction 7p : ker(H* —n) — H~'/2(09) is bijective, hence there exists ¢, € ker(H* — 1) such
that 7p¢, = t~'y. Consequently ¢ := ¢p + ¢, € D(H*) satisfies
L_Tpp = 1_Tpdy =1_1""x =X (3.34)

LiTNGD = L E = €. (3.35)
It follows that

<\@(G +Gy)
V2i(G- - Gy)

The surjectivity of (G4, G_) also follows immediately. O

) : D(H*) — L*(89Q) x L(8Q) is surjective. (3.36)

4 Generalized Robin Boundary Conditions

In this section we fix a boundary quadruple and construct linear contractions ® which correspond to
commonly known boundary conditions for the Schrédinger operator. We will find it most convenient
to fix € p(Hp) N p(Hy) N R, which exists since Hp — V and Hy — V are positive operators and
V e L>®(Q,R). Any choice of ) € p(Hp)Np(Hy)NR can be used to prove the results in this section,
although we will eventually find it useful to set n < —(1 + ||V|[z~(q)). For a given contraction @,

the m-dissipative extension —iHg of —iH is defined via
D(Hy) := {¢ cH G = tI)G_z/)} - {w e H* i1 - ®)_7py = (1 + @)L+TN¢D} L (4)

4.1 Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions

Example 4.1. Dirichlet boundary conditions: Setting ® = —1 returns
D(H_y) = {1/1 € H* : 7pi = 0} . (4.2)

From Lemma we know ker(7p) = ker(rp) = D(Hp), so H_y = Hp.

Example 4.2. Krein type extension: Setting ® = 1 returns
D(Ffﬂ):{iﬁGﬁ* ZTNi/JD:O}. (4.3)

This must not be mistaken for the Neumann extension, as ¥)p = (ffD — 77)_1([:]* — ) # .

To recover the Neumann boundary condition we must construct a contraction ® so that 7pw
and Ty ¢ p drop out of the boundary condition, and we are just left with 71 = 0. To accomplish
this, we introduce the “Dirichlet solution” map () and the “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map D(N\).

Definition 4.1. For A € p(Hp) NR, the “Dirichlet solution” map v(\) is defined by

—AYa=0

Y(A) : &>\ where (H* =) (4.4)
w)‘|69

=&

The “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map is defined as D(N) := 7nv(\), it maps Dirichlet values to Neu-
mann values D(X) : T — TNPA.
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These mappings are well-studied in the literature and are famously used in the study of inverse
problems. We will primarily refer the reader to section [A]of the Appendix for the proofs of Lemmas
regarding these mappings, such as the one below.

Lemma 4.1. For A\ € p(Hp) NR, the map v()\) is a bounded linear operator from H3/2(9Q) —
H?(Q). Consequently, the “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map D(X) is a bounded linear map from H3/?(0)) —
HY2(0Q). D()) is also a densely defined symmetric operator on L*(02), and for A € p(Hp) N
p(Hx) NR the operator D(X) : H3/2(9Q) — HY/2(8Q) is bijective with bounded inverse.

Proof. See the proofs of Lemma and Lemma in the Appendix. O

We also require an additional Lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let A € p(Hp) N p(Hy)NR. Then the operator ©x(\) : H2(0Q) — L2(09), defined
as On(\) := 1. D\ =1 is a densely defined bijective symmetric operator in L?(0), and is hence
an unbounded self-adjoint operator on L?(0SY) with +i € p(Oy).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that (©n (X)X, x)r2(90) € R for all x € H?(99). Let x be such an element,
and let ¢ ==y € H*/2(9Q). Then

Ly D=0 X) 2 09) = (14 D)X t-X) 12(00) = (D(A)E, €) L2 (902)- (4.5)
Hence (On X, X)2(00) = (D(N)E, &) 12(a0) € R for all x € H?(09) as desired. O

Example 4.3. Neumann boundary condition: Set Oy = On(n) and ® = (i + On)(i — On) 1,
which is well defined since i € p(Op). It is easy to verify

(1+®)=2i(i —60x)"", (1-0)=-205(i—0Ony)"" (4.6)
so the domain of Hg is given by
D(Hy) = {w cH" : —On(i—ON) "L Tpp = (i — @N)—1L+TNwD} . (4.7)
For 1) € D(Hg) our boundary condition implies
L Tp = (i — ON)(i —ON) " TpY = i(i — ON) ' TpY + (i — On) TN YD (4.8)

hence «_7pt € D(On) = H?(0S2). Consequently, the trace 7ptp € H3/2(9Q) which by Lemma
implies that 1 € H%(Q), so 7pw = 7p1. Applying (i —© ) to both sides of the boundary condition
returns

L4 TNYD = —ONL_TpY) = —ONL_TpYy = =14 D(N)TpYy = —L4 TNy = Ly (TNYD — TNY)  (4.9)

so T = 0, and we have pr = I;TN as desired.
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4.2 Regular Robin boundary conditions

In what follows we will be primarily interested in extensions of —iH that generate non-unitary
dynamics. The extensions will have compact resolvents, so the following lemma will be useful in
proofs concerning asymptotic stability.

Lemma 4.3. For Q C R" a bounded C? domain, the minimal operator H = (—A+ V) : H2(Q) —
L2(Q) admits no eigenvalues.

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a A € C and ¢, € HZ(£2) such that
Hipy = Mpy. Denote V :=V + [[V]|Loc (), 50 9 is an eigenvector of (—A + V) with eigenvalue
A+ [|[V]|L (). We may extend t to a function 1, on R™ by setting ¢, = 0 on R™\ €. Since
this extension mapping v + 1 is a continuous linear operator [2I] from HZ(Q)) — H?(R"), it
follows that 1), is an eigenvector of the operator (—A + V) : H*(R") — L?*(R"™) with eigenvalue
A+|[V]|Lee (). However, it can be shown that this operator has no eigenvalues. To see this we note
that (—A + V) is a positive operator on L?(Q2) so o(A + V) C [0,). By Rellich-Kondrachov
21 1go (A +p)~t: L3(R") — H3(R™) — H?(Q) — L*(Q) — L*(R") is a compact operator on
L2(R") for any p € p(—A), so —A + V. is a relatively compact perturbation of —A. This implies
that the essential spectrum of these operators are the same [16, Theorem 8.4.3], Oess(—A + V) =
Oess(—A) = [0,00). Hence o(—A + V1) = 0ess(—A + V1), contradicting our early statement that
1y is an eigenvector of —A + V. O

Theorem 4.1. (regular Robin boundary condition) Let = H3/?(02) — HY?(9Q) be a compact
operator such that Re(Bx, x)r2q) > 0 for all x € H3/2(0Q). Then the operator defined via

D(—iHg) := {y € H*(Q) : Tn¢) = iBrpp}, —iHg := fiH*|D(_mﬁ) (4.10)

is an m-dissipative extension of —iH. If the real part of B is strictly positive, Re(Bx, x)r2aq) > 0
for all 0 # x € H%/2(9Q), then || exp(—itﬁﬁ)wOHLz(Q) 12,0 for each by € LX(Q).

As before, our goal is to construct a contraction ® so that 7% p drops out of the boundary
condition and we are left with a relation between 7pv and Tyv. Towards this goal we first prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let A\ € p(Hp) N p(Hx) NR. Then the operator ©s(\) := On(N\) — ity St
H?(0Q) — L?(09Q) is a densely defined operator in L?(0Q), with i € p(©5(N\)).

Proof. Recall that i — Oy () : H2(0Q) — L?(0R) is a bijective and bounded linear map, and is
thus Fredholm with index 0. Since 8 is compact and +~* : H2(9Q) — H3/2(0Q), 1y : HY/2(0Q) —
L?(99) are isometries, it follows that ¢ f:=! : H?(9Q) — L*(09) is also compact. By the stability
of Fredholm operators under compact perturbations [21], we have that i — ©g(\) =i — On(N) +
ity Bu”" is also Fredholm of index 0, so it suffices to prove that the map is injective. Let & € H?(9Q)
with x = 1='¢ € H3/2(0Q). Since O ()) is symmetric

Im((i — ©5(N)E, ) L2(00) = I(i, £) £2(00) + Re(11. 81216, €) 12(00) = [I€]172(00) + Re(BX, X) 12 (99)-

(4.11)

Hence
Hf”%z(ag) < Im((i — ©p(N)E, &) 200 < 1I(E —Ops(N))El|L2 a0 |l L2 a02) (4.12)
which implies ||£|[z2(a0) < [[(i—05(N))E|12(a0)- It follows that (i —©5())) is an injective Fredholm
operator of index 0 and is thus invertible. O
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Proof of Theorem[{.1 Set ©5 = Oz(n) and ® = (i + O4)(i — Op) L. It is easy to verify
(1+®) =2i(i —05)"", (1-®)=-204(i—05)"". (4.13)
The domain of Hg is then given by

D(Ha) = {w € DH*) : =6(i — ©5)"4_7pth = (i = ©p) "4 Fwtin } (4.14)

To show Hg is a maximally dissipative extension of H, we must prove ||(i+©3)(i—©5) x| |L2(00) <

l[X|[z2(00). Setting & = (i—©53) "1y, it is equivalent to prove 1(i4+0p)¢| L2 00) < I|(i—05)¢]|L200)
for all £ € H2(0R2). This follows immediately from

10 = ©8)¢l17200) — (i + ©p)El1 7200y = 4Re(ty Br21E, &) 12(00) = 4Re(BtZ1E,121€) 12(00) > 0.
(4.15)
Repeating the same steps as in the Neumann example, the boundary condition implies (_7py) €
D(©5) = H?(9Q) for all ¢» € D(Hg), and in particular 7pyp € H>/2(0Q) which by Lemma
implies that 1 € H?(Q2), so 7p1 = 7p1p. Applying (i —Op3) to both sides of the boundary condition
returns

L TNYD = —(On — it B )_Tpip
= (it fTDY — ONt_TDYy))
= 14 (iBTpY — D(n) DY)
=14 (iBTpY — TNY + TNYD)

(4.16)

so D(Hg) = {¢ € H?(Q) : Tytp = iBTpt} as desired.

Now, when the real part of [ is strictly positive we have from equation that @ is strictly
contractive on L?(£2). The contraction semigroup generator —iHg has compact resolvent because
for X € p(—iHg) the resolvent operator (—iHg — A\)~! maps L2(€) to H2(Q), which by Rellich-
Kondrachov [21] embeds compactly into L2(€). The generator —iHg meets the requirements of
Theorem so || exp(—itf[¢)1/)o|\Lz(Q) 122, 0 holds for all ¢y € L2(2) if the operator (—A+ V) :
HZ(Q) — L*(Q) admits no real eigenvalues. This follows immediately from Lemma concluding
our proof of Theorem [£.1} O

Remark 4.1. Since the embeddings H'Y/?* <(9Q) — HY?(0Q) and H?/?(9Q) — H>/?>=<(9%) are
compact [21] for any € > 0, a sufficient condition for B to be compact is taking 3 : H3/?(09) —
HY2+(0Q) or B : H3/27¢(0Q) — H/2(98) bounded for some e > 0. If B is multiplication by some
function, it suffices to take B € H*(0) for any s > max{3, 252} [31].

4.3 Generalized Robin boundary conditions with compactness

The construction provided in the previous subsection does not allow S to be multiplication by some
function of low regularity, such as a generic L*° function. Our generalization to lower regularity
B will be slightly more complicated, and we no longer expect D(ﬁcp) to reside within H?(Q2) since
Ny = iBTpy ¢ H'/?(0Q).
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Theorem 4.2. (Robin boundary condition) Let 8 : HY/?(99) — H~/2(0Q) be a compact operator
such that Re(BX, X) g-1/2(90)x m1/2(00) = 0 for all x € H'Y2(0Q). Then operator defined via

D(—iHp) == {¢ e HY(Q)ND(H*) : intp = wmw} ity = =il | (4.17)

18 a mazimally dissipative extension of —iH. If the real part of B is strictly positive;
Re(BX, X) m-1/2(00)x H1/2(960) > 0 for all 0 # x € HY2(09Q); then || exp(—itHpg)vo||r2(0) 12200 for
each 1y € L*(Q).

The proof of this theorem will require us to introduce the “extended” Dirichlet-to-Neumann
maps.

Lemma 4.5. For A € p(Hp)NR, the operator v(\) admits extensions to bounded linear operators
YA) : H3(0Q) — H*FY2(Q) for all s € [—L,3]. Consequently, the “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map

202 ~
D(X) also admits extensions to bounded linear maps D(X) := Fxy()\) : H*(0Q) — H*~Y/2(99) for
all s € [-3, 3].

_ The restriction D(\) : HY2(09) — HY?(0Q) is a “symmetric” operator, in the sense that
(DN Crr-17200)x 112 (090) € R for all ¢ € H'Y2(09). Lastly, for X\ € p(Hp) N p(Hx) NR the
restrictions D(\) : H*(9Q) — H*~Y2(0Q) are bijective linear maps with bounded inverses for all

s € [7%a %]
Proof. See the proofs of Lemma and Lemma in the Appendix. O
Corollary 4.1. For A\ € p(Hp) N R, the operator On(\) = 1y DO 2 HYOQ) — H1(09)

is “symmetric” in the sense that (Ox(N)E,&) - Loa)xH (90) € R for all & € H'(8Q). For A €
p(Hp) N p(Hy) NR this operator is also bijective.

Lemma 4.6. Let A € p(Hp)Np(Hx)NR. Then the operator (i—Og(N)) := (i—On(A)+iry f171) :
HY(0Q) — H~1(09Q) is a bijective linear operator with bounded inverse.

Proof. Recall that O () : H(9Q) — H~1(dR) is a bijective and bounded linear map, and is thus
Fredholm with index 0. Since § is compact and (=' : H'(9Q) — HY2(9Q), v\ : H-'/?(09) —
~1(99) are isometries, it follows that ¢y 3 =" : H'(992) — H~1(9) is also compact. By compact
embedding of Sobolev spaces, multiplication by i is also a compact operator from H'(99Q) —
~1(09). So, the stability of Fredholm operators under compact perturbations [21] informs us
that i — O5(\) = i — On(\) + ity fu”" is also Fredholm of index 0, and it again suffices to prove
that the map is injective. Let £ € H'(9Q) with y = t~'¢ € H'/2(9Q). Since O ()) is symmetric

m((i—05(N)E& &) u- 1(0Q)x H1(8Q) = ||§||L2(an)+Re</3X X)H-1/2(00) x H/2(90) = H£||L2(BQ) (4.18)

Consequently £ = 0 whenever (i — O4(\))é = 0, so (i — ©4(\)) is an injective Fredholm operator of
index 0 and is thus invertible. O

Proof of Theorem[f.3. Set ©5 = O(n) and ® = (i+0Op)(i —Op) 1|L2((,m). Since (i +©p) maps its
domain into H~'(9Q), it is not immediately clear that ® maps into L?(99). Before we continue,
we will prove that ||(i + ©5)(i — ©5) " x||r200) < lIXllL2(90) for all x € L?(99). Setting ¢ =
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(i—Op) 'y € HY(9Q), it is equivalent to prove ||(i + O)¢||r200) < [|(i — ©p)€||L2(a0)- This
follows immediately from
1 = ©8)|[72(00) — 11+ Op)El[72(90) = 4Im(OsE, &) 1 (a0) x 11 (99

e (4.19)
=A4Re(BL_6, 02 &) 172 (00)x 1 /2 (00) = 0.

® is therefore contractive on L%(912), and the associated extension —iHg is maximally dissipative
with domain

D(Hs) = {¢ € DH*) : —04(i — Op) " 1_7pth = (i — éﬁ)*lLﬁwD} . (4.20)
For ¢ € D(ﬁfp) our boundary condition implies
L_Tph = (i —0p)(i — Op) ti_Tp =i(i — Op) " L_Tpib + (i — Op) Ly TNUD (4.21)

50 t_7pth € D(Og) = H'(89), and in particular 7p¢p € H/2(99). By Corollary [A.1]it follows that
¢ e HY(Q), so D(Hg) C H'(Q).
Applying (i — ©g) to both sides of the boundary condition in (4.20) returns

L inYp = —(On — ity B Tpy
= (ib+ﬂ7~'Dw — éNbfi—Dwn)

=11 (if7pY — D()Tpiy)
= 14.(iBTpY — TNY + TNYD)

(4.22)

so D(Hg) = {1/) e HY(Q)ND(H*) : inY = i,B%Dd)} as desired.

When the real part of 3 is strictly positive we repeat the last steps in the proof of Theorem [£.1]
® is strictly contractive on L?(£) by equation , and —iHg has compact resolvent because
for A € p(—iHg) the resolvent operator (—iHg — A)~" maps L2() to H'(Q), which by Rellich-
Kondrachov [21] embeds compactly into L2(Q). The generator —iHg meets the requirements of
Theorem so || exp(—itﬁq))l/}oHLz(Q) 122, 0 holds for all ¢y € L2(2) if the operator (—A+ V) :
HZ(Q) — L?(22) admits no real eigenvalues. This follows immediately from Lemma and we
conclude our proof of Theorem [4.2] O

Remark 4.2. Since the embeddings H—Y/?>1€(0Q) — H~Y2(0Q) and HY/?(0Q) — H'Y/?>~<(0Q)
are compact [21] for any € > 0, a sufficient condition for B to be compact is taking B : HY/?(92) —
H=Y24€(9Q) or f: HY/?7¢(0Q) — H~Y2(9Q) bounded for some € > 0. If B is multiplication by
some function, it suffices to take § € L>=(0N).

4.4 Generalized Robin boundary conditions without compactness

We turn our attention to the least regular class of Robin boundary operators 8 : H'/2(9Q) —
H~1/2(9Q); those that are bounded with non-negative real part but are not compact operators.
Looking back at our proof of Theorem we see that once the invertibility of (i — ©4(n)) =
(i — 1 (D(n) —iB)=t) : HY(OQ) — H1(AN) is established then all further steps are effectively
identical to those in the proof of Theorem However, the compactness assumption played a
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crucial role in our analysis: it allowed us to apply Fredholm theory to derive the surjectivity of

(i — ©p(n)) from its injectivity. We will demonstrate how this compactness assumption can be

dropped from the statement of Theorem [£.2] at the expense of picking up alternative conditions.
We now restate and prove the second main result of this paper.

Theorem 2. (Generalized Robin boundary condition) Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded C? domain of
dimensionn > 1, and let H := (—A—l—V)’COQ(Q) with V€ L>°(Q,R). Suppose that = B1+ B2+ F3

is a sum of three bounded linear operators fBj, : HY?(0Q) — H~'/2(0Q) having “non-negative
real parts”, meaning Re(BrX; X) p-1/2(00)x m1/2(00) = 0 for all x € HY2(0Q), with the following
conditions on 1, B2, and B3:

(R1) Compactness: fy : H'/2(0Q) — H~'/2(0Q) is a compact operator.

(R2) Smallness in operator norm: ||B2||g /200, H-1/2(00)) < ||7-DHI;(2H1(Q),H1/2(BQ))'
(R3) Non-negative imaginary part: Tm(Bax, X) p-1/2(00),11/2(00) = 0 for all x € H'2(0Q).
Then the operator defined by

D(—iHy) = {w e HY(Q) N D(H") : 7xtb = zﬁ%mu} L il = =il (4.23)

is a mazximally dissipative extension of —iH. Consequently, for each g € D(fiﬁﬁ) the initial-
boundary value problem

oy = H*y in O
v o= iy at t =0 (4.24)
oy = ipY on 0N

admits a unique, global-in-time solution ¢; = exp(—itHg) € C'([0,00), L2(Q)), and the solution
mappings Wy : 1o — 1y extend continuously to a Co contraction semigroup on L?(£2).

For any choice of n € p(ﬁ p)NR, Theorem 1| offers an explicit parameterization of all maximally
dissipative extensions of —iH in terms of linear contractions ® on L?(dQ). In practice, certain
choices of 17 are more convenient when trying to construct the linear contraction associated with a
particular extension. In the last three subsections we took 1 € p(Hp)Np(Hx)NR when constructing
the linear contractions associated with the Neumann and compact Robin extensions. For the proof
of Theorem [2| we will find it convenient to additionally demand n < —(1 4 ||[V||p=(q)). Our
construction of the linear contraction ® associated with the extension —iHjy defined in relies
entirely on the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let A < —(1+||V||p=(q)), s0 X € p(Hp)Np(Hx)NR. Then the operator (i—Os(N\)) :=
(i — On(\) 4 ity fu=Y) - HY(OQ) — H1(8Q) is a bijective linear operator with a bounded inverse.

Proof. Repeating the same set of inequalities as in equation (4.18) shows that the operator (i —
©3(N)) is injective. However, our proof for surjectivity will require more care. Since ¢4 34 lis a

compact operator it does not impact the Fredholm index of (i —©4()\)), so without loss of generality
we may set 81 = 0. Let £ € H'(99) and define y = ¢ ~*¢ € H'/2(09). Then by (R3)

Re((05(A)—1)&, &) ir-100)x 11 (09) = (D(N)X, X) 5r-1/2(00) x H1/2 (90 FIM{B2X X) 5-1/2 (502 ><H1/(2(89))-
4.25
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Introducing ¥ := 3(\)x € H' (), the unique element in ker(H* — \) such that 7pthy = x, we may
apply the Green’s identity (3.23) and integration-by-parts to compute

(DX X) 172 (00) x 1/2(09) = (FNUA FDUA) H-1/2(00) x HL/2(09)
= IVeall720) + (V= Niba, $a) 120 (4.26)
> ||§1/))\H%2(Q) + |[0AlZ2 () = l[¥al1 @)
where we’ve used inf(V —\) > 1. Let us recall the trace theorem for functions that reside in H*((2).

Lemma 4.8. [23, Theorem 1.5.1.2] For Q C R™ a bounded C? domain, the trace map 1) 1/1|89
defined for 1) € C>®(Q) — H'/2(0Q) admits a continuous extension 7p : H(Q) — H'/2(0Q).

Denoting the norm of this bounded linear operator Cp := |[7pl|g(x1 (), m1/2(90)), We see
Hﬂﬁ[l(aﬂ) = HXHQHUZ(BQ) < C%\wall?ql(m < C%<[)(/\)X7X>H*1/2(BQ)><H1/2(8Q)~ (4.27)
Introducing the shorthand [|B2|| := [|B2|g(r1/2(00),1-1/2(00)), We recall from condition (R2) that

Cp% —|Ba]] > 0. Also,

[T (Ba2x, X) r-1/2 (00 x m1/2(00) | < |1B2x| =172 00y X H1/72(50) < 11B2]] \|X||§{1/2(ag) = || B2l ||§||§11(asz)
(4.28)
Combining the inequalities of equations ([#.25)), (4.27)), and (#.2§)), we arrive at
1(i = ©(N)Ell -1 00 1€l 11 (00) = Re((©p(N) — ), ) ir—1 00 x 111 (99
> (D)X X) /2 a0)yxm-1/2(00) — 1Bl 1l Fian)  (4.29)
> (Cp* = 1B2ll) 11€l17r: (o0 -

_ 1.
Hence [[€]|m1(a0) < (Cp” = [Bal]) 116 = ©5(A\)€llrr-1(a0) and

(i = 65(\) " Cllmon) < (Cp2 = 11B2l) " lICllzr-1 (o). for all ¢ € Ran(i — ©4).  (4.30)

This provides us with an operator norm bound of the inverse, but we have yet to prove that (i — (:)g)
is surjective. Towards that goal we first note that the range of (i — ©g) is closed, since for any
sequence ¢, = (i — Og(\))&, that is Cauchy in H~1(9Q)

1€n = Emllm o) < (Cp* - \|ﬂ2||)71 [[¢n — CmllE-1(00)- (4.31)

So &, is also Cauchy in H'(9Q) with some limit ¢ € H'(9Q). The boundedness of (i — ©g()\)) :
H(0Q) — H~'(09) ensures that ¢, converges to (i—©5(\))¢ € Ran(i—0Og()\)) in H~(8Q) norm.

Now we may apply the closed range theorem to state that Ran(i —©z()\)) = ker(—i—04(\)*)*,
where ©5(\)* : H'(9Q) — H~(99) denotes the Banach space adjoint of ©5()\). The inequalities
we’ve already proven are sufficient to show that ker(—i — ©5(\)*) = {0}. Let £ € H*(9). Then
by definition of the Banach space adjoint

—TIm((—i — ©5(N)*)& &) r-1(00)x 11 (o) = Im((i — ©5(N)&, &) r-1(a0)x 11 (92) > 117200y (4-32)

s0 € € ker(—i — ©g(\)*) if and only if £ = 0. So (i — ©5()\)) is a bounded bijective operator from
H(0) onto H=1(9Q) as desired. O
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Proof of Theorem[3. Set ©3 = Op(n) and & = (i + O4)(i — (:)5)_1|L2(69). To show that @ is

linear contraction on L? @Q) one applies the same sequence of inequalities in equation (4.19). The
associated extension —iHg is therefore maximally dissipative with domain

D(Ho) = {w € DA") : =6(i = Op)"uofpth = (1= Op) 'afwtinf . (4.33)

Repeating the same steps in the proof of Theoremstarting from equation |D returns D(f[ ?) =
{w e HY(Q)ND(H*) : intp = zﬂ%pz/}}. O

Remark 4.3. Condition (R2) allows the Robin boundary condition to include tangential derivatives
along the boundary, while conditions (R1) and (R3) allow for singular multiplication operators. For
example, if @ C R™ is a bounded C? domain of dimension n > 2 and y € 0SQ, then the fractional
Hardy inequality [28] implies that multiplication by W defines a bounded linear operator from
HY2(0Q) — L*(09). Duality then shows that multiplication by m extends to a bounded linear
operator from L*(0Q)) — H~Y2(09), therefore multiplication by Iw—iy‘ defines a bounded positive
operator from H'/? (0Q) — H-1/? (09)).

We now restate and prove the third main result of this paper, the asymptotic stability of all
solutions to the initial-boundary value problem when the real part of § is strictly positive; meaning

Re<ﬁX7X>H*1/2(852)><H1/2(BQ) >0 for all 0 # x € Hl/Q((’)Q)

Theorem 3. Let Q C R” be a bounded C? domain of dimension n > 1, let H := (—A + V)|Coo(9)

with V€ L*(Q,R), and suppose that § satisfies the assumptions of Theorem@ while having strictly
positive real part. Then all solutions of the initial-boundary value problem (4.24)) asymptotically

vanish, [[Wiho||2() ——=2 0 for all 1o € L*(9).

Proof. We again follow the last steps in the proofs of Theorem and Theorem The linear
contraction ® = (i + O3)(1 — O3 is strictly contractive on L?(9Q) by the same set of

)~ ’L2(8§2)
inequalities as in equation . Once again —iHg has compact resolvent since for A € p(—iHg)
the resolvent operator (—iHg — A)~! maps L?(€2) into H'(f2), which by Rellich-Kondrachov [21]
embeds compactly into L?(Q2). By the compactness of the resolvent and Lemma Theorem

states [|[Witbo|| 12 () 2% 0 for all ¢y € L3(9). O

5 Detection Time Distributions

Suppose that a quantum particle is initially prepared with state 1y of unit norm in a Hilbert space
‘H, and suppose that the particle undergoes an idealized detection process which is irreversible,
autonomous, and highly sensitive to interactions; so that the formation of any entanglement between
the particle and the detector leads to an immediate firing. Then; as argued in the introduction; the
dynamics of the particle is governed by a Cj contraction semigroup W; = exp(—itL) on H while
the detector has not yet fired, with the quantity ||W;iy||3, representing the probability that the
particle remains undetected up to time ¢t. Hence, the probability that the particle will be detected
between times 0 < ¢; < t3 < 0o is given by

Proby, (t1 <t < t2) == |[We, voll3, — [[We, %ol (5.1)
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while the event that the particle is never detected; denoted by ¢ = N; has probability
Proby, (t = N) = lim || Wyt (5:2)

where this limit exists by monotonicity. Werner [12] demonstrated that every Cy contraction semi-
group W; on a Hilbert space H admits a “Born rule” for the detection time distribution above.
Formally stated, there exists a positive operator-valued measure defined on Lebesgue measureable
subsets I C [0,00) U {N} and acting on A such that

<E(I)2/J0,’L/J0>H = PI‘Owa(f S I) (53)
agrees with (5.1)) and (5.2)) for all g € H. Werner begins his analysis by pointing out that

T(,8) = — S (Wt Wisho_o = (L, O + (w1 1LY (54

defines a non-negative Hermitian form on the domain of the semigroup generator D(L). In most
cases this Hermitian form may not be positive, so D(L) is not a pre-Hilbert space. Werner only
considered cases where D(L) is a pre-Hilbert space, however, we can apply the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to show that the set of ¢ € D(L) such that J(i,4¢) = 0 is a linear subspace of D(L), in
fact it is the radical of J

Rad(J) :={¢ € D(L) : J(,¢) =0 Vo € D(L)} ={¢ € D(L) : T (¥, ¢) = 0}. (5.5)

Taking the quotient of D(L) with Rad(J) returns a pre-Hilbert space (D(L)/Rad(J),J(:,-)). Let
K denote the completion of this pre-Hilbert space, and let j : D(L) — K denote the canonical
embedding, so the inner product on K is defined on the dense set j(D(L)) C K

(40, Jo)c = (il @)3 + (U, iLd) 3. (5.6)
For each ¢ € D(L) we consider the function Jv : [0,00) — K defined by (J)(¢) := j(Wyyp). Then

o0 o0 d
|0 de=— [ SIWil d =11, - Jim [Weolfy < 101 (51
0 0

where these limits exist by the monotonicity of ||[W;1]|3,. This bound shows that J extends from
D(L) to a linear contraction J : H — L?([0,00),K). The quantity ||(Jt)(t)||2 measures the rate
at which probability flows from the space of states where the detector is primed H,, to the space of
states where the detector has fired Hp. It therefore acts as a probability density for the particle’s
time of detection. Now, for any Lebesgue measureable subset I C [0, 00), we introduce the operator
E(I) := J*x1J acting on H, with x; denoting the indicator function. Then

(E(To, Yo = / (D)D) dt > 0, (5.8)

so E(I) is a positive operator. It is straightforward to show that E(-) forms a (unnormalized)
positive operator-valued measure, which, when extended by setting E({N}) = 1 — J*J forms a
normalized positive operator-valued measure on [0,00) U {N} that agrees with (5.1) and

Any Hilbert space K with a linear map j : D(L) — K satisfying equation s called an exit
space. All Cy contraction semigroups admit at least one exit space; such as the abstract minimal exit
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space detailed above; and the detection time probability density ||(J4)(¢)||2 and positive operator-
valued measure E(-) is independent of the choice of exit space. The last main result of this paper
applies the theory of boundary quadruples to explicitly construct exit spaces for Cy contraction
semigroups W, that “weakly solve” a Schrodinger equation i) = H *1) for some densely defined
symmetric operator Hon H.

Theorem 4. Let —iH be a densely defined skew-symmetric operator on a Hilbert space H and let
Wy be a Cy contraction semigroup on H whose generator is extended by —iH*. Then for any choice
of boundary quadruple (Hy+,G+) for —iH we may write W, = exp(— thq>) where ® : H_ — H is
the linear contraction guaranteed by Theorem and

j:DHg) = H_, j:tp—V1I—BG_1) (5.9)

defines an exit space for Wy. Consequently (Jig)(t) := V1 — ®*O®G_Wypy extends to a linear
contraction J : H — L?([0,00),H_) with ||v/1—®*®G_Wyl|3, equal to the (unnormalized)
probability density for the time of detection. Lastly, the positive operator-valued measure for the
detection time probability distribution can be expressed as E(I) = J*x1J for Lebesque measureable
subsets I C [0,00) and E({N}) =1y — J*J.

Proof. Let ®* : Hy — H_ denote the Hilbert space adjoint of ®. Then for all ¢, ¢ € D(Hq))

(iHpth, p)p + (0, iHod)y = —Oyu. — (G, GL o),

= (G-
=(G w o). — (PG, PG _d) .,
(- $* )G, O}y (5.10)
=

VI= G _1h, V1 — ©*BG_ )y

where the square root of the bounded positive operator 1 — ®*® on H_ is defined by a power
series. O

6 Summary and Outlook

We have shown that wave functions of non-relativistic quantum particles undergoing idealized
irreversible hard autonomous detection along the boundary of some bounded C? region 2 C R"
must evolve according to the Schrédinger equation while satisfying a time-independent absorbing
boundary condition along 0f). Every such detector model admits a natural Born rule for the
distribution of times at which the particle is detected along 0€), and we have shown that a detection
will almost surely occur in finite time whenever the particle is completely surrounded by screen
detectors.

There are several exciting directions to go in extending these results. The local Robin boundary
conditions studied in this paper offer a large family of possible hard detector models, but it is
worthwhile to also look into other types of local absorbing boundary conditions. The modern
theory of boundary triples for Schrédinger operators [24] [25] might allow us to extend the theorems
in this paper to the case of unbounded Lipschitz domains 2 C R™. A boundary triple construction
for the Dirac Hamiltonian is nearly complete [30 [34] and it would be of great interest to prove
similar results for spin 3 L relativistic quantum particles undergoing irreversible hard autonomous
detection. We also plan to investigate in an upcoming paper [36] the behavior of the detection time
probability distribution under perturbations of the boundary condition.
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Another avenue of research might focus on providing similar parameterization results when one
of our idealizations regarding the detecting screen is relaxed. If one allows the detection mechanism
to vary with time, then the dynamics of the wave function are not autonomous, and one would
investigate whether the results of Wegner [26] and Arendt et al. [33] generalize to the setting where
Wy does not form a semigroup under composition. If one instead allows W, | Hp to become entangled
in its dynamics, then it would be interesting to see if a similar parameterization result holds for the
particle’s density matrix dynamics.
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A Dirichlet-to-Neumann Maps

This appendix is dedicated to the study of Dirichlet boundary value problems and the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map. We assume throughout this section that @ C R” is a bounded C? domain of
dimension n > 1, V € L®(Q,R), and we take H := —A+V densely defined on the minimal domain
D(H) = H2(f). Recall that the Dirichlet extension Hp of H defined by

D(Hp) :={¢ € H*(Q) : 7pp =0}, Hptp:= (A + V) (A1)

is a self-adjoint operator on L2(£2). This operator can be used to prove an existence and uniqueness
result for a class of Dirichlet boundary value problems.

Lemma A.1. Let A € p(Hp) NR and s € [—1,3]. For each & € H*(09Q), there exists a unique
Yy € H¥T/2(Q) to the boundary value problem

(H* =Ny =0 (A.2)
1/’|afz =<

The solution mappings & — by define a bounded linear map y(\) : H*(0) — H*T1/2(Q).

Proof. We first prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution to for € € H-Y/2(09).
By Lemma there exists some ¢ € D(f[*) such that 7py = £. It is then easy to verify that
Yy = ¢ — (Hp — \) " (H* — )¢ resides in ker(H* — \) and satisfies 7phy = 7ptp = &, and is
hence a solution to (A.2). For uniqueness, we observe that if ¢, and ¥} both solve then
P — by € ker(rp) Nker(H* — ) = {0}, where the last equality follows from A € p(Hp). Hence,
the solution mapping & — v(\)€ := 1, is a well-defined linear map from H~'/2(9Q) — L?(Q). In
fact, if & € H3/?(9Q) then Lemma ensures that there exists a ¢ € H2(Q) such that 7p) = &,
so ¥y = — (Hp — A) "V (H* — \)¢) is a difference of two H2(Q) functions and is thus in H2().
So y(\) maps H3/2(0Q) — H?()). This establishes existence and uniqueness of solutions at the
end-point cases s = —% and s = %

For continuity at the end-point cases we will show that v(\) is the Banach space adjoint of
—rn(Hp — N)71 : L2(Q) — HY2(99), making it a bounded operator from H~1/2(9Q) — L*(Q).
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To see this, let £ € H~1/2(0Q) and ¢ € L*(Q). Then y(\)¢ € ker(H* — \) and we have
(YNE D) 12(0) = (YNE (H" = M) (Hp = N) ') 12(0)
= (Y& H*(Hp — X)) 120) — (M(NE (Hp — )7 '6) 120
= (Y& H*(Hp — X)) 12(0) — (H*Y(NE, (Hp — N) 7' 8) 120
—(& ™~ (Hp - A) 7B 12 (00) x 12 (00)

(A.3)

where in the last step we applied the abstract Green’s formula along with 7py(A\)¢ = £
and 7p(Hp — A\)"*¢ = 0. Hence v(\) is a bounded operator from H~/2(9) — L%(f2) that also
maps H3/2(0Q) — H?*(Q). The closed graph theorem then implies that the restriction v(\) :
H3/2(0Q) — H?(Q) is also a bounded operator, and interpolation (see e.g. [23, Theorem 1.4.3.3]
and [9, Theorems 5.1 and 7.7]) returns that the restrictions y(\) : H*(9Q) — H*TY/2(Q) are
bounded for s € [—1, 3]. O

Corollary A.1. Ify € D(H*) has trace 7pi € H*(9RQ) for some s € [—3, 3], then+p € H*F1/2(Q).

Proof. Let 1) € D(H*) with 7py € H*(9), and let A € p(Hp)NR. Then 1) —~(\)7pt) € ker(7p) C
H?(Q), s0 1 is the sum of two elements in H*+1/2(Q) and is thus in H*+1/2(Q). O

We now turn our attention to the “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map.

Definition A.1. For )\ € p(fID) N R, the “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map is defined by
D()\) : H¥2(0Q) — HY2(09Q), DA€ := mny(ME. (A.4)

Clearly D()) is a bounded linear operator since it is a composition of two bounded linear opera-
tors, and D(\) can be continuously extended to a bounded operator D(\) := 7yy(\) : H~1/2(99) —
H~3/2(0%2) using the extension 7). We now prove several useful facts about the extended “Dirichlet-
to-Neumann” map. We should recall that the Neumann extension Hy of H defined by

D(Hy) = {¢ € H*Q) : 7y¢ =0}, Hyo = (-A+ V) (A.5)
is a self-adjoint operator on L?((2).

Lemma A.2. For A € p(Hp)NR, the extended “Dirichlet-to-Neumann” map D(X\) : H=1/2(99) —
H=3/2(0Q) is equal to the Banach space adjoint of D(X) : H3/2(0Q) — HY2(99). In addition,
its restrictions D()\) : H*(0Q) — H*~1(0Q) are bounded linear “operators for s € =1, 2], with
D(\) : HY2(8Q) — H-Y/2(09Q) ‘isymmetrfc in the sense that (D(N)C,C) g-1/2(00)x H1/2(00) € R
for all ¢ € HY2(dQ). For A € p(Hp) N p(Hy) NR the operators D(X) : H5(8Q) — H*~1(8Q) are

bijective linear maps with bounded inverse for s € [—%, %}

Proof. Let A € p(Hp)NR, € € 151—1/2(89), and x € H32(8Q). Setting ¢y = y(A\)€ € ker(H* — A
and ¢ = v(\)x € H2(Q) Nker(H* — \), we can compute from the extended Green’s identity (3.23)
that

(DNE X) -3/2(00)x 13/2(89) = (TN, TDOA) 1r-3/2(00) x H3/2 (50)

= (TDVx, TNOA) H-1/2(0Q) x H/2(59) (A.6)

= (&, D(N)X) m-1/2(60) x H1/2(00)
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where in the second line we used <—ilgl*z/1,\,¢)\>Lz(39) + <1/J,\7—7;I;[*¢)\>L2(BQ) = 0. Hence f?()\)
is equal to the Banach space adjoint of D(A). Now D()) is a bounded linear operator from
H~Y2(09) — H—3/2(0Q) which also maps H>/2(9Q) — H'?(99), so interpolation (see e.g. [23]
Theorem 1.4.3.3] and [9, Theorems 5.1 and 7.7]) implies the restrictions

D()\) : H*(99Q) — H*1(6Q) (A7)

are bounded for s € [—4,3]. In particular, D(\) : HY/2(9Q) — H~Y/2(9Q) is “symmetric” by
equation .

Now let A\ € p(ﬁD) N p(HN) N R. We wish to prove the bijectivity of the extended operator
D(\) : H™Y2(9Q) — H=3/2(8Q). To show injectivity, suppose D(A)¢ = 0 for some & € H~/2(9Q).
Then v(\)¢ € D(Hy) Nker(H* — A) = {0}, hence ¢ = 7p0 = 0. To prove surjectivity, let
x € H™3/2(99). By Lemma [3.4] there exists some ¢ € D(H*) such that 7yt = . Setting 1y =
Y — (Hy — A)"YH* — A\t € ker(H* — \), we have 7y1hy = 781 = x. So, £ = 7pthy € H1/2(99)
satisfies D(A\)é = 7ty = x as desired. Tt follows that D()\) : H~1/2(99) — H~3/2(9Q) is bijective

with D=1(\) : H*~1(9Q) — H*(99) a bounded linear operator for each s € [~3, 3]. O
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