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Abstract

For a number ¢ bigger than 1, we consider a g-difference version of a second-
order singular differential operator which depends on a real parameter. We
give three exact parameter intervals in which the operator is semibounded from
above, not semibounded, and semibounded from below, respectively. We also
provide two exact parameter sets in which the operator is symmetric and self-
adjoint, respectively. Our model exhibits a more complex behavior than in the
classical continuous case but reduces to it when g approaches 1.

PACS numbers: 02.30.Lt, 02.30.Sa, 02.30.Tb, 02.20.Uw
Mathematics Subject Classification: 47B39, 47B25, 47B37, 39A12, 39A13,
34N05

1. Introduction

Let H be a densely defined symmetric operator on a Hilbert space $) with domain D(H). Let
U be a unitary operator and let a € (0, c0)\{1}. The operator H is said to be (a, U)-invariant
[2,3,9]if

UD(H) = D(H)
and for any f € D(H),
UHf =aHUS.

From the definition of an (a, U)-invariant operator, it follows that such an operator is
either semibounded by zero (i.e., (Hf, f) = 0 or (Hf, f) < 0 for all f € D(H)) or not
semibounded at all. It is well known [7] that any semibounded Hermitian operator always
admits semibounded self-adjoint extensions H with the same bound. If such an extension is
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not unique, then the set of all such extensions contains two extreme elements, the Friedrichs
extension Hy and the Krein extension Hg. In [2, 3, 9] it was proved that a semibounded
(a, U)-invariant operator always admits semibounded (a, U )-invariant self-adjoint extensions.
In particular, the extreme extensions, Hr and Hg, are always (a, U)-invariant. In [2, 3] it was
also proved that if the index of defect of the operator H is (1, 1), then Hp and Hk are the only
(a, U)-invariant self-adjoint extensions of H.

In [2] it was also shown that any positive operator H with the index of defect (1, 1) which
is (a;, U,)-invariant, where {U; : s € R} is a continuous group, is unitarily equivalent to the
operator acting on L?(0, co) defined by means of the differential expression

) dx(t) «

(Hox)(t) == — i + t—zx(t) (1.1)
for some o € [—1/4,3/4). The operator H, is defined on smooth functions with compact
support within (0, oo). It is well known that for « > 3/4, the operator Hy is essentially
self-adjoint (see [10, chapter VI, section 21, on pages 284 and 285]) and positive (see [15,
example 6.A.6 on page 107]), i.e., its closure H is a positive self-adjoint operator. The
spectrum of H is simple and absolutely continuous. For —1/4 < « < 3/4, the operator H,
the closure of Hy, is a positive symmetric operator (i.e., (Hx, x) > 0 for any function x from
the domain of H) with defect numbers (1, 1). For « = —1/4, the operator H has a unique
positive extension, and for —1/4 < o < 3/4, it has a positive extension that is not unique.
The spectrum of any positive self-adjoint extension of H is continuous. For o« < —1/4, the
operator H is symmetric, but not semibounded, with defect numbers (1, 1). For such values of
o, the spectrum of any self-adjoint extension H of H has a continuous part, filling the positive
semi-axis, and a discrete part, located on the negative semi-axis.

In the present paper, we start to investigate a difference version of the differential operator
defined by (1.1), which is (qz, U)-invariant, where ¢ > 1 and U is defined below in
theorem 2.4. We show that some properties of the constructed operator closely resemble
the properties of the differential operator. The results presented in this paper can be useful for
numerical calculations related to the differential operator defined by (1.1) and for the study
of one-dimensional fractal structures [8, 11, 14]. Moreover, these results are important from
the point of view of dynamic equations on time scales [4], unifying continuous and discrete
calculus, as well as the related area of quantum calculus [5, 6].

The setup of this paper is as follows. The next section features some introduction and
first results on the g-difference operator under consideration. In section 3, we present some
auxiliary convergence results that are needed in the proof of our main result in section 4. The
paper concludes with a summary of our findings in section 5.

2. The g-difference operator

Let S be the linear space of all sequences x = {x,},cz With complex entries. A discrete version
of the operator H), discussed in the present paper, is constructed in the following way. Select
anumber g > 1 and consider points ¢, = ¢", n € Z, as points of discretization. The first and
the second derivatives of a function x, defined on (0, co) such that x = {x,},cz = {x(¢")}nez,
are replaced by the expressions

Xnsl — Xp Xpal — Xn
D X = —
( q )n qn+] _ qn qn(q — 1)
and
(sz) _ (qu)n - (Dq-x)n71 _ Xn+l — (1 +q)xn +gx,_1
97 n—1 = q" — qn—l - q2n—l(q _ 1)2 ’
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respectively. Let

aeR and B=1+qg+(q— 1’ (2.1
We will study the discrete version of the differential operator (1.1), namely the mapping £
defined for any x € S by the formula

- 2 o
(‘Cx)” - _(qu)n—l + qnflqn Xn
Xn+l — (1 + q)xn +gXn-1 o

(g — 1)? T
_xn+l - ﬁxn + qXn—1
q*" g —1)?
Let I3(Z; q) be the linear subset of S consisting of sequences with finite support. Evidently,
the transformation £ maps lé (Z; q) into itself. Instead of the space L?(R,), we consider the
linear space 12(Z; q) of all sequences {x,},cz With complex entries such that

)
Z qn|xn|2 < Q.

n=—00

Itis clear that [3(Z; q) C I*(Z; q). With the inner product defined by

2.2)

Y=Y @ =¢"Dam=@G-1 > ¢ 'xm. 2.3)

n=—00 n=—00
the space 1%(Z: q) becomes a Hilbert space and lé (Z; q) is dense in 1*(Z; q). Let Ly be the
linear operator defined on [3(Z; ¢) by the mapping £. Define

1 1
_ = _(\/6_1——1)2 and oy = —m. 2.4)
Note that the definition (2.1) of 8 implies
B—2Vi=(qg—1’"+(q—-Da=(q-D-a) (2.5)
and
B+2q=(/g+1D*+(q — 1D’ =(qg—1)*(@—a), (2.6)

and thus it is obvious that 8 is an increasing linear function of @ such that o € (o_, o) if and
only if 8 € (=2,/q,2./9).

We now show that the operator Lj is symmetric, positive when « > o, negative when
o < a_ and not semibounded when o_ < o < «,. The first three statements are the contents
of the following theorem 2.1, while the last statement is implied by the subsequent remark 2.2.

Theorem 2.1. Forany x,y € lé (Z; q), the following relations hold.:
(Lox, y) = (x, Loy), (Lox,x) =20 for o > ay, (Lox,x) <0 for o <o_.

Proof. Suppose that x, y € IS(Z; q). Then (note that all sums in the following calculation
are in fact finite)

(Lox. y) = — i Xne1 — Pxn X1
R )
- [ i X Vao1 Z BXn¥n i 4% Tel }
= a-1) ~ q"(q— D’ =g @ -1

o~ Y Byn + 4.
n+l — n n—1
- - Z Xn h n =<X,L0y>~
q* (g —1)

n=—00
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This completes the proof of the first statement. In order to prove the second and the third
statements, observe that (Lgx, x) can be written in the form

Xn+l — ﬂxn +qxXp—1__
(Lox, x) = — Z p Xn
Rt q"(g—1
_ > xn+1xn Z ﬁ|xn i qxnm :|
- Z _ _ n+l _
L_ooq "qg-1 = aq q"q—1) 1) = a" (g -1
> ﬁ|x 2 Xpn X
=Y " —2Re » 2.7)
W q q"(g—1 = qa"(q—1)

We rewrite this equation and use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to get

(Lox,x) — B Z |X"

—a 7"q—1)

o0

=2

Xn+1 Xn
Re
2 q"*Jq—1q"*Jq —1

n=—00

00 00
<2 Z |xn+l|2 Z |xn|2
= n n

e d"a =D, =" q =D
Z |xn
= a"(q—1)
so that
|xn |-xn
Lox, 2
I)Zq(q < {Lox, x) < (ﬁ+f)zq(q 5

n=—00o n=—o0o

Therefore, by (2.6) the operator L is negative provided ¢ < «_, and by (2.5) is positive
provided o > «. This concludes the proof. ]

Remark 2.2. The constants o, and «_ are exact, i.e., for all K > 0 and
o forall o < ay, there exists x* € lg(Z; q) with (Lox™, x*) < —K;
o forall o > a_, there exists x~ € I2(Z; q) with (Lox~,x~) > K.

Proof. Let K > 0. First suppose o < a,. Now pick any integer

(g—DK+2./q
(g — Dy — )
Then x* € lg(Z; g) and

q"/2 if 1<n<N

d defi MES i
and define  x, {0 otherwise.

(2i7) ,BN _ Zﬁ(N — 1) (ziS) (q — 1)2(0( — O£+)N + Zﬂ

(Lox™, x*) <—K.
qg—1 qg—1 qg—1 qg—1
Now suppose o > «_. Pick any integer
- DK +2 —D"g™?* it 1<n<N
N > u and define x, = (=D"q 1 ' n
(g —D*a —ao) 0 otherwise.

Then x~ € lg(Z; q) and

an BN N 2/q4(N —1) @6 (g — D*(@—a_ )N N
Cg-1 g-—1 g—1 g—1
Hence both o, and «_ are exact. O

(Lox™,x7) > K.

4
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By theorem 2.1, the operator L is symmetric, and therefore it admits closure. Let L
be the closure of L, i.e., L = L. L is a densely defined symmetric (possibly, self-adjoint)
operator. For & > «,, the operator L is positive, i.e., (Lx, x) > 0 for any x € D(L), where
D(L) denotes the domain of L, and for « < «_, the operator L is negative. It is well known
(see, e.g., [1]) that L* = L§. Next we give an explicit description of the operator L*.

Theorem 2.3. Let L : S — S be the mapping defined by (2.2). Then, the operator L* is well
defined on the linear set
D={xel’(Zq): Lx € *(Z;q)},

and we have L*x = Lx for any x € D.

Proof. Suppose that the vectors x, v € [*(Z; q) satisfy the equation
(Loy,x) = (y,v) forevery y e IS(Z; q). (2.8)

Then, for every k € Z, we can choose y = y*® € I3(Z; q) defined by the formula y*) = &,
forany n € Z, where §;,, = 1ifn = k and &, = 0if n # k. Since the operator L is defined on
13(Z; q) by the linear mapping £, in view of (2.2) and (2.3), the equation (Loy®, x) = (y®, v)
implies vy = (Lx), for every k € Z, thatis, v = Lx. Hence, L has domain D(Lg) C D.
Consider the operator F defined on D by the formula Fx = Lx. As in the proof of
theorem 2.1, for every y € IS(Z; q) and x € D, we obtain (Lgy, x) = (y, Fx). Therefore,
D(Ly) = D and L§ = F, which, in view of L* = L, implies L* = F. The proof is now
complete. |

Theorem 2.4. There exists a unitary U such that L is (g%, U)-invariant.
Proof. Denote by U the operator on [(Z; ¢) defined by

(Ux), = %xnl. 2.9)

Then

oo
1
IUxIP=@-1 ) q" 1(—1|xn71|2=||x||2.

It is clear that UI*(Z; q) = [*(Z; q). Therefore, the operator U is unitary. It is easily seen that
U*X)n = V/qXns1- (2.10)
Direct calculations show that for any x € [((Z; q),
ULox = ¢*LoUx,

i.e., the operator L is (qz, U)-invariant. The same is true for the operator L, the closure of L
(see [2, 3, 9)). OJ

3. Some auxiliary convergence results

For the proof of our main results presented in section 4 below, we will need to know if the
equation

(Lx)p = 72Xy, nezw, 3.1)

5
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has nontrivial solutions x € 1?(Z; q) for certain complex numbers z. In order to discuss the
convergence of

-1
D"l (3.2)

n=—0o

for solutions x of (3.1), we employ the following theorem of Perron. This theorem was proved
first by Oskar Perron in 1910 in [12, Fundamentalsatz on page 19] and eleven years later
again by the same author in [13, Satz 3 on page 14], this time using a much simpler proof.
We formulate Perron’s result only in the special situation in which it will be employed in the
following.

Theorem 3.1 (Perron’s theorem). Consider the second-order linear difference equation
Wy + (b+b)w, +cw,_; =0 for neZ, (3.3)
where

b eC, c € C\{0}, b,eCforneZ and lim b, =0.

n—oo

Let Ay, Ay € C be the solutions of
A +br+c=0. (3.4)

Then (3.3) has two linearly independent solutions w" and w® such that

lim sup 4/ |w,(1')| = | and lim sup +/ |u),(12)| = |Ay].
n—0o0 n—0o0

Observe that Perron’s theorem does not require any restrictions on the characteristic roots
A1 and A;, and this is essential for the proof of theorem 3.2 below. Define

_ e €
o__ ::——ﬂ 1+f and Oy 1= —ﬁ+1+‘2@.
VRN Wq+1
Note that definition (2.1) of 8 implies

2 1 1
,B—q + :1+q—qﬁ——+(q—1)205=(61—1)2(05_a++) (3.6)

Vi Vi

(3.5)

and

q2+1

NG

Theorem 3.2. Assume o € (a__, ayy). Let z € C be arbitrary. Then every solution x € S
of (3.1) satisfies

B+

=1+q+qq+ % +(@—D*a=(@—-D*a—a__). (3.7

—1
Z qn|xn|2 < Q.

n=—0o

Proof. Note that x solves (3.1) if and only if
Xoe1 — (B =27 (g — D)Xy +qx,1 =0 forall n e Z,
1.e.,

Xomt —(B—2¢7 " g —DPx_p+gx_p_1=0 forall neZ,
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i.e., writing w, = x_,,
—2n—1

w1 — (B —zq (g —DHw, +qwpe =0 forall neZ,
i.e.,

Wye1 + (b +b)w, +cw,_; =0 forall ne€Z, (3.8)
where
b:—g, c:é;ﬁO and by =24""%(q—-1*>—-0 as n — oo.

Thus, we may apply Perron’s theorem (theorem 3.1) to conclude that there exist two linearly
independent solutions w" and w® of (3.8) satisfying

lim sup 4/ w,§1)| = |Aq] and lim sup 4/ |w,(12)| = |Aa|,
n—oo n—oo
where A; and )\, are solutions of (3.4), i.e.,

BB —4g BB A

A= d A 3.9
1 2 an 2 2 (3.9
Since ¢__ < @ < o4y, formulas (3.6) and (3.7) yield that
2
q-+1
18l < .
Va

Thus,

241\’ 21\’
,32—4q<<q ) —4q=(q > .
va Va
Hence, if ﬂ2 —4q > 0, then we have

g+ ¢*—1
+ / 2_4 +
2] < d 2'3 1 - ﬁz ] =.q for ie{l,2},
q q

and, if B2 — 4q < 0, then we have
MR (_M) L
2q 2q NG
Thus, in any case |A;| < /g fori € {1, 2}. Observing that
-1 0
Dod bl =) g wal, (3.10)
n=1

n=—00

<.J/q for i e{l1,2}.

we apply the root test to check the convergence of (3.10) by calculating

. , 1 —\2 a2
v; := limsup+/ |q—”w(’)|2 = <limsup ) |wﬁl’)|> = i <9 for ie{l,2}).
n—o00 q n—oo

q q
Hence, there exist two linearly independent solutions of (3.1), each such that the corresponding
series (3.2) converges. Then an arbitrary solution of (3.1) may be written as a linear
combination of those two solutions, and hence, applying the inequality |u+v|> < 2(|u|>+|v|?),
the arbitrary solution is also such that (3.2) converges. (]

Remark 3.3.  Although the following generalization of theorem 3.2 is not needed in our
proof of the main result in section 4 below, we mention it here for completeness. Some further

7



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 145207 M B Bekker et al

length is  lengthis  length is

1 _Ava_ 1
NG (¢—1)? NG
Va-1+ = 1 1 Vit
VD2  (a?  (VatDZ  (JarD? o
1 3
1 1
_ P41 _ ?+1
7 2\/q 24 7 15
Series diverges Series converges Series diverges
for some solutions for all solutions for some solutions
undecided undecided

Figure 1. Results of Perron’s theorem for series (3.2).

analysis of the two values |v;| and |v;| from the proof of theorem 3.2 yields the results depicted
in figure 1.

Now we discuss the remaining values of «.

Theorem 3.4. Assume a € [y, 00). Let 7 € (—00,0) be arbitrary. Then any solution
x € S of (3.1) such that

(3.11)

x1=1 and X_p 2>

satisfies

-1
2
> " xl? = 0.

n=—0o0

Proof. Since @ > ., formula (3.6) yields that

P sl

Vi

Suppose x solves (3.1) and satisfies (3.11). With w, = x_, as in the proof of theorem 3.2,
(3.1) is equivalently rewritten as (3.8), where

g+ 1
-, c=-— and b, =2z 2(q—-1)% 70 as n — oo.
NZi q

Thus, w solves (3.8) and satisfies

b <

| d 5 244
w; = an Wy 2z ——.
Va

We first claim that

Wn+1 n+1
_ >

o wde (3.12)

w, >0 and
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holds for all n € N. This claim will now be proved by induction. First, w; = 1 > 0 and
wy 2+ q 2
— =wy = > —,
w NN
s0 (3.12) holds for n = 1. Assume now that (3.12) holds for some n € N. Then
n+1 0
Whpe1 = —=Wy >
+ nﬁ
and
Wy42 c q+= 1
= :_(b+bn+l)_ﬂ z — nZl
Wn+1 w, ﬂ Wi
1 { 1 n } 1 < 1 )2 n
Ja q n+l1 Nz { Jq n+1
1 n n+2
> — {2 — } =
Nz n+1 n+1)/q
so that (3.12) holds for n + 1. Hence, the claim is proved and (3.12) holds for all n € N. We
may therefore note that the sequence of ratios defined by
Tp = Wt forall neN
wn
is well defined and satisfies
Fnel = —b — by — — forall n e N.
I'n
We now claim that there exists m € N such that
Wyt > \/awn

(3.13)
forall »n > m.
This claim (3.14) yields that {q’" wﬁ}

(3.14)
neN
hence does not tend to zero. Thus, (3.1461) establishes the divergence of the series (3.10). In
order to show (3.14), we first assume

is positive and eventually strictly increasing and
'n g Tn+l

forall n e N.
From (3.15), we find

(3.15)
> =2 S9*2 9 _ g forall neN
rpnZ2rn=—=W) 2 —(— > —— = 4/q or a n

wi NN
so that (3.14) follows with m = 1. Next, if (3.15) does not hold, then
I'm > Fm+l

for some m € N.
But applying (3.13) twice now yields

(3.16)
c
Pt = —b — by — — > —b — byr —

and hence r, > r,y for all n

m

>

= m+2,
Tm+1
=

m. Thus, the sequence {r,},cn is eventually strictly
Tp > A 2>

decreasing. Since the sequence {r, },en is also bounded below by 1/,/q according to (3.12),
we now conclude that this sequence has a limit, say A, and that

— forall n > m.
N

(3.17)
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By (3.13), we have A = —b — ¢ /X, and so X solves (3.4). The solutions (3.9) of (3.4) satisfy

2+l (ﬂ)z _4
q 1 1 1
L L =./q and k1:£:—<—<—
2q I L NN
so that A = A; is impossible due to (3.17). Hence, A = A> > ,/q. Employing (3.17) again,
(3.14) follows. O

Ay 2

Theorem 3.5. Assume o € (—oo,a__]. Let z € (0, 00) be arbitrary. Then any solution
x € S of (3.1) such that

2+
. =-1 and x4 (3.18)

NG

satisfies

-1
> q"xl* = oo.

n=—00

Proof. Since o < a__, formula (3.7) yields that
g>+1
N
Suppose x solves (3.1) and satisfies (3.18). Define now y, = (—1)"x,. Then y solves (3.11)
and

B<—

Yur1 — (=B) — (=2)¢*" "' (q — DD yu +qyu_1 =0 for neZ.
By theorem 3.4,

-1 -1
Yo"l =) g "l =oc.

n=—oo n=—0o

The proof is complete. ]

Remark 3.6. Although the following generalization of theorems 3.4 and 3.5 is not needed
in our proof of the main result in section 4 below, we mention it here for completeness. With
only slight modifications in the proofs of theorems 3.4 and 3.5, both results remain valid if we
replace (3.11) and (3.18) by the condition

X2

X

x_1#0 and

3]

4. Index of defect of the operator L

Recall that for an unbounded symmetric operator 7 on a Hilbert space §3, its defect numbers
are defined as dimensions of the kernel of the operator 7* — zI, where z is a complex number
that belongs to the field of regularity of 7. The elements of the kernel of 7* — zI are called
defect vectors of 7. Defect numbers are constant in each component of the field of regularity.
For a symmetric operator, the field of regularity has at most two connected components, and
the open sets C_ = {z € C : Imz < 0} and C, = {z € C : Imz > 0} are subsets of it. The
defect numbers n. are defined as dim Ker(7T* — z[) for z € C, and the ordered pair (n_, n,)
is called the index of defect of the symmetric operator. The operator is self-adjoint if and only
ifn,=n_=0.

Since the operator L is defined by a difference expression with real coefficients, the defect
numbers of L are equal, i.e.,ny =n_. If ¢ > o, or @ < o, then it follows from theorem 2.1

10



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 145207 M B Bekker et al

that the field of regularity of L is connected because it contains C \ [0, co) or C \ (—o0, 0],
respectively.

For the further discussion, we need the following construction. Let/ 2(No: q) be the linear
space of all sequences x = {x,}°2, which satisfy the condition

o0
Z q" |x, 1> < oo.
n=0

The space [*(Ny; ¢) may be regarded as a closed subspace of />(Z; q). Let A be the operator
on [?(Np; q) defined by

—f;(_—ﬁxlo)z if n=0
(Ax, =1 71 @.1)
Xnsl — BXy +qxn_1 .
- 5 if nelN
g (g =1
Lemma 4.1. The operator A defined by (4.1) is self-adjoint and compact.
Proof. Lete® € [>(Ny; q) for k € Ny be defined by its components
~k=D/2 1 ifn=k
e, = —m Skn for n e Ny, where §;, = {O if 1 € No\ [k} “4.2)
It is clear that {¢® : k € Ny} is an orthonormal basis of /2(Ny; ¢). One can easily check that
1+ 8% +4¢* >
|Ae® |2 = %, k eN, sothat Y [[Ae®|? < oo,
q q —

k=0
and hence A is a compact operator of Hilbert—Schmidt class. As in the proof of theorem 2.1,
one obtains that (Ax, y) = (x, Ay). Thus, the operator A, being bounded, is self-adjoint. [J

We may use the operator A to prove the following auxiliary result:

Lemma 4.2. [If A—zl is invertible and x is a defect vector of L corresponding to z such that
x_1 =0, then x = 0.
Proof. Let x be any defect vector of L corresponding to z, i.e., x € Ker(L* — zI). Note that
this implies x € [?(Z; ¢). Define now the vector x* € [*(Ny; ¢) by

X5 = xy forall n e N,. 4.3)

Since x_; = 0, it follows from (4.1) and (3.1) that Ax* = zx*. Hence, (A — zI)x* = 0,
which implies x* = 0 since A—z/ is invertible. Since x solves (3.1), this impliesx = 0. [

The following theorem is the main result of this paper.
Theorem 4.3. The index of defect of the operator L is
(1, D if o€ (o, awn)
and

0,0) if e (—o0,0__]UJay,, 00).

Proof. Let us start with the case when «__ < @ < a.. Consider the operator A defined on
1>(Ny; ¢) by (4.1) and (note that A is bounded by lemma 4.1) choose

z =il +[AlD,

11
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which is in the field of regularity of the operator L. Since |z| > ||A||, the operator A—zI has
an inverse operator (A — zI)~!. Let ¢(® be the vector defined by (4.2). Then

x*i= (A —zI)7'e® e IP(Ny; )\ {0}. 4.4

Letx € S be the solution of the second-order difference equation (3.1) satisfying the conditions
xo = x§ and x; = x{. From (4.1) and (3.1), it follows that x,, = x;/ for every n € Ny, and

hence
o0
n 2
Zq |x,]” < o0.
n=0

On the other hand, theorem 3.2 asserts that

-1
Z qn|xn|2 < 00.

n=—0o0
Thus, x is a nontrivial (i.e., x # 0) defect vector of L corresponding to z, which implies
dimKer(L* — zI) > 1. Let X be an arbitrary defect vector corresponding to the same z.

Define now y := ¥_jx — x_X. Then y is a defect vector satisfying y_; = 0. By lemma 4.2,
y = 0. Hence, ¥_;x = x_,X, and therefore (apply lemma 4.2 to the defect vector x # 0)
X_
X =«kx, where « := —1.
X—1

Thus, we conclude that dim Ker(L* — zI) = 1. Hence, the operator L has the index of defect
(1, 1).

Now we consider the case « > a,,. In this case, theorem 2.1 implies that the field of
regularity of L contains (—o0, 0), and we can choose

3
z:=—(y + A, where y = M > 0.
(g —1?
It is sufficient to show that the only solution of the difference equation (3.1) in [ 2(Z: q) is the
trivial solution x = 0. For the sake of contradiction, suppose that there exists a nontrivial
defect vector X corresponding to z. Then ¥_; # 0 by lemma 4.2 (note that A—z/ is invertible
because of |z| > ||A||), and now we consider the vector
1

X = —X,
X—1

(4.5)

which is also a defect vector corresponding to the same z and satisfies x_; = 1. Taking into
account that x solves (3.1), which is a linear difference equation with real coefficients, we
may assume that all entries of x are real, i.e., x, € R for every n € Z. As in the proof of
lemma 4.2, we now define x* € [?>(Ny; g) by (4.3). Since x is a solution of (3.1), it follows
from (4.1) and (3.1) that

32 32
Axt=zx"+ ( el 1) x_1e®, andthus x*= (Ll) (A—zD)7'e®.
q — q —

Then, using (4.1) and (3.1) again, we obtain

q 32
lxo| = ‘(—1) (A —z)7'e®, O
q—

g 3/2
< (—) 1A —zD~ e
q—1

3/2

q

e o

12
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where we have used the inequality

1A —zD " <zl Az = D71 < _
lz| — [ Al
From (3.1) and (4.6), it follows that
—1)? X 241 —1)?
x,zzé—(q4)z——°>q (q4)y_ «/53/2
q q 9 99 q (g — 3%y
2 =1 2+qg 2 —Jg—1
‘4;—5)\/5+—+——‘/q3 _ 2+q9 2944 «/3q
NN 2q N 2q
2+¢q
N

Thus, (3.11) holds, and theorem 3.4 asserts that x ¢ 12(Z; q). Therefore, the operator L has
the index of defect (0, 0).

Finally, in the case when « < «__, theorem 2.1 implies that the field of regularity of L
contains (0, 00), and we can choose z := y + | A|| with y as in (4.5). Following along the lines

of the previous part of this proof, we construct first a defect vector x satisfying x_; = —1.
Inequality (4.6) therefore remains valid. From (3.1) and (4.6), it follows that
-2 x 241 —1)? 2+
v b 4)Z__o>q L 4);/— ﬁ3/2 L 2+a
q q NG q (¢g—D"y Vg
Thus, (3.18) holds, and theorem 3.5 asserts that x ¢ I>(Z; q). Therefore, the operator L again
has the index of defect (0, 0). O

Although the following statement has not been used in the proof of the main theorem,
we formulate it here for completeness. It complements lemma 4.2, and its proof is performed
using the (g2, U)-invariance of the operator L.

Lemma 4.4. [f A—zl is invertible and x is a defect vector of L corresponding to z such that
Xn = 0 for some n € 7Z, then x = 0.

Proof. From the fact that the operator L is (g2, U)-invariant (see theorem 2.4), it follows that
the operator L* is also (qz, U)-invariant (see [2, 3, 9]), i.e.,

UL* = ¢°L*U
with U as in (2.9). In particular, if x € Ker(L* — z1)\{0}, then
Ux € Ker <L* — %I) \ {0} and U*x € Ker(L* — zg>1)\{0}.
q
The numbers z/¢> and g2z belong to the same component of the field of regularity of L as z.
It was shown in lemma 4.2 that

x_1 # 0 for any nontrivial defect vector x.

Applying this to the defect vectors Ux and U*x and using

(wm:’% and (U1 = +/qxo

(by (2.9) and (2.10), respectively), we deduce that
X0 #0 and x_p #0.

We may continue this process and obtain that x,, # O for any n € Z. |

13
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—_——
a__ a_ oy gy «
o - * - ® sk
_1 3
4 4
negative semibounded positive semibounded
Figure 2. Semiboundedness of the g-difference operator.
not self adjoint
a__ o g gy «Q
e O v K0 k e— s
_1 3
4 4
self adjoint self adjoint

Figure 3. Self-adjointness of the g-difference operator.

5. Conclusions

Let ¢ > 1 be fixed and define the Jackson derivative of a function x : {¢" : n € Z} — C by

x(qr) —x()
(Dygx)(t) i= ——————
(g — Dt
In this paper, we have shown that the g-difference operator defined by

for te{q": neZ}.

—Djx(t) + izx(qt), where t € {q": neZ},
qt

is not semibounded if and only if
1 1

Ja =17 =lol <o <oy = <1y
(see figure 2), and that it is not self-adjoint if and only if
ﬁ—1+ﬁ_. ._\/‘_1"'1"'%&
e =0 <X < Uy =
(Vg - 1)? (Vg +1)?
(see figure 3).

Note that it is well known that both analogs for the corresponding classical differential
operator do not contain three intervals each, as above, but simply split the « line into two
halves at —1/4 for the semiboundedness result and at 3/4 for the self-adjointness result. One
can see nicely how this is resembled when letting ¢ — 1 in our results. While

oy — —}1 and Oy —> %,
we see that both
o — —00 and a__ — —0o0
as g — 1. Hence, this third barrier in both of the above results is moving to the left when

decreasing the parameter ¢ > 1, and it vanishes entirely in the limiting (the classical) case.

14



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 145207 M B Bekker et al

Both the negative semiboundedness to the left of o_ and the additional self-adjointness to the
left of __ disappear in the classical case. Thus, it can be argued that the g-case exhibits a
more complex behavior than the classical case.
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