
ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

08
66

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

SP
] 

 1
5 

N
ov

 2
02

3

FRIEDRICHS EXTENSIONS FOR A CLASS OF SINGULAR

DISCRETE LINEAR HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS

GUOJING REN AND GUIXIN XU

Abstract. This paper is concerned with the characterizations of the Friedrichs
extension for a class of singular discrete linear Hamiltonian systems. The ex-
istence of recessive solutions and the existence of the Friedrichs extension are
proved under some conditions. The self-adjoint boundary conditions are ob-
tained by applying the recessive solutions and then the characterization of the
Friedrichs extension is obtained in terms of boundary conditions via linear
independently recessive solutions.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following singular discrete linear Hamiltonian
system

{
∆u(t) = A(t)u(t+ 1) +B(t)v(t),
∆v(t) = (C(t) − λW (t))u(t+ 1)−A∗(t)v(t), t ∈ I,(1.1)

where ∆ is the forward difference operator, i.e., ∆u(t) = u(t + 1) − u(t); A(t) is
n×n complex matrix, B(t), C(t) and W (t) are n×n Hermitian matrices satisfying

B(t) ≥ 0, W (t) ≥ 0;

λ ∈ C is a spectral parameter; and I := [0,∞) ∩ Z = {t}∞t=0. To ensure the
existence and uniqueness of the solution of any initial value problem for (1.1), we
always assume that

In − A(t) is invertible on I,
where In is the n× n unit matrix.

Self-adjoint extension problems are most fundamental in the study of spectral
problems for differential operators. There are two important theories available.
One is the Weyl-Titchmarsh theory, which was started with Weyls work in 1910
and it has been generalized to linear Hamiltonian differential systems (cf. [2, 11,
18, 33] and their references). The other is the GKN theory, which was established
by Glazman, Krein, and Naimark in 1950’s . Based on these two theories, the
self-adjoint extensions for linear differential operators have been widely studied
[29, 30, 31, 32].

Among all the self-adjoint extensions, there is a particular one which preserves
the same lower bound when the associated minimal operator is bounded from be-
low. This self-adjoint extension is known as the Friedrichs extension, which was
initially constructed by K. Friedrichs for a densely defined operator in 1930’s. His
work has been widely developed by many authors to singular differential operators
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using various approaches (cf. [13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20]). By using the existence of
the principal solutions of linear Hamiltonian differential systems [21], a character-
ization of the Friedrichs extension of a class of singular Hamiltonian differential
operators was given in terms of principal solutions [35]. Recently, the Friedrichs
extension of a class of singular differential systems including non-symmetric cases
was characterized [34].

Difference equations are usually regarded as the discretization of the correspond-
ing differential equations. It has been found that the maximal operator correspond-
ing to a formally self-adjoint difference equation is multi-valued, and the correspond-
ing minimal operator is non-densely defined in general case [23, 26]. Not only that,
this case can happen for general linear Hamilton differential systems [12]. There-
fore, the classical spectral theory for symmetric operators, i.e., densely defined and
Hermitian single-valued operators, are not available in the studying of the spectral
properties of differential and difference equations in general case.

Due to the above reasons, some researchers began to focus on extending the
theory of linear operators to linear non-densely defined or multi-valued operators
(which are called linear relations or linear subspaces), and many good results have
been obtained (cf. [8, 10, 28] and their references). E. A. Coddington successfully
extended the von Neumann self-adjoint extension theory for symmetric operators to
Hermitian subspaces [7]. Y. Shi extended the classical GKN theory for symmetric
operators to Hermitian subspaces [27]. Based on the above, a complete character-
ization of all the self-adjoint extensions for a class of discrete linear Hamiltonian
systems are obtained in terms of boundary conditions via linear independent square
summable solutions [24].

The spectral properties of discrete linear Hamiltonian systems have been widely
discussed (cf. [1, 5, 9, 22, 25] and their references). It is worth mentioning that M.
Bohner and his coauthors discussed the disconjugacy of discrete linear Hamiltonian
systems and proved the Reid Roundabout Theorem [5, Theorem 2]. In [1], some
properties of recessive solutions of (1.1) were discussed. The Friedrichs extension
of semi-bounded second-order difference operators was discussed in [4]. To the best
of our knowlege, the existence of the recessive solutions of (1.1) has not be given
and the Friedrichs extension of the minimal subspace corresponding to (1.1) has
not been established.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the basic concepts
and useful results on the linear relations and the sesquilinear forms are recalled. In
addition, several important difference equations related with (1.1) are listed at the
end of this section. In Section 3, the existence of the recessive solutions of (1.1)
and the existence of the Friedrichs extension of the minimal subspace generated by
(1.1) are proved under some conditions, respectively. In addition, a characterization
of the recessive solutions of (1.1) is obtained. In Section 4, a characterization of
matrix Θ is obtained by using the recessive solutions and then a characterization
of the Friedrichs extension is established in terms of boundary condition via the
recessive solutions.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, some fundamental and useful results about linear relations and
sesquilinear forms are recalled. At the end of this section, several important differ-
ence equations related to (1.1) are listed.
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2.1. Linear relations. Let X be a complex Hilbert space with inner product 〈·, ·〉.
Let T and S be two linear relations (briefly, relations or named linear subspaces)
in X 2 := X × X . The domain and the range of T are defined as follows

D(T ) := {x ∈ X : (x, x′) ∈ T },
R(T ) := {x′ ∈ X : (x, x′) ∈ T }.

The adjoint of T and the sum of two relations are defined as

T ∗ := {(y, y′) ∈ X 2 : 〈x, y′〉 = 〈x′, y〉 for all (x, x′) ∈ T },
T−1 := {(x′, x) : (x, x′) ∈ T },
T + S := {(x, x′ + x′′) : (x, x′) ∈ T, (x, x′′) ∈ S}.

It has been shown that T is densely defined if and only if T ∗ is single-valued [23,
Theorem 3.1]. T is said to be Hermitian if T ⊂ T ∗. T is said to be symmetric if
T ⊂ T ∗ and D(T ) is dense in X . T is said to be self-adjoint if T = T ∗.

Denote

T (x) = {x′ ∈ X : (x, x′) ∈ T }.
It is clear that T (0) = {0} if and only if there exists a unique linear operator AT

from D(T ) into X such that its graph is equal to T , i.e., G(AT ) = T .
Let λ ∈ C. The subspace R(T−λI))⊥ and the number dλ(T ) := dimR(T−λI)⊥

are called the deficiency space and deficiency index of T with λ, respectively. By T
denote the closure of T in X 2. It can be easily verified that dλ(T ) = dλ(T ) for all
λ ∈ C.

Let T be a relation in X 2. The set

Γ(T ) := {λ ∈ C : ∃ c(λ) > 0 s.t. ‖x′ − λx‖ ≥ c(λ)‖x‖, ∀(x, x′) ∈ T }
is called the regularity domain of T . It has been shown by [27, Theorem 2.3] that
the deficiency index dλ(T ) is constant in each connected subset of Γ(T ). If T is
Hermitian, then dλ(T ) is constant in the upper and lower half-planes. Denote

d±(T ) := d±i(T )

for an Hermitian linear relation T , and call d±(T ) the positive and negative defi-
ciency indices of T , respectively.

Lemma 2.1. [7, Theorem 15] Let T be a closed Hermitian subspace in X 2. Then
T has self-adjoint extensions if and only if d+(T ) = d−(T ).

Next, we introduce a form on X 2 × X 2 by

[(x, x′) : (y, y′)] := 〈x′, y〉 − 〈x, y′〉, (x, x′), (y, y′) ∈ X 2.

It can be easily verified that [:] is a conjugate bilinear and skew-Hermitian map
from X 2 × X 2 into C. Let T be a closed Hermitian subspace in X2 and satisfy
d+(T ) = d−(T ) = d. A set {βj}dj=1 is called a GKN-set for the pairs of subspaces
{T, T ∗} if it satisfies

(1) βj ∈ T ∗, 1 ≤ j ≤ d;
(2) β1, β2, . . . , βd are linearly independent in T ∗ (modulo T );
(3) [βj : βk] = 0, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ d.

Lemma 2.2. [27, Theorem 4.7] Let T be a closed Hermitian subspace in X 2 and
satisfy d+(T ) = d−(T ) = d. A subspace T1 in X 2 is a self-adjoint extension of T if
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and only if there exists a GKN-set {βj}dj=1 for {T, T ∗} such that T1 is determined
by

T1 = {γ ∈ T ∗ : [γ : βj ] = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ d}.
A subspace T is said to be bounded from below if there exists a number γ ∈ R

such that

(2.1) 〈x′, x〉 ≥ γ‖x‖2, ∀ (x, x′) ∈ T.

The lower bound of T is the largest number γ ∈ R for which (2.1) holds. It can be
easily verified that T is Hermitian if it is bounded from below.

Lemma 2.3. [3, Proposition 1.4.6] Let T be an Hermitian subspace and be bounded
from below with lower bound γ. Then C \ [γ,∞) ⊂ Γ(T ), and the deficiency index
dλ(T ) is constant for all λ ∈ C \ [γ,∞).

2.2. Sesquilinear forms. Let X be a complex Hilbert space and let D be a linear
subspace (not necessarily closed or dense) of X . A sesquilinear form t[·, ·] is a
complex-valued mapping from D ×D to C, which satisfies

t[x, ay + bz] = ā t[x, y] + b̄ t[x, z],

t[ay + bz, x] = a t[y, x] + b t[z, x],

for all x, y, z ∈ D and a, b ∈ C. The set D(t) = D is called the domain of t. Define
the quadratic form t[·] associated with t[·, ·] as t[x] := t[x, x] with the same domain
D. t is said to be sectorial with vertex at the origin and semiangle α, α ∈ [0, π/2),
if

ti[x] ≤ tanαtr[x], x ∈ D(t) = D(ti) = D(tr),

where tr and ti stand for the real and imaginary parts of t. t is said to be Hermitian
if t[x] is real for all x ∈ D(t). It is clear that t is sectorial if it is Hermitian.

A sequence {xn} ⊂ D(t) is said to be t-convergent to x ∈ X , in symbol

xn
t−→ x,

if xn → x in X and t[xn − xm] → 0 as n,m → ∞. An Hermitian sesquilinear form

t is said to be closed if {xn} t−→ x implies that x ∈ D(t) and t[xn − x] → 0; and
t is said to be closable if it has a closed extension.

The following is a direct consequence of [15, Chapter VI, Theorem 1.17].

Lemma 2.4. An Hermitian sesquilinear form t is closable if and only if xn
t−→ 0

implies t[xn] → 0 as n → ∞. When this condition is satisfied, t in X has the
closure (the smallest closed extension) t̄ which defined in the following way.

D(̄t) :=
{

x ∈ X : ∃ {xn} ⊂ D(t) s.t. xn
t−→ x

}

,

t̄[x1, x2] := lim
n→∞

t[x1n, x2n], ∀ xjn
t−→ xj , j = 1, 2.

The following result is a direct consequence of [10, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 2.5. Let T be a Hermitian relation in X 2. The form tT generated by T
as the following

tT [x1, x2] := 〈x′
1, x2〉, ∀ (xj , x

′
j) ∈ T, j = 1, 2,

with D(t) = D(T ) is well-defined, Hermitian and closable.
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The following result is a direct consequence of [10, Proposition 2.8, Theorem
4.3].

Lemma 2.6. Let t be a closed and Hermitian form in X with lower bound γ > 0.
Then there exists a unique self-adjoint linear relation Tt with the same lower bound
γ > 0 such that

(2.2) D(Tt) ⊂ D(t)

and for every (x, x′) ∈ Tt and y ∈ D(t) one has

(2.3) t[x, y] = 〈x′, y〉.
Conversely, for every self-adjoint relation Tt with the lower bound γ > 0, there
exists a unique closed and Hermitian form t in X such that (2.2) and (2.3) are
satisfied.

2.3. Several difference equations related to (1.1). System (1.1) contains the
following two important models. One is the formally self-adjoint scalar difference
equation with complex coefficients

n∑

j=0

(−1)j∆j(pj∇jz(t)) + i
n∑

k=1

[(−1)k+1∆k(qkz(t)) + qk∇kz(t)] = λw(t)z(t),(2.4)

where pj(t) and qk(t) are all real-valued, pn(t) 6= 0 on I, and i =
√
−1. In fact, by

letting u = (u1, u2, . . . , un)
T and v = (v1, v2, . . . , vn)

T with

uj(t) = ∆j−1z(t− j),

vj(t) =

n∑

k=j

(−1)k+j∆k−j(pk(t)∇kz(t)) + i

n∑

k=j

(−1)k+1∆k−j(qk(t)z(t)),

for j = 1, 2, . . . , n, we can convert (2.4) into (1.1) with

A(t) =

(
0 In−1

iqn(t)/pn(t) 0

)

, C(t) =

(
p0(t) + qn(t)/pn(t) α(t)

α∗(t), β(t)

)

,

and

B(t) = diag{0, . . . , 0, p−1
n (t)},

α(t) = i(qn−1(t), qn−2(t), . . . , q1(t))
T ,

β(t) = diag{p1(t), p2(t), . . . , pn−1(t)},
W (t) = diag{w(t), 0, . . . , 0}.

The other is the second-order vector Sturm-Liouville difference equation

(2.5) −∇(P (t)∆u(t)) +Q(t)u(t) = λW (t)u(t), t ∈ I,
where P (t), Q(t) and W (t) are n× n Hermitian matrices, W (t) ≥ 0 and P (t) > 0.
In fact, by letting v(t) = P (t)∆u(t), we can convert (2.5) into the following form

{
∆u(t) = P−1(t)v(t),
∆v(t) = (Q(t+ 1)− λW (t+ 1))u(t+ 1),

t ∈ I.

The general singular discrete linear Hamiltonian system is in the form

J∆y(t) = (P̃ (t) + λW̃ (t))R(y)(t), t ∈ I,(2.6)
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where W̃ (t) ≥ 0 and P̃ (t) are 2n×2n Hermitian matrices; J is the 2n×2n canonical
symplectic matrix, that is,

J =

(
0 −In
In 0

)

,

y(t) = (uT (t), vT (t))T with u(t), v(t) ∈ Cn and R(y)(t) is the partial right shift
operator

R(y)(t) =

(
u(t+ 1)
v(t)

)

.

System (1.1) is a special case of (2.6) with

W̃ (t) = diag{W (t), 0}.
Since In −A(t) is invertible, system (1.1) is equivalent to the following system

{
u(t+ 1) = Ã(t)u(t) + Ã(t)B(t)v(t),

v(t+ 1) = C̃(t, λ)Ã(t)u(t) +D(t, λ)v(t), t ∈ I,(2.7)

where

Ã(t) = (In −A(t))−1, C̃(t, λ) = C(t) − λW (t),

D(t, λ) = C̃(t, λ)Ã(t)B(t) + In −A∗(t).
(2.8)

For any λ ∈ R, it can be easily verified that
(

Ã(t) Ã(t)B(t)

C̃(t, λ)Ã(t) D(t, λ)

)∗

J

(
Ã(t) Ã(t)B(t)

C̃(t, λ)Ã(t) D(t, λ)

)

≡ J.

This implies that (2.7), as well as (1.1), is a symplectic system when λ ∈ R.

3. The existence of the recessive solutions and the Friedrichs

extension

In the first subsection, some variational properties of the solutions of (1.1) are
recalled, and then the existence of the recessive solutions of (1.1) is proved. In
the second subsection, by introducing a quadratic form associated with (1.1) we
show the existence of the Friedrichs extension of the minimal subspace generated
by (1.1). A characterization of the recessive solutions is given in the last subsection.

3.1. Existence of the recessive solutions. Denote

l(I) := {y : y = {y(t)}t∈I , y(t) ∈ C
2n}.

For any two y1, y2 ∈ l(I), denote
(y1, y2)(t) := y∗2(t)Jy1(t),

where J is the canonical symplectic matrix. If the limit

lim
t→∞

(y1, y2)(t)

exists and is finite, then its limit is denoted by (y1, y2)(∞). The natural difference
operator corresponding to system (1.1) is denoted by

L(y)(t) :=
(

(In −A∗(t))v(t) − v(t+ 1) + C(t)u(t+ 1)
(In −A(t))u(t+ 1)− u(t)−B(t)v(t)

)

, y ∈ l(I).(3.1)
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Lemma 3.1. [25, Lemma 2.1] For any two y1, y2 ∈ l(I) and any s, k ∈ I with
s < k,

k∑

t=s

[R(y2)
∗(t)L(y1)(t)− L(y2)∗(t)R(y1)(t)] = (y1, y2)(k + 1)− (y1, y2)(s).

By small letters y = (u; v) we denote a vector-valued solution of (1.1) and by
capital letter Y = (U ;V ) denote a 2n × n matrix-valued solution of (1.1). Let y1
and y2 be two solutions of (1.1). It follows from Lemma 3.1 that

(y1, y2)(t) ≡ (y1, y2)(0) = c, t ∈ I.
where c is a constant. Further, we call y a prepared (or conjoined) solution if

(y, y)(t) ≡ 0.

Similarly, Y (t) = (U(t);V (t)) is called a prepared (or conjoined) solution if

Y ∗(t)JY (t) ≡ 0.

It follows from Lemma 3.1 that Y (t) is a prepared solution of (1.1) if and only if
U∗(t)V (t) is Hermitian for some t ∈ I.

As it has been shown in Section 2.3, system (1.1) can be converted into (2.7),
which is a symplectic system when λ ∈ R. So, the results in [1, Section 3] can be

applied to system (1.1) when λ ∈ R. Note that Ã(t) = (In −A(t))−1 in (2.8).

Lemma 3.2. [1, Theorems 3.32, 3.33] Let λ ∈ R, and Y0 = (U0;V0) be a prepared
solution of (1.1) such that U0(t) is invertible for t ≥ t1 ≥ 0. Then

D(t) = U−1
0 (t+ 1)Ã(t)B(t)(U−1

0 )∗(t), t ≥ t1

is Hermitian, and consequently

S0(t1) := 0, S0(t) :=
t−1∑

s=t1

U−1
0 (s+ 1)Ã(s)B(s)(U−1

0 )∗(s), t ≥ t1 + 1

is Hermitian for t ≥ t1. Let Y = (U ;V ) be another solution of (1.1). Then it can
be expressed as

{
U(t) = U0(t)(P + S0(t)Q),
V (t) = V0(t)(P + S0(t)Q) + (U−1

0 )∗(t)Q, t ≥ t1,
(3.2)

where

P = U−1
0 (t1)U(t1), Q = U∗

0 (t)V (t)− V ∗
0 (t)U(t)(3.3)

are constant matrices. Conversely, let P and Q be constant n × n matrices and
U(t) and V (t) be defined by (3.2). Then Y (t) = (U ;V ) is a solution of (1.1) and
therefore (3.3) holds. Further, Y = (U ;V ) is a prepared solution of (1.1) if and
only if P ∗Q is Hermitian.

Let Y = (U ;V ) be a prepared solution of (1.1). It is said to be a dominant
solution provided that there exists an integer t1 ∈ I such that U(t) is invertible for
t ≥ t1 and

∞∑

s=t1

U−1(s+ 1)Ã(s)B(s)(U−1)∗(s)
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converges to a Hermitian matrix with finite entries. We call Y (t) a recessive (or
principal) solution provided that whenever Y1 = (U1;V1) is a solution of (1.1)
satisfying

Y ∗(t)JY1(t) ≡ C, t ∈ I,
where C is a non-singular matrix, there exists t1 ∈ I such that U1(t) is non-singular
for t ≥ t1 and

lim
t→∞

U−1
1 (t)U(t) = 0.

In this case, y1(t), y2(t), . . . , yn(t), which are the column of Y (t), are called the
recessive solutions of (1.1).

Lemma 3.3. [1, Theorems 3.50] Let λ ∈ R, and Y = (U ;V ) be a dominant solution
of (1.1) with U(t) invertible for t ≥ t1 ≥ 0. Define Y0 = (U0;V0) by

{
U0(t) = U(t)S(t),
V0(t) = V (t)S(t) − (U−1)∗(t), t ≥ t1,

where

S(t) =

∞∑

s=t

U−1(s+ 1)Ã(s)B(s)(U−1)∗(s), t ≥ t1,

Then Y0 = (U0;V0) is a recessive solution of (1.1).

System (1.1) is said to have the unique two point property on I with respect to
some λ = λ0 provided that whenever y1 = (u1; v1) and y2 = (u2; v2) are solutions
of (1.1) with u1(t1) = u2(t1) and u1(t2) = u2(t2), where 0 ≤ t1 < t2 < ∞, it follows
that y1(t) ≡ y2(t) on I. It follows from [1, Thoerem 3.55] that there exists a unique
matrix-valued solution of (1.1) satisfying the boundary conditions

U(t1) = In, U(t2) = 0, 0 ≤ t1 < t2,

provided that (1.1) has the unique two point property on I.
Lemma 3.4. [1, Theorems 3.56] Let λ ∈ R. Assume that system (1.1) has a
recessive solution Y0 = (U0;V0), which satisfying U0(t1) non-singular and (1.1) has
the unique two point property on [t1,∞) ∩ Z. Let Y (t, s) = (U(t, s);V (t, s)) be the
solution of (1.1), which satisfying the boundary conditions

U(t1, s) = In, U(s, s) = 0

Then Y (t, s) → Y0(t)U
−1
0 (t1) as s → ∞; that is, Y (t, s) converges to the recessive

solution which satisfies the initial condition of U(t1) = In.

By B†(t) denote the Moore-Penrose Inverse of the matrix B, i.e., the unique
matrix satisfying BB†B = B and B†BB† = B† such that both BB† and B†B are
Hermitian. It can be easily verified that B† ≥ 0 if B ≥ 0. A solution y = (u; v) of
(1.1) is said to have a generalized zero at t provided that u(t) = 0 if t = 0, and

u(t− 1) 6= 0, u∗(t) ∈ Ran(Ã(t− 1)B(t− 1)),

u∗(t− 1)B†(t− 1)(In −A(t− 1))u(t) ≤ 0

if t ≥ 1. System (1.1) is said to be disconjugate on I with respect to λ = λ0 ∈ R

provided that every solution y of (1.1) with λ = λ0 has at most one generalized
zero on I.

For a subinterval I1 of I, let Λ(I1) denote the vector space of n-dimension vector
functions v(t) which are solutions of ∆v(t) = −A∗(t)v(t) and B(t)v(t) = 0 on I1.
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It can be easily verified that v(t) ∈ Λ(I1) if and only if y(t) = (0; v(t)) is a solution
of (1.1) on I1 for any λ ∈ C. System (1.1) is said to be normal on some subinterval
I1 of I if Λ(I1) is zero-dimensional. If (1.1) is normal on every subinterval of I,
then system (1.1) is said to be identically normal on I.

Further, we denote

L1(y)(t) := −∆v(t) + C(t)u(t+ 1)−A∗(t)v(t),

L2(y)(t) := ∆u(t)−A(t)u(t+ 1)−B(t)v(t),

D1(I) := {y ∈ l2W (I) : L1(y)(t) = λW (t)u(t+ 1), t ∈ I},
D2(I) :=

{
y ∈ l2W (I) : L2(y)(t) = 0, t ∈ I

}
,

D0(I) := {y ∈ D2(I) : u(0) = u(t) = 0 for sufficiently large t} .
Note that D2(I) is independent of λ and it is called the admissive space of (1.1) on
I. A quadratic form associated with (1.1) is defined by

Fλ(y) :=
∑

t∈I

u∗(t+ 1)C̃(t, λ)u(t+ 1) +
∑

t∈I

v∗(t)B(t)v(t), y ∈ D0(I),

where C̃(t, λ) = C(t)−λW (t) by (2.8). It is clear that Fλ(y) = 0 for any y ∈ D2(I)
with u(t) ≡ 0 on I. Fλ(·) is said to be positive definite on I if Fλ(y) > 0 for any
y ∈ D0(I) with u(t) 6≡ 0 on I.

For convenience, we denote the following assumptions and make some statements
on them.

(A1) System (1.1) is disconjugate on I with respect to λ = λ0 ∈ R.
(A2) System (1.1) is identically normal on I.
(C1) Fλ0

(·) is positive definite on I.
(C2) System (1.1) has the unique two point property on I with respect to λ =

λ0 ∈ R.

Remark 3.5. (1) It can be easily verified that (A2) holds if B(t) > 0 on I.
But the system (1.1) specified by (2.4) is identically normal on I, although
B(t) is singular for any t ∈ I.

(2) It is clear that (C2) implies (A2).
(3) (A1) and (A2) imply (C2). In fact, Let y = (u; v) be a solution of (1.1) with

λ = λ0 satisfying u(t1) = u(t2) = 0 with t1 < t2. It is clear that y = (u; v)
has a generalized zero in [0, t1] ∩ Z. In addition, one can get that u(t) ≡ 0
for t ∈ [t1, t2] ∩ Z. Otherwise, y = (u; v) would have another generalized
zero in [t1+1, t2]∩Z. which contradicts the disconjugacy of (1.1). Further,
one get that v(t) ≡ 0 for t ∈ [t1, t2 − 1] ∩ Z. So, it follows that y(t1) = 0,
which together with the invertibility of In − A(t), implies that y(t) ≡ 0 on
I.

(4) (A1) is equivalent to (C1). In fact, (A1) holds if and only if (1.1) is dis-
conjugate with respect to λ0 on any bounded subinterval of I. It has been
shown by [5, Theorem 2] that system (1.1) is disconjugate with respect to λ0

on a bounded subinterval I1 of I if and only if Fλ0
(y) is positive definite

on the corresponding space D0(I1).
Now we show the existence of the recessive solutions of (1.1).

Theorem 3.6. Assume that (A1) − (A2) hold. Then for any t1 ≥ 1, system (1.1)

with λ = λ0 has a recessive solution Ỹ = (Ũ ; Ṽ ) which satisfying Ũ(t1) = In and

Ũ(t) non-singular for t ≥ t1.
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Proof. Since (A1) holds, every solution y of (1.1) with λ = λ0 has at most one
generalized zero on I. Let Y = (U ;V ) be the solution of (1.1) with λ = λ0

satisfying the initial value condition Y (0) = (0; In). We claim that U(t) is non-
singular for all t ≥ 1. Assume not. Then there exists s ≥ 1 and a non-trivial vector
η ∈ C

n such that U(s)η = 0. Set y(t) = (U(t)η;V (t)η). Then y(t) is a non-trivial
solution with boundary value

u(0) = u(s) = 0.

which yields y(t) ≡ 0 on I by (3) of Remark 3.5. This contradicts with the initial
value condition Y (0) = (0; In). Hence U(t) is non-singular for all t ≥ 1.

It is clear that Y (t) is a prepared basis of (1.1). We can get by Lemma 3.2 that

U−1(t + 1)Ã(t)B(t)(U−1)∗(t) is Hermitian for t ≥ 1. In addition, the assumption
(A1) implies that

U∗(t)B†(t)(In −A(t))U(t + 1) ≥ 0, t ≥ 1,

and consequently

(3.4) U−1(t+ 1)Ã(t)B(t)(U−1)∗(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ 1.

Define

S(1) = 0, S(t) =

t−1∑

s=1

U−1(s+ 1)Ã(s)B(s)(U−1)∗(s), t ≥ 2,

and set
{

U1(t) = U(t)(In + S(t)),
V1(t) = V (t)(In + S(t)) + (U−1)∗(t), t ≥ 1.

(3.5)

Again by Lemma 3.2, Y1 = (U1;V1) is a prepared basis solution of (1.1) with λ = λ0.
It follows from (3.4) that

0 = S(1) ≤ S(t) ≤ S(t+ 1), t ≥ 2.

This implies that U1(t) is non-singular for t ≥ 1. Again by Lemma 3.2, Y = (U ;V )
can be written as

{
U(t) = U1(t)(In − S1(t)),
V (t) = V1(t)(In − S1(t))− (U−1

1 )∗(t), t ≥ 1,
(3.6)

where

S1(1) = 0, S1(t) =

t−1∑

s=1

U−1
1 (s+ 1)Ã(s)B(s)(U−1

1 )∗(s), t ≥ 2.

It follows from the first formulae of (3.5) and (3.6) that

In = (In + S(t))(In − S1(t)), t ≥ 1.

Since S(t) ≥ 0 and it is non-decreasing, one has that In − S1(t) > 0 and it is
non-increasing. Therefore, the limit

S1(∞) = lim
t→∞

S1(t)

exists and it satisfies

0 < S1(∞) < In.

Thus, Y1 = (U1;V1) is a dominant solution with U1(t) non-singular for t ≥ 1.
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Define

S2(t) =

∞∑

s=t

U−1
1 (s+ 1)Ã(s)B(s)(U−1

1 )∗(s), t ≥ 1.

It can been shown similarly as above that 0 < S2(t) < In for all t ≥ 1. Set
{

U2(t) = U1(t)S2(t),
V2(t) = V1(t)S2(t)− (U−1

1 )∗(t), t ≥ 1.

Then Y2 = (U2;V2) is determined uniquely on I and it follows from Lemma 3.3 that
Y2(t) is a recessive solution of (1.1). It is clear that U2(t) is invertible for t ≥ 1. Set

Ỹ (t) = Y2(t)U
−1
2 (t1). Then Ỹ (t) is still a recessive solution satisfying Ũ(t1) = In

and Ũ(t) is invertible for t ≥ t1. The proof is complete. �

3.2. The existence of the Friedrichs extension. Denote

l2W (I) :=
{

y ∈ l(I) :
∑

t∈I

u∗(t+ 1)W (t)u(t+ 1) < ∞
}

with the semi-scalar product

〈y1, y2〉W :=
∑

t∈I

u∗
2(t+ 1)W (t)u1(t+ 1).

Further, we define ‖y‖W := 〈y, y〉1/2W for y ∈ l2W (I), and introduce the following
quotient space

L2
W (I) := l2W (I)/{y ∈ l2W (I) : ‖y‖W = 0}.

Then by [25, Lemma 2.5], L2
W (I) is a Hilbert space with the inner product 〈·, ·〉W .

For any y ∈ l2W (I), we denote by [y] the corresponding equivalent class in L2
W (I).

Denote

l2W,0(I) := {y ∈ l2W (I) : ∃ s ∈ I s.t. y(0) = y(t) = 0, t ≥ s}.
Consider the following non-homogeneous system corresponding to (1.1)

{
∆u(t) = A(t)u(t+ 1) +B(t)v(t),
∆v(t) = C(t)u(t+ 1)−A∗(t)v(t) −W (t)u′(t+ 1), t ∈ I,(3.7)

and denote

H := {([y], [y′]) ∈ (L2
W (I))2 : ∃ y ∈ [y] s.t. (3.7) holds},

H00 := {([y], [y′]) ∈ H : ∃ y ∈ [y] s.t. y ∈ l2W,0(I) and (3.7) holds},
H0 := H00,

where H , H00, and H0 are called the maximal, pre-minimal, and minimal subspaces
corresponding to system (1.1), separately.

It is clear that H00 and H00 are Hermitian. It follows from [22, Theorem 3.1]
that H∗

00 = H∗
0 = H and from [24, Theorem 3.2] that

H0 = {(y, [y′]) ∈ H : y(0) = 0, (x, y)(∞) = 0 for all x ∈ D(H)}.(3.8)

We say that the definiteness condition for system (1.1) holds on I, if there exists
a finite subinterval I0 = [t0, s0] ∩ Z ⊂ I such that for any λ ∈ C, every non-trivial
solution y(t) of (1.1) satisfies

∑

t∈I0

u∗(t+ 1)W (t)u(t+ 1) > 0.
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For convenience, we denote

(A3) The definiteness condition for system (1.1) holds on I.
Remark 3.7. Assumption (A3) is important and necessary to the characterization
of Fridrichs extension of the minimal subspace generated by (1.1).

(1) It has been shown by [22, Corollary 5.1] that the positive and negative de-
ficiency indices are equal to the the number of linearly independent square
summable solutions of (1.1) with λ in the upper or lower half-planes, if and
only if the definiteness condition for system (1.1) holds. With the assump-
tion (A3), a complete characterization of all the self-adjoint extensions for
(2.6) has been obtained in terms of boundary conditions via linearly inde-
pendent square summable solutions [24].

(2) It has been shown in [22, Theorem 4.2] that (A3) holds if and only if for any
([y], [y′]) ∈ H, there exists a unique y ∈ [y] such that (3.7) holds. Therefore,
we can write briefly (y, [y′]) ∈ H instead of ([y], [y′]) ∈ H.

(3) If (A3) holds, then any two elements of H can be patched up to construct
another new element of H. For example, for any (x, [x′]), (y, [y′]) ∈ H,
there exists (z, [z′]) ∈ H satisfying

z(t) = x(t) for t ≤ t0, z(t) = y(t) for t ≥ s0 + 1.

In addition, there exist (zj , [z
′
j]) ∈ H satisfying

zj(t0) = ej , zj(t) = 0, t ≥ s0 + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n,

where

ei := (0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i−1

, 1, 0, . . . , 0)T ∈ C
2n.

For details, see [24, Lemma 3.3, Remark 3.3].
(4) The definiteness condition for (1.1) is independent of λ, and some sufficient

conditions have been given [22, Section 4].

Lemma 3.8. Assume that (A3) holds. For any (yi, [y
′
i]) ∈ H with yi = (ui; vi) and

y′i = (u′
i; v

′
i), i = 1, 2, it follows

〈y′1, y2〉W =
∑

t∈I

u∗
2(t+ 1)L1(y1)(t)

=
∑

t∈I

{u∗
2(t+ 1)C(t)u1(t+ 1) + v∗2(t)B(t)v1(t)} − u∗

2(t)v1(t)|∞0 .(3.9)

In particularly, for any (y, [y′]) ∈ H,

〈y′, y〉W =
∑

t∈I

{u∗(t+ 1)C(t)u(t+ 1) + v∗(t)B(t)v(t)} − u∗(t)v(t)|∞0 ,(3.10)

and for any (y, [y′]) ∈ H00,

〈y′, y〉W =
∑

t∈I

u∗(t+ 1)C(t)u(t+ 1) +
∑

t∈I

v∗(t)B(t)v(t).(3.11)

Proof. It suffices to show (3.9) holds. Let (yi, [y
′
i]) ∈ H with yi = (ui; vi) and

y′i = (u′
i; v

′
i), i = 1, 2. Then it follows from (3.7) that

{
∆ui(t) = A(t)ui(t+ 1) +B(t)vi(t),
∆vi(t) = C(t)ui(t+ 1)−A∗(t)vi(t)−W (t)u′

i(t+ 1), t ∈ I.(3.12)
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By the second formula of (3.12), one can get

W (t)u′
1(t+ 1) = C(t)u1(t+ 1)− [∆v1(t) +A∗(t)v1(t)] = L1(y1)(t),

and further one can get

〈y′1, y2〉W =
∑

t∈I

u∗
2(t+ 1)W (t)u′

1(t+ 1) =
∑

t∈I

u∗
2(t+ 1)L1(y1)(t)

=
∑

t∈I

{u∗
2(t+ 1)C(t)u1(t+ 1)− u∗

2(t+ 1)[∆v1(t) +A∗(t)v1(t)]} .(3.13)

By using the formula

∆(u∗(t)v(t)) = ∆u∗(t)v(t) + u∗(t+ 1)∆v(t)

and the first formula of (3.12) one can get that

−u∗
2(t+ 1)[∆v1(t) +A∗(t)v1(t)] = v∗2(t)B(t)v1(t)−∆(u∗

2(t)v1(t)).(3.14)

Inserting (3.14) into (3.13), one can obtain the second equation of (3.9). The proof
is complete. �

Let λ ∈ C and (y, [y′]) ∈ H − λI. Since In − A(t) is invertible, one can get
from (3.7) that y(t) is determined uniquely by [y′] and the initial value y(0). In
particular, y is determined uniquely by [y′] for any (y, [y′]) ∈ H00−λI. This means
that (H00−λI)−1 is an Hermitian operator. Now, we introduce a sesquilinear form
tλ associated with (H00 − λI)−1:

tλ[y
′] : = 〈y′, y〉W − λ〈y, y〉W , ∀ (y, [y′]) ∈ H00 − λI.

It is clear D(tλ) = R(H00 − λI) = D((H00 − λI)−1). One get tλ is closable by
Lemma 2.5. In addition, it follows from Lemma 3.8 that for any (y, [y′]) ∈ H00−λI,

tλ[y
′] = Fλ(y) =

∑

t∈I

u∗(t+ 1)C̃(t, λ)u(t+ 1) +
∑

t∈I

v∗(t)B(t)v(t).

Theorem 3.9. Assume that (A1) − (A3) hold and let λ < λ0. Then H0 − λI
is bounded from below with the lower bound γ > 0. And consequently, d+(H0) =
d−(H0) := d and therefore H0 has a unique self-adjoint extension (Friedrichs ex-
tension) with the lower bound γ + λ.

Proof. It suffices to show H00 − λI is bounded from below with the lower bound
γ > 0. Suppose that H00 − λI is not bounded from below with the lower bound
γ > 0. Then for any given ε > 0, there exists (y, [y′]) ∈ H00 such that

〈y′ − λy, y〉W ≤ ε〈y, y〉W .

In particular, by taking ε = (λ0 − λ)/2, we obtain

Fλ0
(y) = 〈y′ − λ0y, y〉W < 0.

This contradicts with the assumption (A1) by (4) of Remark 3.5. Hence, H00 − λI
and consequently H0−λI is bounded from below with the lower bound γ > 0. This
yields that H0 is bounded from below with lower bound γ + λ and it follows from
Lemma 2.3 that d+(H0) = d−(H0) and consequently H0 has self-adjoint extensions.

The boundedness of H0 − λI implies the boundedness of tλ[·], as well as its
closure t̄λ[·]. Further, it follows from Lemma 2.6 that there exists a unique self-
adjoint extension of H0 − λI with the same lower bound. This means that H0 has
a unique Friedrichs extension with lower bound γ + λ. The proof is complete. �
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In the following, we denote the Friedrichs extension of H0 by HF . Then HF −λI
is the Friedrichs extension of H0 − λI.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that (A1)−(A3) hold. Then y(0) = 0 for any (y, [y′]) ∈ HF .

Proof. Since D(HF ) = D(HF − λI) for all λ ∈ R, it suffices to show y(0) = 0 for
any (y, [y′]) ∈ HF − λI with some λ < λ0.

Let λ < λ0 and (y, [y′]) ∈ HF −λI. Note that HF − λI is a Friedrichs extension
of H00 − λI, and (HF − λI)−1 is a Friedrichs extension of (H00 − λI)−1. It follows
from 2.6 that D((HF − λI)−1) ⊂ D(t̄). So, there exists (ym, [y′m]) ∈ H00 − λI such

that [y′m]
tλ−→ [y′]. That is,

(3.15) lim
m→∞

∑

t∈I

(u′ − u′
m)∗(t+ 1)W (t)(u′ − u′

m)(t+ 1) = 0,

and

t̄λ[y
′] = lim

m→∞
tλ[y

′
m]

= lim
m→∞

∑

t∈I

u∗
m(t+ 1)C̃(t, λ)um(t+ 1) +

∑

t∈I

v∗m(t)B(t)vm(t).

It is clear that (3.15) yields

(3.16) lim
m→∞

W (t)u′
m(t+ 1) = W (t)u′(t+ 1), t ∈ I.

Since (ym, [y′m]) ∈ H00 − λI, it follows that
{

∆um(t) = A(t)um(t+ 1) +B(t)vm(t), t ∈ I,
∆vm(t) = C̃(t, λ)um(t+ 1)−A∗(t)vm(t)−W (t)u′

m(t+ 1).
(3.17)

Since um(0) = vm(0) = 0 for all m, it follows from the first formula of (3.17) that
um(1) = 0 for all m and then it follows from the second formula that (3.17) that
vm(1) = −W (0)u′

m(1). This yields

lim
m→∞

vm(1) = −W (0)u′(1)

by using (3.16). Inserting um(1) = 0 and vm(1) = −W (0)u′
m(1) into the first

formula of (3.17) and letting m → ∞, one get that

lim
m→∞

um(2) = (In −A(1))−1B(1)W (0)u′(1).

Repeating the above procession, one can get that for each t ∈ I, limm→∞ ym(t)
exists, which is denoted by y0(t). It is clear (y0, [y

′]) ∈ HF − λI and y0(0) = 0.
Since HF − λI is bounded with lower bound γ > 0, (HF − λI)−1 is a bounded
operator. Therefore, y0(t) = y(t) for all t ∈ I. In particular, y(0) = y0(0) = 0. The
proof is complete. �

3.3. The characterization of the recessive solutions. Let Ỹs = (Ũs; Ṽs) be
the solution of (1.1) on I, which satisfies the boundary conditions

Ũs(1) = In, Ũs(s) = 0, (s ≥ s0 + 1)

and let Ỹ = (Ũ ; Ṽ ) be the recessive solution of (1.1), satisfying Ũ(1) = In. Denote

Ỹ (t) = [ỹ1(t), ỹ2(t), . . . , ỹn(t)], Ỹs(t) = [ỹ1s(t), ỹ2s(t), . . . , ỹns(t)].

It follows from Lemma 3.4 that

ỹj(t) = lim
s→∞

ỹjs(t), t ∈ I.
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It follows from (3) of Remark 3.7 that there exist (zj, [z
′
j ]) ∈ H satisfying

zj(0) = ỹj(0), zj(t) = 0, t ≥ s0 + 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.(3.18)

Define

yj := ỹj − zj , 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

It is clear that yj(0) = 0, and

(yj , [λzj − z′j]) ∈ H − λI,

On the other hand, let λ < λ0. Then (HF −λI)−1 is a bounded operator defined
on L2

W (I). Hence, there exists a unique y̌j ∈ l2W (I) such that

(3.19) (y̌j , [λzj − z′j ]) ∈ HF − λI.

By noting yj(0) = 0 and by using Lemma 3.10, one get that yj(t) = y̌j(t) on I.
Based on the above discussion, we get the following characterization of the re-

cessive solutions.

Theorem 3.11. Assume that (A1)−(A3) hold and λ < λ0. Let Ỹ (t) = [ỹ1, ỹ2, . . . , ỹn](t)

be the recessive solution of (1.1) which satisfying Ũ(1) = In. Then

ỹj(t) = zj(t) + y̌j(t), t ∈ I, j = 1, 2, . . . , n,(3.20)

where zj is defined by (3.18) and y̌j is defined by (3.19).

4. Characterizations of Fridriches extensions

In this section, the most simple characterization of the matrix Θ is established
by using of the recessive solutions. Based on this, we establish a characterization of
the Fridriches extension HF in terms of boundary conditions via linear independent
recessive solutions.

We assume that (A1) − (A3) hold and fix λ < λ0. It follows from Theorem
3.9 and Lemma 2.3 that the minimal subspace H0 is bounded from below and
d+(H0) = d−(H0). Denote

d+(H0) = d−(H0) := d

Then n ≤ d ≤ 2n, and it follows from (1) of Remark 3.7 that (1.1) has d linearly
independent solutions θ1, θ2, . . . , θd in l2W (I). As it has discussed in [24, Section 4],
θ1, θ2, . . . , θd can be arranged such that

Θ := ((θi, θj)(t))1≤i,j≤2d−2n(4.1)

is a constant matrix and it is invertible.

Lemma 4.1. [24, Theorem 5.8] Assume that (A1) − (A3) hold. A subspace T ⊂
(L2

W (I))2 is a self-adjoint extension of H0 if and only if there exist two matrices
Md×2n and Nd×(2d−2n) such that

rank (M,N) = d, MJM∗ −NΘTN∗ = 0,(4.2)

and

T = {(y, [y′]) ∈ H : My(0)−N






[y, θ1](∞)
...

[y, θ2d−2n] (∞)




 = 0}.(4.3)

where Θ is defined by (4.1).
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Remark 4.2. If matrices M and N satisfy the conditions in Lemma 4.1, we call
(M,N) a self-adjoint boundary condition. Let (M,N) and (M ′, N ′) be two self-
adjoint boundary conditions. If there exists a d× d invertible matrix G such that

M ′ = GM, N ′ = GN,

then (M,N) and (M ′, N ′) are regarded as one self-adjoint boundary condition.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that (A1) − (A3) hold and let λ < λ0. Then (1.1) has
d linearly independent solutions ỹ1(t), ỹ2(t), . . . , ỹn(t), ŷ1(t), ŷ2(t), . . . , ŷd−n(t) in
l2W (I) such that

(1) Ỹ (t) = [ỹ1(t), ỹ2(t), . . . , ỹn(t)] is a recessive solution of (1.1) satisfying

Ũ(1) = In;

(2) Ŷ (t) = [ŷ1(t), ŷ2(t), . . . , ŷd−n(t)] satisfies Û(1) = 0 and the i1, . . . , id−n-th

rows of V̂ (1) form Id−n.
(3) Let

(4.4) θj = ỹij , θd−n+j = ŷj , j = 1, 2, . . . , d− n.

Then Θ defined by (4.1) has the form

(4.5) Θ =

(
0 Id−n

−Id−n 0

)

.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.6 that the recessive solution of (1.1) exists, which

is denoted by Ỹ (t) and satisfies Ũ(1) = In. By the definition of the recessive

solution, one get that the n columns of Ỹ (t), denote by ỹ1(t), ỹ2(t), . . . , ỹn(t), are
n linear independent solutions belonging to l2W .

By yn+1(t), yn+2(t), . . . , yd(t) denote the other d−n linear independent solutions
of (1.1) in l2W (I), and denote Y1(t) = [yn+1(t), yn+2(t), . . . , yd(t)]. Then Y1(t) is a

2n× (d − n) matrix-valued solution of (1.1). It is clear Ŷ (t) := Y1(t) − Ỹ (t)U1(1)

is still a 2n× (d− n) matrix-valued solution of (1.1), satisfying Û(1) = 0. Denote

Ŷ (t) = [ŷ1(t), ŷ2(t), . . . , ŷd−n(t)].

Then ỹ1(t), ỹ2(t), . . . , ỹn(t), ŷ1(t), ŷ2(t), . . . , ŷd−n(t) are d linear independent solu-
tions of (1.1) in l2W .

It follows from Û(1) = 0 that V̂ (1) has rank d − n. We first consider the case

that the first d− n rows of V̂ (1) form a (d− n)× (d− n) non-singular sub-matrix.
By multiplying a (d − n) × (d − n) non-singular constant matrix from right side
if necessary, we can get a new 2n × (d − n) matrix-valued solution of (1.1), still

denoted by Ŷ (t), whose the first d− n rows of V̂ (1) form Id−n. In this case,

(Ỹ (1), Ŷ (1)) =





In On×(d−n)

Ṽ (1)
Id−n

V̂1(1)



 ,

where V̂1(1) is a (2n− d)× (d− n) matrix.

For the general case that the i1, . . . , id−n-th rows of V̂ (t1) form a (d−n)×(d−n)
non-singular sub-matrix. By multiplying a (d− n)× (d− n) non-singular constant
matrix from right side if necessary, we can get a new 2n× (d− n) matrix solution

of (1.1), still denoted by Ŷ (t), whose the i1, . . . , id−n-th rows of V̂ (t1) form Id−n.
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Let θj be defined as (4.4). Then it can be verifies directly that

((θi, θj)(1))1≤i≤d−n,d−n+1≤j≤2d−2n

=− ((θi, θj)(1))d−n+1≤i≤2d−2n,1≤j≤d−n = Id−n

and

((θi, θj)(1))d−n+1≤i≤2d−2n,d−n+1≤j≤2d−2n = 0.

Further, it follows from (3.20) and (3.18) that

ỹ∗jJỹk(∞) = y̌∗jJy̌k(∞) = y̌∗j (0)Jy̌k(0) = 0, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ d− n,

where the self-adjointness of HF and ǔj(0) = 0 (j = 1, 2, . . . , n) are used. This
implies that

((θi, θj)(1))1≤i,j≤d−n = 0.

So, (4.5) holds. The whole proof is complete. �

Theorem 4.4. Assume that (A1)− (A3) hold. Let θj, j = 1, . . . , d− n, be defined
by Lemma 4.3. Then

HF = {(y, [y′]) ∈ H : u(0) = 0, (y, θj)(∞) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , d− n},(4.6)

Proof. Denote

T = {(y, [y′]) ∈ H : u(0) = 0, (y, θj)(∞) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , d− n}.(4.7)

We first show HF ⊂ T . For any (y, [y′]) ∈ HF , it follows from Lemma 3.10 that
u(0) = 0. In addition, by the self-adjointness of HF , one has

(y, θj)(∞) = (y, y̌ij )(∞) = (y, y̌ij )(0) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , d− n,

where (3.20), (3.18) and u(0) = ǔij (0) = 0 are used. So, HF ⊂ T holds.
Next, we show T is a self-adjoint extension of H0. It follows from Lemma 4.3

that (4.5) holds. Set

M =

(
In 0
0 0

)

d×2n

, N =

(
0 0

Id−n 0

)

d×(2d−2n)

,

It can be easily verified that (M,N) is a self-adjoint boundary condition and for
each y ∈ D(H), it follows that

My(0) =

(
u(0)
0

)

,

and

N






(y, θ1)(∞)
...

(y, θ2d−2n)(∞)




 =













0
...
0

(y, θ1)(∞)
...

(y, θd−n)(∞)













.

Therefore, T is a self-adjoint extension of H0. This, together with HF ⊂ T , yields
that T = HF . The proof is complete. �
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