arXiv:2212.12708v1 [math.SP] 24 Dec 2022

On classification of singular matrix difference equations of mixed order^∗

Li Zhu^a, Huaqing Sun^{b, ∗∗} , Bing Xie^c

a,b,c Department of Mathematics, Shandong University at Weihai

Weihai, Shandong 264209, P. R. China a zhulimathematics@163.com b sunhuaqing@email.sdu.edu.cn c xiebing@sdu.edu.cn

Abstract— This paper is concerned with singular matrix difference equations of mixed order. The existence and uniqueness of initial value problems for these equations are derived, and then the classification of them is obtained with a similar classical Weyl’s method by selecting a suitable quasi-difference. An equivalent characterization of this classification is given in terms of the number of linearly independent square summable solutions of the equation. The influence of off-diagonal coefficients on the classification is illustrated by two examples. In particular, two limit point criteria are established in terms of coefficients of the equation.

Keywords: Block operator matrix; Matrix differential equation; Matrix difference equation; Limit point case; Limit circle case.

1 Introduction

Consider the matrix difference expressions of mixed order:

L ( y_1 y_2 ) (t) :=

( −∇pΔ + q −∇c + h cΔ + h d ) ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t ∈ I, ( 0 0 cΔ + h d ) ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t = a − 1, ∗2010 Mathematicsg Subject Classification. 34B20, 39A27.

** The corresponding author.

where I := {t}^{+∞}_{t=a} is an integer set with a being a finite integer; ∇ and Δ are the backward and forward difference operators, respectively, i.e., ∇y(t) = y(t) − y(t − 1) and Δy(t) = y(t + 1) − y(t); p, q, c, h, and d are real-valued functions on I^′ := {t}^{+∞}_{t=a−1} with p ≠ 0. Let λ be a spectral parameter. Then, equation L(y) = λy on I^′ can be expressed as follows: { −∇ (p(t)Δy_1(t)) + q(t)y_1(t) − ∇ (c(t)y_2(t)) + h(t)y_2(t) = λy_1(t), t ∈ I, c(t)Δy_1(t) + h(t)y_1(t) + d(t)y_2(t) = λy_2(t), t ∈ I^′.

(1.1_λ)

In the case of h = c ≡ 0 on I^′ and d(t) ≠ 0 for t ∈ I^′, the equations (1.1_λ) becomes the classical Sturm-Liouville difference equations τ(y_1)(t) := −∇ (p(t)Δy_1(t)) + q(t)y_1(t) = λy_1(t), t ∈ I. (1.2)

Therefore, equations (1.1_λ) contain classical Sturm-Liouville difference equations as their special ones. Moreover, if y = (y_1, y_2)^T (the superscript T denotes the transpose of a vector) satisfies (1.1_λ), then the first component y_1 is a solution of the following Sturm- Liouville difference equation with coefficients depending rationally on the spectral parameter: − ∇ (~p(t, λ)Δy_1(t)) + q̃(t, λ)y_1(t) = λy_1(t), t ∈ I, (1.3) where ~p(t, λ) and ~q(t, λ) are given by ~p(t, λ) := p(t) + c^2(t) λ − d(t) − h(t)c(t) λ − d(t) , t ∈ I^′ ~q(t, λ) := q(t) + h^2(t) λ − d(t) − ∇ ( h(t)c(t) λ − d(t) ) , t ∈ I. (1.4)

In addition, y_2 can be expressed in terms of y_1 as follows:

y_2(t) = c(t) λ − d(t) Δy_1(t) + h(t) λ − d(t) y_1(t), t ∈ I^′. (1.5)

Conversely, if y_1 and y_2 satisfy (1.3) and (1.5), then y_1 and y_2 is a solution of (1.1_λ). Hence, equation (1.1_λ) is equivalent to (1.3) and (1.5) when λ is given such that (1.4) and (1.5) are well-defined.

Matrix differential expressions of mixed order arise in fluid mechanics, magnetohydrodynamics, and quantum mechanics, etc. Essential spectra of operators generated by a class of 3 × 3 matrix differential expressions of mixed order for ideal magnetohydrodynamics models were studied by Kako in [29]. This work was generalized and developed by many authors (cf., e.g., [16, 17, 19, 40, 44]), and then spectral properties of this class of differential expressions were gotten more clear understanding. Up to now, the spectral theory for this class of differential expressions has been studied intensively (cf., [9, 24, 25, 31–33, 45, 46] and the references cited therein). It is noted that most existing relevant results are concerned with the following 2 × 2 matrix differential equations of mixed order: L ( y_1 y_2 ) (t) := ( −DpD + q −Dc + h cD + h d ) ( y_1 y_2 ) (t) = λ ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t ∈ (a, b), (1.6) where −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞; p^{−1}, q, c, h, and d are local integrable functions on (a, b) with p ≠ 0; D = d/dt, λ is a spectral parameter. Although equations (1.6) are more simple forms of matrix differential expressions of mixed order, they may contain more complicated examples including 3 × 3 ones which were considered, e.g., in [16, 17, 19, 40, 44], when c(t), h(t) ∈ C^n , and d(t) ∈ C^{n×n} , t ∈ (a, b), and c(t) and h(t) are replaced by c^∗(t) and h^∗(t), where c^∗(t) denotes the complex conjugate transpose of c(t), t ∈ (a, b). Essential spectra of equations (1.6) with the above vector and matrix coefficients have been investigated by Ibrogimov, Siegl, and Tretter in great detail under considerably weaker assumptions [24]. For the study of non-self-adjoint matrix differential expressions, the reader can be referred to [25]. At the same time, the spectral theory for abstract block operator matrices has been developed and some elegant results have been established for the various essential spectra, spectral decomposition, spectral enclosure, spectral inclusion, quadratic numerical range, and Friedrichs extension (cf., [2, 4, 18, 26, 27, 30, 34, 39, 50, 51]). As everyone knows, there are a large number of discrete mathematical models in applications. The spectral theory of discrete systems has attracted a great deal of interest (cf., [3, 12, 22, 28, 41, 42, 47, 54] and the references cited therein). Equations (1.1_λ) can be regarded as a discrete analogue of the singular equations (1.6). However, as far as we know, there are little attention on equations (1.1_λ) including the regular case and the singular case.

For classical differential operators, the Weyl-Titchmarsh theory is extremely useful in the spectral analysis, which goes back to H. Weyl’s work [53]. He initially classified singular second-order symmetric differential equations into two cases: the limit point case and the limit circle case, based on geometrical properties of a certain limiting set. In the limit circle case, the essential spectrum of the associated operator is empty. In addition, this classification is closely related to characterizations of self-adjoint extensions of the minimal operators generated by symmetric differential expressions. This work was followed and developed extensively and intensively and many good results have been obtained for differential and difference expressions including symmetric and non-symmetric cases (cf., e.g., [6–8, 10, 13, 23, 28, 36–38, 42, 43, 47–49, 52, 54]). Some limit point and limit circle criteria have been established for singular differential and difference expressions [11, 13– 15, 28, 35, 41, 48, 52]. Sturm-Liouville differential equations with coefficients depending rationally on the spectral parameter attracted people’s interest in the past because of their floating singularities (cf., e.g., [1, 5, 20]). Also, there is an analog of the limit point and limit circle classification for this class of singular differential equations [20]. Furthermore, equation (1.6) satisfying certain conditions can also be classified into the limit point case and the limit circle case by transforming them into symmetric Hamiltonian systems [45, 46]. Especially, a similar classification has been made for more general equations (1.6) with real coefficients by using classical Weyl’s method [21].

Unlike classical differential operators, singular matrix differential operators have their interesting and unexpected spectral properties. Their essential spectrum consists of two parts: a regular part and a singular part (cf. e.g., [17, 19, 24, 31]). Since the second part appears due to singularities of coefficients at the endpoint, it is empty when the matrix differential expression is in the limit circle case. Therefore, this classification is crucial for the study of spectral properties of singular matrix differential equations. Inspired by the work of [21], we shall consider the classification of equations (1.1_λ) by using Weyl’s method, and investigate spectral properties of them in the subsequent study. In this paper, the existence and uniqueness of initial value problem of equation (1.1_λ) are derived, and then the classification is obtained by selecting a suitable quasi-difference. Similarly to classical differential systems, it is proved that an equivalent characterization of this classification can also be given in terms of the number of linearly independent square summable solutions of equation (1.1_λ). The influence of off-diagonal coefficients c(t) and h(t) on this classification is illustrated by two examples. In particular, two limit point criteria are established in terms of coefficients of equation (1.1_λ).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the Green’s formula and the existence and uniqueness of initial value problem for equation (1.1_λ) are derived. In Section 3, the classification is shown, and the equivalent characterization is given. Section 4 is devoted to the influence of off-diagonal coefficients on this classification. Section 5 gives two limit-point criteria.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, the Green’s formula for L or (1.1_λ) is obtained, and the existence and uniqueness of initial value problem for (1.1_λ) are derived.

First, let l(I) = { y = {y(t)}^{+∞}_{t=a−1} ⊂ C^2 } and then we introduce the following space:

l^2(I) := { y ∈ l(I) : ∑ t∈I y^∗(t)y(t) < +∞ }

with the inner product ⟨y, z⟩ := ∑ t∈I z^∗(t)y(t), where z^∗ denotes the complex conjugate transpose of z. The induced norm is ‖y‖ := ⟨y, y⟩^{12} for y ∈ l^2(I). For N ∈ I \ {a}, set I_N := {t}^N_{t=a}, l(I_N ) = { y = {y(t)}^{N+1}_{t=a−1} ⊂ C^2 } , and let the definition of l^2(I_N ) be similar to that of l^2(I) with I replaced by I_N . By⟨·, ·⟩_N and ‖ · ‖_N , we denote the inner product and its induced norm of l^2(I_N ).

Next, for y = (y_1, y_2)^T ∈ l(I), the quasi-difference operator y^{[1]}(t) is defined by y^{[1]}(t) := p(t)Δy_1(t) + c(t)y_2(t), t ∈ I^′. (2.1)

Further, the Lagrange bracket of y = (y_1, y_2)^T and z = (z_1, z_2)^T is defined by

[y(t), z(t)] := y_1(t + 1)z^{[1]}(t) − y^{[1]}(t)z_1(t + 1), t ∈ I^′. (2.2) Then, the Green’s formula for L or (1.1_λ) can be given as follows. Lemma 2.1. For y, z ∈ l(I_N ), it holds that ⟨L(y), z⟩_N − ⟨y, L(z)⟩_N = [y(t), z(t)] | |^N t=a−1 . (2.3) Proof. Using (2.1), we have ⟨L(y), z⟩_N − ⟨y, L(z)⟩_N = ∑ t∈I_N { (z_1, z_2) ( −∇ (pΔy_1 + cy_2) + qy_1 + hy_2

cΔy_1 + hy_1 + dy_2 ) (t) − ( − ∇ (pΔz_1 + cz_2) + qz_1 + hz_2, cΔz_1 + hz_1 + dz_2 )( y_1 y_2 ) (t) }

= [ p(t) ( y_1(t)Δz_1(t) − z_1(t)Δy_1(t) ) +c(t) ( y_1(t + 1)z_2(t) − y_2(t)z_1(t + 1) )]| |^N_{t=a−1} = [ y_1(t + 1)z^{[1]}(t) − y^{[1]}(t)z_1(t + 1) ]| |^N_{t=a−1} =[y(t), z(t)] | |^N_{t=a−1}. This completes the proof.

The following lemma is a consequence of the Green’s formula given by (2.3). Lemma 2.2. Let φ(t, λ) be a solution of (1.1_λ) and ψ(t, μ) a solution of (1.1_μ). Then (λ − μ) ∑ t∈I_N ψ^∗(t, μ)φ(t, λ) = [φ(t, λ), ψ(t, μ)] | |^N_{t=a−1} (2.4)

holds for all N ∈ I.

Proof. Since L(φ) = λφ and L(ψ) = μψ, we have ⟨L(φ), ψ⟩_N − ⟨φ, L(ψ)⟩_N = (λ − μ) ∑ t∈I_N ψ^∗(t, μ)φ(t, λ).

Then, (2.4) holds by Lemma 2.1. This completes the proof.

Now, set σ(f) := {λ ∈ R : inf_{t∈I}′ |λ − f(t)| = 0} and Ω(f) := C \ σ(f) for a function f(t), t ∈ I^′. If λ ∈ Ω(d), then ~p(t, λ) is well-defined on I^′. Further, if y = (y_1, y_2)^T is a solution of (1.1_λ) with λ ∈ Ω(d), then by (1.5) and (2.1), we get y^{[1]}(t) = ~p(t, λ)Δy_1(t) + α(t)y_1(t + 1), t ∈ I^′, (2.5) where α(t) is given by α(t) = h(t)c(t) λ − d(t) , t ∈ I^′. Lemma 2.3. Let φ = (φ_1, φ_2)^T and ψ = (ψ_1, ψ_2)^T be solutions of (1.1_λ). Then, for λ ∈ Ω(d) and t ∈ I^′, [ψ(t, λ), φ(t, λ)] = ~p(t, λ) ( ψ_1(t + 1, λ)Δφ_1(t, λ) − φ_1(t + 1, λ)Δψ_1(t, λ) ) , (2.6) and further, [ψ(t, λ), φ(t, λ)] is a constant on I^′.

Proof. Let λ ∈ Ω(d) and φ = (φ_1, φ_2)^T and ψ = (ψ_1, ψ_2)^T be solutions of (1.1_λ). Then (1.3) and (2.5) hold for φ and ψ, respectively. Then, (2.6) can be easily obtained by (2.5). Moreover, using (1.3) and (2.6), one has ∇[ψ(t, λ), φ(t, λ)] = ψ_1(t, λ)∇ ( ~p(t, λ)Δφ_1(t, λ) ) − φ_1(t, λ)∇ ( ~p(t, λ)Δψ_1(t, λ) ) = ψ_1(t, λ)(~q(t, λ) − λ)φ_1(t, λ) − φ_1(t, λ)(~q(t, λ) − λ)ψ_1(t, λ) = 0, t ∈ I, which implies that [ψ(t, λ), φ(t, λ)] is a constant on I^′. This completes the proof.

For convenience, let M(t) := d(t) − c^2(t) − h(t)c(t) p(t) , t ∈ I^′, Ω^′(M, d) := C \(σ(M) ∪ σ(d)).

Note that ~p(t, λ) = p(t) λ − d(t) ( λ − M(t) ) . Then, ~p(t, λ) and ~p^{−1}(t, λ) are well-defined for every t ∈ I^′ in the case of λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d). The existence and uniqueness of initial value problems for (1.1_λ) are given below.

Theorem 2.1. Let λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) and c_1, c_2 ∈ C . Then the initial value problem

L(y)(t) = λy(t), t ∈ I^′, y_1(a) = c_1, y^{[1]}(a − 1) = c_2, (2.7)

has a unique solution y = y(t, λ) on I^′.

Proof. Let λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) and y = (y_1, y_2)^T satisfy (2.7). Then, (1.3) and (2.5) hold. It follows from (2.5) that

Δy_1(t) = − α(t) ~p(t, λ) y_1(t + 1) + 1 ~p(t, λ) y^{[1]}(t), t ∈ I^′. (2.8)

Using (1.3), (2.5), (2.8), and −Δy_1(t) + y_1(t + 1) = y_1(t), one has

∇y^{[1]}(t) = ∇ (~p(t, λ)Δy_1(t)) + y_1(t)∇α(t) + α(t)Δy_1(t)

= H(t)y_1(t) + α(t) ( − α(t) ~p(t, λ) y_1(t + 1) + 1 ~p(t, λ) y^{[1]}(t) )

= ( α(t)H(t) − α^2(t) ~p(t, λ) + H(t) ) y_1(t + 1) + α(t) − H(t) ~p(t, λ) y^{[1]}(t), t ∈ I, (2.9)

where H(t) := ~q(t) + ∇α(t) − λ = q(t) + h^2(t) λ − d(t) − λ, t ∈ I. Now, let

A(t, λ) = −α(t)~p^{−1}(t, λ) ~p^{−1}(t, λ) (H(t) − α(t))α(t)~p^{−1}(t, λ) + H(t) (α(t) − H(t))~p^{−1}(t, λ) .

By a simple calculation, det(I_2 −A(t, λ)) ≡ 1 on I, where I_2 ∈ C^{2×2} is the identity matrix. Note that Δy_1(t) = ∇y_1(t + 1). Then, by (2.8) and (2.9), one has the first-order system of difference equations ∇ ( y_1(t + 1) y^{[1]}(t) ) = A(t, λ) ( y_1(t + 1) y^{[1]}(t) ) , t ∈ I. (2.10)

On the other hand, using (2.8) and −Δy_1(t) + y_1(t + 1) = y_1(t) again, we get from (1.5) that for t ∈ I^′,

y_2(t) = [ α(t)(h(t) − c(t)) (λ − d(t))~p(t, λ) + h(t) λ − d(t) ] y_1(t + 1) + c(t) − h(t) (λ − d(t))~p(t, λ) y^{[1]}(t). (2.11)

It can be easily verified that y = (y_1, y_2)^T satisfies (1.1_λ) if and only if (2.10) holds on I and (2.11) holds on I^′.

Since det(I_2 − A(t, λ)) ≡ 1 on I, the fundamental matrix Y (t, λ) of (2.10) with Y (a, λ) = I_2 exists uniquely on I. Next, for c_1, c_2 ∈ C , let y_1(a) = c_1 and y^{[1]}(a − 1) = c_2, y_1(t) for t ∈ I \ {a} be determined by ( y_1(t + 1), y^{[1]}(t)

)_T

= Y (t, λ) (c_1, c_2)^T , t ∈ I, and y_2 satisfy (2.11) on I. Then y = (y_1, y_2)^T is given on I. In addition, it follows from (1.5) and (2.1) that h(a − 1) − c(a − 1) λ − d(a − 1) y_1(a − 1) − y_2(a − 1) = −c(a − 1) λ − d(a − 1) c_1, −p(a − 1)y_1(a − 1) + c(a − 1)y_2(a − 1) = c_2 − p(a − 1)c_1.

(2.12)

Since the coefficient determinant of (2.12) is not zero by λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), (2.12) has a unique solution (y_1(a − 1), y_2(a − 1))^T, with which y = (y_1, y_2)^T is the unique solution satisfying (2.7). This completes the proof.

For λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), it follows from Theorem 2.1 that mapping y → ( y_1(a), y^{[1]}(a − 1)

)_T ∈ C^2 is bijective for solutions y of equation (1.1_λ). Hence, we have Corollary 2.1. For λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), the set of solutions of equation (1.1_λ) is a vector space of dimension 2.

3 Classification of singular matrix difference equations of mixed

order

It has been known that singular Sturm-Liouville differential and difference equations can be classified into the limit point case and the limit circle case, respectively, by the Weyl’s method, i.e., in terms of geometrical properties of the limiting set of a sequence of nested Weyl’s circles [53]. This work has been developed intensively, and especially, Hassi et al [21] founded that matrix differential equations (1.6) can also be classified with a similar method when the coefficients are real-valued. Motivated by the work given by [21], we shall give the classification for equation (1.1_λ) or L by constructing nested Weyl’s circles. This section consists of two subsections.

3.1 Weyl’s circles and limit point and limit circle classification

In this subsection, we shall construct Weyl’s circles for equations (1.1_λ) or L over finite intervals, which are nested and converge to a limiting set. Equations (1.1_λ) or L will be classified in terms of properties of the limiting set. We present it in detail for the convenience of the reader.

First, we consider L on the finite interval I^′_N := {t}^{N+1}_{t=a−1}, N ∈ I \ {a}, satisfying the following boundary conditions: { U_1(y) := y_1(a) sin α − y^{[1]}(a − 1) cos α = 0, U_2(y) := y_1(N + 1) cos β + y^{[1]}(N) sin β = 0,

(3.1)

where 0 ⩽ α, β < π. The boundary value problem (1.1_λ) with (3.1) is called a regular one since it defined on a finite interval. By Theorem 2.1, for λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), let φ(t, λ) = (φ_1(t, λ), φ_2(t, λ))^T and ψ(t, λ) = (ψ_1(t, λ), ψ_2(t, λ))^T be solutions of (1.1_λ) with the initial conditions:

φ_1(a, λ) = sin α, φ^{[1]}(a − 1, λ) = − cos α; ψ_1(a, λ) = cos α, ψ^{[1]}(a − 1, λ) = sin α.

(3.2)

From Lemma 2.3 and (3.2), we can get that ~φ(t, λ) := (φ_1(t + 1, λ), φ^{[1]}(t, λ))^T and ~ψ(t, λ) := (ψ_1(t + 1, λ), ψ[1](t, λ))T are linearly independent on I′_N . Then, we claim that φ(t, λ) and ψ(t, λ) are linearly independent on I^′_N . In fact, suppose on the contrary that φ(t, λ) and ψ(t, λ) are linearly dependent, i.e., φ(t, λ) = kψ(t, λ), t ∈ I^′_N , for some k. Then φ^{[1]}(t, λ) = kψ^{[1]}(t, λ) by (2.1), which yields that ~φ(t, λ) and ~ψ(t, λ) are linearly dependent on I^′_N , which is a contradiction. Hence, φ(t, λ) and ψ(t, λ) are linearly independent on I^′_N . Furthermore, the following result holds:

Lemma 3.1. A number λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) is an eigenvalue of boundary value problem (1.1_λ) with (3.1) if and only if U_2(ψ) = 0.

Proof. It is evident that U_1(ψ) = 0 for λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) by (3.2). Therefore, in the case that U_2(ψ) = 0, this λ is an eigenvalue of (1.1_λ) with (3.1) and ψ is the associated eigenvector. Hence, the sufficiency is proved.

Now, we show the necessity. Suppose that λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) is an eigenvalue of (1.1_λ) with (3.1) and y = (y_1, y_2)^T be the associated eigenvector. Then y can be expressed as y(t, λ) = c_1φ(t, λ) + c_2ψ(t, λ), t ∈ I^′, c_1, c_2 ∈ C , since it is a solution of (1.1_λ). Inserting this expression of y into U_1(y) = 0 and using (3.2), we get that c_1 = 0. Furthermore, inserting this expression of y with c_1 = 0 into U_2(y) = 0 and using (3.2) again, we have c_2U_2(ψ) = 0. Since y is a nontrivial solution of (1.1_λ), we have c_2 ≠ 0. Hence, it follows from the above relation that U_2(ψ) = 0. This completes the proof.

By iterative calculations, ψ_1(N +1, λ) and ψ^{[1]}(N +1, λ) with λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) are rational fraction polynomials of λ with finite terms, respectively. Therefore, from Lemma 3.1 and definition of U_2(ψ), the boundary value problem (1.1_λ) with (3.1) has eigenvalues and the number of all the eigenvalues is finite. In addition, for y = (y_1, y_2)^T and z = (z_1, z_2)^T ∈ l(I_N ) satisfying (3.1), it can be verified that [y(a − 1), z(a − 1)] = [y(N), z(N)]. Then, it follows that ⟨L(y), z⟩_N = ⟨y, L(z)⟩_N by Lemma 2.1, which implies that boundary value problem (1.1_λ) with (3.1) is symmetric in the space l^2(I_N ). Hence, all eigenvalues of boundary value problem (1.1_λ) with (3.1) are real numbers.

For simplicity, for λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), let

A = φ_1(N + 1, λ), B = φ^{[1]}(N, λ), C = ψ_1(N + 1, λ), D = ψ^{[1]}(N, λ). Then, it is evident that AD̄ − BC̄ = [φ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)], CD̄ − C̄D = [ψ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)]. (3.3) By (3.3) and Lemma 2.2, we have CD̄ − C̄D = 2iImλ ∑ t∈I_N ψ^∗(t, λ)ψ(t, λ), i = √ −1. (3.4) In addition, by Lemma 2.3 and (3.2), we have AD − BC = [φ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)] = 1. (3.5) Now, let λ ∈ C \ R. Then λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) since M and d are real-valued. Hence, λ is not an eigenvalue of (1.1_λ) with (3.1) since Imλ ≠ 0. Therefore, U_2(ψ) ≠ 0 by Lemma 3.1 since U_1(ψ) = 0. Next, let χ(t, λ) = (χ_1(t, λ), χ_2(t, λ))^T be given by χ(t, λ) := φ(t, λ) + m(λ)ψ(t, λ), t ∈ I^′. (3.6) Then χ(t, λ) is a solution of equation (1.1_λ). Let χ(t, λ) satisfy the boundary condition U_2(χ(·, λ)) = 0. Then we get m(λ) = − U_2(φ) U_2(ψ) = − Az + B Cz + D , (3.7) where z = cot β, 0 ⩽ β < π. It is noted that (3.7) describes a circle, denoted by C_N , in the complex plane as z varies. We shall give the characteristics of the circle C_N below.

Theorem 3.1. The center O_N and radius r_N of circle C_N are respectively given by

O_N = − [φ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)] [ψ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)] , r_N = 1 | |[ψ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)] | |, (3.8)

and further, the equation and interior of circle C_N are respectively given by ∑ t∈I_N χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) = Im m Im λ , ∑ t∈I_N χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) < Im m Im λ

. (3.9)

Proof. Let χ(t, λ) be defined by (3.6) satisfying U_2(χ(·, λ)) = 0. Then, by the fact that cos β and sin β are real numbers, it can be concluded that χ_1(N + 1, λ)χ^{[1]}(N, λ) is a real number. Since it holds that [χ(N, λ), χ(N, λ)] = 2i Im { χ_1(N + 1, λ)χ^{[1]}(N, λ) } , we have [χ(N, λ), χ(N, λ)] = 0. (3.10) Conversely, if (3.10) holds, then χ_1(N + 1, λ)χ^{[1]}(N, λ) is a real number. Hence, from (3.10) and the fact that χ_1(N + 1, λ)χ^{[1]}(N, λ) is a real number, it can be verified that there exists β ∈ [0, π) such that U_2(χ(·, λ)) = 0.

Note that CD̄ − C̄D ≠ 0 by (3.4). Then, by using (3.3) and the definition of χ(t, λ), we have [χ(N, λ), χ(N, λ)] CD̄ − C̄D = mm̄ − ĀD − B̄C CD̄ − C̄D m + AD̄ − BC̄ CD̄ − C̄D m̄ − ĀB − B̄A CD̄ − C̄D . (3.11)

As a result, we get from (3.10) that mm̄ − ĀD − B̄C CD̄ − C̄D m + AD̄ − BC̄ CD̄ − C̄D m̄ = ĀB − B̄A CD̄ − C̄D . (3.12)

Equation (3.12) gives a clear expression of circle C_N . From (3.12) and (3.3), the center O_N of circle C_N is given by

O_N = BC̄ − AD̄ CD̄ − C̄D = − [φ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)] [ψ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)] . Further, it follows from (3.5) and (3.12) that

r_N^2 = |O_N |^2 + ĀB − B̄A CD̄ − C̄D = | | | AD − BC CD̄ − C̄D | | |^2 = 1 |[ψ(N, λ), ψ(N, λ)]|^2 . This completes the proof of (3.8).

In addition, it is easy to verify that

[χ(a − 1, λ), χ(a − 1, λ)] = −2i Im m. Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that [χ(N, λ), χ(N, λ)] = 2i Im λ ∑ t∈I_N χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) + [χ(a − 1, λ), χ(a − 1, λ)] = 2i ( Im λ ∑ t∈I_N χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) − Im m ) , which, together with (3.4), (3.10), and (3.11), implies that m is on the circle C_N if and only if the first formula of (3.9) holds, and m is inside the circle C_N if and only if the second formula of (3.9) holds. This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.1. If N < N^′, then C_N ′ is inside the circle C_N .

Proof. Let m ∈ C_N ′ . Then, it is evident that ∑ t∈I_N χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) < ∑ t∈I_N′ χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) = Im m Im λ

. (3.13)

Therefore, m is inside C_N by Theorem 3.1 which implies that C_N ′ is inside C_N . This completes the proof.

By Corollary 3.1, the sequence of circles {C_N } converges as N → +∞. The limiting set is either a circle or a point. Correspondingly, the classification of L or (1.1_λ) can be given as follows.

Definition 3.1. If {C_N } converges to a circle, then L or (1.1_λ) is called to be in the limit circle case (LCC) at t = ∞, and if {C_N } converges to a point, then L or (1.1_λ) is called to be in the limit point case (LPC) at t = ∞.

3.2 Relationships between square summable solutions and the classification

In this subsection, we shall derive an equivalent characterization of the classification in terms of the number of linearly independent solutions of (1.1_λ) in l^2(I). Here, we remark that solutions of (1.1_λ) in l^2(I) are also called square summable solutions of (1.1_λ). The following is the main result of this section:

Theorem 3.2. If there exists λ_0 ∈ Ω^′(M, d) such that (1.1_{λ0} ) has two linearly independent solutions in l^2(I), then L or (1.1_λ) is in the LCC at t = ∞. Otherwise, L or (1.1_λ) is in the LPC at t = ∞.

Before proving Theorem 3.2, we need derive three results in what follows. First, we can get the following result:

Lemma 3.2. If L is in the LCC at t = ∞, then (1.1_λ) with λ ∈ C \R has exactly two linearly independent solutions in l^2(I), and if L is in the LPC at t = ∞, then (1.1_λ) with λ ∈ C \R has exactly one linearly independent solutions in l^2(I).

Proof. If L is in the LCC at t = ∞, then {C_N } converges to a circle. We take a point of this circle as m. If L is in the LPC at t = ∞, then {C_N } converges to a point. In this case, we take this point as m. Then m ∈ C_N for all N > a by Corollary 3.1. Let χ(t, λ) be given by (3.6) with this m. Then by the second formula of (3.9), we have ∑ t∈I_N χ^∗(t, λ)χ(t, λ) < Im m Im λ , N > a, which implies that χ(·, λ) ∈ l^2(I).

Furthermore, if {C_N } converges to a circle, then {r_N } converges to a positive number. Then, from (3.3), (3.4), and (3.8), we get ψ(·, λ) ∈ l^2(I). Therefore (1.1_λ) has two linearly independent solutions in l^2(I) since ψ(t, λ) and χ (t, λ) are linearly independent on I. If {C_N } converges to a point, then {r_N } converges to 0. From (3.4) and (3.8), we get that ψ(·, λ) /∈ l^2(I). Hence, χ(t, λ) is the only linearly independent solution of (1.1_λ) in l^2(I). This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let λ_0, λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) and φ(t, λ_0) = (φ_1(t, λ_0), φ_2(t, λ_0))^T and ψ(t, λ_0) = (ψ_1(t, λ_0), ψ_2(t, λ_0))^T be linearly independent solutions of (1.1_{λ0} ). Then for a solution z = (z_1, z_2)^T of (1.1_λ), there exist two constants k_1 and k_2 independently of t, i.e., only depending on N ∈ I, λ, and λ_0, such that for t > N + 2,

z_1(t) = k_1ψ_1(t) + k_2φ_1(t) +(λ_0−λ) t−1∑ s=N+1 ( ψ_1(t)φ^T(s) − φ_1(t)ψ^T(s) ) z(s), (3.14) and z_2(t) = λ_0 − M(t) λ − M(t) { k_1ψ_2(t) + k_2φ_2(t)

+ (λ_0−λ) t∑ s=N+1 ( ψ_2(t)φ^T(s) − φ_2(t)ψ^T(s) ) z(s) } . (3.15)

Proof. Let λ_0, λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) and z = (z_1, z_2)^T be a solution of (1.1_λ), and for t ∈ I^′ set A(t) := ~p(t, λ_0) [z_1(t + 1, λ)φ_1(t, λ_0) − z_1(t, λ)φ_1(t + 1, λ_0)] , B(t) := ~p(t, λ_0) [z_1(t + 1, λ)ψ_1(t, λ_0) − z_1(t, λ)ψ_1(t + 1, λ_0)] .

Then, we claim that for t ∈ I,

z_1(t, λ) = A(t − 1)ψ_1(t, λ_0) − B(t − 1)φ_1(t, λ_0), (3.16)

z_2(t, λ) = λ_0 − d(t) λ − d(t) ( A(t)ψ_2(t, λ_0) − B(t)φ_2(t, λ_0) ) . (3.17)

In fact, by Lemma 2.3 and (3.2), one has

~p(t, λ_0) [ψ_1(t + 1, λ_0)φ_1(t, λ_0) − ψ_1(t, λ_0)φ_1(t + 1, λ_0)] = 1, t ∈ I^′, (3.18)

and thus, by the definitions of A(t) and B(t), it is easy to verify that

z_1(t, λ) = A(t)ψ_1(t, λ_0) − B(t)φ_1(t, λ_0), t ∈ I^′. (3.19)

Since z is a solution of (1.1_λ), we have (1.3) and (1.5) hold for z. From (1.3) and (1.5) for z and by (1.4), it can be derived that

−∇ (~p(t, λ_0)Δz_1(t, λ)) + (q̃ (t, λ_0) − λ_0) z_1(t, λ)

= ∇ [(~p(t, λ) − ~p(t, λ_0)) Δz_1(t, λ)] + (q̃ (t, λ_0) − q̃ (t, λ)) z_1(t, λ) + (λ − λ_0)z_1(t, λ)

= (λ_0 − λ) { ∇ [ c(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t, λ) − h(t)c(t)z_1(t + 1, λ) (λ_0 − d(t))(λ − d(t)) ]

− h^2(t)z_1(t, λ) (λ_0 − d(t))(λ − d(t)) + ∇ ( h(t)c(t) (λ_0 − d(t))(λ − d(t)) ) z_1(t, λ) − z_1(t, λ) }

= (λ_0 − λ) [ ∇ ( c(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t, λ) ) − h(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t, λ) − z_1(t, λ) ] , t ∈ I. (3.20) In addition, (1.3) holds for φ_1, i.e.,

− ∇ (~p(t, λ_0)Δφ_1(t, λ_0)) + (q̃ (t, λ_0) − λ_0) φ_1(t, λ_0) = 0, t ∈ I. (3.21)

Here, we remark that similarly to those in (3.14) and (3.15), we omit λ and λ_0 for simplicity, e.g., write φ_1(t, λ_0) as φ_1(t) and z_1(t, λ) as z_1(t), in what follows. Multiplying both sides of (3.20) by −φ_1(t) and (3.21) by z_1(t), and adding them give that

∇A(t) = − (λ_0 − λ) [ ∇ ( c(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t) ) − h(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t) − z_1(t) ] φ_1(t), t ∈ I. (3.22)

With a similar argument to that of (3.22), we have

∇B(t) = − (λ_0 − λ) [ ∇ ( c(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t) ) − h(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t) − z_1(t) ] ψ_1(t), t ∈ I. (3.23)

Multiplying both sides of (3.22) by −ψ_1(t) and (3.23) by φ_1(t), and adding them give that A(t)ψ_1(t) − B(t)φ_1(t) = A(t − 1)ψ_1(t) − B(t − 1)φ_1(t), t ∈ I, (3.24)

which yields that (3.16) holds by (3.19). From (3.16) and (3.24), it can be obtained that

Δz_1(t) = A(t)Δψ_1(t) − B(t)Δφ_1(t), t ∈ I. (3.25)

Then, from (1.5) for z, φ, and ψ, respectively, (3.19), and (3.25), we get that (3.17) holds.

Next, for t > N + 2, summing up (3.22) from N + 1 to t gives

A(t) = A(N) − (λ_0 − λ) t∑ s=N+1 [ ∇ ( c(s) λ_0 − d(s) z_2(s) ) − h(s) λ_0 − d(s) z_2(s) − z_1(s) ] φ_1(s)

= A(N) − (λ_0 − λ) [ L(t) − L(N) − t∑ s=N+1 ( z_2(s)φ_2(s) + z_1(s)φ_1(s) )] ,

= A(N) − (λ_0 − λ) ( L(t) − L(N) − t∑ s=N+1 φ^T(s)z(s) ) , (3.26) where L(t) := c(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t)φ_1(t + 1). Similarly, for t > N + 2, we get

B(t) = B(N) − (λ_0 − λ) ( K(t) − K(N) − t∑ s=N+1 ψ^T(s)z(s) ) , (3.27)

where K(t) := c(t) λ_0 − d(t) z_2(t)ψ_1(t + 1). On the other hand, we get that

L(t − 1)ψ_1(t) − K(t − 1)φ_1(t) = 0, t > N + 2, (3.28)

and from (1.5) and (3.18) that

L(t)ψ_2(t) − K(t)φ_2(t) = c^2(t) − h(t)c(t) (λ_0 − d(t))^2 ~p(t, λ_0) z_2(t), t > N + 2. (3.29)

Then, inserting (3.26)-(3.28) into (3.16), we get that there exist two constants k_1 and k_2 depending on N, λ, and λ_0, such that (3.14) holds for t > N + 2. Similarly, inserting (3.26), (3.27), and (3.29) into (3.17), we get

z_2(t) = λ_0 − d(t) λ − d(t) { k_1ψ_2(t) + k_2φ_2(t) + (λ_0−λ) [ h(t)c(t) − c2(t) (λ_0 − d(t))^2 ~p(t, λ_0) z_2(t) + t∑ s=N+1 ( ψ_2(t)φ^T(s) − φ_2(t)ψ^T(s) ) z(s) ]} , t > N + 2, (3.30) where k_1 and k_2 are the same as those in (3.14). It can be easily verified that 1 − (λ_0 − λ)(h(t)c(t) − c^2(t)) (λ − d(t))(λ_0 − d(t))~p(t, λ_0) = λ_0 − d(t) λ − d(t) λ − M(t) λ_0 − M(t) , which, together with (3.30), yields that (3.15) holds for t > N + 2. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.4. If there exists λ_0 ∈ Ω^′(M, d) such that (1.1_{λ0} ) has two linearly independent solutions in l^2(I), then it is true for all λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d).

Proof. Suppose that φ = (φ_1, φ_2)^T and ψ = (ψ_1, ψ_2)^T are linearly independent solutions of (1.1_{λ0} ) in l^2(I) for some λ_0 ∈ Ω^′(M, d) by the assumption. If z = (z_1, z_2)^T is a solution of (1.1_λ) with λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), then (3.14) and (3.15) hold. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get from (3.14) that

|z_1(t)| ≤ (|φ_1(t)| + |ψ_1(t)|) [ (|k_1| + |k_2|) + |λ − λ_0| (‖φ‖ + ‖ψ‖)‖z‖^{t−1}_{N+1} ] , where ‖z‖^{t−1}_{N+1} = ( ∑_{t−1} s=N+1 z ∗(s)z(s) ) 1_2

. Then, from the above relation we get that there exists K_1 > 0 such that for τ > N_0 > N + 2,

‖z_1‖^τ_{N0} ≤ K_1γ_{N0} [ 1 + |λ − λ_0| ( ‖z‖^{N0}_N + ‖z‖^τ_{N0} ) ] , (3.31)

where ‖z_1‖^τ_{N0} = ( ∑_τ s=N_0 |z1(s)| 2) 1_2 and

γ_{N0} = (_∞ ∑ t=N_0 φ^∗(t)φ(t) ) 1_2 + (_∞ ∑ t=N_0 ψ^∗(t)ψ(t) ) 1_2 .

Furthermore, since λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d), we get inf_{t∈I}′ | | |λ − M(t) | | | > 0, and thus | | λ_0 − M(t) λ − M(t) | | = 1 + |λ_0 − λ| inf_{t∈I}′ | | |λ − M(t) | | | < ∞. (3.32)

Similarly, we can get from (3.15) and (3.32) that there exists K_2 > 0 such that for τ > N_0 > N + 2,

‖z_2‖^τ_{N0} ≤ K_2γ_{N0} [ 1 + |λ − λ_0| ( ‖z‖^{N0}_N + ‖z‖^τ_{N0} ) ] . (3.33)

Since φ, ψ ∈ l^2(I), we have γ_{N0} → 0 as N_0 → ∞. Thus, letting K_0 := max{K_1, K_2}, we can choose sufficiently large N_0 satisfying K_0 |λ − λ_0| γ_{N0} ≤^1_4 . Then, from (3.31) and (3.33), we have

‖z_j ‖^τ_{N0} ≤ K_0γ_{N0} ( 1 + |λ − λ_0|‖z‖^{N0}_N ) + 1 4 ‖z‖^τ_{N0} , j = 1, 2, (3.34)

which implies that z ∈ l^2(I). This completes the proof.

Finally, we prove Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. It is noted that C \ R ⊂ Ω^′(M, d) since the coefficients of (1.1_λ) are real-valued. Suppose that there exists λ_0 ∈ Ω^′(M, d) such that (1.1_{λ0} ) has two linearly independent solutions in l^2(I). Then it is true for all λ ∈ C \ R by Lemma 3.4, which implies that L or (1.1_λ) is in the LCC at t = ∞ by Lemma 3.2. Otherwise, there exists at most one linearly independent solutions of (1.1_λ) in l^2(I) for each λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d). Then L or (1.1_λ) is in the LPC at t = ∞ by Lemma 3.2. This completes the proof.

Remark 3.1. It is noted that equations (1.1_λ) contain (1.2) as their special case. Therefore, Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 are also applied to (1.2) which is useful in the next section. In fact, Jirari [28] has considered singular Sturm-Liouville difference equations τy_1 = λwy_1 on I, where τ is given by (1.2) and w > 0 is a weight function. Similar classification and result as given by Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 were obtained for τy_1 = λwy_1 on I in [28]. Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 for (1.2) are their special case of w ≡ 1.

4 On perturbations of matrix difference equations

The difference expression L can be interpreted as

L = L^{(0)} + L^{(1)}, (4.1)

where

L^{(0)} ( y_1 y_2 ) (t) := diag{−∇pΔ + q, d} ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t ∈ I, diag{0, d} ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t = a − 1,

L^{(1)} ( y_1 y_2 ) (t) := ( 0 −∇c + h cΔ + h 0 ) ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t ∈ I, ( 0 0 cΔ + h 0 ) ( y_1 y_2 ) (t), t = a − 1. If c and h are bounded on I^′, then it can be verified that the limit point or limit circle type of L^{(0)} is equal to that of L. A natural question is whether the limit type is invariant if c or h is unbounded on I^′. Hassi, Möller, and Snoo considered equation (1.6) on the interval [0, ∞) with real-valued coefficients p, q, c, h, and d. It was shown that the limit type of L^{(0)} is different from that of L in general when c or h is unbounded on [0, ∞) by [21, Examples 6.3 and 6.4], where L^{(0)} and L^{(1)} are given by

L^{(0)} = ( −DpD + q 0 0 d ) , L^{(1)} = ( 0 Dc + h cD + h 0 ) . Here, we shall show that this is also true for L^{(0)} and L when L^{(1)} is given here with c or h being unbounded on I by two examples. The first example shows that L^{(0)} is in the LCC at t = ∞ while L is in the LPC at t = ∞, and the second one shows that L^{(0)} is in the LPC at t = ∞ while L is in the LCC at t = ∞.

Example 4.1. Consider L^{(0)} with p(t) = −4^t, q(t) = 4^t, and d = 1 for t ∈ I^′ = {t}^{+∞}_{t=−1}. It is evident that ~p(t, λ) and q̃(t, λ) associated with L^{(0)}(y) = λy are given by ~p(t, λ) = −4^t, t ∈ I^′; q̃(t, λ) = 4^t, t ∈ I = {t}^{+∞}_{t=0} . Therefore, the corresponding equation (1.3) becomes as τ̃ (y_1)(t) := ∇ ( 4^tΔy_1(t) ) + 4^ty_1(t) = λy_1(t), t ∈ I. (4.2) By [11, Example 3.2], (4.2) is in the LCC at t = ∞. Then all its solutions y_1 satisfy ∞∑ t=0 |y_1(t)|^2 < ∞. In addition, we get from (1.5) that y_2 = 0 with λ ≠ 1 since c = h = 0 on I^′ and d(t) ≠ 0 for t ∈ I^′, which implies that all solutions of L^{(0)}(y) = λy with λ ≠ 1 are in l^2(I). Therefore, L^{(0)} is in the LCC at t = ∞.

Now, take L^{(1)} with h(t) = 2^t + 2^{−t} and c(t) = 0, t ∈ I^′. Then M = d = 1 on I^′, and hence Ω^′(M, d) = C \ {1}. For L(y) = λy with λ ∈ C \ {1} and L given by (4.1), ~p(t, λ) and q̃(t, λ) are given by ~p(t, λ) = −4^t, t ∈ I^′; q̃(t, λ) = 4^t + 4^t + 4^{−t} + 2 λ − 1 , t ∈ I. Therefore, the corresponding equation (1.3) with λ = 0 becomes as ∇ ( 4^tΔy_1(t) ) − (4^{−t} + 2)y_1(t) = 0, t ∈ I. (4.3) By [28, Therorem 3.11.6], (4.3) has a solution y_1 satisfying^∞ ∑ t=0 |y_1(t)|^2 = ∞. Let y = (y_1, y_2)^T with y_2 given by (1.5) with λ = 0. Then y is a solution of L(y) = 0. Clearly y /∈ l^2(I). Hence, L is in the LPC at t = ∞.

Example 4.2. Consider L^{(0)} with p = 1, q(t) = 4^t, and d(t) = 4^t for t ∈ I^′ = {t}^{+∞}_{t=−1}. It is evident that ~p(t, λ) and q̃(t, λ) associated with L^{(0)}(y) = λy are given by ~p(t, λ) = 1, t ∈ I^′; q̃(t, λ) = 4^t, t ∈ I = {t}^{+∞}_{t=0} ,

Therefore, the corresponding equation (1.3) becomes as ∇(Δy_1(t)) + 4^ty_1(t) = λy_1(t), t ∈ I. (4.4) By [11, Corollary 3.1], (4.4) has a solution y_1 satisfying^∞ ∑ t=0 |y_1(t)|^2 = ∞. Then, L^{(0)}(y) = λy for λ with Imλ ≠ 0 has a solution y /∈ l^2(I). Therefore, L^{(0)} is in the LPC at t = ∞.

Now, take L^{(1)} with c(t) = √ 4^{2t} + 4^t and h(t) = 0, t ∈ I^′. Then M(t) = −4^{2t}, t ∈ I^′, and then σ(M) ∪ σ(d) = {−4^{2t}, 4^t : t ∈ I^′}. Thus Ω^′(M, d) = C \ {−4^{2t}, 4^t : t ∈ I^′}. For L(y) = λy with λ ∈ Ω^′(M, d) and L given by (4.1), ~p(t, λ) and q̃(t, λ) are given by ~p(t, λ) = 1 + 4^{2t} + 4^t λ − 4^t , t ∈ I^′; q̃(t, λ) = 4^t, t ∈ I. Note that λ = 0 ∈ Ω^′(M, d). Then take λ = 0 and the corresponding equation (1.3) becomes as τ̃(y_1)(t) = 0, t ∈ I, where τ̃ is given by (4.2). Then τ̃ is in the LCC at t = ∞, which implies that all solutions y_1(t) of τ̃ (y_1)(t) = 0 satisfy^∞ ∑ t=0 |y_1(t)|^2 < ∞, In addition, (1.5) becomes as y_2(t) = √ 4^{2t} + 4^t −4^t Δy_1(t), t ∈ I^′, (4.5)

which, together with^∞ ∑ t=0 |y_1(t)|^2 < ∞, yields that^∞ ∑ t=0 |y_2(t)|^2 < ∞. Let y = (y_1, y_2)^T with y_2 given by (4.5). Then y is a solution of L(y) = 0. Clearly y = (y_1, y_2)^T ∈ l^2(I). Hence, L is in the LCC at t = ∞.

5 Limit point criteria

In this section, we shall establish two criteria of the limit point case for L in terms of its coefficients which extend the existing results for Sturm-Liouville differential and difference expressions to matrix difference expressions L.

Theorem 5.1. If there exist N ∈ I and K such that | | | | c(t) p(t) | | | | ≤ K for t > N, and ∞∑ t=N 1 |p(t)| = ∞, then L is in the LPC at t = ∞.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that L is in the LCC at t = ∞. Then, φ = (φ_1, φ_2)^T and ψ = (ψ_1, ψ_2)^T given in Section 3 satisfying (3.2) are linearly independent solutions of (1.1_λ) in l^2(I). Further, by Lemma 2.3 and (3.2), one has [φ(t), ψ(t)] = 1 on I^′, which, together with (2.1), yields that

p(t) [φ_1(t + 1)ψ_1(t) − φ_1(t)ψ_1(t + 1)] + c(t) [ψ_1(t + 1)φ_2(t) − ψ_2(t)φ_1(t + 1)] = −1.

Since | | | c(t) p(t) | | | ≤ K for t > N, it follows that for t > N,

|ψ_1(t + 1)| (φ_1(t) + K |φ_2(t)|) + |φ_1(t + 1)| (ψ_1(t) + K |ψ_2(t)|) ≥ 1 |p(t)| . (5.1)

By the Cauchy’s inequality, the left-hand side of (5.1) is summable, which contradicts to ∞∑ t=N 1 |p(t)| = ∞. Therefore, L is in the LPC at t = ∞. This completes the proof.

Remark 5.1.

(1) It is noted that the criterion given by Theorem 5.1 only depending on the coefficients p(t) and c(t) for t > N. (2) By Theorem 5.1, L^{(0)} is in the LPC at t = ∞ if^∞ ∑ t=N 1 |p(t)| = ∞, and this limit point

case is invariant under the perturbation L^{(1)} under condition | | | c(t) p(t) | | | ≤ K, t > N. (2) Hinton and Lewis [22] considered equation τy_1 = λwy_1, i.e.,

− ∇(p(t)Δy_1(t)) + q(t)y_1(t) = λw(t)y_1(t), t ∈ I, (5.2)

where w(t) > 0, p and q are real-valued on I. By [22, Theorem 10], if ∑ t∈I (w(t)w(t + 1))^{12} |p(t)| = ∞,

then (5.2) is in the LPC at t = ∞. It is noted that (1.1_λ) contains (5.2) as its special case of h(t) = c(t) ≡ 0 and w(t) ≡ 1 on I^′ and d(t) ≠ 0 for t ∈ I^′. Then, Theorem 5.1 is a generalization of [22, Theorem 10] with w(t) ≡ 1.

Theorem 5.2. If p(t) > 0, t ∈ I and there exist N ∈ I, a sequence of positive numbers {M(t)}^∞_{t=N} , and positive constants k_j, 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, such that for all t > N, 1) |c(t)| + |c(t − 1)| ≤ k_1M(t), |h(t)| ≤ k_2M(t), 2) q(t) ≥ −k_3M(t), 3) p^12 (t − 1)|∇M(t)| M^12 (t)M(t − 1) ≤ k_4, 4) ∞∑ t=N 1 (p^2(t − 1) + c^2(t − 1))^{14} M^12 (t) = ∞, then L is in the LPC at t = ∞.

Proof. Suppose that y = (y_1, y_2)^T is a solution of (1.1_λ) with λ = i. Then, we have

− ∇(p(t)Δy_1(t)) − ∇(c(t)y_2(t)) + h(t)y_2(t) + (q(t) − i)y_1(t) = 0, t ∈ I. (5.3)

Multiplying both side of (5.3) by y_1(t) M(t) and with a simple calculation, we get that

∇ ( p(t)(Δy_1(t))y_1(t) M(t) ) = p(t − 1)|∇y_1(t)|^2 M(t) − p(t − 1)(∇M(t))(∇y_1(t))y_1(t − 1) M(t)M(t − 1) + (q(t) − i)|y_1(t)|^2 M(t) + h(t)y_2(t)y_1(t) M(t) − ∇(c(t)y_2(t))y_1(t) M(t) . (5.4)

Summing up (5.4) from N to t yields

p(t)(Δy_1(t))y_1(t) M(t) = G(t) − t∑ s=N p(s − 1)(∇M(s))(∇y_1(s))y_1(s − 1) M(s)M(s − 1) + t∑ s=N (q(s) − i)|y_1(s)|^2 M(s) + t∑ s=N h(s)y_2(s)y_1(s) M(s) − t∑ s=N ∇(c(s)y_2(s))y_1(s) M(s) + c_0

(5.5)

where G(t) = t∑ s=N p(s − 1)|∇y_1(s)|^2 M(s) and c_0 = p(N − 1)(Δy_1(N − 1))y_1(N − 1) M(N − 1) . Since p(t) > 0 and M(t) > 0, lim_{t→∞} G(t) exists which may be infinity. Now suppose that y = (y_1, y_2)^T ∈ l^2(I). We shall show that lim_{t→∞} G(t) < ∞ in this case. By the assumptions 1)-3), the Cauchy’s inequality, y ∈ l^2(I), it follows from (5.5) that there exist k̃_1, k̃_2 ∈ R such that for t > N, Re { p(t)(Δy_1(t))y_1(t) M(t) } ≥ G(t) − k̃_1G^{1/2}(t) + k̃_2. (5.6)

Assume on the contrary that lim_{t→∞} G(t) = ∞. Then, (5.6) yields that there exists a positive integer N_1 ≥ N such that

Re{(Δy_1(t))y_1(t)} > 0, t > N_1, (5.7)

i.e., 1 2 (y_1(t + 1)y_1(t) + y_1(t + 1)y_1(t)) − y_1(t)y_1(t) > 0, t > N_1. (5.8)

It is obtained from (5.7) that y_1(t) ≠ 0 for t > N_1. Therefore, (5.8) implies that Re { y_1(t + 1)

y_1(t) } > 1, t > N_1.

Hence,^∞ ∑ t=N |y_1(t)|^2 = ∞, which is contrary to assumption y ∈ l^2(I). Therefore, we have lim_{t→∞} G(t) < ∞. Now, let φ = (φ_1, φ_2)^T and ψ = (ψ_1, ψ_2)^T be solutions of (1.1_λ) with λ = i satisfying (3.2). Then φ and ψ are linearly independent. Further, by Lemma 2.3, (2.1), and (3.2), we get p(t − 1)[ψ_1(t)∇φ_1(t) − φ_1(t)∇ψ_1(t)] +c(t − 1)[ψ_1(t)φ_2(t − 1) − φ_1(t)ψ_2(t − 1)] = −1, t ∈ I,

(5.9)

which implies that p^12 (t − 1) M^12 (t) ( |ψ_1(t)∇φ_1(t)| + |(∇ψ_1(t))φ_1(t)| )

+ c^12 (t − 1) M^12 (t) ( |ψ_1(t)φ_2(t − 1)| + |ψ_2(t − 1)φ_1(t)| )

≥ 1 (p^2(t − 1) + c^2(t − 1))^{14} M^12 (t) . (5.10)

If φ, ψ ∈ l^2(I), then ∞∑ t=N p(t − 1)|∇φ_1(t)|^2 M(t) < ∞ and ∞∑ t=N p(t − 1)|∇ψ_1(t)|^2 M(t) < ∞ by the above discussions. Then, by the Cauchy’s inequality and the first assumption in 1), we get from (5.10) that ∞∑ t=N 1 (p^2(t − 1) + c^2(t − 1))^{14} M^12 (t) < ∞,

which contradicts to assumption 4). Then L is in the LPC at t = ∞. This completes the proof.

Remark 5.2.

(1) By Theorem 5.2, L^{(0)} is in the LPC at t = ∞ under the following conditions:

p(t) > 0, 2) and 3) of Theorem 5.2, and ∞∑ t=N 1 (p(t − 1)M(t))^{12}

= ∞. (5.11)

This limit point type of L^{(0)} is invariant under the perturbation L^{(1)} in the case that conditions 1) and 4) of Theorem 5.2 hold.

(2) There were some limit point criteria in terms of coefficients for Sturm-Liouville differential equations, e.g., [14, 15, 35]. Among them, there is a well-known limit point criterion for Sturm-Liouville differential equations given by Levinson [35, Theorem IV]. Mingarelli [41] extended it to equation (5.2) with w(t) ≡ 1 on I^′, i.e., equation (1.2). By [41, Theorem 1], if there exist k_1, k_2 > 0, and N ∈ I such that i) q(t) ≥ −k_1M(t), t > N, ii) p^12 (t − 1)|∇M(t)| M^12 (t)M(t − 1) ≤ k_2, t > N, and (5.11) holds, then (5.2) is in the LPC at t = ∞. Clearly, Theorem 5.1 is a generalization of [41, Theorem 1] with w(t) ≡ 1 for Sturm-Liouville difference equation to matrix difference equation (1.1_λ).

6 Acknowledgements

This research was supported by the NNSF of China (Grant 11971262), the NNSFs of Shandong Province (Grants ZR2020MA014 and ZR2019MA038).

References

[1] V. Adamyan, H. Langer, M. Langer, A spectral theory for a λ-rational Sturm- Liouville problem, J. Differ. Equ. 171 (2001) 315-345.

[2] A. Ammar, A. Ezzadam, A. Jeribi, A characterization of the essential spectra of 2×2 block matrices of linear relations, Bull. Iran. Math. Soc. 48 (2022) 2463-2485.

[3] F. V. Atkinson, Discrete and Continuous Boundary Problems, Academic Press, New York, (1964).

[4] F. V. Atkinson, H. Langer, R. Mennicken, A. A. Shkalikov, The essential spectrum of some matrix operators, Math. Nachr. 167 (1994) 5-22.

[5] F. V. Atkinson, H. Langer, R. Mennicken, Sturm-Liouville problems with coefficients which depend analytically on the eigenvalue parameter, Acta Sci. Math. 57 (1993) 25-44.

[6] J. Behrndt, F. Gesztesy, H. Holden, R. Nichols, Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps, abstract Weyl-Titchmarsh M-functions, and a generalized index of unbounded meromorphic operator-valued functions, J. Differ. Equ. 261(6) (2016) 3551-3587.

[7] J. Behrndt, J. Rohleder, Titchmarsh-Weyl theory for Schrödinger operators on unbounded domains. J. Spectr. Theory 6 (2016) 67-87.

[8] J. Behrndt, S. Hassi, H. de Snoo, Boundary Value Problems, Weyl Functions, and Differential Operators, Monographs in Mathematics, vol. 108, Birkhäuser, Cham, (2020).

[9] B. M. Brown, M. Marletta, S. N. Naboko, I. G. Wood, Detectable subspaces and inverse problems for Hain-Lüst-type operators, Math. Nachr. 289 (2016) 2108-2132.

[10] B. M. Brown, M. Marletta, Boundary triplets and M-functions for non-selfadjoint operators, with applications to elliptic PDEs and block operator matrices, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 77(2) (2008) 700-718.

[11] J. Chen, Y. Shi, The limit-circle and limit-point criteria for second-order linear difference equations, Comput. Math. Appl. 47 (2004) 967-976.

[12] S. L. Clark, P. Zemánek, On a Weyl-Titchmarsh theory for discrete symplectic systems on a half line, Appl. Math. Comput. 217(7) (2010) 2952-2976.

[13] E. A. Coddington, N. Levinson, Theory of Ordinary Differential Equations, McGraw- Hill, New York, (1955).

[14] W. Everitt, I. Knowles, T. Read, Limit-point and limit-circle criteria for Sturm- Liouville equations with intermittently negative principal coefficients, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 103 (1986) 215-228.

[15] W. D. Evans, On the limit point, limit circle classification of a second order differential equation with a complex potential. J. London Math. Soc. 4 (1971) 245-256.

[16] M. Faierman, R. Mennicken, M. Möller, The essential spectrum of a system of singular ordinary differential operators of mixed order. Part I: The general problem and an almost regular case, Math. Nachr. 208 (1999) 101-115.

[17] M. Faierman, R. Mennicken, M. Möller, The essential spectrum of a system of singular ordinary differential operators of mixed order. II. The generalization of Kako’s problem, Math. Nachr. 209 (2000) 55-81.

[18] J. Giribet, M. Langer, F. M. Pería, F. Philipp, C. Trunk, Spectral enclosures for a class of block operator matrices, J. Funct. Anal. 278 (2020).

[19] V. Hardt, R. Mennicken, S. Naboko, Systems of singular differential operators of mixed order and applications to 1-dimensional MHD problems, Math. Nachr. 206 (1999) 19-68.

[20] S. Hassi, M. Möller, H. de Snoo, Singular Sturm-Liouville problems whose coefficients depend rationally on the eigenvalue parameter, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 295 (2004) 258- 275.

[21] S. Hassi, M. Möller, H. de Snoo, Limit-point/limit-circle classification for Hain-Lüst type equations, Math. Nachr. 291 (2018) 652-668.

[22] D. B. Hinton, R. T. Lewis, Spectral analysis of second order difference equations, J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 63 (1978) 421-438.

[23] D. B. Hinton, J. K. Shaw, On Titchmarsh-Weyl M(λ)-functions for linear Hamiltonian systems. J. Differ. Equ. 40(3) (1981) 316-342.

[24] O. O. Ibrogimov, P. Siegl, C. Tretter, Analysis of the essential spectrum of singular matrix differential operators, J. Differ. Equ. 260 (2016) 3881-3926.

[25] O. O. Ibrogimov, Essential spectrum of non-self-adjoint singular matrix differential operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 451 (2017) 473-496.

[26] A. Jeribi, Spectral Theory and Applications of Linear Operators and Block Operator Matrices, Springer, Cham. (2015).

[27] A. Jeribi, B. Krichen, A. Zitouni, Properties of demicompact operators, essential spectra and some perturbation results for block operator matrices with applications, Linear Multilinear Algebra 68 (2020) 2506-2522.

[28] A. Jirari, Second-order Sturm-Liouville difference equations and orthogonal polynomimals, Mem. Am. Math. Soc. 113 (1995).

[29] T. Kako, Essential spectrum of linearized operator for MHD plasma in cylindrical region, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 38(3) (1987) 433-449.

[30] A. Konstantinov, R. Mennicken, On the Friedrichs extension of some block operator matrices, Integr. Equ. Oper. Theory 42 (2002) 472-481.

[31] P. Kurasov, S. Naboko, On the essential spectrum of a class of singular matrix differential operators. I. Quasiregularity conditions and essential self-adjointness, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 5 (2002) 243-286.

[32] P. Kurasov, I. Lelyavin, S. Naboko, On the essential spectrum of a class of singular matrix differential operators. II. Weyl’s limit circles for the Hain-Lüst operator whenever quasi-regularity conditions are not satisfied, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 138 (2008) 109-138.

[33] T. Kusche, R. Mennicken, M. Möller, Friedrichs extension and essential spectrum of systems of differential operators of mixed order, Math. Nachr. 278 (2005) 1591-1606.

[34] H. Langer, C. Tretter, Spectral decomposition of some non-self-adjoint block operator matrices, J. Operat. Theor. 39 (1998) 339-359.

[35] N. Levinson, Criteria for the limit-point case for second order linear differential operators, Čascpis Pěst. Mat. 74 (1949) 17-20.

[36] A. M. Krall, M(λ) theory for singular Hamiltonian systems with one singular point, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 20 (1989) 664-700.

[37] A. M. Krall, M(λ) theory for singular Hamiltonian systems with two singular points, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 20 (1989) 701-715.

[38] V. I. Kogan, F. S. Rofe-Beketov, On square-integrable solutions of symmetric systems of differential equations of arbitrary order, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 74 (1974/75) 5-40.

[39] H. Langer, A. S. Markus, V. I. Matsaev, C. Tretter, A new concept for block operator matrices: the quadratic numerical range, Linear Algebra Appl. 330 (2001) 89-112.

[40] R. Mennicken, S. Naboko, and C. Tretter, Essential spectrum of a system of singular differential operators and the asymptotic Hain-Lüst operator, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 130 (2002) 1699-1710.

[41] A. B. Mingarelli, A limit point criterion for a three-term recurrence relation, Math.

Rep. Acad. Sci. Canada 3 (1981) 171-175.

[42] J. Monaquel, M. Schmidt, On M-functions and operator theory for non-self-adjoint discrete Hamiltonian systems, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 208 (2007) 82-101.

[43] M. Muzzulini, Titchmarsh-Sims-Weyl theory for complex Hamiltonian systems of arbitrary order. J. Lond. Math. Soc. 2 (84) (2011) 159-182.

[44] M. Möller, The essential spectrum of a system of singular ordinary differential operators of mixed order. Part III: A strongly singular case, Math. Nachr. 272 (2004) 104-112.

[45] J. Qi, S. Chen, Essential spectra of singular matrix differential operators of mixed order in the limit circle case, Math. Nachr. 284 (2011) 342-354.

[46] J. Qi, S. Chen, Essential spectra of singular matrix differential operators of mixed order, J. Differ. Equ. 250 (2011) 4219-4235.

[47] Y. Shi, Weyl-Titchmarsh theory for a class of discrete linear Hamiltonian systems, Linear Algebra Appl. 416 (2006) 452-519 [48] H. Sun, Y. Shi, Limit-point and limit-circle criteria for singular second-order linear difference equations with complex coefficients, Comput. Math. Appl. 52 (2006) 539- 554.

[49] E. C. Titchmarsh, Eigenfunction Expansions, Oxford University Press, Oxford, (1962).

[50] C. Tretter, Spectral Theory of Block Operator Matrices and Applications, Imperial College Press, London, (2008).

[51] C. Tretter, Spectral inclusion for unbounded block operator matrices, J. Funct. Anal.

256 (2009) 3806-3829.

[52] J. Weidmann, Spectral Theory of Ordinary Differential Operators, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1258, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1987).

[53] H. Weyl, Übergewöhnliche Differentialgleichungen mit Singularitäten und die zugehörigen Entwicklungen, Math. Ann. 68 (1910) 220-269.

[54] P. Zemánek, Resolvent and spectrum for discrete symplectic systems in the limit point case, Linear Algebra Appl. 634 (2022) 179-209.

□