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Operators of the g—oscillator
Franciszek Hugon Szafraniec

Asstract. We scrutinize the possibility of extending the result/@®|[to the case of}-
deformed oscillator foq real; for this we exploit the whole range of the deformation
parameter as much as possible. We split the case into twadieygeon whether a solution
of the commutation relation is bounded or not. @aitmotif is subnormality

The deformation parameteris reshaped and this is what makes our approach ef-
fective. The newly arrived parameter, the oper&@ohas two remarkable properties: it
separates in the commutation relation the annihilationcedtion operators from the de-
formation as well as ig-commutes with those two. This is why introducing the oparat
C seems to be far-reaching.

g-deformations of the quantum harmonic oscillator (the abiation theg-oscillator
stands here for it) has been arresting attention of rﬂaeyulting among other things in
guantum groups. Besides realizing the ever lasting teioptab generalize matters, it
brings forth new attractive findings. This paper exhibitsgpatialside of the story.

Theg-oscillator algebra, which is thailieu of our considerations, is that generated by
three objectsa,, a_ and 1 (the latter being a unit in the algebra) satisfying tramutation
relations

aa -gaa =1, 1)
it goes back to the seventies with] as a specimen. The other versions which appear in
the literature are equivalent to that and this is descrilmedpdetely in [B] where a list of
further references can be found.

Looking for «-representations of{1) usually means assumingahat a*, with the
asterisk denoting the Hilbert space adjoint. Thus what e gfith is agivenHilbert space
and the commutation relation

$'S$-gSS =1, (Ogop)
in it. Of courseg must be perforce retten; this is what assume in the paper.

An easy-going consequence is

Sample Theorem. If S is a weighted shift with respect to the basig,> , and
S'Sf-qgSSf =1, felinfel

thenSg= 1+q+---+Q'€ey1, N> 0.
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1 g-deformations are vastly disseminated in MathematicakRsyand we would like to acknowledge here
with pleasure/8] for bringing them closer to Mathematics
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‘If Sisaweighted shift’— this is usually tacitly assumed whealithg) with the relation
(Oqop), like in [5]. It is sometimes made a bit more explicit in stating that ewan vector
(or a ground state, depending on denomination in Mathemalditysics an author belongs
to) of S exists. The point here (as it was 9 for q = 1) is to discuss the case. It
turns out that, like in[19], subnormalityplays an important role in the matter (and this,
the casey = 1 at least, is parallel to Rellich-DixmiefL8,[7] characterization of solutions
to the CCR). Luckily, the above coincides with our beliefttlabnormality is the missing
counterpart of complex variable in the quantization scheme

Preliminary essentials

A short guide to subnormality. Recall that a densely defined operafois said to
be hyponormalif D(A) c D(A") and||A* || < [|Af]l, f € D(A). A hyponormal operator
N is said to bdormally normalif ||N f|| = |[N*f||, f € D(N). Specifying more, a formally
normal operatoN is callednormalif D(N) = D(N*). Finally, a densely defined operator
S is called formally) subnormalif there is a Hilbert spac& containing/ isometrically
and a (formally) normal operatdt in K such thatS c N.

The following diagram relates these notions.

normal — formally normal

N
U U hyponormal

Va

subnormal— formally subnormal

Though the definitions of formal normality and normality komuch alike, with a little
difference concerning the domains involved, the operatorsdbéige may behave in a
totally incomparable manner. However, needless to sagettveo notions do not fier at
all in the case of bounded operators.

If AandB are densely defined operatorgfihand resp such thet{ ¢ K andAc B
then

DA) cDB)NH, DB)YNH cPD(B) c DA (2)
whereP stands for the orthogonal projection®&fonto; moreover,
A'Px=PB'x, xe D(B"). 3)

If B closable, then so i& and bothA* as well asB* are densely defined. The extension
B of A is said to betight if D(A) = D(B) N H and«-tight if D(B*) N H = D(AY). If
PD(B) c D(B*) (and this happens for formally normal operators as we dyréaow), the
two chains in[(R) glue togetherBs

D(A) c D(B)NH c D(B*) NH c PD(B*) c D(AY). 4

As we have already said a densely defined operator havingwaahextension is just sub-
normal. However, normal extensions may not be uniquelyrdeteed in unbounded case
as their minimality becomes a rather fragile matter, 88§ [even though the inclusions
(@) hold for any of them. Moreover, even if all of them turndrgqualities none of the
normal extensions may be minimal of cyclic type (this is wlasures uniqueness); this

2 Description of domains of weighted shifts and their adjoam be found in15|.
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will become dfective when we pass to the casegof 1. So far we have got an obvious
fact.

Proposition 1. A subnormal operator S has a normal extension which is bgtht &nd
x—tight if and only if _

D(S) = D(SY). (5)
If this happens then any normal extension is both tight-artayht.

Because equality5) is undoubtedly decisive for a solufdhe commutation relation
of (any of) the oscillators to be a weighted shift, subnoityé properly settled into this
context.

def

g-notions. For x an integer andj real, X]q=(1 - ¢*)(1 - q)~tif g # 1 and R
If x is a non—negative integend, = 1+ q--- + g and this is usually referred to as a
basicor g—number. A little step further, thg-factorial is like the conventional, [gl]defl
and []q! Z[0]q- - - [n — 1]4[n]q and so is the.]—blnom|al[ ] def% Thus, if-1<q
andx € N the basic numbern] is non—negative.
For arbitrary complex numbeesandq one can always defin@;(q)x as follows
def

(@;90=1 (agx=(1-a)l-agl-a)---(1-ad?), k=1,23,...

Then forn > 0 one hast]q! = (g, g)n(1 — g)™". Moreover, there are (at least) two possible
definitions ofg—exponential functions

def

eq()““z(q 5.2 Zew

Eq()defz(q R Ze wg1, Q#0,

where
{{z l2<1) iflg <1,

“a= C otherwise
These two functions are related via

€(2 = Eq1(-2, zewq q#0.

The q oscillator

Spatial interpretation of (Oqep). The relation Qqop) has nothing but a symbolic
meaning unless someone says something more about it; tx#&ise some of the solu-
tions may be unbounded. By reason of this we distinguish éxtreme in a sense, ways
of looking at the relationq,qp):

The first meaning of@qop) is
S closable D is dense inH and o
DcDES*'S)NDSS),S'Sf-qSSf =1, feD. (Oan)

The other is
<S f? S@ - q<S*f7 S*g> = <f7 g>! fv g € z)(S) N D(S*) (Oq,w)
and, because this is equivalent to

IS fiI> - qIS*fI> = IfI%, f e D(S)ND(S?)



4 F.H. SZAFRANIEC

it implies for S to be closable,{qw) in turn is equivalent to
(S£S9 - qS*f,S'g) = (f,g), e D(S)NDSH.
The occurring interdependence, which follows, let us plasiation on the theme of
(oq,op)- —
1° (Og,p) With D being a core of S= (Oqw) andD(S) c D(S*).
Indeed, forf € D(S_) there is a sequencé,j, c D such thatf, —» f andS f, — S
Becauses* is closed we get from{, p) thatS*f, — S*f and consequently € D(S*) as
well as Ogw)-
2° (Oq.p) with D being a core of 8 = (Oqw) andD(S*) D(S_).
This uses the same argument as that for 1
3 (Oqw) = (Oqp) With D = D(S*S) N DS S).
This is becaus®(5*S) N D(S S) ¢ D(S) N D(S*).
4° (Oqw) andD(S) N D(S*) acore of S and S = D(S*S) = D(S S).
Take f € D(S*S). This meansf € D(S) andS f € D(S*). Because of this, picking
(fi)n € D(S) N D(S*), we get from Ogw) in limit
(§'Sfg)-aS*f,S'g) = (f,9) (6)
forge D(S_) ND(S*) and, becausg € D(S_) ND(S*) is a core ofS*, we get[(6) to hold for
g € D(S*). Finally, S*f € D(S). The reverse inequality needs the same kind of argument.
The above results in

5° (Oqw)andD(S) = D(S*) = S satisfie§0qp) onD = D(S*S) = D(S ).
Remark2. Notice that whemy # —1 andS satisfying Oqp) with D = D(S*S_) = D(§S“)
for D to be a core 08" is necessary and ficientR(S*S) to be dense irH.

The following is a kind of general observation and settlegdnormality (or bound-
edness) in the context 0df p).

Proposition 3. (a) For 0 < g < 1 and for S satisfyindOq0), Slp is hyponormal if and
only if S is bounded aniB|| < (1 - g)~Y/2. (b) For g < 0 and for S satisfyingOqn), S*ln
is hyponormal if and only if S is bounded aji®l| < (1 — g)~Y2.

Proor. Write (Oqp) as
(L -lS fiI* = qUIS* fI* - IS fI1®) + If|?, feD.
and look at this. m|

The selfcommutator. AssumingD c D(S §) N D(S*S) we introduce the following
operator
CEl+(q-1)SS, DEC)ED. (7)
This operator turns out to be an important invention in thétenaln particular there are
two immediate consequences of this definition. The first #agssatisfies @ p) with D
invariant for bothS andS* then® is invariant forC as well and

CSf=qSCf qCSf=S'Cf, feD. (8)
The other is thatdq ») takes now the form
S'Sf-SSf=Cf, feD, 9)

which means that is just the selfcommutator & on D.
We would like to know the instances wheénis a positive operator.
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Proposition 4. (a) Forq > 1, C > O always. (b) Forg < 1, C
bounded and|S|| < (1 - g)™Y/2. (c) For S satisfying(Oqn), C
hyponormal.

Oifand only if S is
Oif and only if S is

Proor. While (a) is apparently trivial (b) comes out immediataigrh
CHH=fI>+(@-1)IS*fI?, feD.
For (c) write (using @q,p)) with f € D
(CH ) =117+ @- DIS I = 17 + qllS™ fII> = IS*FII* = IS il - |IS” f|1%.

Examples. On the other hand, with any unitaty the operator
SE(1-q) YU (10)

satisfies Qq.p) if q < 1. The operato8 is apparently bounded and normal. Consequently
(the Spectral Theorem) it may have a bunch of nontrivial catlysubspaces (even not nec-
essarily one dimensional) or may be irreducible and thigokadion ought to be dedicated
to all those who start too fast generating algebras from &commutation relations.

Proposition 6. For q < 1 the only formally normal operators satisfyit§@qp) are those
of the form(T0). For g > 1 there is no formally normal solution ¢0q,»).

Proor. Straightforward. O

Example7. An ad hocillustration can be given as follows. Take a separable Hilgace
with a basis &,)x>_., and look for a bilateral (or rathéwo-sided weighted shiffT defined
asTe, = Tn€n1, N € Z. Then, becausE*e, = Tn_16y-1, N € Z, for anya € C andN € Z we
getirn? = ag™N+(1-g™N)(1-q) ! = ag™N+[n+N]q for all nif g # 1 andjry|? = e+nif

g = 1, thisis for alln € Z. The only possibility for the right hand sides to be non—tigga
(and in fact positive) footnote We avoid weights which aré man—negative, for instance
complex, as they lead to a unitary equivalent version osly. » (1-g) ™t for0<q< 1
anda = (1 - g)~* for q < 0; the latter corresponds to Examplé 10. Tthesonlybilateral
weighted shifts satisfyingdq.p), with D = lin{e,; n € Z}, are thosel &, = the1, N€ Z
which have the weights

N d
mE Jag™ N+ [N+ N]g, a>(1-q % Nez  0<q
1<q

none

AN/AN

0
1

However, T violates hyponormalitypick up f = ey as a sample) if < q < 1. AlsoC
defined by[(¥) imeither positive nor negativiECey, &) = a > 0 while (Ce_1,e 1) < 0).
Let us mention thaT is g~*~hyponormal in the sense df3]. Anyway, T is apparently
unboundedf g > 0. The case of < O is precisely that of Example1L0.

Example8. Repeating the way of reasoning of Examiple 7 we gettti@onlyunilateral
weighted shifts satisfyingd,p) are thoseT, defined asl &, = then,1 for n € N, which

have the weights
Tn=1’[n+1]q, _1<q.

This is so because the virtual, in this case;” is 0 (T*ey = 0). If -1 < q < 0 they are
bounded andot hyponormalif 0 < q < 1 they are again bounded ahgponormahnd if
1 < qthe are unbounded atnyponormalthe two latter are even subnormal (cf. Theorem

19 and 21 resp.).
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Remark9. According to Lemma 2.3 ofll(] for 0 < g < 1 the only cases which may
happen are the orthogonal sums of the operators considefexbimple$ 1718 and given
by formula [10). Forg > 1, due to the same Lemma, the orthogonal sum of that from
Exampld_8 can be taken into account.

An auxiliary lemma of [[14]. We state here a resultl4] Lemma 2.4, which autho-
rizes the examples above. We adapt the notatioA4jftp ours as well as improve a bit
the syntax of the conclusion therein.

Lemma 10. Let0 < p < 1 ande € {-1,+1}. Assume T is a closed densely defined
operator inH. Then

TTf-pPTTf=¢(l-p)f, feDTT)=D(TT (11)

if and only if T is unitarily equivalent to an orthogonal surhaperators of the following
type:
-inthecase ot =1

) Ti: fn— Q- P26 in H = D)% Ha with eachHy = Ho;

() Ty: fo » 1+ @2™DAYY2f 1 inH = P H, with eachH, = Ho and A

N=-—0c0

being a selfadjoint operator itt{y with sp(A) c [p, 1] and either p orl not being
an eigenvalue of A;
() Ty a unitary operator;

- inthe case of = -1
(V) Tv: o = (P = 1Y% 1 in H = D)5 Hn with eachH, = Ho and always

def

fi=0.
A couple of remarks seem to be absolutely imperative.

Remarkl1. The conclusion of Lemnial0 is a bit too condensed. Let us geawith some
hints to reading it. First of all the way of understanding theaning off,’s appearing in
(I, (1) and (V) should be as follows: také € Hp and definef, as a (one sided or two
sides, depending on circumstances) sequence having athtindinates zero except that of
numbem which is equal tof. Then, with a definition

def

D(E) =lin{fy; f €& c Ho, neZorne N depending on the cage

one has to guess thdd(T)) = D(Tw) = D(Ho) and D(Ty) = D(D(A)). Passing to
closures in (1), (I) and (IV) we check thak, as well asT,, are everywhere defined
bounded operators (use© p < 1) while T, is always unbounded (though satisfying
DT Tu) = DT ).

Remarkl2. To relate[(I1) toQqp) sete = 1, p= ygandT = 4/1- p’Swhen0<q< 1,
ande = -1,p* = ygandT = p~t4/p? - 1S* whenq > 1.

Positive definiteness from Qqp). The following formalism will be needed.

Proposition 13. If S satisfieg0q p) with O being invariant for both S and’Sthen

dicis o0 H ] qjokekes -k _—
'SIf = I i _
> g[k]q'[k]q[k]qs CcsTEL feD 1j=0L... (12)

3 In this matter we have implication$ 4nd % on p.[2.
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If, moreover, C> 0 then
2

p © P o
DS, S = ) [K! ZL‘J 25 Rg| . fo,... fpe D. (13)
i,j=0 k=0 i=o L™

All this under convention'S= (S*)' = Ofor | < Oand[ij]q =0forj>i.

Proor. Formula [(IR) is inl®, formula (35)]. Formula[(I3) is an immediate conse-
quence of[(IR). m]

As a direct consequence of Fact A ahd|(13) we get

Corollary 14. Suppose S satisfi€8 p) with D being invariant for S and Sas well as
Disacoreof S. IfC 0, then

p
DS, Sy 20, fo,...foe D, (PD)
i.j=0

A useful Lemma.

Lemma 15. Let g> 0. Consider following conditions:
(a) S satisfieg0qw) andD(S) = D(S*);
(b) N(S*) #{0}andforn=10,1,...
fe N(S) = S"feD(S), S"VfeDS) & S'SH = (n-1)S"2f;  (14)
(c) thereis f# Osuch thatS"f € D(S),n=0,1,... andS™f 1L S"for m# n.
Then(a) = (b) = (c).

Proor. (2) = (b). The polar decomposition f&" is S* = V|S*| whereV is a partial
isometry with the initial spac®(|S*|) and the final spacg(S S"). SupposeV(S*) = {0}.
Then, becaus¢V(V) = R(S*)* = N(S*) = N(SS) = N(S*), V is unitary. Since
S = |S*|V*, from 5 we getV|S*[2V* = q|S*|? + |. Consequently, for the spectra we have
sp(S*|) € gsp(S*|) + 1 c [0, +o0) which is an absurd. Thu§'(S*) # {0}.

We show [[I#) by induction. Of coursa((S*) c D(S) = D(S*), which establishes
(I4) forn = 0. SupposeV(S*) c D(S") andS*S™1f = (n - 1)S"2f. Then, forg €
D(S) = D(S"),

(S*S™1f,S*g) = (n— 1)(S™2f, S*g). (15)
Because alread$™2f ¢ D(S) = D(S**), we have

- - S'S™f,S'g) < Clgl. (16)

Because&s(™V e D(S) = D(S*), we can useqy) SO as to get
(S"f,S g = (SS"Vf,Sg = (5'SMD, 5*) 4 (SOVF gy,
This, by [16), impliesS"f € D(S*) = D(S) and, consequently, by (115), gives BsS"f =
nS"1f which completes the induction argument. Now a straightésdhapplication of
(@A) givesS"(N(S*)) c D(S) N D(S*) forn=0,1,....
(b) = (c). Take anyf € N(S*) and using[(14) and {12) write
min{m,n}
(S, SM) = (ST fy= > [Kg! [m] H (SMWCks ™R £y —0  m>n,
k=0 Klq tklq
m]
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A matrix formation. Suppose] > 0 andS is a weighted shift with respect ted,’
with the weights {/[k + 1]q)>,- With

So=S, SnEqV%S, Dy /[n]q diag@/?)2, n=1,2... (17)
the matrix
So D1 0 O

0 S D 0
(18)
0 0 S, Ds

defines an operatdy in EB;":O Hn, Hn = H, with domain composed of all tho@nzo fn
for which f, = 0 but a finite number ofi's. This matrix, for the familiar creation operator
was set out inZ1].

First we need to determir®(N*) and relate it taD(N). If 0 < g < 1 then eaclb, is
bounded. In that case Remark 9[B{] gives us

D(N*) = @ D(SY). (19)
n=0

If > 1 then eacl8,D,? is bounded. According to Proposition 4.5 ] and Corollary

8 in[20] we can deducd (19) as well. In either case, what we get isdfeénd of N can

be taken as a matrix of adjoints (which is rather an exceptioase). Because the same
argument concerning the adjoint of a matrix operator appl@mv toN* we can assert that
the closure operation for the operatérgoes entrywise as well. Now, due to the fact that
the apparent norm equality fof andN* holds onD(N), we get essential normality of.
Consequently,

S is subnormal and\ is its tight and«—tight normal extension. (20)

Subnormality in the g-oscillator

The case ofS bounded. The next says a little bit more about boundedness of solu-
tions of Og.p).

Proposition 16. Suppose S is bounded and satis{i@gp). (a) If g < 0 then||S|| >
(L-q) Y2 (b)If 0<g<1then|S||<(1-q)¥2 (c)If g> 1thennosuchan$S exists.

Proor. For (a) look at||S fl|> = ||If||> + qIIS*f|I? > |If|[> + qlS|?lIf]|?, for (b) do at
IS fII> = 111 + alIS* fII < IfI* + alISIPIfII%. For (c) write[|S fil* = [If||* + qlIS*f|I* >
qllSI? 11> which gives 1> g. The case of] = 1 is excluded by the well known result of
Winter. O

The case of g 0. Here we get at once

Corollary 17. For g < 0 the only bounded operator S with noi|| = (1 - g)~2
satisfying(Oq,p) is that given byI0).

Proor. By Propositioi 16 (a) and Propositioh 3 @)|p is hyponormal. On the other
hand, by Proposition 4 (b) and (§)p is hyponormal too. Propositidh 6 makes the conclu-
sion. O
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Pauli matrices, which are neither hyponormal nor cohyprmxﬂ, provide an example
of operators satisfyingd_1,0p) With norm 1> 272 = (1 — g)~Y/2. Are there bounded
operators satisfyingdgop) With norm not to be equal (+ g)~Y/2 for arbitraryq < 0,
different from-1 say?

The case oD < g < 1. We list two results which hold in this case

Proposition 18. Suppose S satisfi§€8yp) with D dense inH. If 0 < g < 1, then the
following facts are equivalent

(i) S is bounded angS|| < (1 - q)~Y3;
(i) S is bounded,;
(iif) S is subnormal;

(iv) S is hyponormal.

Proor. Because of conclusion (a) of Propositidn 4 the only renngjrinplication to
argue for is (ii)= (iii). But, in virtue of (13), this comes out from the Halm&sam
characterizatior] of subnormality of bounded operators. O

Theorem 19. If 0 < g < 1, then the following facts are equivalent

(i) there is an orthonormal basi&),, in H such that Sg= /[n+ 1]q€n1, N =
01,...;
i) S isirreducibld, satisfief0q p) With someD dense inH, is bounded an{S|| =
(ii) a
(1-97Y%
(i) S isirreducible, satisfie@)q ) with someD dense irH, is bounded andS|| <
(1-97%
(iv) S isirreducible, satisfie)q ) with someD dense i/ and is bounded;
(v) S isirreducible, satisfies with somiedense i (Oq,p) and is subnormal;
(vi) S isirreducible, satisfie@)y p) with someD dense irf and is hyponormal.

Proor. Propositiof IB establishes the equivalence of (i) up tp (v

Because sup/[n+1]g; n > 0} = (L - g)! and forS as being a weighted shift
ISIl = sug y/[n+ 1], n> 0}, we get (i)= (ii).

Assume (iv). Becaus®(S) = D(S*), condition (c) of Lemm&15 let calculate the
weights of S while starting withey € N(N*). BecauseS is irreducible the sequence
(én)y, is complete. This establishes (j). O

Remark20. From Theoreri 19 and Examjale 5 we get that there are twoffefdnt nature,
solutions of Oq.p). Is there any other at all?

The case of ¢ 1. No bounded solution exits at all, cf. Proposition 16 part (c)
Let us memorize what is known already in the bounded caseddfptiowing tableau.

4 An operatorA is said to becohyponormalf A* is hyponormal; for unbounded this may not be the same
asA*|p(a) to be hyponormal.

5 Let us recall relevant definitions: a subspdge- D(A) is invariantfor Aif AD c D; Alp stands for the
restriction ofAto D. On the other hand, elosedsubspacel is invariant for A if A(L N D(A)) c D(A); then
the restrictionAl ¢ d=efA|mz>(A). A step further, a closed subspaeeducesan operatoA if both £ and £+ are
invariant forA as well asPD(A) c D(A), whereP is the orthogonal projection off onto £; all this is the same
as to requird® A c AP. Then the restrictiod\[ , is called gpart of Ain L. Aisirreducible if it has no nontrivial
reducing subspace. Comparing to the more familiar case wided operators some nuances become requisite
here. Therefore, if reducesA, then(Al ;) = A_FL and Arg)* = A"z
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g<0 |0<g<1l| 1xq
SOME| SOME
normal general Exa[10 Exa[I0
) ) SOME
unilat. shift Th.[13
) ) NONE | NONE
subnormal | bilat. shift Exall Exall
SOME | SOME NONE
others ExalB Exal[B Prop.[I6(a)
. ) SOME
unilat. shifts Th.[I9
) ] NONE | NONE
hyponormal| bilat. shift Exall Exall
SOME | SOME
other Exal3 Exa[B

The case ofS unbounded.

The case of g 0. There is no hope to look for subnormal solutions @ ¢,) among
weighted shifts, neither one- nor two-sided.

The only one-sided weighted shifts satisfyirfd, 6p) are for-1 < g < 0 and they are
given as in (i) of Theoreiin 19. They are apparently not hyparab(their weights are not
increasing).

The only two-sided weighted shifts which satisfp) are those of Examplé 7. They
are normal bilateral weighted shifts. So if there are sulmaboperators satisfying op)
they must not be weighted shifts or bounded operators of tessor equal (+ g)~Y/2, cf.
Corollary1T.

The case of0 < g < 1. LemmalID does not leave any hope subnormal solutions
different than those in Theorém| 19 but they must necessarily inededal.

The case of ¢ 1. This is the right case for unbounded solutions to exist.

Theorem 21. For a densely defined closable operator S in a complex HilbpaiceH
consider the following conditions

(i) H is separable and there is an orthonormal basis in it of thenf¢e,}” , con-
tained inD(S) and such that

S_e1=,/[n+1]qen+1, n=0,1,...; (22)

(i) S isirreducible, satisfie®)qp) with someD being invariant for S and Sand
being a core of S, and S issubnormal operator having a tight ane-tight
normal extension;

(iii) S is irreducible, satisfie®)q p) with someD being a core of both S and*S

(iv) S isirreducible, satisfieqw) andD(S) = D(S*);

(v) S isirreducible, satisfie@qw) with D(S) N D(S*) being dense ifH, N(S*) #

{0} andS"(N(S*)) c D(S) N D(S*) forn=0,1,....
Then(i) = (i) = (i) = (v) = () = ().
Proor. The implication (i) = (ii) comes out from[(Z210). Propositién 1 leads us from

(ii) to (iii), from there using Lemma_15 comes it up to (v). Nolike in the proof of
Theoreni IB, calculating the weights rounds up the chain pfigations. m]
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Now we visualize this section findings in the following tadle

g<0 |0<qg<l1 1<q
NONE
normal general Prop [
unilat. shift
. . NONE
subnormal | bilat. shift Exall
NONE | NONE
others Prop[3(b) | Prop[3(a)
unilat. shifts
. . NONE
hyponormal| bilat. shift Prop3(b)
MAY
others Prop[3(a)&(b)

The g oscillator: models in RKHS
A general look at. A reproducing kernel Hilbert spadd and its kerneK which suits
our considerations is of the form

+00
K(z,w)":e‘chz”w“, zweD, D=CorD={z |4<R<1}. (22)
n=0

Notice (1/CrZ"); % is an orthonormal basis ofl.
The following fact comes out, as a byproduct, from some gamesults on subnor-
mality in [16]; we give here amd hocargument. Let us make a shorthand notation

H c L2(C, u) isometrically. (23)

Proposition 22. There is a measure such that(23) holds if and only if there is a Stieltjes
moment sequendan);*; such that

n:
anm=cl, n=01,... (24)

If this happens than a measygecan be chosen to be rotationally invari&hthat is such
thatu(€'o) = u(o) for all t's and o”'s.

Proor. Suppose[(23) to hold. Becausg/@,Z")}% is an orthonormal sequence in
L%(C, 1), we have
cl= f |Z%u(dz), n=0,1,...
C
Let m, be the measure on [@c) transported fromu via the mappingC 3 z — |4 €
[0, +o0). Then
"

wf [ ) = [ u, n=o.. (25)

satisfies[(Z4) as well as the sequergg;(}, is a Stielties moment sequence.

6 Orradial as some authors say.
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If (an)5y is any Stielties moment sequence with a representing measand satis-
fying (24) then the rotationally invariant measure

21 +00
(o) Z(2n)t f f Xo(re€Ym(dr)dt, o Borel subset of (26)
0 0
makes the imbedding(23) happen. O

Theorem 23. Under the circumstances d?ropositiorf 2Rthere exists a not rotationally
invariant measure such thai23) holds if and only if there is a sequen(@g);.<; satisfying
(24) which is not Stieltjes determinate.

Proor. Suppose[(23) withu not rotationally invariant and define{); % as in [25).
Thus there is and € R such thau(r) # u(€ St) for some subset of C; maker maximal
closed with respect to this property. bebe a measure 0@ transported fronu via the
rotationz — e~ Szand letm, be the the measure on, [B) constructed frony in the way
m, was fromy, cf. (28). Because, what is a matter of straightforwardudation, m, and
m, differ on{|Z; z € 7}, we get indeterminacy o) % at once.

The other way around, ify, andm, are two diferent measures on,[@) representing
the Stieltjies moment sequenag)(>) satisfying [2#), then the measyren C defined by

a +00 21 +00
W) =@ s [t [ xotredmen +@-9 [ o [ vt dsmeen)
0 0 a 0
o Borel subsetof, 0<s<1, 0<a<2r
is not rotationally invariant while stil[{23) is maintaide O

Résune. Define two linear operatodl andDg acting on functions

1@Q-1@ g x1
M@ Ezi@, (DHEE! e 1
(M@ =21, (DqF)(2 (2 fq=1
It turns out that fora, = M anda_ = Dq the commutation relatiofi(1) is always satisfied.
What Bargmann did ind] was to find, forq = 1, a Hilbert space of entire functions such
thatM andD; are formally adjoint. This for arbitrarg > O leads to the reproducing kernel
Hilbert spaceH, of analytic functions with the kernel

(27)

def

Kizw) =eg((1-g)zw) zwe |1-g 2w,
where
{z 142<1 if0O<g<1
C ifg>1
Under these circumstances we always have
<Zm, Zn>7—{q = 6mn[m]q|

and the operatd = M act as a weighted shift with the weightg/[n + 1],) as in Sample
Theorem on p]1.

Our keynote, subnormality d#l now means precisely_(23) with someis retained.
Here we have three qualitativelyffirent situations:

(a) for 0 < g < 1 the multiplication operatoM is bounded and subnormal, this
implies uniqueness qf;

(b) forg = 1the multiplication operatoris unbounded and subnorrniajs a normal
extension of cyclic type in the sense df/] and consequently is uniquely
determined as well;
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(c) for g > 1 the multiplication operator is unbounded and subnormdias no
normal extension of cyclic type in the sense [@¥][though it does plenty of
those of spectral type in the sense [d7][ which are not unitary equivaledﬁ;
explicit example of such, based @],[can be found in1g] (one has to replacg
by g~* there to get the commutation relatién (1) satisfied), aniexgixample of
non radially invariant measugeis struck out in[g] and it also comes out from

Theoreni 2B.

The author’s afterword. The fundamentals of this paper have been presented on

several occasions for the last couple of years, recentlyeaBedlewo 9th Worksholdon-
commutative Harmonic Analysis with Applications to Proitigh It was Marek Bozejko's
contagious enthusiasm what catalysed converting at lostghig distracted notes into a
cohesive exposition.
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