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Operator Bezoutiant and Roots of Entire
Functions, Concrete Examples

L.A. Sakhnovich

Abstract

In this paper we use the Bezoutiant method to describe the con-
ditions under which two entire functions have not common roots. We
apply the general results to concrete examples. In particular we con-
sider the Bessel functions.
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1 Introduction

The matrix Bezoutiant is used in order to define the number of common
zeroes of two polynomials f(z) and g(z). M.G. Krein extended the notion of
Bezoutiant to entire functions of the form

F(z)=1+ /w o (t)dt, ®(t)eL(0,w). (1.1)

The result by M.G.Krein was not published and I became acquainted with it
from the manuscript given to me by M.G.Krein in 1974. In 1976 I. Gohberg
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and G. Heinig published the article [4], in which deduced Krein’s theorem
and generalized it for the matrix functions F'(z) of type (1.1). In the same

1976 we extended the Krein’s theorem to the class of functions of the form
[7]:

F(z)=1+iz /w ¢ o(t)dt, D(t)EL(0,w). (1.2)

Later in the Bezoutiant theory a number of important and interesting re-
sults was published (see[3],[5]). In particular these results established the
connection between the two following problems:

Problem 1.1 7o find the number of common zeroes of the two entire func-
tions F1(z) and Fy(z).

Problem 1.2 To describe the dimension of the Bezoutiant kernel.

The Problem 1.2 is solved with the help of the finite number of arithmetic
actions which provides the effectiveness of the Bezoutiant approach when
Fi(z) and Fy(z) are polynomials and the corresponding Bezoutiant is a ma-
trix. In the operator case the situation is more complex. Up till now there
hasn’t been a single concrete example of effective application of the operator
Bezoutiant theory. The main aim of this work is the construction of such
examples. We apply the operator Bezoutiant theory to the entire functions
of the form

Fk(z) = /Oa 6iZt\I/k(t)dt. (13)

We investigate in detail a class Z of the functions Fi(z) of form (1.3) when
U, (t) is a polynomial with algebraic coefficients. We proved the following
assertion:

Theorem 1.3 Let the following conditions be fulfilled.
1.The functions Fy.(z) have the form (1.3).
2.

U, (2)£s(a — ) (1.4)

/a Uy (2)det0, k=1,2. (1.5)
0
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Then the corresponding functions Fy(z) and F»(Z) haven’t common zeroes.If
Uy (z)#V1(a — x), then the corresponding function Fi(z) hasn’t real zeroes
and hasn’t conjugate pairs of zeroes.

We shall use the following equality

) = / eIy (1)t = ¢~ / Wy (a — £)dt. (1.6)
0 0

Hence the next assertion is true.

Proposition 1.4 The functions F»(Z) and

Fyi(2) = /0 ’ e Wy(a — t)dt (1.7)

have the same zeroes.

Remark 1.5 It is important , that the function Fy1(z) belongs to the class
Z.

Example 1.6 Let VU(t) = t", where n>0 and integer. In this case we have
(see [2]):

dn
F(n,z) = —(—i)"ﬂﬁ[x_l(l — cosz — isinx)|€Z. (1.8)
Corollary 1.7 The different functions F(ny,z) and F(ns,z)) ,defined by

(1.8) haven’t common zeroes.

Example 1.8 Let U(t) = t"(a —t)™, where n and m are integer and n>0,
m>0. The corresponding function F(n,m, z) belongs to the class Z. Ifn =m

we have
F(n,n, 2) = /al(2/2)" "D J 0109 (2) €7, (1.9)

where I'(z) is Buler Gamma function, J,(z) is Bessel function. The functions
J,(z) form a subclass Zy of class Z.
For subclass Z1 the Theorem 1.8 has been well-known more than a hundred

years [6],[14].



Example 1.9 Open problem.
It is interesting to use our approach to the case

U(t) = "2 (q — t)" T2, (1.10)

where nand m are integer and n>0, m>0. The results of sections 2-5 are
true for case (1.10) too.

The class of Bessel functions Ji,)(z), where n is integer and n>0 can be
reduced to this case (see (1.9)). Let us formulate the famous Bourget’s
hypothesis [14]:

Bourget’s hypothesis Two functions J,(z) and J,,(z) ,where n#£m, haven’t
common zeroes other than the origin.

With the help of the Siegel theorem [12],[14] it was proved that the Bourget’s
hypothesis is true.

Now we formulate the generalized Bourget’s hypothesis

Generalized Hypothesis Let one of the following inequalities is true:
FEither ny#mgy or no#my. Two functions Fi(z) and Fy1(z) haven’t common
zeroes.

If ny#my,then the corresponding function Fi(z) hasn’t real zeroes and hasn’t
conjugate pairs of zeroes.

Remark 1.10 The functions F(z) from Ezamples 1.8 and 1.9 can be ez-
pressed in the terms of the confluent hypergeometric function ®(b, c, z), if we
use the representation [1]:

d(b,c,z) = L(e) >/016Zttb_1(1—t)c_b_1dt, (1.11)

CG)I(c—1b
where Rec > Reb > 0.

Let us briefly explain the structure of the paper.

In sections 1-4 we describe the main notions and results from paper [7] (see
8], Ch.5). In section 5 we construct for case (2.3) the operator Bezoutiant T°
in the explicit form. By this construction we use the methods of the operator
identities [5],[11]. This result gives an effective analytic method for solving
the formulated problems 1.1 and 1.2. Section 6 is contained the proof of
Theorem 1.3, and the investigation of Examples 1.6 and 1.8.
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2 Main notions

By [H;, Hy] we denote the set of linear bounded operators acting from the
Hilbert space H; into the Hilbert space Hs. The space of constant mx1
vectors we denote by G .Now we introduce the mxm matrix functions

Fi(z) = I, — 2P*(I — A2)™'11, (2.1)
Fy(2) = I, — 2Q*(I — Az) 'L (2.2)
Here the operators A, P, Q and II are such that A€[L? (0,w), L2 (0,w)],
Ie[G, L?,(0,w)], P*€[L?,(0,w),G], Q*€[L?,(0,w), G].
Let us note that the representation of the given matrix functions Fj(z) and
F5(z) is called the realization. The methods of realization are well-known
( see [9]).
Further we assume that the spectrum of the operator A coincides with zero.
Hence the functions Fj(z) and Fy(z) defined respectively by (2.1) and (2.2)
are entire matrix functions. Let us associate with pair Fj(z) and Fy(z) the
operator identity
TB — C*T = NyN7, (2.3)
where
B=A+1IP*, C=A+I11Q*, N;y=II"T. (2.4)
The operators B,C,T and Ny, N, are such that B, Ce€[L2 (0,a), L% (0,a)],
Te[L?,(0,a),L?(0,a)] and Ny, No€[G, L2 (0,a)]. We want to stress that
Ny, N3e[L2(0,a),G]; I*€[L3, (0, a), G].
By Ly we denote the kernel of T', by L; we denote the maximal invariant
subspace in respect to B such that

NiL, = 0. (2.5)
In paper [7] (see [8], Ch.5) we proved the following assertion.

Theorem 2.1 Let the following conditions be fulfilled :
1)Relations (2.3), (2.4) are true.
2)If M is an invariant subspace in respect to A* and if ®*M = 0 then M = 0.
In this case the equality
Li=1Lr (2.6)

18 valid.



Proof. Equalities (2.3), (2.4) imply that
LreKer Ny. (2.7)
It follows from relation (2.3) that
TBf =0, feLp, (2.8)
i.e. the subspace Ly is B invariant. Hence in view of (2.3) we have
Lrel,. (2.9)

Operator identity (2.3) implies that the subspace H; = T'L; is C* invariant.
Due to (2.5) the relation II*H; = 0 is valid. It means that on the subspace
H, the operators C* and A* coincide. Using condition 2) of the theorem we
deduce the equality H; = 0, i.e.

Lielr. (210)
The assertion of the theorem follows directly from (2.9) and (2.10). W

Example 2.2 Let us consider the extreme case, when T = 0. In view of
relation (2.4) we have Ny = 0.1t means that Ly = Ly = L2 (0,w).

Example 2.3 Let us consider another extreme case, when P = Q =0 and
Af = z/ ft)at, f(x)eL*(0,a). (2.11)
0

In this case we have "
(A— A%)f = z/ ()t (2.12)
0
It follows from (2.12) that
T:[, ng:g, Ngg:’ég, gGGl. (213)

We see that Ly = 0.1t is well-known ([13],Ch.11) that the operator A,defined
by relation (2.11), hasn’t invariant subspaces orthogonal to 1. Hence L; = 0,
i.e. we have again the equality L; = L.
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3 Properties of the operator B

Further we consider only the case when dimG = 1.
In this section we formulate the well-known properties of the operator B (see

[7],[5])-

Proposition 3.1 If z is a reqular point of (I — Az)™' and F7'(2) then z is
a reqular point of (I — Bz)™! and

(I —Bz) ' = (I —Az2) '+ 2(I — A2)'IHFTH(2)PH(I — A2)™ (3.1)
Remark 3.2 In view of (2.4) and (3.1) we have
(I — B2) "I = (I — A2) 'TIF (). (3.2)

Proposition 3.3 The following relation

(B — 2Pt = zp:(A — 2zD)PTIPY(B — zI)* + (A — 2I)PH! (3.3)

s=0

18 true.

Let A be an eigenvalue of operator B and let f, be a corresponding root
vector , i.e.

(B AP, =0, (B— AP0 (3.4
Equation (3.3) implies that

p

fo=> (A= X)"""h,, (3.5)
s=0
where
hs = =ILP*(B — \)® f,. (3.6)

Let us now consider the chain of the root vectors
S = (B — )‘)kfpa 0 < k<p. (3.7)
It follows from (3.3) and (3.7) that

p—Fk

fook =D (A= A)""hey. (3.8)

s=0



In view of (3.8) we have

fo=(A=AD)""h, (3.9)

where
h, = —ILP*f;. (3.10)
(I — Bz) "I = (I — A2) 'TIF ' (2). (3.11)

Proposition 3.4 If the operators A and B do not have common eigenvalues
then
P* o540, (3.12)

Let 1 be an eigenvalue of the operator C' and let g, be the root vector of the
order . The following statement is true .

Proposition 3.5 If the operators A and C' do not have common eigenvalues
then

Q" go#0. (3.13)

4 The explicit form of Bezoutiant

In this section we construct the operator Bezoutiant 7" in the explicit form.
Let us consider the entire functions

Fk(z):/oaeiztmdt, J(k=1,2), Wu(t)eL(0,a). (4.1)

From relation (4.1) we obtain that

Fi(z)=1 +z’z/ e dy(t)dt, (4.2)
0
where ) " "
By(t) = — / Uy(s)ds, Ry — / U (u)du. (4.3)
Ry J, 0

Further we suppose that
Ry#£0, k=1,2. (4.4)



Formula (4.2) can be represented in the form
Fi(2) =1— 2P (I — A2) ™1, (4.5)

where the operator A is defined by relation (2.12) and

P =i [ . (4.6)
0
We use here the equality
(I — Az)™ "1 = e, (4.7)
We choose o and f so that @ + #£0 and put
My (z) = Oo(x) — BMy(x), My(z) = [Po(z)+Pi(a —x)—1]/(a+ ). (4.8)

To the pair of functions Fj(z) and Fy(z) we assign the operator T acting in
L*(0,a) and defined by formulas (see [7]):

- / 1) (4.9)
where -
1 Pl sy —t s—ax+t
O(z,t) = 3 /Ht Q( 5 5 )ds, (4.10)
Qz,t) = My(a —t)My(x) + [1 — My(a — t)|Ma(x). (4.11)
We introduce the matrices
A(z) = [My(x),1 — My(z)], B(x)=col[M;(x), Ma(x)]. (4.12)

It follows from (4.3),(4.8) and (4.12) that A(0) = 0, B(2) = 0. Using
formulas (4.9)-(4.12) we represent the operator 7" in the form

Tf:c/oaf(t)U(:):,t)dt, - —m#), (4.13)

where

Uz,t) = /ta[\lfg(a —s5)Ui(a—s5—x+1t)— Uy(s+x —t)T(s)]ds, (4.14)
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when (z < t) and

U(a:,t):/ta _x[\lfg(a—s)\lfl(a—s—x—l—t)—\lfg(s%—x—t)ﬁ(s)]ds, (4.15)

when (z > t).

Proposition 4.1 Let the condition Vi (x)€L(0,a) (k=1,2) be fulfilled. Then
the operator T' defined by formulas (4.13) — (4.15) is bounded in the space
L?(0,a)

Proof. Using formula
Ui(s) =0, s¢[0,d] (4.16)

we extend the functions Wy (s). It follows from (4.14) and (4.15) that
|U(x,t)|<h(x —t) , where

h(z) = /Oa[|\112(a —s)Vi(a—s—x)|+|Vs(s+ x)mﬂds, |z|<a. (4.17)

It is easy to see that

/a h(z)dr < oo. (4.18)

a

Hence the operator T'is bounded. The proposition is proved. W

In paper [7] the following relations are deduced:
TB, — BiT = N,N7, (4.19)
where
By = A+TIP;, Nog=—i(@+ B)Ma(x)g, Nig=M(a—1x)g. (4.20)
A direct calculation shows that
T*1 = My(a — 2). (4.21)
Relation (4.21) can be written in the form (see (2.4)):
N; = II"T. (4.22)
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Now let us consider the function
FQJ(Z) = FQ(E)emz =1 + ZZ/ €i2tq)271(t)dt, (423)
0
where
Dy1(t) =1 — Py(a—1t). (4.24)
It follows from relations (4.8) and (4.24) that
(I)l(t) — @271(15) = (Oé + B)Mg(a — ZL’) (425)

Taking into account relations (4.19) and (4.20)we deduce that the functions
Fi(z) and F; (%) satisfy all the conditions of Theorem 4.2. We note that the
zeros of functions F5(Z) and Fh(z) coincide. Hence the following statement
1s true.

Theorem 4.2 Let the condition Vi(x)eL(0,a) be fulfilled and dimLy =
N < oo, where the operator T is defined by formulas (4.13) - (4.15). Then
the number of common zeroes of Fy(z) and Fy1(z) is equal to N as well.

Remark 4.3 It is important that the operator T is constructed in the terms
of the given functions Fy(z) and Fy(z),i.e in terms of U1(z) and Va(x).

5 Classes of entire functions without com-

morn zeroes

Example 5.1 Let the functions \If,(gp)(x) (k=1,2; 0<p<@+1) be con-
tinuous. Then the relation

d@+1 a
Tt (Lf) = L(D)f(z) + /0 fOWV (@ —t) + Wz, t)dt  (5.1)

18 true.

Here the kernel W (x,t) is continuous and the kernel V(x —t) and the differ-
ential operator L(D) are defined by the relations

Vi) = > (=DM ) e (0) + 7 ()0 (0 — u)(-1)@)],  (5.2)
p+k=Q
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LD)y= Y (-1 0)(0) + 05 (a) 0P (a)(-1)®)]D*. (5.3)

p+k+s=Q—1

We denote by D the operator D = % and by r the order of the differ-
ential operator L(D) defined by relation(5.3). If r = 0 then L(D)f(z) =
af(r), «7#0.In view of (5.1) the following assertion is true.

Proposition 5.2 If the order r of the differential operator L(D) is non-
negative, then dimLy < oo and the number of common zeroes of the corre-
sponding functions Fy(z) and Fy1(z) is equal to N = dimLy < oo.

Example 5.3 Let us consider the case when
Uy (z) = Uy(a — z) (5.4)

In this case we have

FQ(E) = 6_izaF1(Z). (55)
Using relations (5.13)-(5.15) and (5.5) we obtain the following assertion.

Proposition 5.4 If relation (5.4) is true,then all the zeroes of the corre-
sponding functions Fy(z) and Fy1(2) coincide and T =0, Ly = L*(0,a).

Example 5.5 Let us consider the important special case when

Qk
\I/k(l’) = Z bkml’p, thk?ﬁO. (56)
p=0

Now we shall formulate and prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 5.6 Let the following conditions be fulfilled.
1.The functions V(x) have the form (5.6),where

Q= Q1>Qs. (5.7)
2.
Uy (x)#Ws(a — x) (5.8)
3. )
/ Uy (x)dz#0, k=1,2. (5.9)
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Without loss of generality we shall suppose that

/ Up(e)de =1, k=12 (5.10)
0

4.The numbers a and b, are algebraic.

5. The orderr of the corresponding differential operator L(D) is non-negative.
Then the corresponding functions Fy(z) and Fy1(z) haven’t common zeroes.If
Uy (2)#£V1(a — ), then the corresponding function Fi(z) hasn’t real zeroes
and hasn’t conjugate pairs of zeroes.

Proof. It follows from paper [7] that there exists such z; that T'f; = 0,
where f; = e*. Hence we have (see(5.1)):

L(z)f;(x /f] V(e — t)dt = 0. (5.11)

As the Volterra operator Ty f = [° f(¢)V (z—t)dt can not have the eigenvalues
different from the zero therefore

D(z) = 0. (5.12)

Using relations (5.11), (5.12) and Titchmarsh’s theorem (see [13],Ch.11) we
deduce that
V(u)=0. (5.13)

Now we write the following equality (see[2]):

A

T [z7!(1 — cosax — isinax)]. (5.14)
x

F(m,z) = / et dt = —(—i)™t!
0
The functions Fj(z) can be represented in the form
Fy(z) = P(z)cosaz + Q(z)sin(az) + R(z), (5.15)

where P(z), (z) and (z) are rational functions with algebraic coefficients.
The equation Fj(z) = 0 is equivalent to the equation

P(2)(1 —t*) +2Q(2)t + R(2)(1 +t*) = 0, (5.16)
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where ¢ = tgaz/2. According to relation (5.12) the common zero z; of the
equations Fi(z) = 0 and Fb;(z) is an algebraic number. Relation (5.16)
implies that ¢ = tgaz;/2 is algebraic number too. This fact contradicts to
the following well-known assertion (see [12],[14]):

If zj is an algebraic number then tgaz;/2 is a transcendental number.
Hence the assertion of the theorem is true. W

Proposition 5.7 Let conditions 1-4 of Theorem 5.6 be fulfilled. Then dimLy =
0 and the corresponding functions Fy(z) and Fy(z) haven’t common zeroes.If
Uy (z)#£V1(a — x), then the corresponding function Fi(z) hasn’t real zeroes
and hasn’t conjugate pairs of zeroes.

Proof. We assume that condition 5 of Theorem 5.6 is not valid, i.e L(D) =
0. If dimLz > 0,then according to Titchmarsh theorem (see [13],Ch.11) we
have V(u)=0. It follows from (5.11) that
Cgc%—tll(Tf) = 0,i.e. Tf is a polynomial in respect to z of the order ). Now
we use the relations T'1 = My(z), where My(z) is a polynomial of the order
P<@). Then we obtain

dQ+1 d@

From the last relation we deduce that Ms(x) is a polynomial of the order
P<@ — 1. By repeating the procedure we have My(x) = 0. Due to (5.8)
the relation ®9(z) = 1 — ®y(a — ) holds,jie. (1/R2)Vs(z) = (1/Ry) =
Uy (a — x). The last relation contradicts the condition 2 of Theorem 5.6. Hence
the Proposition is true. W

Example 5.8 Let us consider the special case of functions of the form (5.6):
Up(z) =2 (a—x)™, k=12 0<z<a. (5.17)
We assume that my and n; are non-negative integer and
Q=01 =m +n1>2Q = my + ny. (5.18)
Remark 5.9 If the relations

ny = mea, myp = Ny. (519)
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are true,then V,(z) = Vi(a — x).Hence the zeroes of the corresponding func-
tions F1(z) and Fy1(z) coincide.

Theorem 5.10 Let relations (5.17) and (5.18) be true.If either one or both
of equalities (5.19) are not valid ,then the order r of the corresponding dif-
ferential operator L(D) is defined by the relation

r =max{n; —my — 1,m; —ny — 1}>0. (5.20)

Proof. Let us represent the differential operator L(D) in the form L(D) =
Li(D) + Ly(D),where

L(D)= > (=) o)Dr, (5.21)
ptk+s=N—1
LyD)= Y v (@) (a)(-1)PD". (5.22)

The order of Li(D) is defined by the relation 7, = n; — ms — 1. This result
follows from formula (5.21) and the equalities r = N — 1 —p —k, p =
mg, k = mq. In the same way we have ro, = m; — ny — 1. In this case we
use the equalities p = ny, k& = n;. The theorem is proved for the case when
r1#ry. Let us consider now the case when r = r; = ry. The coefficients by
D" in L; and Ly are respectively

Bl - (—1)N+1a"1+"2m2!m1!, BQ = (—1)"2am1+m2n2!n1! (523)

The relations ny + ny = mq + mo and ma!lmy!#nslng! imply that B; +
B57#0.The theorem is proved. W

According to Theorems 5.6 and Proposition 5.7 the following statement
is true.

Corollary 5.11 Let the conditions of Theorem 5.10 be fulfilled. Then all the
zeroes of the corresponding functions Fy(z) and Fy;1(z) haven’t common ze-
roes. If ni#my ,then the corresponding function Fy(z) hasn’t real zeroes and
hasn’t conjugate pairs of zeroes.
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Example 5.12 Let us consider the case when
my=mg =0, ni#ny, a=1. (5.24)

In this case we have (see [2]):

Fu(2) = —(=i

dr [27(1 — cosx — isinx)], k=1,2. (5.25)

Corollary 5.13 Let the conditions (5.24) be fulfilled. Then the correspond-
ing functions F,,(z) and F,,(z) havent common zeroes. The corresponding
function Fy(z) hasn’t real zeroes and hasn’t conjugate pairs of zeroes.

Remark 5.14 Using relation (1.11) we can reformulate Corollaries 5.11 and
5.13 in the terms of hypergeometric function ®(b,c, z).

Example 5.15 Let us consider the case when

mp =mny, Mo =ng, Ni1F£ng, a=2. (5.26)
In this case we have (see [1]):

Fi(2) = VAl (z/2) YD T 10y (2), (5.27)

where I'(z) is Euler Gamma function, J,(z) is Bessel function. It follows
from (5.27) that the zeroes of F(z) and Ji,,11/2)(2) other than the origin
coincide. In case (5.26) we have Fj(z) = Fi(Z). Using this fact we deduce
the well-known assertion (see [1],[14]):

Corollary 5.16 The functions J,, 1/2)(2) and Ju,41/2)(2) haven’t common
zeroes other than the origin.

Now we consider the functions of the class (1.3), where W(¢) is a polynomial,
but we don’t assume that the coefficients of W(¢) are algebraic numbers.
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Theorem 5.17 Let the following conditions be fulfilled.

1.The functions V(x) have the form (5.6),where

Q= Q1>Qs.
Uy (2)£V2(a — 2)

/ Uy (z)dz#0, k=1,2.

0
Without loss of generality we shall suppose that

/ Up(z)de =1, k=12,
0

V (u)Z0.

(5.28)

(5.29)

(5.30)

(5.31)

(5.32)

Then the corresponding functions Fy(z) and Fy1(z) haven’t common zeroes.If
Uy (z)#£V1(a — x), then the corresponding function Fi(z) hasn’t real zeroes

and hasn’t conjugate pairs of zeroes.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.6 we deduce equality (5.13) which

contradicts condition 4 of the theorem. It proves the theorem. W
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