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INSTABILITY INTERVALS OF THE WHITTAKER-HILL
OPERATOR

XU-DAN LUO

ABSTRACT. The Hill operator admits a band gap structure. As a special case,
like the Mathieu operator, one has only open gaps, however, the instabil-
ity intervals of the Whittaker-Hill operator may be open or closed. In 2007,
P. Djakov and B. Mityagin gave the asymptotics of band gaps for a special
Whittaker-Hill operator [P. Djakov and B. Mityagin, J. Funct. Anal., 242,
157-194 (2007).]. In this paper, a more general Whittaker-Hill operator is
considered and the asymptotics of the instability intervals are studied.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The Floquet (Bloch) theory indicates that the spectrum of the Schrédinger op-
erator
(1.1) Lf:=—f"(z)+v(z)f(z), z€R

with a smooth real-valued periodic potential v(x) has a band gap structure. If we
further assume that v(x) is of periodic w and set

viz) =— Z 6., cos(2nx) — Z Om sin(2ma),
n=1 m=1

where 6,, and ¢,,, are real, then (L) can be written as:

(1.2) Lf:=—f"(z)- Z 0,, cos(2nz) + Z ¢m sin(2mz) | f(z).

n=1 m=1
Moreover, there are [3] two monotonically increasing infinite sequence of real num-
bers
,\37 ,\IQ ,\;7 e
and
)\1_, )\2_’ )\3_, .
such that the Hill equation

(1.3) Lf =\f

has a solution of period 7 if and only if A = A}, n=0,1,2,---, and a solution of
semi-period 7 (i.e., f(x +7) = —f(x)) if and only if A\ =X, n=1,2,3,---. The

n
At and A, satisfy the inequalities
M <A KA KA KA <A <A <A <A <

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary : 34L15; 41A60; 47E05.
Key words and phrases. The Whittaker-Hill operator; Instability intervals; Asymptotics.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.09575v1

2 XU-DAN LUO

and the relations

lim A =00, lim A\, = cc.
n—00 n—00

Besides, v, := (A, —A,) for odd n and 7, := (A} —A\f_,) for even n are referred
to as band gaps or instability intervals, where n > 1.

It is well-known that there is an extensive theory for the Mathieu operator, where
the potential v(z) is a single trigonometric function, i.e.,

(1.4) v(x) = —Bcos 2.

Ince [5] proved that all instability intervals of the Mathieu operator are open,
i.e., no closed gaps for the Mathieu operator. In 1963, Levy and Keller [6] gave
the asymptotics of v, = v,(B), i.e., for fixed n and real nonzero number B, when
B —0,

8 B\"
(1.5) Yn = m : <§) (1+0(B)).

18 years later, Harrell [4] gave the asymptotics of the band gaps of the Mathieu
operator for fixed B and n — oo, i.e.,

10 xS (B) (a0 (L))

Compared with the Mathieu potential, the band gaps for the Whittaker-Hill
potential

(1.7) v(z) = —(Bcos2z + C cos4x)

may be open or closed. Specifically, if B = 4at and C = 202, for any real o and
natural number ¢, it is already known that for odd ¢t = 2m+1, all the even gaps are
closed except the first m, but no odd gap disappears; similarly, for even ¢t = 2m,
except for the first m, all the odd gaps are closed, but even gaps remain open (see
Theorem 11, [I] and Theorem 7.9, [1]).

In 2007, P. Djakov and B. Mityagin (see [2]) gave the asymptotics of the in-
stability intervals for the above special Whittaker-Hill potential, namely, for real
B,C # 0, B = 4at and C = 20?2, they have the following results, where either both
a and t are real numbers if C' > 0 or both « and ¢ are pure imaginary numbers if
C <.

Theorem 1.1 ([2]). Let v, be the n—th band gap of the Whittaker-Hill operator
(1.8) Lf = —f" — [4at cos 22 + 2a? cos 4z] f,

where either both o and t are real, or both are pure imaginary numbers. If t is fized
and o — 0, then for even n

8a™ n/2 9 9
(1.9) Tn = 2 (n =D kl;[l(t - (2k=1)%)| (1 + O(«a)),
and for odd n
(n—1)/2

(1.10) o = 2[(8;‘“7_3),] [T - en?) a+o().

k=1
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Theorem 1.2 ([2]). Let v, be the n—th band gap of the Whittaker-Hill operator
(1.11) Lf = —f" — [4at cos 22 + 2a? cos 4z] f,

where either both a and t # 0 are real, or both are pure imaginary numbers. Then
the following asymptotic formulae hold for fixed o, t and n — oo:
for even n

- 8la" T logn
(1.12) %—W’COS (Et)’ [HO( n ﬂ
and for odd n

(1.13) Vn = %2 ‘sm (g )‘ [1 +0 <1Oin)] ,
where 2m —1)'=1-3---2m—-1), (2Cm)!!=2-4---(2m).

In this paper, a more general Whittaker-Hill operator
(1.14) L = —D?* + (bg™ cos 2z + cq™? cos 4x)

is considered and the asymptotics of the instability intervals are derived, where b,
¢, ¢, my and mo are real. Our theorems are stated as follows, in particular, we can
deduce P. Djakov and B. Mityagin’s results by choosing m; = 1, ma = 2, b = —4at
and ¢ = —2a2.

Theorem 1.3. Let the Whittaker-Hill operator be
(1.15) Ly = —y" + (bg™" cos 2z + cq"™* cos 4z)y,

where b, ¢ and q are real. If ¢ — 0 and my, ms are positive real parameters, then
one of the following results holds:
(1) when my > 732,
(i)
32 (g)™ - g™

1.16 = O gm2(m=3)+m
(1.16) 2 ‘ 2 (m — DIE | (4 ):
(ii)
m 2m, — 22 |bcqml+m2| 2m erz
(1.17) n = g™+ 0™ ), 3= + 0T,
(1.18)
c\m—1 8 1

me1=|(= chegmem=D+mi 2 ) 7
T2m=1 ‘(2) ¢ 93m {[(2m—3)!!]2

m—2 )

>3 2m_,22 _1_(2:)_1)”+(2m—3)u2.(m—1)!}‘+0(qm m-7>+2m1) Jor

=1
(2) when mq < %2

b2 2mq
(1.19) 71 =1bg™ [+ O0(g™ ™), 2= cqm2+qT +O[™),
8.bn'qm1n min—+—mss—2im
(1.20) Yn = —2371.[(”_1)!]2 + O(gmrmtmz=2my) for n>3;
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(3) when my = 2 and ¢ <0,
()
b2q2m1

(L21) 1 =[bg™ [+ 0(™™), 72 =|eq™ + —o—|+0("™),

(ii)
(1.22)

M (1) (o 1) 2
=8 - 9] 2mq (m+1) >9

V2 2 [@m = 1) 2 + O(q ) for m>2,

(iii)
(1.23)

2
b=l ((b 2) . gmi(2m—1)
_ + 8ck*) - g™

o1 = 32 2 Llg=1 ((2) ) +O(qm1(2m+l)) for m > 2.

94m . [(2m — 2)1]2

Here, m 1is a positive integer and 7y, is the n-th instability interval.
Theorem 1.4. Let the Whittaker-Hill operator be
(1.24) Ly = —y" + (bg™ cos 2z + c¢¢*™ cos4z)y,

where b, q are real, ¢ < 0 and my > 0. Then the following asymptotic formula holds
for fizred b, ¢, g and n — oc.

(1.25)  "am = 23"1???1[.(“21@'0_'2)”]2 . ‘cos (4;;%)‘ . [1 +0 <lo§nm)] :

qm1(2m71) . |C|m71 /=92 . b logm
- |sin |1+ 0 .
23m—5 _[(2m — 3?7 4y/—2¢ m

Here, m is a positive integer and v, is the n-th instability interval.

(126) Yom—1 =

2. SOME LEMMAS
Lemma 2.1 ([2]). Let the Schrédinger operator
(2.1) Ly =—y" +o(z)y

be defined on R, with a real-valued periodic L*([0, 7])-potential v(z), where v(x) =
> ez V(m)exp(imz), V(m) =0 for odd m, then |[v]|* = 3 |V (m)[>.

(a) If |v|| < §, then for each n =1,2,---, there exists z = 2z, such that
2| < 4fJvl|, and
(22) 2B (2)|(1 — 3] /1) < 30 < 2u(2)](1 + Bol2/n?),
where
(2.3)

= Vin—=30)V(1 —Jj2) - Vk—1 — ju)V ik + 1)
n(2) =V (2n - -
onle) ( )+;j17"',]zk7éin (712—]124-2)-”(712—]%4—,2)
converges absolutely and uniformly for |z| < 1, and ~y, is the n-th instability interval.
(b) If V(0) = L [T v(z)de = 0, then there is No = No(v) such that (Z2) holds
forn > Ny with z = z,, |zn] < 1.
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Lemma 2.2 ([§]). The Ince equation

(2.4) (1 + acos2t)y” (t) + b(sin2t)y’(t) + (¢ + dcos2t)y(t) = 0
can be transformed into the Whittaker-Hill equation by assuming
(2.5) a=0, b=—4q, c=\+2¢*, d=4(m—1)q.
Moreover,
n—1
(2.6) sign(agy, — Ban) = sign ¢* - sign H (2p—m+1)
p=—n
and
n—1
(2.7) sign(agp+1 — P2nt1) = sign ¢ - sign H (2p —m),
p=—n

where a, b and d are real; aay, and Ponto are defined by the eigenvalues correspond-
ing to non-trivial even and odd solutions with period w, respectively; and qan41
and Pan+1 are defined by the eigenvalues corresponding to non-trivial even and odd
solutions with semi-period w, respectively.

Lemma 2.3 ([7]). The Whittaker-Hill equation
(2.8) f" 4 [\ + 4mgq cos 2z + 2¢° cos 4z f = 0

can have two linearly independent solutions of period w or 27w if and only if m
is an integer. If m = 2l is even, then the odd intervals of instability on the A
azis disappear, with at most |l| + 1 exceptions, but no even interval of instability
disappears. If m = 214+ 1 is odd, then at most |l| + 1 even intervals of instability
remain but no interval of instability disappears.

Lemma 2.4. The Whittaker-Hill operator

(2.9) L = —D?* — (Bcos2z + C cos4x)
admits all even gaps closed except the first n when :I:% =-—-n-— %, n € Zx>o; and

all odd gaps closed except the first n + 1 when :I:% =-n—1,n¢€Z>g.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3] we obtain that the Whittaker-Hill equation
(2.10) f"(x) + (A + Beos2x + Ccosdz)f(z) =0

have two linearly independent solutions of period or semi-periodic 7 if and only if
B__ ¢ 7. Moreover, we transform (Z.I0) into the Ince equation

2v20
(A+C)+ <B + 4\/?) cos 2:101 g(x) =0.

C
(2.11) ¢"(x) + 44/ 3 sin2z - ¢’ (x) +
via f(x) = eV Feos2o g(x). From Lemma [2:2] we can write the parameters g, A
and m of equation (24) in terms of A, B and C, i.e.,

C B
= — -, )\:A, m = ———-.
=7V 2720

(1) If m=2n+1,n € Nt U{0}, i.e., % = —2n — 1, and the solutions satisfy
the periodic boundary conditions, then we deduce from Lemma that the first
2n + 1 eigenvalues are simple, and others are double.
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(2) If m =2n+2,n € NTU{0}, ie., % = —2n — 2, and the solutions satisfy

the semi-periodic boundary conditions, then we also deduce from Lemma that
the first 2n + 2 eigenvalues are simple, and others are double.
Besides, we can also transform (ZI0) into the Ince equation

(A+C)+ (B - 4\/?) cos 21:] g(z) = 0.

via f(z) = eV/§ cos2a g(x). Thus, we have similar conclusions. O

(2.12) ¢"(z) — 4\/§sin 2z - ¢'(z) +

In order to prove our results, let us consider all possible walks from —n to n.
Each such walk is determined by the sequence of its steps

(213) T = (Ila"' axl/+1)7

or by its vertices
(2.14) jsz—n—i—zgck, s=1,---,uv.
k=1

The relationship between steps and vertices are given by the formula
(2.15) rT1=n+j1; Tp=Jkr —Jk-1, k=2, ,V; Typr1=n—jy.
Definition 2.5. Let X denote the set of all walks from —n to n with steps £2 or
+4. For each 2 = (v5)"X] € X and each z € R, we define

Viz1)--V(zys)

(2.16) R Al e s sy o ey e

Definition 2.6. Let X denote the set of all walks from —n to n with positive
steps equal to 2 or 4. For each £ € X, let X¢ denote the set of all walks z € X\ X+
such that each vertex of £ is a vertex of z also. For each { € X and pn € N, let X¢ ,
be the set of all z € X¢ such that = has 1t more vertices than £&. Moreover, for each
p—tuple (i1,---,1,) of integers in I, = (n + 2Z) \ {£n}, we define X¢(i1,--- ,4,)
as the set of all walks = with v+ 1+ p steps such that (éq,--- ,¢,) and the sequence
of the vertices of £ are complementary subsequences of the sequence of the vertices
of z.

From Definition 2.6] we deduce

(2.17) Xe = U Xelin, -+ i),
(7;17"' )iu)e(ln)“

Lemma 2.7 ([2]). If ¢ € X and n > 3, then for z € [0,1)

logn _ B(&, 2) logn
2.1 1-— < —> 21—
(2.18) Th S BuE0) S TTan
and for z € (—1,0]

logn _ Bn(&,2) 2logn
2.19 1 < —>1<1 .

Lemma 2.8 ([2]). For each walk & € Xt and each p—tuple (i1,--- ,i,) € (In)",
(2.20) B Xe (i, i) <5



WHITTAKER-HILL 7

Lemma 2.9. If £ € XT and |z| < 1, then there exists ny such that for n > nq,

Klogn

(2.21) Y IBalw,2)] < Bulé2)] - —

x€X§
where K = 40 (|%qm1| +15q¢™2| + |g—iq2m1_m2|).
Proof. By Definition [2.6] we have
(2.22) > [Bu(w,2) :Z Z

IEXE p=1 X
Moreover,
(2.23) Z | By (z,2)| < Z Z | B, (z, 2)|,

IGX&M (ilv"'viM)Xﬁ(ilﬂ'”viu)
where the first sum on the right is taken over all p—tuples (i1,--- ,4,) of integers
is € n + 27 such that iy # +n.
Fix (il, s 7iﬂ)7 ifx € Xg(il, s 7iﬂ)7 then
B, (z, 14 1

020 (0,2) _TLV()

Bn(552> HS V(fs) (n2 —Z%+z)(n2_l2 +Z)
Note that V(+2) = % " and V(£4) = $¢™2. If each step of £ is a step of x, then

Vv
[L V(&)
where C 1= |2¢™ |+ [5g™2| + |Z2)—2cq2m1’m2|. For the general case, let (js)%_; be the
vertices of &, and let us put for convenience jo = —n and j,4+1 = n. Since each
vertex of £ is a vertex of x, for each s, 1 < s <wv+1,
(2.26) Ce=Js—Js1= > T,
ke

where xy, k € Js, are the steps of x between the vertices js—1 and js. Fix an s,
1 <s<wv+1. If& =2, then there is a step zx+, k* € J, such that |xg| = 2,
otherwise, & would be a multiple of 4. Hence, |V ()| = |V (x})|, which implies
that

Vel _ oy

Vgl — ’
where b, is the cardinality of J;.

If £ = 4, there are two possibilities. (1) If there is k, € Js with |xg, | = 4, then
[V(&)| = |V (zk,)|, so the above inequality holds. (2) There are k', k" € Js such
that |zg/| = |z | = 2, hence,

V@)V ()| |9
Vgl 2
so the above inequality also holds. Note that

(2.29) > (bs—1)=p

S

(2.27)

2m1 —ma2

(2.28) <,
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we get
[1, V(xk)
2.30 =LV
(2:30) LV
holds for the general case.
By
1 2
2.31 <
( ) [n2 —i2 + 2| = |n2% —4?|’

where i # +n, |z| <1, we have

| By (z, 2)| (2C)+ . .
2.32 < X .
G2 Bal Swoa oy SN
By Lemma 2.8 we derive
|Bn(, 2)| (10C)*
(2.33) > T B B PO R T
2EXe(in,vip) [Bu(&2)] = In* =i~ In* — 4
Combining Lemma 2.7 it yields
(2.34)
| By (z, 2)] (10C)~ 10C
> BE S 2 <\ X eoa
= 2 _ 2. n2 —q2| = 2 _ ;2
B TBaEa) T 2 TR AT ]\ e TP
Iz I
< (100" (1+1ogn) < (2001ogn) '
n n
Thus,
20C logn \
(2.35) > Il < B (ZEE)
r€Xe 4
Hence,
|Bn(z,2)|] (20(3’10gn)H
2.36 — < _— .
(2:36) 2 e =2 \"
r€Xe w
We can choose nq € NT such that % < % for n > ni. Then
| B (z,2)] _ 40Clogn
2.37 < .
(337 2 BE s
TEX¢
Therefore, there exists ny such that for n > nq,
Klogn
(2.38) > 1Bul,2)| < [Bu(,2)| - —

reXe

where K := 40C = 40 (15¢™ | + |§™ | + | 5g>™ ).
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3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [I.3]

Note that
bg™ ma
(3.1) V(£2) = q2  V(4) = Cq2
and
1
2 _ ~(p2,2m; 2 2mg
(3:2) ol? = 5 (B2 + 2P,
by Lemma 2.1l we have
(3.3) Tn = £2 (V(2n) + Z Br(n, z)) (1 + O(q2~min{m1,m2})),
k=1
where
Br(n, z) = Z V(n—31)V(i—je) - V(k—1 — jx)V(k +n)
7 Ji, s JeFEEN (n2—j12+2)---(n2—j£+2)
(3.4) T

Z Vin+30)V3G2 =) Vk = je—1)V(n — jr)
(n?—=j3+2)---(n®—ji +2)

Jis s JeFEN

and z = O(q). Moreover, all series converge absolutely and uniformly for sufficiently

small gq.
Note that
(3.5) (n+71)+ G2 —j1) + -+ Uk — Jk—1) + (n = ji) = 2n,
and
(3.6) V(n+371)V(j2 ;]1) V(i — jg—l)V(n — Jk) 20
(2= +2) (2= 2+ 2)
when
(37) (’I’L +jl)7 (]2 - jl)u T (]k - jk—l)u (TL - ]k) S {:|:27 :l:4-}

We distinguish three cases to discuss.
Case 1. If m; > 52, then

(3.8) Vn+30)V (G2 =) V(k = jk—1)V(n = ji)

is a monomial in ¢ of degree at least

(3.9) % - [|n+j1| + 12 = gl + -+ [k = dr—a| + |0 = gl |-
The minimum case occurs when

(3.10) (n+ 1), G2 = J1)y - (e — Je—1), (n — i) € {£4},
then

(3.11) (n+j1) + (G2 — J1) + -+ Uk — Jr—1) + (n — jx) € 4Z,
while

(3.12) (n+71)+ G2 —d1) + -+ Uk — Jk—1) + (n = ji) = 2n.
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If n is even, i.e., n = 2m, m € Z~g, since
In + ji| + g2 — 1l + - + |jk — Jr—1] + |7 — il
(3.13) > (n+ 1) + (G2 — j1) + -+ (G — Jr—1) + (0 — Jk)
= 2n = 4m,
we obtain
(3.14) V(n+31)V(2 —d1) - Vk = dr—1)V(n — jr)

is a monomial in g of degree at least mgo - m. Such monomial in ¢ of degree mgo - m
corresponds to a walk from —n to n with vertices ji, j2,- -, Jk # +n and positive
steps of length 4. Thus,

(3.15) om = £ Pop ()™ + o(qm2<m—%>+m1),

where

(3.16) Po(t)g™2™ = 2(V(4m) +3 Br(2m, z)).
k=1

We have

(3.17) Py(t)g"™* =2V (4) = cq™?

and

Py ()™ = 2 Z Br(2m, z)

k=1
m—1 _
(3.18) _9. (g) g H ((4m2— (—2m—|—4j)2)) 1
B2 (g
~ oA [(m — 1)]2

for m > 2. Therefore,
32 (g)™ - g™

Tl | O ).

|

If nis odd, i.e., n =2m — 1, m € Z~, since

(3.20) (n+ 1)+ (Go— 1) 4+ Gk — jr—1) + (n — ji) = 2n = 4m — 2,

then

(3.21) Vi(n+j)V(jz2—j1) V(e = je-1)V(n = ji)

is a monomial in ¢ of degree at least
ma . . . . . . ma
T2 It dal Lz = a4 = e 4 = il = 2

(3:22) 2%-(4m—2)+m1—%

=ma(m—1) 4+ mq.
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Such monomial in ¢ of degree ma(m — 1) + my corresponds to a walk from —n to
n with vertices j1,j2, - ,jx 7 +n and positive steps. Specifically, except for one
step with length 2, the others are of length 4. Thus,

(3.23) Yom—1 = isz_l(t)qW(m—l)erl + O(qmz(m—%)+2m1)7
where
(3.24) Po_ (t)gm2(m=D+m1 — 2(V(4m ~2)+ Y Be(2m — 1, z)).
k=1
We obtain
(3.25) Pi(t)g™ =2V (2) = bg™,
(3.26)
[e'e] qu1 Cqmz 1 1 bcqm1+m2
Pa(t)g™tm2 — 9 3 -9 _
(1)g > h.) (429) (42) (5 + g ) =
(3.27)
P5(t)qm1+2m2 — 2Zﬂk(5’ Z)
k=1
_ o bg™* cq™? 2 1 n 1 n 1
B 2 2 (52 —-32)(52—12)  (52—-12)(%2—12) (52 -3%)(5%2—-12)
b62qm1+2m2
3226
(3.28)
P2m—1(t)qm2(m*1)+ml =92 Z Bk(2m -1, Z)
k=1
=2 (f)mfl (2 gmatmvms {Wf H [(2m = 1)? = (—2m + 1+ 4j)?] B
2 2 i=1 j=1

-1 —2
(2m —1)% — (—2m+3+4j)2} + [(2m— 1)? - (—2m+3+4j)2}
=0

3
|
N

3

-1

=

<
Il
-
<
I

+ [T [@m =12 = (~2m+ 1+ 4j)?] 71}

m—2

_o (g)m—l , (g) e 23% { — 1 o ; (2m ;22(77_13_)1 _(21,)'_ 1)

2
T om0 (m 1) }
Hence,

|bcqm1 +ma |

(329) i =[bg™|+ O™ ), 3

+O(gP™m TR,
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(3.30)
c\m—1 8 1
me1=1(= cbegmem=+my 2 {7
T2m=1 ‘ (2) e 98m " \[(2m — 3)I1]2
-2 . .
. Z (2m—2z—3)!!- (22_1)” + 2 }‘ +O(qm2(m—%)+2m1>
— il (m—1-—14)! (2m =3 (m —1)!
for m > 3.
Case 2. If m; < 52, then
(3.31) Vin+i0)V QG2 —j1) - Ve — jk—1)V(n — jr)
is a monomial in g of degree at least
mi . . . . . .
(3.32) -5 [In+31| + g2 = il 4+ gk = -1l + n = gkl |-
The minimum case occurs when
(3.33) (n+j1), (G2 — J1)s -+, Uk — Jk—1), (n — ji) € {£2},
then
(3.34) (n+71)+ G2 —g1) + -+ Uk — Jr—1) + (n — jr) € 22,
while
(3.35) (n+71)+ G2 —g1) + -+ Uk — Jr—1) + (n — jx) = 2n.
Since
In + j1| + |ge — g1l + - + |k — Jr—1] + |7 — Jil
(3.36) >(n+j1)+ (G —d1) + -+ Uk — Jr—1) + (n — jx)
= 2n,
we have
(3.37) V(n+j1)V(jz — 1) - V(r — je—1)V(n — jr)

is a monomial in g of degree at least m; - n. Such monomial in g of degree m; - n
corresponds to a walk from —n to n with vertices j1,jo, -+ , jx 7 £n and positive
steps of length 2. Thus,

(3.38) Yo = £, (£)g™ ™ 4+ O(gm e 2m
where
(3.39) Po(t)g™™ = 2(V(2n) +3 Biln, z)).
k=1
We deduce
(3.40)
i\ 2
) (bq2 1 ) (32q2m1
Pi(t)g™ =2V (2) =bg™, Py(t)¢7™ =2|V(4)+ 52 cqg™ + g
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Pa(t)g™" =2 Br(n, 2)
k=1

n—1
b\
—9. (5) . qml.n . H(n2 _ (—TL—|— 2']-)2)71
7j=1
n—1
b\
7j=1
L, _@ramt
P - P
7 8.pn. qmln
T 230 [(n— 1)1
for n > 3. Therefore,
b2q2m1
(3.42) 1 =bg™ [+ O™ ™), 2 =|cg™ + s |t O(q™),
8.pn. qmln B
3.43 n = |33 | + O(g™"Hm=—2m
( ) v 230 [(n — 1)1]2 +O(q )
for n > 3.
Case 3. If m; = =32, then
(3.44) Vin+j1)V(j2 —j1) - V(k = je-1)V(n = ji)
is a monomial in g of degree
(3.45) 71 : [In+31| + 12 = il + 4 Uk = dr—a| + | — gl |-
Since
In+ gl + 2 = Jal + - + Lk — Jr—1| + n = Ji]
(3.46) > (n+g1)+ (2 —51) + -+ Uk — Jr—1) + (0 — )
= 2n,
we have
(3.47) V(n+ 1)V (2 —g1) - Vk = jrk—1)V(n = jk)
is a monomial in ¢ of degree at least m; - n, and each such monomial of degree
m1 - n corresponds to a walk from —n to n with vertices j1,jo, - ,jx # £n and

positive steps of length 2 or 4. The minimum case occurs when n + j1, jo — 71, - - -,
Jk — jk—1 and n — ji are of the same sign, while the second smallest degree is for
one step of length 2 with opposite sign. Thus,

(3.48) Yo = £P,(t)g™™ + O(q™ "),
where
(3.49) P (t)g™™ = 2(V(2n) +3 Biln, z)).

k=1
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We obtain
(3.50)
m 2
(%) b2g2m
Pi(t)g"™ =2V(2) =bg™,  Po(t)g*™ =2 | V(4) + 5 | =™ + —c—,
Pu(t)g™™ =2 Br(n,2)
k=1
b n—1
=25 (2) e TL02 - (ot 2
(3.51) 3:11
b mi-n T 2 2\—1
=2-P,(5) -0 TL07 = (=0 +25)?)
j=1
—8. Pu(§) g™
20 (n— 1)1
for n > 3. Therefore,
m 3m m b2q2m1 4m
(3.52) 7= 10g™ [+ O@™), e = |eg™ + —o—| + 0™,

P, (L) . gmm
(3.53) T =8 (T) d +O(g™m ")

for n > 3, where Pn(%) is a polynomial of % with degree n and leading coefficient
1.

Specifically, if n is even, i.e., n = 2m, m € Z~, then
(3.54) (n+j1) + G2 —J1) +- -+ Uk = Jr—1) + (n = ji) = 4m,

which implies that each walk from —2m to 2m has even number of steps with length
2. We have

03 ()~ T ()",

where xp, k = 1,--- ,m, depend on m. By Lemma [2:4] we obtain all even gaps
closed except the first k if (%) = —80(k: + %)2, which yields

o0 () =TT ()" 3)):

Hence

)

m b)’ elk -1 2\ 2mim
(3.57) Yom = 8 e ((22)47; [8(21(:— 12)?]2) - +O(g*™ )

form > 2. If nis odd, i.e., n =2m — 1, m € Z~g, then

(3.58) (n+ 1)+ (o —j1) 4+ Gk — jr—1) + (n — ji) = 2n = 4m — 2,
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which implies that each walk from —2m to 2m has odd number of steps with length
2. We have

m—1
b b b 2

(8:59) Pan-1(3) =5 [T ((5) — )

k=1

where yx, k=1,--- ,m — 1, depend on m. By Lemma 2.4] we deduce

m—1 b

(3" o).

o0 pr(y) -

Hence,

2
T ()" k) g

(3.61) Yom-1 = 32 24m . [(2m — 2)1]2

+ O(qml (2m+1))

for m > 2.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.4]

Since V(£2) = 2¢™ and V(£4) = £¢*™, thus,
2 1 2 2m 2 4m
(4.1) loll? = 5 (522 + ™).

By Lemma 2] we get

(42) Tn = 2

Z B, (z,2)

reX

1
(+o (@)
where z = z, depends on n, but |z| < 1.

Set 0y, = > eex+ Bn(&,0) := oy 40, , where of = Zg:Bn(g,o)zo B, (&,0). When
fe X,

Vi(z1) - V(zy)
07— 30— )
where r; =2or4 fori=1,--- ,v+ 1.

Note that X \ X+ = [J.c x+ X¢, we choose disjoint sets X; C X so that

(4.3) Bn(£,0) =

+ _
(4.4) x\xt=J x¢
cex+

Then

(4.5) > Bu(zz)= Y | D Bulw,2) |,

zeX\XT gex+ \zeX{
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therefore, we have

(4.6)
Z Bn(:Z?,Z) = Z Bn(ﬁ,z)—k Z Bn(:Z?,Z)
zeX cex+ rEX]

= > B+ D Balwn) |+ Y | Bul&2)+ Y Bulx,2)

£:B,, (£,0)>0 wEXé £:B, (£,0)<0 wEXé
Y=t 4+3,

where X% 1= Ef:Bn(g,O)zo (Bn(gv Z) + ZwEXé Bn(xa Z))
By Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.9 we get there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

g"} o <9* < [1icllog"] o,
n

(4.7) [1 ol

which is followed by

0s) ozl + 0y logn.

_1‘§Cl

On || n

If £ € X, then V(z1) - V(2,41) is a monomial in g of degree " - (x1 + -+ +
Zy41) = my - n. From Case 3 of Theorem [[.3] we have

2mi-m 2
02m—ZBzm§0 2 1q @m =1 H(<—> +80(k—%)>

fex+ k=1
and
(4.10)
qm1(2m—1) b m— )
02m1—ZB2m1§0) P2 (@m0 2 H 5 +80/€ .
fext k=1

Moreover, o2,, 7 0 when % #2v/—2c- (k— %) and o9,,—1 7# 0 when % #2y/—2c-k,
where ¢ < 0. So
(4.11)

m b2 00 b2 br
|| + O3 _ I1i= ( - _8c(2k 1)2') < I (1 - _(2k 1)2) _|cosh (4\/_70)
|72m] [Tz, ‘1 + 8c(2k e | ‘1 + 59 2k Be(2k—1)2 Ccos (4 bjzc)

Similarly, we have

: b
— + s1nh( )
109 —1| + 091 < 4/ —2c

|O'2m,1| - sin( b )

(4.12)

By (@8], we obtain
(4.13)

S Ba(,2) = oam {14—0 <1°im>] = 3 Buul,0) [1+0 (loim)]

reX cex+
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and
(4.14)

5 a1 = o 10 (2] - (z Bgm_lg,m) 1o (ke2)].

Notice that

(4.19) o (/) =1 (+ s =17)
and
(4.16) sin (4;;20) _ 4\/bf_201f[1 (1 + #2)» ,
then
am o) =T (st [0 ()]
and
o i) ) oo )]
Hence,
(410 2 Panle0)= s () [0 (7))
?2(;0) qm1(2m—1) . (_1)m—1 cemmlo/D2e br 1
2 Pt €0 = T () e ()]
Combining (@), @II) and @IZ), we deduce

- s o (wem) o (%7)]
i)

;Bgm_l(x,z) (g{; Bm_l(g,o)) [1+0 (“%ﬂ

B g (@m=1) . (=1)ym=t.em=1./Z2¢ br 140 logm
- 23m—1 _[(2m — 3)12 - 7 M\ V=2 m )|
Therefore,

g™

(4.23) Yom = 23m_: [g,ﬁ'C_'r;)up ' 'COS (4\;)i—2c>' ' [1 o <M%>}
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and
(4 24) qm1(2m—1) . |C|m—1 -/ —2¢ . b 140 logm
. 2m—1 = s | —— . .
T2m 93m—5 . [(2m — 3)I]2 - 7 4V —2¢ m
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