arXiv:math/0501405v2 [math.QA] 19 Sep 2006

RUIJSENAARS’ HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION AND THE
MODULAR DOUBLE OF ,(sl(C))

FOKKO J. VAN DE BULT

ABSTRACT. Simultaneous eigenfunctions of two Askey-Wilson second order
difference operators are constructed as formal matrix coefficients of the prin-
cipal series representation of the modular double of the quantized universal
enveloping algebra U, (sl2(C)). These eigenfunctions are shown to be equal
to Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function under a proper parameter correspon-
dence.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main goal of this article is to construct a solution of two commuting Askey-
Wilson second order difference equations using representation theory of the modular
double of the quantized universal enveloping algebra U, of sl3(C). Furthermore we
relate this solution to Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function from [IT].

By [§] there exist three inequivalent *-structures on U, one associated to the real
form su(2) of slx(C), one associated to su(1,1), and one to slz(R). Koornwinder
[0, Noumi & Mimachi [9], and Koelink [ have shown that the Askey-Wilson
polynomials arise as matrix coefficients of *-unitary irreducible representations of
Uy (su(2)). To prove these results they used the fact that the Askey-Wilson second
order difference operator arises as the radial part of the quantum Casimir in ¢/, when
calculated with respect to Koornwinder’s [7] twisted primitive elements. In [B] and
[15] Koelink and Stokman constructed the trigonometric Askey-Wilson functions as
matrix coefficients of *-unitary irreducible representations of U, (su(1,1)). In this
paper we consider matrix coefficients of U, (sl2(R))-representations.

An essential tool is the embedding of U, (sl2(R)) in Faddeev’s [2] modular double
of U;. The modular double consists of two commuting copies of the quantized
universal enveloping algebra of sly(C) with deformation parameters ¢ = emiwi /w2
and § = emw2/w1 (w1, ws € Rsg), respectively. Kharchev et al. [6] made the crucial
observation that the algebraic version 7y of the principal series representation of
Uq(sl2(R)) on the space M of meromorphic functions on C can be extended to a
representation of the modular double on the same space. In the same article they
construct generalized Whittaker functions as matrix coefficients of my.

We construct joint eigenvectors to the action under 7y of two commuting twisted
primitive elements (one for each copy of the quantized universal enveloping algebra
of sl5(R) inside the modular double) in terms of Ruijsenaars’ [I0] hyperbolic gamma
function. The action of the two commuting quantum Casimir elements in the
modular double shows that the corresponding matrix coefficients, for which we have
an explicit integral representation, satisfy Askey-Wilson second order difference
equations in step directions iw; and iws. By construction these matrix coefficients
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are invariant under interchanging of w; and wy. We show duality of this solution S
in its spectral variable A and its geometric variable. Consequently it satisfies another
two Askey-Wilson second order difference equations in its spectral variable.

In a series [I1], [T2], [T3] of papers, Ruijsenaars considered a solution R of the
same Askey-Wilson difference equations. These equations arose in his study of
relativistic quantum integrable systems. Ruijsenaars defined the hypergeometric
function R as a Barnes’ type integral with integrand expressed in terms of the hy-
perbolic gamma function. Subsequently he established for R duality, Ds-symmetry
in the parameters, asymptotic behaviour and the reduction to Askey-Wilson poly-
nomials. We use these properties to show equality of R to S, which is not apparent
from their explicit integral representations.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sections B and Bl we recall some
properties of the hyperbolic gamma function and of Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric
function R, respectively. In Section Bl we define the modular double of U, and its
principal series representation on meromorphic functions. In Section B we consider
the corresponding eigenvalue problem of two commuting twisted primitive elements.
Using the matrix coefficients of the principal series representation we construct a
solution S to the Askey-Wilson difference equations in Section @, and we establish
the duality of S. In Section [d we show by a direct calculation that S reduces to
the Askey-Wilson polynomials for certain discrete values of the spectral parameter.
Finally, in Section B we show that S equals Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function
R.

1.1. Notational conventions. If &+ appears inside the argument of functions we
mean a product, e.g.

(L1) e £a)= f(z+a)f(z - a).

Otherwise it means that all sign combinations are possible.
Whenever we use a square root, we always mean the branch which has a cut
along the negative real line and maps the positive real line to itself.

1.2. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my supervisor Jasper Stokman
for many illuminating conversations and his help in writing this article.

2. THE HYPERBOLIC GAMMA FUNCTION

Both Ruijsenaars’ and our solution to the Askey-Wilson second order difference
equations are expressible in terms of the hyperbolic gamma function, which was
introduced in [T0]. Let us therefore recall some basic properties of this function,
see [I0] and the appendices of [I1] for more details.

Let us first define for wq,wy € Cy = {z € C | R(z) > 0},

o sin(2yz) z dy
2.1 1z) = — —.
(2.1) g(wr,wz; 2) /0 < 2sinh(wyy) sinh(wey) w1 w2y> Y

Notice that the integrand has no pole at 0. To ensure convergence of the integral at
infinity however, we must impose the condition |3(z)| < R(w), where w is defined
by

w1 + wa
—
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The hyperbolic gamma function G(z) = G(wy, we; 2) for |I(2)] < R(w) is now
defined by

(2.2) G(wy,w;2) = eig(w1,w2;2)

The hyperbolic gamma function G owes its name to the fact that it satisfies the
difference equations

G(z +iw1/2) = 2 cosh(mz/w2)G(z — w1 /2),

(2:3) G(z + tws/2) = 2 cosh(mz /w1 )G (z — iwy/2).

In these equations we suppress the w; and wy dependence of GG, which we continue
to do whenever this does not cause confusion. These two difference equations allow
for an analytic continuation of G to a meromorphic function on C. The hyperbolic
gamma function can also be expressed in terms of Barnes’ double gamma function,
or Kurokawa’s double sine function. Details can be found in [IT, Appendix A].

Let us first note a few symmetries of the hyperbolic gamma function, which are
all obvious from EI):

(2.4) G(w1,we; 2) = G(wa, wr; 2),

(2.5) G (w1, ws; 2) = G(wy,we; —2) 71,

(2.6) G(wr,ws; z) = G(wy, we, —Z),

(2.7) G(pwy, pwe; pz) = G(wy, ws; z) (1 € Rsp).

The pole and zero locations of GG are easily derived from the difference equations
&3, since G has no poles or zeros in the strip z € R x i(—R(w), R(w)) in view of
[E23). The zeros of G are contained in the set

(28) AJr =w + iwlzzo + iw2ZZO

and the poles in —A . The pole at z = —iw is simple, and its residue equals
i

2.9 — .

(2.9) 5 VWI1W2

If wy/wy is irrational all other poles are also simple and their residues can be
calculated from () and the difference equations [Z3), see [10, Proposition III.3].

For later purposes it is convenient to call an infinite sequence of points in C
increasing (respectively decreasing) if it is contained in a set of the form a + Ay
(respectively a — A4) for some a € C. In this terminology, G has one increasing
zero-sequence and one decreasing pole-sequence.

We also need an estimate for G(z) as £(z) — oo and $(z) stays bounded. In
fact we only need it for the quotient of two hyperbolic gamma functions, which is
easily derived from the estimate of the hyperbolic gamma itself as described in [I0,
Proposition IT1.4] and [I2, (3.3)]. For a,b € C and wy, w2 € (0,00) the resulting
estimate reads

(2.10) % = exp < (22(b — a) + a* — b* + f(z))> ,

where f(z) satisfies for R(z) > max(wy,ws2) + max(R(a), R(b)),
(2.11) 1£(2)] < C(wy, wa, 3(2), a, b)e” TH=)/ max(wiwa)
with C' depending continuously on (0,00)? x R x C2.

2iw1 w2
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We also use the description of G as a quotient

E(z)

E(—2)’

where F is an entire function with zeros at A which are all simple if w; /wso is

irrational. For a precise definition of E, see [I1, Appendix A].
We will occasionally meet functions defined by an integral of the form

w1, W2, u])
(2.13) M (u,d) /HGwhw%% j>dz

for wi,ws > 0 and for parameters u; and d; satisfying |(u;)l,|S(d;)| < w and
(321 (uj—d;)) > 0. These conditions ensure that the integral is well defined (the
contour meets no poles and it decreases exponentially at +o00). In [T, Appendix
BJ it is shown that

(2.12) G(z) =

M(u,d) T E(=iw + u; — di)
k=1
has a unique analytic extension to the set {(wi,ws,u,d) € C3 x C*" | (Y (u; —
d;)/wiwz) > 0}. Hence M (u,d) is a meromorphic function which can only have
poles when some E(—iw + u; — dy) is zero.

3. RUIJSENAARS’ HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION

Ruijsenaars [I1] introduced a generalization R of the hypergeometric function as
a Barnes’ type integral. We recall several properties of R from [I1] and [I2] which
we will need to relate R to the formal matrix coefficients we are going to define in
subsequent sections.

We define Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function in terms of a parameter set v,
(n=0,1,2,3), which is related to Ruijsenaars’ original c-parameters by [T2, (1.11)].
Dual parameters 4,, are defined as

’3/0 1 1 1 1 Yo
o 1f1 1 -1 —1 7
3.1 . = -
(3:1) op) 2l 1 -1 1 <1 Yo
A3 1 -1 -1 1 73

We denote the set of parameters (7o, 71,72,v3) by 7 and the set of dual parameters
by 4. Note that taking dual parameters is an involution, *:y =.

Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function R is now defined for generic parameters
wy,wy € Cy,v € C* by

(3.2) R(W; x,A) =

zj::v—i—mo)G(zj:)\—i—Wo ﬁ G(io + i, + iw)

Vuiws Jo G(xx +iv0)G(EN + i50)G(z + iw) (2 +iv0 + 15 + 1w)

Note that we use the convention ([[I]) in this expression. The integral is taken over
a contour C, which is a deformation of R seperating the poles of the numerator
from the zeros of the denominator (equivalently, C separates the increasing pole
sequences of the integrand from the downward pole sequences). R has an analytic
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extension to a meromorphic function on (wi, ws,~y,z,A) € (Ci x C8, with possible
poles for fixed values of wi, wy, and  at

Recall that Ay is defined by [ZF)).

We now look at the Askey-Wilson second order difference equations which R
satisfies. The equations are obtained from [IT, Theorem 3.1] by not only replacing
the c-variables by «, but also multiplying the equations by a constant. These
descriptions of the Askey-Wilson difference equations are more convenient for the
representation theoretic approach we consider in the following sections.

Let us define the function A by

(3.4)

eﬂ'zwl/wg +27i50 /w2 (

Al ez 750 = _smh (2771) sinh (277 o ) H o E WJ))

3
1
- _ 2wr(iwHiyjta) /we
T (1 — eAma/wa)(1 — edm(atiw)/ws) 1;[ (1—e )-

The Askey-Wilson second order difference operator L7 is defined by

(3.5) LIf(z) = A(wr,w2,v;2)(f(z +iw1) — f(x))
+ A(wi, wa, ;=) (f(x — dwr) — f(2)).

Here the superscript x is added to emphasize that the operator acts on the z-
variable (in a moment we will also consider the operator £ acting on the spectral
variable \). We write Zf”y for the Askey-Wilson operator ([BX) with wy and ws
interchanged.

Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function R is an eigenfunction of four Askey-Wilson
second order difference operators with eigenvalues expressible in terms of

(3.6)  v(wi, wa,7;A) =

— 2w/ w2290/ W2 (cosh (27 Jws) + cosh(miw, /wa + 27mid0 /w2)).
Specifically, R satisfies the difference equations
EﬁR("y;x, A) = v(wr, wa,v; A)R( A,
LR(y;w,N) = v(wz, wy, 1 NR(v; 2, N),
E%R(”Y;I A) = v(wr, we,¥;2) R A)
LIR(y; @, A) = v(ws, wi,5;2) R(v; x, ).

R(v;,

3.7
3.7 R(~;z,

3

Actually the last three of these equations follow from the first by various symmetries
of R. The second difference equation can be derived from the first (and the fourth
from the third) by using the fact that R is invariant under the exchange of w; and
w2,

R(wy, w2, 7;%,A) = R(wz, w1,7%; 7, A).

This symmetry can be directly seen from the definition [B2) of R and the corre-
sponding symmetry (Z4)) of the hyperbolic gamma function. The third difference
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equation can be obtained from the first by using the duality of R under the exchange
of z and A,

(3.8) R(yia, A) = R(%; A, 2).

This duality is also a direct consequence of the definition of R using the fact that
FYO+’YJ ::YO_F:YJ fOI'j = 15273'

There are more symmetries of R directly visible from the definition. Since the
hyperbolic gamma function is scale invariant it follows that R is scale invariant as
well,

R(vwy, vws, vy;ve, vA) = R(wy, wa,v; 2, \)

for v € (0, 00), where v denotes the scaled parameter set (vg, V71, V72, v7y3). Fur-
thermore it is immediately clear that R is symmetric under permutations of 1, 72,
and 73. This symmetry can be extended to a Ds-symmetry in the four parameters
v (where the Weyl group of type Dy acts on the parameters by permutations and
an even number of sign flips). To formulate this result we need the c-function

3
1
) = ———— Gy — iv:
and the normalization constant
3
(3.9) N(v) =[] Gliro + in; + iw).

j=1
The Dy-symmetry [I2, Theorem 1.1] of R then reads
Rlyie,\) Rlw(y); 2, A)

r@)eBAIND - ew(r);z)e(w(x): AN (w())
for all elements w of the Weyl group of type D,. Notice that both the c-function
and N are invariant under the action of the Ss-subgroup which permutes 1, 72,
and 3.

Finally we recall the limit behaviour of R, cf. [I2, Theorem 1.2]. Set a =

27 /wywe. For wy,wy € Ry, v € R%, and w; # wy there exists an open neighbour-
hood U C C of R, such that the asymptotics of R for fixed A € U are given by

(3.10)

(3.11) R(v;, ) = O(e2ISVI—Fo—w)R(@)

for RN(zr) — +oo, uniformly for F(z) in compacta. In fact, Ruijsenaars gives a
precise expression for the leading term of R as R(x) — £oo when A € R. These
results easily extend to A in some open neighbourhood U of R.

4. THE MODULAR DOUBLE OF U,(sl>(C))

In this section we consider a slightly extended version of Faddeev’s [2] modular
double of U, (sl2(C)) and define an algebraic version of its principal series repre-
sentation on the space M of meromorphic functions on C. We define an inner
product on some suitable subspace of M, which is compatible to the *-structure
on Uy (sl2(C)) associated to the real form sla(R) of sl3(C), cf. [§].
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Throughout Sections Bl B and B we assume that w; and wsy are positive real
numbers such that neither w; /ws nor ws /w; is an integer, unless specifically stated
otherwise. We define

q = exp(miwy /wa), q = exp(miwa/w1),

which both lie on the unit circle (but they are not 1). For complex numbers 8 we
define
qﬁ — eﬁﬂ'iwl/wg7 qﬁ _ eﬁwiw2/w1 )

Definition 4.1. The quantized universal enveloping algebra U, = Uy(sl2(C)) of
sl5(C) is the unital associative algebra over C generated by K*', E, and F, subject
to the relations

KK '=K'K =1,

KE = ¢*EK,
KF =q ?FK,
g1
q—q

If wy /ws is irrational, then the center of U, is generated by the quantum Casimir
element €, defined as

Q=qgK+q 'K "'+ (¢—q")°FE.

By simply replacing ¢ by ¢ (or interchanging w; and ws) we obtain the quantum
universal enveloping algebra U;. The generators of U; are denoted by K *1 [, and
F. The following concept of modular double was introduced by Faddeev [2.

Definition 4.2. The modular double Q is U, ®U; endowed with its standard tensor
product algebra structure.

For elements X € U, (respectively X € U;) we also write X (respectively X) for
its image under the natural embedding of U, (respectively U;) in Q. In particular,
XX = XX in Q for elements X € U, and X € Uj.

We now define an extension of the modular double by formally adjoining com-

plex powers of K and K to Q. Let A = @D, cc Ct be the group algebra of the
additive group C = (C,®), where @ is the translated addition & ®j = xfy-—l—\zw (this

translation in addition will make formules simpler later on). The unit of Cis —iw.

Lemma 4.3. There exists a unique left A-action by algebra automorphisms on the
modular double Q satisfying

ii"Kil _ ]{il7 7 Kil :Ki17
& E=—qe*™/vp, i-E=—ge*™/mE,
& F =—qe ™"/ F, & F=—ge /" F.

Proof. Observe that e.g. the action of £ on E can be rewritten as

i F = e27r(m+iw)/w2E'

The lemma now follows by direct calculations. (I
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Definition 4.4. The extended modular double D = Q x A is the crossed product of
the modular double @ and the algebra A under its action on Q as defined in Lemma
3

Hence D is the vector space Q ® A endowed with the unique algebra structure
such that the natural embeddings of Q and A in D are algebra morphisms and such
that

Q= (z-Q)t, VrxeC, VvVQeQ,
where we identified Z (respectively Q) with their images under the natural embed-
dings of A (respectively Q) in D.

Now we define representations 7 of the extended modular double Q on the space
M of meromorphic functions on C depending on a complex representation label A,
cf. [6]. These representations may be viewed as algebraic versions of the principal
series representations of Uy (sl (R)). We define these representations in terms of the
operators T, and S, on M, which act by

Tyf(2)=flz+y),  Syf(z) =/ f(z)  (y€C).
Lemma 4.5. For A € C the assignments

7T>\(K) = Ewl’ ﬂ—)\(K) = EW27 ﬂ-)\(‘%) = TI-‘ri’wu

g2
m(E) = — Siw, (1141/267’)‘/“’2 +-q1/267”A/w27§w1),
q—4q
g2
m(F) = — — S—iw, (q‘l/%ﬂ)\/w2 +‘q1/2€7ﬂA/w2714w1),
q—4q
~ ql/Z
m(E) = =——= Siu, (541/26”A/“” 4—@1/267”A/w17§w2),
q—4q
~ ql/Z
7T)\(F) _ _q — q,ls—i’un (671/2677)\/71;1 + 61/267WA/w1T_iw2) ,

uniquely define a representation wy of D on M.

Observe that the action of the generators of U; are obtained from the action of
the generators of U, by interchanging wy and w,.

Proof. The defining relations of D are easily checked using T, Ty = T4y = Ty/T%,
S.S_, =1, and the equation

TS, = e*™%/V S, T,.
O

Remark 4.6. Denote v = (w; —wy)/2, then 7y (iv) = m\(K) and ﬂ')\(ji\v) = m\(K).
The extension of the modular double @ by A and the extension of the representation
7r,\|Q to my thus have the effect of introducing non-integral powers of T;,,, and T,
in the image of 7). The introduction of this extension is not an essential part of the
analysis later on and is only included for simplification. Using only integral powers
of K and K we can simulate the action of # for z in some dense subset of R, cf. 6,
Proposition 1.6].

A simple calculation shows that my(€2) acts as a scalar,

(4.1) A (Q)f = —2cosh(27\ /ws) f, feM.
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Since 7 is an algebraic version of the principal series representation with represen-
tation label A € C, this is as expected.

Definition 4.7. We say that f € M has exponential growth with growth rate
€ € R if there exists a compact set K¢ € R such that all poles of f are contained in
K xiR={z+iy |z € Ks,y € R} and if | f(x +iy)| = O(exp(e|z])) for x — +oo,

uniformly for y in compacta of R.

On the space of meromorphic functions which have negative exponential growth
and which have no poles on R, we define a sesquilinear form by

(4.2) (f.g) = / F(2)g()d=.

Observe that this expression is already well defined under the milder asymptotic
condition that the sum of the two exponential growths of f and g is negative. Note
furthermore that ([E2) can be rewritten as

(4.3 (o) = [ 11a)ae
where g(z) := g(Z) now is analytic at z € R.

Following [6] we define an antilinear anti-algebra involution * on the extended
modular double D by

(44) K*=K, E*=-E, F*=—F, K*=K, E*=—FE, F* = -F, i* = ~%.

If we restrict this involution to U, (respectively Uz) we obtain the x-structure on
U, (respectively Uy) corresponding to the noncompact real form sly(R) of slp(C),
cf. [§.

The following lemma relates the sesquilinear form ([2) to the *-structure ({4
on D.

Lemma 4.8. Let A € C and f,g € M. If the poles of f and g are outside the strip
R x i[—wy,w1] and if the sum of the exponential growth rates of f and g is smaller
than —27 /ws, then

(mA(X) [, 9) = (f,mx(X7)g)
for X € Uy1 = spanc{1,E, F, K, K ' FK, EK1}.

Proof. In view of 3] the proof follows by a change of variables and some contour
shifting using Cauchy’s theorem. O

A similar lemma holds for the dual algebra Uj.

5. TWISTED PRIMITIVE ELEMENTS AND MATRIX COEFFICIENTS

Koornwinder [7] introduced twisted primitive elements to obtain the Askey-
Wilson polynomials as matrix coefficients of finite dimensional U, (slz(C))-repre-
sentations. We recall the definition of twisted primitive elements and show that
they act as first order difference operators under the representations 7. We con-
struct eigenvectors to these operators in terms of the hyperbolic gamma function
and we consider the corresponding formal matrix coefficients 1 of 7. In subsequent
sections we relate ¢ to Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function.

Let p € C and set

vy, = ¢/ 4 g2/ = 2 cos(2mp/ws).
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The twisted primitive element Y, € U; C D is defined as
Vp
qa—q

(5.1) Y, =iq Y?E +iq V*FK — (K —1).

1

Analogously we define the twisted primitive element f/p € Uz by interchanging
wy and ws, Vviz.

v, -

Y, =i '?E+iG V*FK - —2—(K - 1),
—q
where 7, = 2 cos(2mp/w).
Denoting
e 2 - Uy — Ury
U p) = ————> Hr\p)= = ~ 1>
(p) = (p) e

we now have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. The function

G(z+ N2 —3iw/2 +iT)

Hﬁ‘)p(z) = G(z—\/2 —iw/2 £ ip)

satisfies
X (}/P)H‘i\,p = Hr (p)Hi\,pa

(5.2) - )
T‘—)\(Y;?)H‘i\,p = /J’T(p)Hi\,p

Proof. Since H) , is invariant under the exchange of wy and ws, it is sufficient to

prove only the first eigenvalue equation. A calculation shows that mx(Y,)f = p-(p) f
is equivalent to the first order difference equation

cosh(Z-(z + A/2 — 3iw/2 £ iT))

(5.3)  flz+iw/2) = cosh( X (z — N2 — iw/2 £ ip))

f(z—iw1/2).

s
Wy
(The exact calculation can be found in Appendix[Al) Using the difference equation

23 for the hyperbolic gamma function it immediately follows that H;\ , satisfies
the difference equation (E3). O

Remark 5.2. For any one of the two equations ([2) there are infinitely many so-
lutions (we can e.g. multiply a solution to the first equation by any iw;-periodic
function). The crucial step in finding common solutions to both difference equa-
tions is to rewrite the first difference equation in the specific form (B3). Indeed,
the resulting solution H. j‘ , 1n terms of hyperbolic gamma functions is invariant un-
der interchanging w; and we, hence it automatically satisfies the second difference
equation. This is the main difference between our analysis and the one in [I5].

Now let us consider the adjoint Y., which is
Vs

Y} =i¢"/?E+iq 3/*FK +
q—dq

(K — 1),

* —

Since py,(0)* = —ps(7), we are interested in solutions to the equation 75 (Y¥)f =
—p5(7) f and the corresponding equation 75 (Y.)f = —fiz(d) f for the second com-
ponent of the modular double.
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Lemma 5.3. The function
G(z + ) —iw/2 + iv)

J = Z
vel®) = G T T iwa L io)
satisfies
X (Y:)FUA,O' = —Ho (5.)FU>\,O'7
X (Y/(T*)FUA,U = _:a@ (5.)FU>\,O"
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the previous lemma. O

We will need a few results on the analytic properties of the two functions HTA o
and Fj‘) o
Lemma 5.4. The possible pole locations of Hﬁ‘)p and FUAJ are at
and B B
—A/2+£i0 — Ay, A/2+i0 + Ay
respectively. Furthermore, Hﬁ‘ and Fg‘ﬂ - have exponential growth with growth rates
m(2F(N) — 2w)/wiwe and T(—2F(\) — 2w) /wrws, respectively.

Proof. The proof follows directly from the zero/pole locations and asymptotics of

the hyperbolic gamma function (see Section B). O
Define

(5.4) § = max(|R(p)|, [R(o)], |R(7)], [R(v)[)

and

(5.5) C=w/2=5—-[3(N/2)].

We assume that the parameters p,o, v, 7 and the variable A are such that ¢ > 0.
For |¥(x)| < ¢ define

(5.6) YV(p,o,T,0;2,\) = (ﬂ')\(ﬁj)H)‘

A
T,00 Fv,cr>a
which is well defined since the exponential growth of the integrand equals —27(w; +
wy) /wiwy < 0 and the pole sequences of m\ (&) H; , and F), all stay away from the
real line due to the condition |J(z)| < ¢. Note that the increasing pole sequences
of 71')\(:%)ij , and Fqig are all located above the real line and the decreasing pole
sequences are all located below the real line due to the shifted addition in C.
Observe furthermore that the matrix coefficient v is invariant under the exchange
of wy and ws, cf. Remark The function v will be related to Ruijsenaars’
hypergeometric function R in Section

Using Z3), [Z8), and E3) we can write ¢ as
(5.7)

Blpr 0T vi ) = / Gz+xz+2M/2— z:w/Ziz:T)G(z —A/2— z:w/2:|:z:a) N

R Gz+x—A2+iw/2+ip)G(z+ \/2 +iw/2 + iv)

which is of the form (I3)). It follows from the discussion at the end of Section
that

U(ys2,A) = E(x £iv)E(z & iv1) E(—x £ i) E(—x £ iv3)

(58) x B\ i40) B\ 41)B(— % i4) (A + #3)(3;, )
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has an entire extension to
(5.9) O = {(wy,wa, p,0, 7,0, 2, \) E(Ci x CO}.

Hence 1 is meromorphic on the same domain O.

6. THE ASKEY-WILSON DIFFERENCE EQUATIONS

We show that the formal matrix coefficient v (see Section Bl satisfies a second
order difference equation with step size iw; using a radial part calculation of the
Casimir 2 with respect to twisted primitive elements. As a consequence a renor-
malization S (EI0) of ¢ satisfies an Askey-Wilson second order difference equation.
Since S, like v, is invariant under exchanging w; and ws, we obtain a second dif-
ference equation with step size iws. We furthermore show that S satisfies a duality
in the geometric and spectral variables, and we derive various obvious symmetries
of S.

Let us start by establishing a correspondence between the set of parameters p,
o, 7, and v and Ruijsenaars’ parameter set v by

(6.1) Yo=—p+0, M=p+o, Y2=-T—-VU, Y3=T—-0.
Observe that 4o (see (B])) becomes

R 1
7025(704—714—724—73):0—“-

We will also use the abbreviation v for the parameters (p, o, 7,v). In particular we
write ¢(v; x, A) for (@0). Later we show that ([J]) is the parameter correspondence
which relates ¥ to Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function.

Now we perform a radial part calculation of the Casimir element 2 with respect
to the twisted primitive elements (see [&l)). The result is stated in terms of the
function A, see ([B4)).

Lemma 6.1. We have
50 = #9(2) mod iUy a(Yy — ir(0)) + (Yo — iu(0))illy
where Uy o := spanc{1, K=, F'} and Q(x) is defined as the element
Q(z) = B(z)K + C(x) + D(x)K~*
with coefficients
B(x) = ¢~ " A0, =70, 71, =715 ),
Cla) = g~ F20/ [ A(ysa) = Alys—a) + 1+ >0/ ]
D(x) = ¢~ A(y2, =72, 73, — 73 —).

Proof. The proof involves a radial part calculation similar to the one performed in
IT5, Proposition 3.3]. In fact we can use the calculation in [T5] using an embedding
¢ of the extended quantum universal enveloping algebra U, x C into the one in [T5],
given by

oK) = K, ¢@—<ﬂ@@yc

iwl
H(E) = —iKXT, H(F)=iX KL
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A direct calculation gives ¢(2) = (¢ — ¢ ')*Q+2 and ¢(Y,,) = Y/, (on the right
hand side we use the  and Y from [I5], which have a slightly different definition).
Note that in [IH] the radial part is calculated modulo a larger vector space. However,
it is easily verified that the present smaller space suffices for the proof. O

Using this radial part calculation we can prove that ¢ (B0l satisfies a gauge
transformed Askey-Wilson second order difference equation.

Lemma 6.2. The function ¢¥(z) = ¥(v;x,\) satisfies the difference equation
(6.2) —2cosh(2m\/w2)Y(z) = B(x)Y(x + iwy) + C(x)(z) + D(z)y(z — iw),

and a sitmilar equation with wy and wy interchanged. These equations hold as
identities between meromorphic functions on the domain O (see &H)).

Proof. Observe that by the symmetry of ¢ in w; and ws we only have to prove the
difference equation (E2)).

We first prove the lemma under restricted parameter conditions, which allow
us to use the expression (Bf) of ¢ as a matrix coefficient of the D-representation
. Using analytic continuation we can subsequently remove these parameter con-
straints, cf. the discussion at the end of Section

Let us assume that wy,ws > 0 and that

(6.3) wy > Twy +4€ + 2|S(N)| + 4/S(z)|

holds. Then | (z)| < ¢, so ¢ is defined by ([BH) (recall that £ and ¢ are defined by
E3) and (B, respectively). By @),

(6.4) —2cosh(2mA /w2 )Y (x) = (mA(2Q)H} ,, F)) )
holds. By Lemma [E1] there exist X, Z € U, 2 such that

(6.5) 2Q =2Q(x) + XY, — pr(p) + Yo — po(0))EZ.
Since mx(Y, — p-(p))H}, = 0, we have

(6.6) (A (@ X (Y, — ue () HD,, FL ) = 0.

The exponential growth of 7y (22 )Hﬁ‘ , is at most the exponential growth of H;\ o
plus 27 /ws (due to the possible occurrence of an S;,,, factor in 75 (Z)). The sum of
the exponential growths of m) (22 )H;\ , and F;\)U is at most —27 /w1, hence strictly
smaller than —27 /ws, since the restrictions on the parameters imply that we > w;.
Moreover the condition ([E3]) implies that neither W)\(iZ)Hi‘_’p nor F), has any
poles in the strip R X i[—wq, w1]. Using LemmaL8 and the fact that Y, € U, 1, we

thus obtain
(6.7) (ma(Yo = 10(0))2) Hrops o) = (ma(22)Hr o w5 (Y + 15(8) Fovr) = 0.
Combining (64, {E3), [EH), and ([E7) now yields

(6.8)  —2cosh(2mA/wa)ip(x) = (mA(EQ)H} ,, F) ) = (mA(2Q(x))H}

T,p?

Flo).
Furthermore, by Lemma (remember that a+iw; and 2K act in the same way
under my) we have

(69) <7T>\ (iQ(I))HT,p) v,0> = B(x)1/}(x + iwl) + O(x)1/}(x) + D(x)1/}(x - iwl)'

The lemma for the restricted parameter conditions follows now directly from (E8)

and (@9). O
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Using the function
G(z + i72)G(z +i7y3)
G(z —iv0)G(z —im1)’
we can define a renormalization S of ¢ as
N(@)¢(;z,A)

6.10 Sy, \) = A
( ) G ) VWTwz Ay ) A(F; A)
The function N B3 is a convenient normalization factor when matching S to R
in Section

Ay z) =

Lemma 6.3. S(v;x,\) is meromorphic on O with possible poles at
A=+ — %), x ==+ —imw), ivo +iy = —v —iw
forveAy, k=0,1,2,3, andl =1,2,3.
Proof. Using (28) and ZI2) we can express S as
V(v 2, AN (y)
[T;_o E(£x + imi) B(EX + i4)

From this expression we can easily read off that the possible pole hyperplanes are
as stated in the lemma (they have to be either poles of N(7) or zeros of one of the
E-functions in the denominator). (]

S(via,\) =

Theorem 6.4. The function S(v;x,\) is a simultaneous eigenfunction of the two
Askey-Wilson type second order difference operators L5 and L2 (see ([BH)) with
eigenvalues v(A; wi,wa,y) and v(\;wa,w1,v) respectively, where v is defined by

B3).
Proof. Note that A satisfies the first order difference equation
cosh( = (@ + iv2)) cosh( - ( +i73))
cosh( = (2 — iv0)) cosh( - (z — im))

Az 4w /2) = Az —iwy /2).

The desired eigenvalue equation (B3) for £2 now follows immediately from Lemma
)

To prove the result for the operator £ we note that S is symmetric in w; and w,
while interchanging w; and ws transforms £ to £. We could also prove the second
difference equation by repeating the argument for the first difference equation using
the component U5 of the modular double. 0

We continue the analysis of the eigenfunction S by proving its duality in the
geometric variable x and the spectral variable A, similar to the duality B3] for
Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric function R. The duality transformation v — 4 of the
parameters (see ([BI)) is equivalent to interchanging p and v under the parameter
correspondence @) (p, o, 7,v) = (v,0,7T,p).

Theorem 6.5 (Duality). We have
S, A) = S(3; A, x)

as meromorphic functions on O.
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Proof. Assume that wy,ws > 0 and w/2 > & + |S(x)| + |S(N)|, where £ is as
in (B4). Note that these restrictions on the parameters are invariant under the
exchange (z,7) <> (A,%). Then we can use the integral representation (&) for
both ¥ (v; 2, A) and ¢( 7, A, ) to compute
Glz+z+N2—iw/2+iT)G(z — A\/2 —iw/2 £ io)
R G(z+x—X2+iw/2+ip)G(z + A/2 +iw/2 £ iv)
(z+z/24+X—iw/2+i1)G(z — x/2 —iw/2 £ i0)
B / Glz+z/2+iw/2+ip)G(z — /2 + X +iw/2 £ iv)
= Z/}(:Ya A, .I),
where we used the change of integration variable z — z + (A — 2)/2 and a contour
shift in the second equality. This contour shift is allowed since the integrand con-
verges to zero exponentially at +o0o, and the conditions on the parameters ensure
that there are no poles picked up by shifting the contour back to R
Since U (see (L)) is entire on O, it follows that ¥ (v;z,\) = ¥(5; A, x) holds
as identity between meromorphic functions on . The desired duality for S now
follows from N(v) = N(§) and 4 = . O

dz

Y(yv;x,A) =

dz

Corollary 6.6. The function S(v;x,\) is a simultaneous eigenfunction of the
Askey-Wilson second order difference operators L7, Ew £>‘, and E)‘ with eigenval-
ues v(A;wr, wa,y), v(A;wa, wr,y), v(z; wl,wg,’y), and v(x wg,wl,’y) respectively.

Proof. The fact that S is an eigenfunction of £ and Zf”y was proved in Theorem
6.4l The proof for the other two difference operators follows from this fact and
duality (Theorem [EH). O

It is immediately clear from the integral representation (&) that ¢ is invariant
under sign flips of the parameters p, o, 7, and v. This leads to the following
symmetries for S.

Lemma 6.7. Let W,, be the Weyl group of type D,, which acts on n-tuples by
permutations and even numbers of sign changes. Let V.= Wy x Wy C Wy be the
Weyl group of type Da X Da, where the first (respectively second) component acts on
the parameters (yo,v1) (respectively (v2,73)) of the four-tuple (70,71, 7v2,73). For
an element v € V we have

S(v;2, ) Sw(y);x,\)

—

(v 2)e(BANG)  e(u(y); 2)e(0(7); AN (0(7))

as meromorphic functions on O.

Proof. Note that the action of V' ~ Z2X4 on the parameters (p,o,7,v) is by sign
flips of p, o, 7, and v. Under the conditions ¢ > 0 and |(x)| < ¢ it follows from
the integral representation (1) of ¢ that v is invariant under the action of V' on
v (note that the parameter restrictions are V-invariant).

Observe that e + i) Cla i)

T+ i) G(x + i3
is also V-invariant. Since the action of V commutes with taking dual parameters
(which is obvious in the parameters p, o, T, v, since V acts by flipping signs while
taking dual parameters amounts to interchanging p and v) we have a similar result
for ¢(%; A)A(%; A). Combining these results and using (EI0) now yields the desired
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symmetry of S for the restricted parameter set. These extra conditions on the
parameters can be removed by analytic continuation (compare with the proof of
Theorem [E0). O

Remark 6.8. The symmetries described in Lemma should be compared to the
D, symmetry (BI0) of R. Note that for R only an S3 C Wy symmetry holds
trivially from its integral representation [B2), where S35 acts by permuting 1, v2,
and 7s.

Let us now consider the asymptotics of S, compare with the asymptotics ([BIT)
of R.

Lemma 6.9. Let wy,ws € Rsg, v € C4, and A € C\ R such that ¢ > 0, where ¢
is given by &3). Then

S(y;w,\) = O(ea(lg(k)\—ER(%)—IU)\?R(JC)\)
for R(x) — =Loo, uniformly for I(x) in compact subsets of (—(,(), where o =
27 Jwiws.

Proof. Under the parameter restrictions as stated in the lemma, S does not have
z-independent poles (see Lemma [B3]) and the integral representation (B) for
holds.

In view of (EI0) and the asymptotics

1 ;
6.11 = O(eT¥0m
o1y Ay~ )
for R(z) — oo, uniformly for I(x) in compacta, it suffices to prove
(6.12) V(v 2, A) = O(eXISNI=w)R@)]

for R(z) — too, uniformly for (x) in compacta of (—¢, (). The asymptotic for-
mula (BT follows directly from the estimates I0) and (ZTTI) for the hyperbolic
gamma function.

Note that it suffices to prove [EIZ) for R(z) — oo since

(6.13) V(v @A) = 9(F; —2, —A)

where ¥ = (o, p,v,7) (in the 7, notation, ¥ = (—y0, 71,72, —73)). Equation ([EI3)
follows by the change of integration variable z — —z in (B1) and a subsequent
contour shift.

To prove ([EIZ) for R(z) — oo we consider the integral representation (B) of
1. We define

(6.14) € = max(wy, wa) + %I%(A)I + max([3(p)], [S(0)], [S(7)]; [S(v)])

and we consider the division of R in five intervals
Il = (—OO, —%(.I) - 6)7 I2 = (_%(I) — €, _%(I) + 6)7
I3 = (_%(I) + €, _6)5 I4 = (_656)7 I5 = (6, OO),

for R(x) > 2e. We write the integral (B7) defining 1 as the sum of five integrals over
I; (j =1,2,...,5) and we bound the integral over each I; seperately. The intervals
are chosen in such a way that the estimates ZI0) and (ZTII) for the hyperbolic
gamma function can be used to bound the integrand over the intervals I, I, and
I5. To estimate the integrals over the remaining intervals I and I4 we use the fact
that their lenghts are finite and independent of R(x). For each interval I; we show

(6.15)
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that the integral over I; is O(e*(ISNI=W)IR@)) a5 R(2) — oo, uniformly for I(z)
in compact subsets of (—(, (). As a consequence ¢ is also of this order. Details are
given in Appendix O

7. REDUCTION TO ASKEY-WILSON POLYNOMIALS

Using an indirect method, Ruijsenaars [I1, Theorem 3.2] proved that R reduces
to the Askey-Wilson polynomials [I] when the spectral parameter is specialized to
certain specific discrete values. We now show by a direct calculation that S (EI0)
reduces to the Askey-Wilson polynomials for the same discrete spectral values.

Let us first introduce some standard notations for basic hypergeometric series,
see [3]. For ¢ € C we write

n—1
(@ q)n = [J (1 = ad®),
k=0
k

(a3;q)n-

=1

((Il,G/Q,-. '7ak;q)n =

J

The g-hypergeometric series is defined by

o
ai,. .. 0541 (@1,.. . 05413 Dk g
10 g, 2| = z
st S|: blu'-'abs :| kZ:O(bla"'7bS7q;Q)k

provided that either |¢|] < 1 or that the series terminates. The Askey-Wilson
polynomials [T] are defined as

rn(;v;a,b,c,d | Q) = 4¢3

|: qfn, abcdq"il, ae27rm/w2,aef27rm/w2 0.

ab, ac, ad

Notice that the ¢7" term in the above expression causes the series to terminate.
This implies that r, is a polynomial of degree n in cosh(27z/ws). Finally, if we
use the parameter correspondence

_ _ 2mivo/ws __ 2miyi/ws — _ S2miv2 /w2 — _p2miy3/w2
(7.1) a e qg, b e q, ¢ e q, d e q,
and if we define

(7.2) Ap = tw + 99 + tnwy,

then the Askey-Wilson polynomials satisfy the Askey-Wilson second order differ-
ence equation

Eﬁ?"n(a:;a,b,c,d | q2) = v()\n;wlana’}/)T"(z;avbacvd | q2)

Here we use the Askey-Wilson operator £ [3) and eigenvalue v (E0).
Ruijsenaars has shown in [I1] by an indirect method that

(7.3) R(wy, wa,v; 2, \p) = n(250,b,¢,d | ¢*)

for n € Z>¢, under the parameter correspondence ([Z1l). Similarly we have

Theorem 7.1. Under the parameter correspondence [LI]) we have
S(w1,wa, v; T, A\p) = T (x5 0,0, ¢,d | ¢?)

forn € Z>o.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that the parameters wy,ws,y,z are
generic.
For generic A we can express 1 as an integral

(7.4) (v, A) = /I(v;x,/\,Z)dZ
C
with I(z) = I(7;x, A, z) given by

I(z) = Glz+x+M2—iw/2+i1)G(z — N2 —iw/2 L i0)
TGt -2t iw/2xip)Gz + N2 +iw/2 £ iv)

and with contour C a deformation of R seperating the upward pole sequences of
I from the downward pole sequences of I. When A — A,, the pole z := \/2 —
tw/2 — io — ikw; from a downward pole sequence of I will collide with the pole
A2+ iw/2 — iv +i(n — k)w; from an upward pole sequence of I for 0 < k < n.
In order to compute the limit A — A, in ([Z4), we therefore first shift the contour
C over the poles at z; (0 < k < n) while picking up poles. In the resulting integral
the colliding poles are on the same side of the integration contour, hence the limit
A — A\, can be taken.

To calculate the residues of I at zj, we first remark that k consecutive applications
of the difference equation [Z3) yield

G(z)
G(z — ikwy)

— ekrrz/w2q7k2/2(_ef27rz/w2q; qQ)k.

Using this equation we can write

G(z +ikwy +x+ N2 —iw/2 +i7)G(z + ikwy — A\/2 —iw/2 £ i0)

I =
() = G T ihun T = A2 T w2 Lip) G+ ihun A2+ w2 L iv)
% ok (—efi’; (Z+ikw1+xf)\/2+iw/2:tip)q7 _e*i’; (z+ikw1+)\/2+iw/2:tiv)q; qg)k
q (_67127’;(z+ikw1+z+)\/27iw/2:|:i7)q _effu—’;(erikwl7>\/27iw/2:tig)q q2)k .
Using the fact that the residue of the hyperbolic gamma function at z = —iw equals

&3), we obtain that the residue Resy, of I at z; equals
iywiws G(x + A —iw — io £ i17)G(—iw — 2i0)

Res), =
k 2T G(r —io £ ip)G(\ —io + iv)
o (—6712“; (xfmiip)q _e*i_g@%giw)q’ a*)k
X q e - - ’ T o, 7 ’
(6712”72(I+)\7w:t”)q27 61272210(]27 q2; q2)k

Now we can rewrite S as

1T = N(”y) —271 Y es z)dz
S(Va ’/\)_WA(V,,T)A(’?,A)( 2 ZR k+//I( )d),

k=0

where the contour C’ is chosen in such a way that all upward pole sequences and
the poles z (0 < k < n) are above C’, while all poles in downward pole sequences
except z; (0 < k < n) are below C'. In this expression the integral [,, I(z)dz has an
analytic extension to A = \,,. Furthermore S(v;z, A) is analytic at A = A, while
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A(4;A) and Resy (0 < k < n) have simple poles at A = \,,. Hence we obtain

. 2N (y
5(7;$’)‘"):Ali>r§1n_\/mA(7, ZReSk
27
_6212”,(1 iw—ivo) (e w2 (z— zw+V2/3)q Qn;q2)n
(e~ = wy (10+H972/3) (2. @)n
¢ q—2n e wz(w w—1iv9,1) e 2“(V2+V3)q—2n 9 9
4¢3 ¢~ B @miwrtings) —2n A (votm) 2 449

where the notation vy,; (respectively 7;/3) means that there are two terms, one
with ~9 and another with ~; (respectively, 72 and ~3). Inserting the parameter
correspondence ([Il) we obtain

—2nx /w2 ,—1,—2n+2 —27nx/we J—1,—2n+2. 2
S(’)/(E A ) _ e?ﬂnw/wga—n (6 / 2c q , € / 2d q 5 q )n
) ) n - — — — — — —
(CL lc 1q 2n+2 ,a 1d 1 2n+2.q2)n
—2n 67271'1/71;2a 6727rac/w2b Cild 1 72n+2 9
X 4¢3 —27rm/wgc—1q—2n+2 e—27rw/w2d 1 —2n+2 ab yd q

Using Sears’ transformation [3, (III.15)] of a terminating balanced 4¢3 series with
parameters specialized to a = ae~2™%/W2 h = pe27¥/W2 ¢ = 112 =
ab, e = e 2™/ w2122 and f = e 2mr/w2gd—1¢=27+2 1oy yields the desired
result. O

8. EQUALITY TO RUIJISENAARS’ HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION

We have already seen in previous sections that Ruijsenaars’ hypergeometric func-
tion R and the renormalized formal matrix coefficient S have several properties
in common. They satisfy the same Askey-Wilson second order difference equa-
tions, they have the same duality property, they specialize in the same way to
the Askey-Wilson polynomials and their possible pole locations coincide. These
common properties suffice to show that R and S are equal.

Theorem 8.1. We have
(8.1) R(wy,wa,v;x, A) = S(w1, wa,v; 2z, \).
This theorem is equivalent to the following identity between hyperbolic integrals.
Corollary 8.2. For wy, w2, R(vy;) > 0 and |z|, |\, |v,] < w/6 we have
[Glet et /2 — /NG N2 w2 i 2/,
rRGz+ax—A2+iw/2+i(yvo—71)/2)G(z+ N2+ iw/2 +i(y2 4+ 73)/2)
Gz +i72)G (2 +iy3)G (N + i92) G(A + i93)
Gz +1iv0)G(z — wl)G()\ +i%)G\ — 1)
Gz x+iv)G(z £ A+ %)
c G(z+iw HJ 1 Gz + iy + iy +iw)

where the contour C is the real line with a downward indentation at the origin.

dz,

Proof. The proof consists of inserting the integral representations of R and S in
EI). See B2 for the integral representation of R, and &), {@I0) for the integral
representation of S. (|
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In order to prove Theorem we first consider the Casorati-determinant of S
and R in the jw; direction.

Lemma 8.3. The Casorati-determinant

o(v;2,A) =
S(v;z +iwr /2, ) R(v; z —iw1 /2, ) — S(v; 2 — iw1 /2, \)R(y; 2 + w1 /2, N)
of S and R in the iwy direction is identically zero.
Proof. We suppress the A and v dependence of §(z) whenever this does not cause
confusion. We prove the lemma for generic parameters wi,ws € Rsg, v € R, and
A € U\R, under the condition wy > 2£ + 2|¥(N)| + 3wy, where U is an open subset
such that the asymptotics I of R hold for A € U.

A simple calculation involving the Askey-Wilson difference equations satisfied
by R and S (see B and Theorem B8 respectively) shows that

A(y; —2)
A(y;2)
where A is defined by [B4). Since the function

0(z + w1 /2) = 0(z —iwq/2),

(2 — iy —iw1/2)
(z 4 ivj + w1 /2)

3
T(z) = sinh(27z/ws) H g
j=0

satisfies the same difference equation, we conclude that
6(z)
m(z) = TG)

is an tw;-periodic function.

We now show that m(z) is an entire function in z. Let us look at the possible
poles of the Casorati-determinant §(z). By Lemma B3 the possible poles of S are
located at

:t(A-i-_i’Vj)v (j:0717273)'
From (B3) the possible poles of R are located at the same points. Hence §(z) can
only have poles at

:l:(A+ —’L’}/J):l:l’wl/2, (] :0,1,2,3)

Here all sign combinations are possible. Furthermore, using the pole and zero
locations () of the hyperbolic gamma function, we can easily see that the possible
zeros of T'(z) are located at

(A4 + iy; + w1 /2), riws, (1=0,1,2,3; r € Z).

By the assumption that the parameters are generic, we conclude that m has no
pole sequences of the form p + ikwy (k € Z). By the iw;-periodicity of m it now
follows that m cannot have any poles.
In the limit R(z) — co we have
1
T(z)
uniformly for $(z) in compacta, in view of the estimates [ZI0) and I for the
hyperbolic gamma function. Here o = 27 /wjws as before.

_ O(ea(%erl)Z)
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Furthermore, using the asymptotics for S (see Lemma ) and for R (see (B1]))
we have for R(z) — oo

8(z) = O(€2a(|$(>\)\+|’?0\—w)\§}e(z)\)

uniformly for &(z) in compact subsets of (—¢ + w1 /2,( — w1 /2). Observe that the
interval (—(+w; /2, (—w1/2) is nonempty due to the conditions on the parameters.

Combining these two asymptotic estimates we obtain
(8.2) m(z) = 2B _ peaasi-uiRely L g

T(z)
for R(z) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—( + w1 /2,( — w1 /2).

The asymptotics of m(z) for R(z) — —oo can be obtained in a similar way and is
also given by ([B2)). Combining the asymptotics with the fact that m(z) is analytic
and {w;-periodic we conclude that m(z) is bounded on C since ¢ — w1 /2 > wy /2.

For these parameters we conclude by Liouville’s theorem that m(z) is constant.
In fact, by the asymptotic expansion [&Z), m is identically zero. We can now
extend this result to all values of the parameters by analytic continuation, which
proves the lemma. ([

Proof of Theorem [81l. Consider the quotient

R(v;x, \)

Q(viz,\) = Strio )

By Lemma B3l @Q is an iw;-periodic meromorphic function in z. Since @ is sym-
metric in w; and wy (for both R and S are invariant under interchanging w; and
ws), @ is also iwe-periodic. If we choose wy,ws > 0 such that wy/we € Q, then
the set {kwy + lwy | k,1 € Z} is dense on the real line, hence Q(;x, \) is constant
as meromorphic function in z. Analytic continuation (in wy, ws, and +) allows us
to extend this result to all possible values of w; and ws in C, and vy € C*.

By the duality properties of R and S (see (B8) and Theorem 1 respectively),
we have

QUy; 2, \) = Q(F; A\, @).

This implies that @ is also constant as function in A.
In particular we have

S(’U}l,’lUQ,’Y;J;,)\O)

S \) =
Q(wl,W2,’7,fE, ) R(U)l,wQ,’}/;fE,)\o)

with Ag given by ([[C2). By Theorem [l we have S(wq,ws,7y;x, o) = 1, and by
[3) we have R(w1,ws,v;x,A9) = 1. Hence Q = 1, as desired. O

APPENDIX A. EIGENFUNCTION OF 7 (Y),)

In this appendix we give the explicit calculation to rewrite the eigenvalue equa-
tion mA(Y,)f = p-(p)f as the first order difference equation (&3).
Using the explicit expression ([Bl) of Y),, the eigenvalue equation becomes

R 2

i rA(E)] + i PrA(FK) — (e (K 1) =
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By the explicit definition (Lemma ECH) of 7y we obtain

q_Zqile27rz/w2 (q71/267r)\/w2f( )+q1/2 77r)\/w2f Z+Z’LU1

v

q_q_16727rz/w2( 71/2 7r)\/w2f(z_|_lw1)+ql/2 771')\/102](- )
Yp

R (f(z +iwr) = f(2)) = R

—! and rearranging the terms yields

Multiplying by ¢ — ¢
(ie27rz/w2q—l/267r>\/wg _ Z'e—Qﬂ'Z/’uJqu/2e—7T>\/’uJ2 + I/T) f(Z)

— (_Z-e27rz/w2ql/26—7r)\/wg +ie—27’l’z/’u}2q—1/2eﬂ')\/W2 +Vp) f(z+lw1),

which is equivalent to
cosh(mi/2 + 2wz /wy — miw1 /(2we) + wA/w2) + cosh(2miT/ws) )
cosh(—mi/2 4 2wz /we + wiwy /(2wa) — TA/we) + cosh(2mip/ws) '

Replacing the variable z by z — iw; /2 we can now rewrite the latter equation as

f(Z + iw1/2)
_ cosh(mi/2 + 2wz /wy — 3miwy /(2w2) + A /w2) + cosh(2miT /wy)
~ cosh(—7i/2 + 27z /wy — Tiwy /(2ws) — TA/wa) + cosh(2mip/ws)
B cosh(=(z + A/2 — 3iw1 /4 + iwa /4 £ ZT))f(Z iwn/2)
~ cosh(Z ~(2 = A2 —iw /4 —dwa /4 £ ip)) !

cosh(Z- (z +A/2 = 3iw/2+iT))

= cosh(g-(2 — A/2 —iw/2 + ip)) f(z —iwy/2),

where we used the ¢m-antiperiodicity of the hyperbolic cosine in the last equality.

fz+iw) =

f(z —iw/2)

APPENDIX B. THE LIMIT BEHAVIOUR OF %)

In this appendix we give the details on the calculation of the limit behaviour of v,
cf. the proof of Lemma B8 Throughout this section we assume that wy,ws € R,
A€ R, v eC* and that ¢ > 0 (with ¢ given by ([£H)). We prove that

(Bl) 1/)(")/’ T, A) = O(eaﬂ%()\)\fw)\?]?(z)\)

for N(z) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—(,{). As explained in the
proof of Lemma B3 we prove (B by splitting R in five intervals and bounding
the integral representation (7)) of ¢ over each interval.

B.1. Preparations. Let us first define a function K by

G(z4+M\/2 —iw/2 +ia)

G(z—N2+iw/2+ib)’

The integral representation (B7) for ) can then be written as

(B.2) vz ) = [ Ko n oK -2, 0)dz
R

The behaviour of K in the limit z — Fo0 is controlled by

K(z,\ a,b) =

Ki(z,\ a,b) = eFiozOmiw)—a®/246%/2),
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Explicitely, for fixed a, b, and \ we have

(B.3) K(z, A a,b) = Ki(z,\, a,b)ed®Nab)

for £R(z) > max(wy, w2) + |R(N)|/2 + max(|S(a)|, |S(b)|), where

(B4) |9(2, X, a,b)] < O(S(z))e @ minlonw2 R/,

with C' depending continuously on (z), cf. (ZI0) and EII)).

B.2. General estimation scheme. Let ¢ and the intervals I; (j € {1,...,5}) be
defined as in (EI4) and (ETIH). We only consider the asymptotics for R(x) — oc.

Assume that R(x) > 2¢, causing the intervals to form a partition of the real line.
We write the integral (B2)) defining 1) as

5
(B.5) P(a) =Y (),
j=1

where
Yi(x) = / K(z+z,\1,p)K(z,—\ 0,v)dz
I

for j € {1,2,...,5}. We bound these intergrals using (B3] (if one of them is
applicable for the interval at hand).
For j = 1 we have

—R(x)—e
djl (fE) = / K_ (Z +x, A\ T, p)K_ (Z, -\, 0, U)eg1(z+m,m)dz

. s i 22 2 2 i
_ eza)\me awmeza(p +vi—7—0 )/2/ e2o¢wz+g1(z+z\s(m),w)d

— 00

z
— e~ SN w)R())

for R(r) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—(,(). Here gi(z,2) =
g(z,\, 7, p) + g(z — z, =\, 0,v) which satisfies an equation like (B for z < —e

lg1(z +iS(x), x)| < Cle o min(wi,w2)|R(2)|/2,

where the constant C' is independent of (), because S(z) is bounded. In particu-
lar, g1(z+iS(z), ) is uniformly bounded for z € (—oco, —¢) and z € {z € C | R(z) >
26, |3(2)] < ¢}

Likewise we have for j = 5,

1/}5(I) = / K+(Z+'I7)\5Ta p)K+(Z,—>\,O',’U)6g5(Z’I)dZ
_ efaz(eri)\)eia(g2+q-27p2,u2)/2 /OO 672awz+g5(z,m)d2

— O(eXSN)w)RE))

for R(z) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—(, (). Here g5 is a function
which satisfies a bound like (B4 for z > ¢, cf. the previous paragraph.
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For j = 3 we need to be a bit more careful. First observe that

1/}3(‘I) = / K+(Z+IaAvTvp)K*(Zv_Avavv)eg3(2)m)dz
—R(z)+e

: Lo 2, 2 2 2 :
— efaz(erl)\)emz(‘r +vi—p—0o )/2/ 672m¢)\z+gg(z,z)dz7
—R(x)+e

where g5 = g(z + 2, A\, 7, p) + g(z,—A,0,v) is bounded on z € (—R(z) + €, —¢€) by
Ce—amin(wy,we) min(=2,2=R(x))/2 " and hence by the constant C' itself. Therefore we
have

—€

g ()] < O3 —0IR(E) +aS (@R gad (72— ~0%) /2 / Q205(N)=HC g,
—R(x)+e
— O IIVI=w)R()y

for R(z) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—(,(). Here we get the final
approximation by evaluating the integral and using that I(\) # 0.
For j = 4 we cannot use (B3)) for the entire integrand. However we still have

€

Ya(x) K (z4z,M71,p)K(z, =\ 0,0)e9 (%) d

—€

_ eiaz(iw—A) K, (z, AT, p)K(z, -\, 0, U)eg“(z*””)dz

= O (SN -w)R()

for R(z) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—(, (). Here g4 is a function
satisfying the bound gy4(z,z) < Ce~@min(wi,w)R(#)=€)/2 < O for z € [—¢, €] and
R(z) > 2e.

Finally for j = 2 we have in a similar way

€

K(z+4iS(z),\ 71, p)K_(2 — R(z), =\, o, U)eg2(z,z)dz

—€

Ya(z)

= e taR(@)(=A~iw) K(z+S(@), A\ 1, p)K_(z, =\, 0,0)e92(*%) dz

— O(e SN Fw)r)

for N(x) — oo, uniformly for I(z) in compacta of (—¢, (), where go is a bounded
function, cf. the previous paragraph.
By (B3) we conclude that the asymptotics (B for 1 holds, as desired.
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