arXiv:2409.06922v1 [math-ph] 11 Sep 2024

THE SPECTRAL ζ-FUNCTION FOR QUASI-REGULAR STURM–LIOUVILLE OPERATORS

GUGLIELMO FUCCI, MATEUSZ PIORKOWSKI, AND JONATHAN STANFILL

Abstract. In this work we analyze the spectral ζ-function associated with the self-adjoint extensions, T_{A,B} , of quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators that are bounded from below. By utilizing the Green’s function formalism, we find the characteristic function which implicitly provides the eigenvalues associated with a given self-adjoint extension T_{A,B} . The characteristic function is then employed to construct a contour integral representation for the spectral ζ-function of T_{A,B} . By assuming a general form for the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function, we describe the analytic continuation of the ζ-function to a larger region of the complex plane. We also present a method for computing the value of the spectral ζ-function of T_{A,B} at all positive integers. We provide two examples to illustrate the methods developed in the paper: the generalized Bessel and Legendre operators. We show that in the case of the generalized Bessel operator, the spectral ζ-function develops a branch point at the origin, while in the case of the Legendre operator it presents, more remarkably, branch points at every nonpositive integer value of s.

1. Introduction

The spectral ζ-function is an invaluable tool both in the field of mathematics and mathematical physics. For instance, important information regarding a physical system in the ambit of quantum field theory can be extracted from the spectral ζ-function of a suitable operator in a region to the left of its abscissa of convergence [20, 21, 42]. Additionally, the functional determinant of a self-adjoint operator representing the Hamiltonian H of a quantum field is used to evaluate its one-loop effective action (see e.g. [59, 64]). Furthermore, the analysis of the spectral ζ-function at the point s = −1/2 is utilized to study the Casimir energy of a quantum field. In this setting, different self-adjoint extensions of the Hamiltonian describe the dynamics of the quantum field constrained to satisfy different types of boundary conditions (see e.g. [6, 8]). Lastly, the residues at the simple poles of the spectral ζ-function of a given self-adjoint Hamiltonian H represent the coefficients of the small-t asymptotic expansion of the trace of the heat kernel associated to H. These coefficients are of particular interest because they describe the ultraviolet divergences that are present in a quantum system. Once these divergences are identified, they can be used to regularize the one-loop effective action [5, 16, 17, 65]. These are some of the most important applications of the spectral ζ-function in the ambit of physics and more have been described in detail in [20, 42]

The aim of this work is to extend the analysis of the spectral ζ-function, which was developed for certain regular Sturm–Liouville operators under additional smoothness assumptions in [27, 28], to quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators that are bounded from below. It is important to point out that while the spectral ζ-function has been considered in the literature for specific singular operators (see e.g. [25, 45, 46]), we provide here a systematic study of the ζ-function of general quasi-regular

Date: September 12, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 47A10, 47B10, 47G10. Secondary: 34B27, 34L40. Key words and phrases. ζ-function, (quasi-regular) Sturm–Liouville operators, traces, zeta regularized functional determinants, (generalized) Bessel operators, Legendre differential equation. 1

Sturm–Liouville operators that are bounded from below, illustrating what is true in general and when additional assumptions are needed. The analysis of the spectral ζ-function in the general quasi-regular setting is quite interesting since its structure, as a function in the complex plane, is expected to differ from the one obtained in the N-smooth regular case (see Definition 4.1).

To elaborate on this point, we briefly describe the process of analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function for the N-smooth regular case (details of which can be found in [27, 28]). The spectral ζ-function associated with a given self-adjoint extension of a regular Sturm–Liouville operator is represented as a contour integral of an expression containing a function whose zeroes implicitly provide the eigenvalues (the characteristic function). By construction, this representation is valid only on a finite strip of the complex plane. In order to extend the ζ-function to the left of this strip of convergence one subtracts, and then adds, to the integrand of the representation a number of terms of the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function for large values of the independent variable. As a result of this process, the more terms of the asymptotic expansion that are subtracted and then added, the more the abscissa of convergence moves to the left. The specific form of the asymptotic expansion plays a crucial role in this extension process since it develops the structure of the ζ-function. In the N-smooth regular case, the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function contains an exponential, as a leading term, and inverse powers of the independent variable up to order depending on N. When subtracted and then added to the integrand, these terms give rise to simple poles in the spectral ζ-function. (We show how this procedure can be extended to certain quasi-regular problems in Section 4.) It is reasonable to expect, then, that any change to the form of the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function translates to a different structure of the spectral ζ-function compared to the standard one obtained in the N-smooth regular case. This is indeed what occurs in the general case and gives rise to a spectral ζ-function which could have poles of higher order or branch points (as we will illustrate in Section 5 with an example having branch points at every nonnegative integer). It is interesting to point out that while it might appear that the nonintegrable nature of the endpoints can cause the spectral ζ-function to develop singularities other than simple poles, according to the regularization given in Theorem 2.5 every quasi-regular problem can be transformed to an equivalent regular one. This means that the unusual behavior of the spectral ζ-function can in fact occur for regular Sturm–Liouville problems as well! Spectral ζ-functions presenting unusual properties have been studied very little in the literature and one of the objectives of this paper is to provide a class of problems for which such non-standard ζ-functions are very likely to occur.

The outline of this work is as follows. In the next section, we identify the self-adjoint extensions of quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators in terms of generalized boundary conditions. In Section 3, we provide an integral representation of the spectral ζ-function in terms of the trace of the resolvent of a given self-adjoint extension. The explicit expression for the trace of the resolvent is obtained by utilizing the Green’s function formalism. This approach is different than the one provided in [27, 29], which was based on the Fredholm determinant, and should be appealing to a wider audience. In Section 4, we describe the method of analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function, while Section 5 illustrates our results through two examples: the generalized Bessel operator on (0, b) ⊂ R and the Legendre operator on (−1, 1). The last section contains some final remarks and Appendix A provides the reader with a very brief summary of the basic notions of singular Weyl–Titchmarsh–Kodaira theory needed.

We summarize, here, some of the notation used in this manuscript. If A is a linear operator mapping (a subspace of) a Hilbert space into another, then dom(A) denotes the domain of A. The spectrum, point spectrum, and resolvent set of a closed linear operator in a separable complex Hilbert space, H, will be denoted by σ( · ), σ_p( · ), and ρ( · ) respectively. If S is self-adjoint in H, the multiplicity of an eigenvalue z_0 ∈ σ_p(S) is denoted m(z_0; S) (the geometric and algebraic multiplicities of S coincide in this case). For consistency of notation, throughout this manuscript we will follow the conventional notion that derivatives annotated with superscripts are understood as with respect to x and derivatives with respect to z will be abbreviated by . = d/dz. We also employ the notation N_0 = N ∪ {0}.

2. Self-adjoint quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators We begin our analysis by stating the following basic assumptions of this work:

Hypothesis 2.1. Let (a, b) ⊆ R and suppose that p, q, r are (Lebesgue ) measurable functions on (a, b) such that the following items (i)–(iii) hold: (i) r > 0 a.e. on (a, b), r ∈ L^1_{loc}((a, b); dx). (ii) p > 0 a.e. on (a, b), 1/p ∈ L^1_{loc}((a, b); dx). (iii) q is real-valued a.e. on (a, b), q ∈ L^1_{loc}((a, b); dx).

These assumptions represent the standard foundations over which the theory of singular Sturm– Liouville operators is developed (see e.g. [69, Ch. 9]). The functions introduced in the Hypothesis 2.1 are used to construct the following, general three-coefficient differential expression τ: τ = 1 r(x) [ − d dx p(x) d dx + q(x) ] for a.e. x ∈ (a, b) ⊆ R. (2.1)

A Sturm–Liouville operator is defined as the differential expression (2.1) together with a suitable domain in L^2((a, b); rdx) over which τ acts. Within the framework of self-adjoint extensions, the minimal and maximal operators play an important role. By denoting with y^{[1]}(x) = p(x)y^′(x), x ∈ (a, b), (2.2) the first quasi-derivative of a function y ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)), the maximal and minimal operators are defined as follows.

Definition 2.2. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. Given τ as in (2.1), then the maximal operator T_{max} in L^2((a, b); rdx) associated with τ is defined by T_{max}f = τf, (2.3) f ∈ dom(T_{max}) = { g ∈ L^2((a, b); rdx) | | g, g^{[1]} ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)); τg ∈ L^2((a, b); rdx)}, The preminimal operator T_{min,0} in L^2((a, b); rdx) associated with τ is defined by T_{min,0}f = τf, f ∈ dom(T_{min,0}) = { g ∈ L^2((a, b); rdx) | | g, g^{[1]} ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)); (2.4) supp (g) ⊂ (a, b) is compact; τg ∈ L^2((a, b); rdx) } . One can prove that T_{min,0} is closable and we simply define the minimal operator, T_{min}, to be the closure of T_{min,0}. Since (T_{min,0})^∗ = T_{max} [69], one can conclude that T_{max} is closed. This observation allows us to write that T_{min} = T_{min,0} is given by T_{min}f = τf, (2.5) f ∈ dom(T_{min}) = { g ∈ dom(T_{max}) | | W (h, g)(a) = 0 = W (h, g)(b) for all h ∈ dom(T_{max})}, where the Wronskian, W (f, g)(x), of f and g, for f, g ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)), is defined by W (f, g)(x) = f(x)g^{[1]}(x) − f^{[1]}(x)g(x), x ∈ (a, b). (2.6)

Since we are working in the singular setting, the self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} depend on the limit point or limit circle classification of the endpoints of the interval (a, b). In this paper we focus on the quasi-regular case which constrains the differential expression τ to be limit circle at the endpoints (see Definition (A.2)). Since the most relevant systems that one encounters in physical applications are described by Hamiltonians that are bounded from below, in addition to the typical integrability hypothesis we will, for now on, work under the following assumption:

Hypothesis 2.3. The Sturm–Liouville differential expression τ satisfies Hypothesis 2.1, is quasi-regular on (a, b), and its minimal operator T_{min} is bounded from below.

We would like to point out that the addition of a suitable mass parameter m > λ_0 to T_{min} (which represents a redefinition of the lowest energy state) leads to a positive operator, (u, T_{min}u)_L2_{((a,b);rdx)} > 0, u ∈ dom(T_{min}). According to the theory of singular Sturm–Liouville operators, briefly outlined in Appendix A, the self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} are determined by Theorem A.7 with the generalized boundary values provided by Theorem A.14. We can summarize these results as follows:

Theorem 2.4. Assume Hypothesis 2.3. Then every self-adjoint extension of T_{min} belongs to either of the following two classes:

(i) Separated boundary conditions are the self-adjoint extensions T_{α,β} of T_{min} of the form T_{α,β} f = τf, α, β ∈ [0, π), f ∈ dom(T_{α,β} ) = { g ∈ dom(T_{max}) | | ~g(a) cos(α) + ~g^′(a) sin(α) = 0; (2.7)

~g(b) cos(β) − ~g^′(b) sin(β) = 0 } . (ii) Coupled boundary conditions are the self-adjoint extensions T_{φ,R} of T_{min} of the form T_{φ,R}f = τf, f ∈ dom(T_{φ,R}) = { g ∈ dom(T_{max}) | | | | ( ~g(b) ~g^′(b) ) = e^{iφ}R ( ~g(a) ~g^′(a) ) } , (2.8)

where φ ∈ [0, π), and R ∈ SL(2, R) .

The analysis of the spectral ζ-function associated with a quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operator represents a natural first step towards the treatment of spectral functions for more general singular Sturm–Liouville problems. This is due to the fact that quasi-regular problems can be regularized by using regularizing functions as detailed in [54] and [69, Ch. 8]. In particular, many results that can be proved in the regular setting can be extended to the quasi-regular case as well. The following theorem combines the results proved in [69, Thms. 8.2.1, 8.3.1, 8.3.2, 10.6.5, and Rem. 10.6.2] and represents an important result that details the link between regular and quasi-regular problems.

Theorem 2.5. Assume Hypotheses 2.3. Let ^u(λ_0, · ) ∈ dom(T_{max}) be positive on (a, b) and a nonprincipal solution at x = a, b, but not necessarily a solution through the interior of (a, b). Define

P (x) = [^u(λ_0, x)]^2p(x), R(x) = [^u(λ_0, x)]^2r(x), Q(x) = r(x)^u(λ_0, x)(τ ^u)(λ_0, x). (2.9)

Then the quasi-regular problem τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) can be transformed into −(P (x)v^′(z, x))^′ + Q(x)v(z, x) = zR(x)v(z, x), (2.10) for which 1/P, Q, R ∈ L^1((a, b); dx).

This theorem simply states that by using a positive ^u(λ_0, · ) ∈ dom(T_{max}) which is nonprincipal at both endpoints, also named regularizing function [69, Sect. 8.2], one can transform a quasi-regular problem τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) into an equivalent one (2.10) which is regular on (a, b). In addition, one can prove the following auxiliary result [69, Ch. 8]:

Lemma 2.6. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5, if y(z, · ) is a solution of the quasi-regular problem τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) on (a, b), then v(z, · ) = y(z, · )/^u(λ_0, · ) is a solution of the associated regular problem (2.10) on (a, b). Similarly, if v(z, · ) is a solution of the regular problem (2.10) on (a, b) then y(z, · ) = ^u(λ_0, · )v(z, · ) is a solution of the quasi-regular problem τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) on (a, b).

The last lemma is particularly useful for expressing, in a very simple way, the generalized boundary values of a function g ∈ dom(T_{max}) when T_{min} is bounded from below (that is when the Hypothesis 2.1 holds). In fact, the following lemma provides the explicit formulas:

Lemma 2.7. Assume Hypothesis 2.3. Let y(z, · ) be a solution of the quasi-regular problem τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) on (a, b) and let ^u(λ_0, · ) be a regularizing function on (a, b). Then,

~y(z, x_0) = v(z, x_0), ~y^′(z, x_0) = P (x_0)v^′(z, x_0), x_0 ∈ {a, b}. (2.11)

Proof. Let y(z, · ) be a solution of the quasi-regular problem τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) on (a, b). Then one can write y(z, · ) = ^u(λ_0, · )v(z, · ) where v(z, · ) is a solution of the associated regular problem. Choosing ^u(λ_0, x) = { ^u_a(λ_0, x), for x near a, ^u_b(λ_0, x), for x near b,

(2.12)

(with ^u(λ_0, x_0) = 1 near a regular endpoint x = x_0, i.e., in a neighborhood of x = x_0), we have ~y(z, x_0) = v(z, x_0) and ~y^′(z, x_0) = P (x_0)v^′(z, x_0) for x_0 ∈ {a, b}. The first expression is clear from (A.19) and the second follows from (A.20). In fact, by denoting with u(λ_0, x) the corresponding principal solution, one has

~y^′(z, x_0) = lim_{x→x0} ^u(λ_0, x)v(z, x) − ^u(λ_0, x)v(z, x_0) u(λ_0, x) = lim_{x→x0} v(z, x) − v(z, x_0) u(λ_0, x)/^u(λ_0, x) = lim_{x→x0} v^′(z, x) [^u(λ_0, x)u^′(λ_0, x) − ^u^′(λ_0, x)u(λ_0, x)]/[^u(λ_0, x)]^2

= lim_{x→x0} [^u(λ_0, x)]^2p(x)v^′(z, x) p(x)[^u(λ_0, x)u^′(λ_0, x) − ^u^′(λ_0, x)u(λ_0, x)] = P (x_0)v^′(z, x_0), x_0 ∈ {a, b}, (2.13)

where we have used L’Hôpital’s rule and the fact that W (^u(λ_0, · ), u(λ_0, · )) = 1. □

3. The spectral ζ-function With the self-adjoint extensions now completely determined, we can move on to the analysis of the corresponding spectral ζ-function. Let us denote the separated and coupled self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} in Theorem 2.4 collectively by T_{A,B}. The existence of the spectral ζ-function for quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators is predicated on the following result [34, 69]:

Theorem 3.1. Assume Hypothesis 2.3 and let T_{A,B} be a self-adjoint extension of T_{min} with z ∈ ρ(T_{A,B} ). Then, denoting by B_1(L^2((a, b); rdx)) the space of trace class operators in L^2((a, b); rdx),

(T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1} ∈ B_1(L^2((a, b); rdx)), (3.1) and, hence, T_{A,B} has a purely discrete spectrum with eigenvalues of multiplicity at most 2. In addition, if σ(T_{A,B} ) = {λ_{A,B,j} }_{j∈J} with J ⊂ Z an appropriate index set where eigenvalues are counted according to their multiplicity, then ∑ j∈J λj ≠0 |λ_{A,B,j} |^{−1} < ∞. (3.2)

This result allows us to define the spectral ζ-function associated with T_{A,B} as ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) := ∑ j∈J λj ≠0 λ^{−s}_{A,B,j} , (3.3)

for Re(s) > s_0 > 0, with s_0 large enough. The goal is to extend the function ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) to a region of the complex plane to the left of Re(s) = s_0. This is a necessary process to perform since very often valuable information can be extracted from the spectral ζ-function in the extended region Re(s) < s_0 (see e.g. [42]). Throughout the relevant literature, the standard procedure used to extend the spectral ζfunction to a larger region of the complex s-plane relies on a contour integral representation of ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) in (3.3) (this is exactly what was done recently for the regular case in [27]). Let γ be a counterclockwise contour in the complex plane that encircles the spectrum σ(T_{A,B} ) and avoids the origin. Assume that the meromorphic function [tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1} − z^{−1}m_0] (we write L^2_r(a, b) instead of L^2((a, b); rdx) in the subscript for brevity), with m_0 = m(0; T_{A,B}), is polynomially bounded over γ. By [29, Lemma 2.6] one has, for Re(s) > s_0, ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) = − 1 2πi � γ dz z^{−s}[tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1} + z^{−1}m_0]. (3.4)

Due to the presence of z^{−s} we choose, following [43] (see also [44]), the branch cut for the definition of the integral to be R_ψ = {z = te^{iψ} : t ∈ [0, ∞)}, ψ ∈ (π/2, π). (3.5) Before we can proceed with the process of analytic continuation, it is necessary to find a more explicit expression for the trace of the resolvent of T_{A,B}. This can be achieved with the use of the Green’s function. For z ∈ ρ(T_{A,B} ) the resolvent (T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1} can be expressed as [18, 34] (T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1}f(x) = �_b a r(y)dy G_{A,B} (z, x, y)f(y), (3.6) for f ∈ L^2((a, b); rdx). The Green’s function G_{A,B} (z, x, y) solves the equation (τ − z)G_{A,B} (z, x, y) = δ(x − y), (3.7) on (a, b) endowed with the conditions G_{A,B} (z, x, y)|_{x=y}+ = G_{A,B} (z, x, y)|_{x=y}− , ∂G_{A,B} ∂x (z, x, y)|_{x=y}− − ∂G_{A,B} ∂x (z, x, y)|_{x=y}+ = p^{−1}(y), (3.8)

and the boundary conditions that characterize the specific self-adjoint extension T_{A,B} [67]. In order to compute the Green’s function, we introduce the fundamental system of solutions θ(z, x, a), ϕ(z, x, a) of τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) defined by ~θ(z, a, a) = ~ϕ^′(z, a, a) = 1, ~θ^′(z, a, a) = ~ϕ(z, a, a) = 0, (3.9) such that W ( θ(z, · , a), ϕ(z, · , a) ) = 1. (3.10)

In terms of the newly introduced θ(z, x, a), ϕ(z, x, a), the Green’s function can be written as G_{A,B} (z, x, y) = { a_{A,B} (y)ϕ(z, x, a) + b_{A,B}(y)θ(z, x, a), a < x < y < R, c_{A,B} (y)ϕ(z, x, a) + d_{A,B} (y)θ(z, x, a), a < y < x < R, (3.11)

where the unknown terms (a_{A,B} (y), b_{A,B}(y), c_{A,B} (y), d_{A,B} (y)) are determined by imposing the conditions (3.8) and either the boundary conditions (2.7) for the separated case or the boundary conditions (2.8) for the coupled case.

By introducing the generalized boundary value operators for f(z, · ), f^{[1]}(z, · ) ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)),

U_a(f)(z) = cos(α) ~f(z, a) + sin(α) ~f^′(z, a), U_b(f)(z) = cos(β) ~f(z, b) − sin(β) ~f^′(z, b), (3.12) for the self-adjoint extensions T_{α,β} belonging to the separated case, the Green’s function in (3.11) can be found to be G_{α,β} (z, x, y) = 1 F_{α,β} (z) [ cos(α)ϕ(z, x, a) − sin(α)θ(z, x, a) ][ U_b(ϕ)(z)θ(z, y, a) − U_b(θ)(z)ϕ(z, y, a) ] , (3.13) for a < x < y < R with F_{α,β} (z) = cos(α) U_b(ϕ)(z) − sin(α) U_b(θ)(z). (3.14) For a < y < x < R, the Green’s function has the same expression as (3.13) but with x ↔ y.

Furthermore, by introducing the generalized boundary value operators for f(z, · ), f^{[1]}(z, · ) ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)), V_1(f)(z) = ~f(z, a) − e^{iφ}R_{22} ~f(z, b) + e^{iφ}R_{12} ~f^′(z, b), V_2(f)(z) = ~f^′(z, a) + e^{iφ}R_{21} ~f(z, b) − e^{iφ}R_{11} ~f^′(z, b), (3.15) the Green’s function associated with the coupled self-adjoint extensions T_{φ,R} has the form G_{φ,R}(z, x, y) = 1 F_{φ,R}(z) { [θ(z, y, a)V_2(ϕ)(z) − ϕ(z, y, a)V_2(θ)(z)]ϕ(z, x, a) + [θ(z, y, a)V_1(ϕ)(z) − ϕ(z, y, a)V_1(θ)(z)]θ(z, x, a) } , (3.16)

for a < x < y < R with F_{φ,R}(z) = V_1(θ)(z) + V_2(ϕ)(z) + e^{2iφ} − 1. (3.17) Once again, the expression in the region a < y < x < R is the same as (3.16) with the replacement x ↔ y. We would like to point out that for z ∈ ρ(T_{α,β}) the denominators F_{α,β} (z) ≠ 0 and F_{φ,R}(z) ≠ 0 since there cannot exist any non-vanishing solution of τg = zg satisfying the boundary conditions (2.7), for the separated case and (2.8) for the coupled case.

Since the resolvent (T_{A,B} −zI)^{−1} is of trace class, its trace can be computed according to the formula

tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1} =

�_b a r(x)dx G_{A,B} (z, x, x). (3.18) It is clear from the explicit expressions of G_{α,β} (z, x, y) in (3.13) and G_{φ,R}(z, x, y) in (3.16) that the trace of the resolvent in (3.18) reduces to a combination of integrals of the products θ(z, x, a)ϕ(z, x, a), θ^2(z, x, a), and ϕ^2(z, x, a). These integrals can be explicitly computed by using the following:

Lemma 3.2. Let f_1(z, x) and f_2(z, x) be solutions of the quasi-regular problem τf_i(z, x) = zf_i(z, x) with z ∈ C and τ given in (2.1) on the interval (a, b). Then �_b a r(x)dx f_1(z, x)f_2(z, x) = ~W (f_1, . f_2)(a) − ~W (f_1, . f_2)(b), (3.19) where ~W (f_1, f_2)(x_0) = ~f_1(z, x_0) ~f^′_2 (z, x_0) − ~f^′_1 (z, x_0) ~f_2(z, x_0), x_0 ∈ {a, b}. (3.20)

Proof. According to Lemma 2.6 the functions v_i(z, x) = f_i(z, x)/^u(λ_0, x), with i ∈ {1, 2} and ^u(λ_0, · ) a regularizing function on (a, b), are solutions of the corresponding regular problem (2.10). This implies that �_b a r(x)dx f_1(z, x)f_2(z, x) = �_b a R(x)dx v_1(z, x)v_2(z, x). (3.21) The integrand on the right-hand side can be expressed as a derivative R(x)v_1(x, z)v_2(x, z) = − d dx W (v_1, .v_2)(x). (3.22)

This fact can be proved by a direct calculation by noticing that d dx W (v_1, .v_2) = v_1(z, x)(P (x).v^′_2(z, x))^′ − (P (x)v^′_1(z, x))^′ .v_2(z, x), (3.23)

and that v_1(z, x) satisfies (2.10) and .v_2(z, x) satisfies, instead,

−(P (x).v^′_2)^′ + Q(x).v_2 = R(x)v_2 + zR(x).v_2. (3.24) From (3.22) we then have �_b a R(x)dx v_1(z, x)v_2(z, x) = W (v_1, .v_2)(a) − W (v_1, .v_2)(b). (3.25)

According to Lemma 2.7, for x_0 ∈ {a, b} one has

W (v_1, .v_2)(x_0) = v_1(z, x_0)(P (x_0).v^′_2(z, x_0)) − (P (x_0)v^′_1(z, x_0)).v_2(z, x_0)

= ~f_1(z, x_0) ~. f^′_2 (z, x_0) − ~f^′_1 (z, x_0) ~. f_2(z, x_0) = ~W (f_1, . f_2)(x_0), (3.26) which, together with (3.21), proves (3.19). □

Remark 3.3. Let us notice that the normalization of the fundamental system of solutions ϕ(z, · , a), θ(z, · , a) of τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) given in (3.9) implies that ϕ(z, x, a) = ^u(λ_0, x)φ(z, x, a) and θ(z, x, a) = ^u(λ_0, x)ϑ(z, x, a) where φ(z, · , a), ϑ(z, · , a) is the fundamental system of solutions for the associated regular problem satisfying ϑ(z, a, a) = φ^{[1]}(z, a, a) = 1, ϑ^{[1]}(z, a, a) = φ(z, a, a) = 0. (3.27) This observation and Lemma 2.7 allows us to conclude that ~. ϕ(z, a, a) = ~. θ(z, a, a) = ~. ϕ^′(z, a, a) = ~. θ^′(z, a, a) = 0, (3.28) which, in particular, means that ~W (ϕ, .θ)(a) = ~W (θ, .ϕ)(a) = ~W (θ, .θ)(a) = ~W (ϕ, .ϕ)(a) = 0. (3.29) ⋄ By using Lemma 3.2 and the result (3.29) it is not difficult to obtain for the trace in (3.18),

tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{α,β} − zI)^{−1} = 1 F_{α,β} (z) [ cos(α)U_b(θ)(z)~W (ϕ, . ϕ)(b) + sin(α)U_b(ϕ)(z)~W (θ, . θ)(b) − cos(α)U_b(ϕ)(z)~W (θ, . ϕ)(b) − sin(α)U_b(θ)(z)~W (ϕ, . θ)(b) ] . (3.30)

Now, a straightforward calculation shows, U_b(ϕ)(z)~W (θ, . ϕ)(b) − U_b(θ)(z)~W (ϕ, . ϕ)(b) = U_b( . ϕ)(z), U_b(θ)(z)~W (ϕ, . θ)(b) − U_b(ϕ)(z)~W (θ, . θ)(b) = U_b( . θ)(z), (3.31)

which, finally, allows us to obtain

tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{α,β} − zI)^{−1} = − cos(α)U_b( . ϕ)(z) − sin(α)U_b( . θ)(z) F_{α,β} (z) = − d dz ln F_{α,β} (z). (3.32)

A similar analysis can be performed for the trace of the resolvent for coupled self-adjoint extensions. By using (3.16) in (3.18) and the results of Lemma 3.2 we find

tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{φ,R} − zI)^{−1} = 1 F_{φ,R}(z) { V_2(θ)(z)~W (ϕ, . ϕ)(b) − V_1(ϕ)(z)~W (θ, . θ)(b) − V_2(ϕ)(z)~W (θ, . ϕ)(b) + V_1(θ)(z)~W (ϕ, . θ)(b) } . (3.33)

The terms in the brackets can now be simplified to write

tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{φ,R} − zI)^{−1} = −

V_1( . θ)(z) + V_2( . ϕ)(z) F_{φ,R}(z) = − d dz ln F_{φ,R}(z). (3.34)

The results obtained in (3.32) and (3.34) are summarized in the following:

Theorem 3.4. Assume that Hypothesis 2.3 holds. Denote by T_{A,B} the self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} described in Theorem 2.4. Then

tr_L2_{r (a,b)}(T_{A,B} − zI)^{−1} = − d dz ln F_{A,B} (z), (3.35)

with the characteristic function F_{A,B} (z) given by (3.14) for the separated case and by (3.17) for the coupled case.

We would like to point out that (3.14) and (3.17) show that F_{A,B} (z) is an entire function (since so is the fundamental set of solutions) with isolated zeroes at the eigenvalues of T_{A,B} (with multiplicity of zeros and eigenvalues agreeing). This implies, from (3.35), that the trace of the resolvent of the self-adjoint operator T_{A,B} is a meromorphic function of z ∈ C with isolated simple poles at the real eigenvalues λ_{A,B,j} ∈ σ(T_{A,B} ).

The explicit expression for the trace of the resolvent obtained in (3.35) allows us to rewrite the integral representation of the spectral ζ-function in (3.4) as ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) = 1 2πi � γ dz z^{−s} [ d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) − z^{−1}m_0 ] , (3.36)

valid for Re(s) > s_0. The process of analytic continuation of ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) begins with the deformation of the integration contour γ to a new one that encloses the branch cut R_ψ as detailed in [27, 29]. As the contour shrinks to the branch cut R_ψ, we need to analyze and control the behavior of the integrand of (3.36) for |z| → ∞ and for |z| → 0. Since the zero eigenvalue (if it exists for a given self-adjoint extension) is excluded from the integral representation (3.36), the integrand has the behavior | | | | d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) − z^{−1}m_0 | | | | = C + O(|z|), |z| → 0, (3.37) with C being a constant. As we have mentioned earlier, F_{A,B} (z) is an entire function with zeroes coinciding with the eigenvalues λ_{A,B,j} ∈ σ(T_{A,B} ). According to the Weierstrass factorization theorem, the convergence of the spectral ζ-function (3.3) for Re(s) > s_0 implies that F_{A,B} (z) is of finite order [53, Sect. 13.15]. In fact, we have the following result in case the eigenvalues grow polynomially. Proposition 3.5. Consider a self-adjoint extension T_{A,B} of the bounded below minimal operator T_{min} with a purely discrete spectrum σ(T_{A,B} ) = {λ_n}^∞_{n=1}. Assume additionally the eigenvalue asymptotics λ_n = cn^κ[1 + o(1)] with some κ > 1 as n → ∞. Then the characteristic function, F_{A,B} (z), satisfies − d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) = 2πi (1 − e^{−2πi/κ})κc^{1/κ} z^{1κ −1} + o(z^{1κ −1}), z → ∞, (3.38)

uniformly in closed sectors of C not containing the positive real line. Here, the κ^{th}-root is chosen to have a branch cut on the positive real axis with positive limit from the upper-half plane.

Note that with a polynomial eigenvalue growth as above, the infinite sum representation of the spectral ζ-function will converge for all s with Re(s) > κ^{−1}.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. Let us introduce the spectral measures dμ = ∑_∞ n=1 δ_{λn} with unit point masses where the eigenvalues are counted according to multiplicity. Then we have the equality − d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) = � R 1 x − z dμ(x), z ∈ C \ σ(T_{A,B} ). (3.39) Now for t > 0 introduce the scaled variables w = z/t, y = x/t and set f_t(w) = −t^{1−1/κ d}_{dz} ln F_{A,B} (z)|_{z=wt}. Then for f_t we have the integral representation

f_t(w) = � R 1 y − w dμ_t(y), (3.40)

with dμ_t = t^{−1/κ} ∑_∞ n=1 δ_{λn/t}. Now as λ_n ∼ cn^κ, we have that �_Y −∞ dμ_t(y) = t^{−1/κ} · #{λ_n : λ_n ⩽ tY } ∼ {(_Y c )_{1/κ} = �_Y 0 1 κc^{1/κ}y^{1−1/κ} dy, for Y ⩾ 0, 0, otherwise.

(3.41)

This shows that dμ_t(y) → χ_{[0,∞)}^1_{κc1/κy1−1/κ} dy in distribution. In particular, we have that pointwise f_t(w) → �_∞ 0 1 y − w 1 κc^{1/κ}y^{1−1/κ} dy, t → ∞, w ∈ C \ [0, ∞). (3.42) Now a simple residue calculation yields f_t(w) → 2πi (1 − e^{2πi/κ})κc^{1/κ}w^{1−1/κ} , where the κ^{th}-root is chosen to have a branch cut on the positive real axis with positive limit from the upper-half plane. The convergence rate is locally uniform in C \ [0, ∞).

After reversing our change of variables we obtain (3.38) where the convergence is uniform in closed sectors not containing the real line. This finishes the proof. □

In general, results allowing us to determine from the growth properties of a measure μ the asymptotic behavior of its Stieltjes transform at infinity are known in the literature as Abelian theorems and have been studied in great detail (see [49] for some recent developments).

We would like to point out that by integrating and then exponentiating (3.38) results in the asymptotics

F_{A,B} (z) = exp ( − 2πi (1 − e^{2πi/κ})c^{1/κ} z^{1/κ} + o(z^{1/κ}) ) , (3.43) again with the same uniform convergence rate as before, consistent with the fact that F_{A,B} (z) is of order ρ = κ^{−1}.

According to the result (3.37) and the proposition above one concludes that, in the process of shrinking the integration contour to the branch cut R_ψ, the contributions to the integral as |z| → 0 and |z| → ∞ vanish as long as ρ < Re(s) < 1. That is, this first step in the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function is well-defined only when the characteristic function F_{A,B} (z) has order ρ < 1. This is, however, guaranteed, as proved in Proposition 3.5, for problems with eigenvalues satisfying λ_n = cn^κ[1 + o(1)] with some κ > 1 as n → ∞.

In particular, for the quasi-regular case we know [69, Thm. 10.6.1] that the eigenvalues of any self-adjoint extension satisfy the Weyl asymptotics

λ_n = π^2n^2

( �_b a √ r(x) p(x) dx )_{−2} [1 + o(1)] as n → ∞, λ_n ∈ σ(T ), (3.44)

which imply, by applying Proposition 3.5, that the corresponding characteristic function satisfies − d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) = i 2 ( �_b a √ r(x) p(x) dx ) z^{−1/2} + o(z^{−1/2}), z → ∞, (3.45)

in closed sectors not containing the positive real line and the square root being defined by z^{1/2} = e^{iθ/2}r^{1/2} for z = e^{iθ}r with r > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 2π). It is then clear that, in the special case of quasiregular problems, the characteristic function is always of order 1/2.

Hence, by shrinking the integration contour γ to the branch cut R_ψ for 1/2 < Re(s) < 1, the contributions to the integral for |z| → 0 and |z| → ∞ vanish and one obtains ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) = 1 2πi � γ dz z^{−s} [ d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) − z^{−1}m_0 ]

= 1 2πi � γ dz z^{−s} d dz ln [z^{−m0} F_{A,B} (z)] = − e^{−isΨ} 2πi �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} d dt ln [ (te^{iΨ})^{−m0} F_{A,B} ( te^{iΨ} )]

+ e^{−is(Ψ−2π)} 2πi �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} d dt ln [ (te^{i(Ψ−2π)})^{−m0} F_{A,B} ( te^{i(Ψ−2π)} )]

= e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} d dt ln [ (te^{iΨ})^{−m0} F_{A,B} ( te^{iΨ} )] . (3.46)

The calculation outlined in (3.46) serves as a proof of the following:

Theorem 3.6. Assume that Hypothesis 2.3 holds. Denote by T_{A,B} the self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} described in Theorem 2.4. Let R_ψ be the branch cut defined in (3.5), m_0 be the multiplicity of the zero eigenvalue, and F_{A,B} be the characteristic function (3.14) for the separated case or (3.17) for the coupled case. Then the spectral ζ-function associated with T_{A,B} has the integral representation ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) = e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} d dt ln [ (te^{iΨ})^{−m0} F_{A,B} ( te^{iΨ} )] , (3.47)

which is valid for 1/2 < Re(s) < 1.

3.1. The spectral ζ-function at positive integers.

As we have already mentioned in the introduction, information that is important in both physical and mathematical applications is found from the analysis of the spectral ζ-function in a region to the left of the strip of convergence 1/2 < Re(s) < 1 established in Theorem 3.6. Before describing in detail the process of analytic continuation that extends the spectral ζ-function further to the left, we would like to present a simple way of evaluating ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) at positive integers. The values ζ(n; T_{A,B}) for n ∈ N were first explicitly computed for the self-adjoint extensions T_{A,B} of regular Sturm–Liouville operators in [27] and can be obtained directly from the integral representation (3.36). The analysis of ζ(n; T_{A,B} ) is of particular interest because it provides an example in which the value of the spectral ζ-function can be computed exactly. Moreover, whenever the spectral ζ-can be expressed as a multiple of the classic ζ-function of Riemann or Hurwitz, the values at positive integers can directly be used to find information to the left of Re(s) = 1/2.

More precisely, by letting s = n, n ∈ N, in (3.36), one no longer needs the branch cut R_ψ for the fractional powers of z^{−s}, thus reducing the integral along the curve γ to a clockwise oriented integral along the circle C_ε, centered at zero with radius ε > 0. Considering the case s = n also ensures that m_0 does not contribute to the integral in (3.36). Hence, ζ(n; T_{A,B}) = − 1 2πi � C_ϵ dz z^{−n} d dz ln(F_{A,B} (z)) = −Res [ z^{−n} d dz ln(F_{A,B} (z)); z = 0 ] , n ∈ N. (3.48) It is clear, from (3.48) that the value ζ(n; T_{A,B} ) is proportional to the coefficient of z^{n−1} of the expansion of the characteristic function F_{A,B} (z) in a neighborhood of z = 0. Since F_{A,B} (z) is, in particular, an entire function of z ∈ C , its small-z expansion exists and can be obtained as follows: from the explicit expressions provided in (3.14) for the separated case or (3.17) for the coupled case, the small-z expansion of F_{A,B} (z) is obtained from the one for the generalized boundary values ~ϕ(z, x_0, a), ~θ(z, x_0, a), ~ϕ ′(z, x_0, a), and ~θ ′(z, x_0, a), x_0 ∈ {a, b}, of the fundamental system of solutions ϕ(z, · , a) and θ(z, · , a) of τy(z, x) = zy(z, x). According to Theorem 2.5 one has ~ϕ(z, x_0, a) = φ(z, x_0, a), ~θ(z, x_0, a) = ϑ(z, x_0, a), ~ϕ^′(z, x_0, a) = φ^{[1]}(z, x_0, a), ~θ^′(z, x_0, a) = ϑ^{[1]}(z, x_0, a),

(3.49)

where φ(z, · , a) and ϑ(z, · , a) represent the fundamental system of solutions for the associated regular problem. Now, the small-z expansion of the fundamental system of solutions φ(z, · , a), ϑ(z, · , a) of the regular Sturm–Liouville problem and their quasi-derivative φ^{[1]}(z, · , a), ϑ^{[1]}(z, · , a) has been explicitly obtained, by utilizing the Volterra integral expansion, in [27, Subsection 3.1]. This implies that by using the expansions found in [27, Subsection 3.1] on the right-hand side of the relations (3.48) we obtain the small-z expansion of the generalized boundary values of the fundamental system of solutions ϕ(z, · , a) and θ(z, · , a) and, consequently, the one for F_{A,B} (z). We can now state the following:

Theorem 3.7. Assume Hypothesis 2.3. Denote by T_{A,B} the self-adjoint extension of T_{min} with either separated or coupled boundary conditions as described in Theorem 2.4. Denote by F_{A,B} (z) = ∞∑ j=0 a_j z^j , (3.50)

the series expansion of the characteristic function F_{A,B} (z), given in (3.14) for the separated case or (3.17) for the coupled case. Then for n ∈ N,

ζ(n; T_{A,B} ) = −Res [ z^{−n} d dz ln(F_{A,B} (z)); z = 0 ] = −nb_n, (3.51) where

b_1 = a_{1+m0} a_{m0} , b_j = a_{j+m0} a_{m0} − j−1∑ ℓ=1 ( ℓ j ) a_{j−ℓ+m0} a_{m0} b_ℓ, j ⩾ 2. (3.52)

In particular, if zero is not an eigenvalue of T_{A,B}, then

tr_L2_{r ((a,b))} ( T^{−1}_{A,B} ) = ζ(1; T_{A,B} ) = − a_1 a_0

. (3.53)

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of [27, Thm. 4.1]. □

We would like to point out that while the small-z expansion of the characteristic function F_{A,B} (z) of a given separated or coupled self-adjoint extension can be obtained as described above through the small-z expansion of the generalized boundary values of the fundamental system of solutions, this procedure appears to be a somewhat cumbersome exercise. In particular, because it involves computing the Volterra integral expansion of the corresponding regularized fundamental system of solutions. Fortunately, for the majority of problems relevant in applications, it is not necessary to follow that procedure. In fact, very often, the characteristic function of a given self-adjoint extension is expressed in terms of well-known special functions and its small-z expansion can be computed from those of its constituent special functions (which can be found in specialized monographs such as [1] and [56]).

4. Analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function

The process of analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function, which will allow us to extend the expression obtained in Theorem 3.6 from the strip 1/2 < Re(s) < 1 to the region of the complex plane to the left of Re(s) = 1/2, has been described numerous times in the literature, most recently, for regular Sturm–Liouville operators under additional assumptions, in [27, Subsection 3.3]. The basic idea relies on the observation that the restriction Re(s) > 1/2 found for the integral representation (3.47) arises from the z → ∞ behavior of the characteristic function given in(3.45). This implies that in order to extend the expression for the spectral ζ-function to a region of the complex plane to the left of Re(s) = 1/2, one can simply subtract, and then add, from the integrand in (3.47), terms of the t → ∞ asymptotic expansion of ln[(te^{iΨ})^{−m0} F_{A,B} (te^{iΨ})]. This is exactly the analytic continuation process employed in [27, 28]. To describe this in more details, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 4.1. We call a (quasi-)regular (bounded from below) Sturm–Liouville problem satisfying (pr), (pr)^′/r ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)) and (pr) | |_{(a,b)} > 0 such that the Liouville transformed potential V given in

(4.10) satisfies V (ξ) ∈ C^N ([A, B]) for some N ∈ N_0 , N-smooth (quasi-)regular.

Using Definition 4.1, we now describe some of our previous results and illustrate when they can be easily extended to the quasi-regular setting. It was proven in [27, Subsection 3.2] that by using a Liouville transformation (see (4.6)–(4.10)) one can recast a regular Sturm–Liouville differential equation satisfying (pr), (pr)^′/r ∈ AC([a, b]) and for some ε > 0, pr ⩾ ε on [a, b] into a regular Schrödinger equation that is particularly suitable for the asymptotic analysis of its solutions. Furthermore, given an N-smooth regular problem, the explicit large-z asymptotic expansion (to order depending on N) of the fundamental set of solutions and, hence, of the characteristic function, can be found by employing the standard Liouville–Green (or WKBJ) method. To have the method give the correct asymptotic expansion to all orders, one must assume that the new potential is smooth on [A, B].

In the quasi-regular case, one could attempt to follow the same process described above by first applying a regularization as in Theorem 2.5. If one then assumes that the coefficients associated with the regular problem satisfy (P R), (P R)^′/R ∈ AC([a, b]) and for some ε > 0, P R ⩾ ε on [a, b], one can proceed as in [27, Subsection 3.2]. In order to find additional terms of the asymptotic expansion, one must assume more regularity in the transformed coefficient functions. We now provide an example showing that there exist quasi-regular problems with an associated N-smooth regular problem (in fact, infinitely smooth).

Example 4.2. Consider the differential expression τ_μ = −(x − a)^{(3μ−1)/2} d dx (x − a)^{(3−μ)/2} d dx , μ ∈ (0, 1), x ∈ (a, b). (4.1) One readily verifies that τ_μ is in the limit circle nonoscillatory case (but not regular) at x = a and regular at x = b, and principal and nonprincipal solutions of τ_μu = 0 are given by

u_{a,μ}(0, x) = 2(1 − μ)^{−1}, ^u_{a,μ}(0, x) = (x − a)^{(μ−1)/2}, μ ∈ (0, 1). (4.2)

The generalized boundary values for g ∈ dom(T_{max,μ}) are then of the form

~g(a) = lim_{x↓a}(x − a)^{(1−μ)/2}g(x), ~g^′(a) = 2^{−1}(1 − μ) lim_{x↓a} [ g(x) − ~g(a)(x − a)^{(μ−1)/2} ] . (4.3)

Direct calculation yields the coefficients of the associated regular problem are

P (x) = (x − a)^{(1+μ)/2}, R(x) = (x − a)^{−(1+μ)/2}, Q(x) = 0, μ ∈ (0, 1), x ∈ (a, b). (4.4)

One easily verifies that 1/P, Q, R ∈ L^1((a, b); dx), P R = 1 > 0 and (P R)^′/R = 0. Thus applying a Liouville transform (see below with k = a) results in the free Schrödinger equation − d^2 dξ^2 u(z, ξ) = zu(z, ξ), ξ ∈ (0, B), where B = 2 (b − a)^{(1−μ)/2} 1 − μ , μ ∈ (0, 1). (4.5)

Notice that applying a Liouville transformation (choosing k = a below) directly to (4.1) yields (4.5) as well. In fact, a direct calculation shows that one can obtain the potential in (4.10) in two equivalent ways. Namely, either by first regularizing and then performing a Liouville transformation (regardless of the regularizing function chosen), or by simply executing a Liouville transformation directly. This shows that some quasi-regular problems actually become regular simply by performing a Liouville transformation, making the initial regularization in Theorem 2.5 obsolete. This motivates the inclusion of the quasi-regular case in Definition 4.1, and allows us to immediately extend the results proven in [27, Subsection 3.2] to N-smooth quasi-regular problems.

Let us now explicitly define a Liouville transformation (see [22, Sect. 4.3], [23], and [34, Sect. 3.5]), by first assuming, in addition to Hypothesis 2.1, that the coefficients of τ in (2.1) satisfy (pr), (pr)^′/r ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)) and (pr) | (a,b) > 0. One then defines ξ(x) = �_x k dt [r(t)/p(t)]^{1/2}, k ∈ [a, b], (4.6) A := − �_k a dt [r(t)/p(t)]^{1/2} > −∞, and B := �_b k dt [r(t)/p(t)]^{1/2} < ∞, (4.7) u(z, ξ) = [p(x(ξ))r(x(ξ))]^{1/4} y(z, x(ξ)), (4.8) to recast the quasi-regular equation τy(z, x) = zy(z, x) with x ∈ (a, b) into the form − d^2 dξ^2 u(z, ξ) + V (ξ)u(z, ξ) = zu(z, ξ), ξ ∈ (A, B) ⊂ R. (4.9)

Notice that the choices k = a or k = b are allowed by the quasi-regular assumption, which also ensures the new interval (A, B) is finite. The transformed potential V (ξ) can be found to be V (ξ) = − 1 16 1 p(x)r(x) [ (p(x)r(x))^′ r(x) ]_2 + 1 4 1 r(x) [ (p(x)r(x))^′ r(x) ]_′ + q(x) r(x) . (4.10)

Because of the additional conditions (pr), (pr)^′ /r ∈ AC_{loc}((a, b)) and (pr) | |_{(a,b)} > 0, the potential

satisfies V (ξ) ∈ L^1_{loc}((A, B); dξ). This local integrability condition, however, does not prevent the potential V (ξ) from diverging at the necessarily finite endpoints of the interval (A, B). Thus without making further assumptions (as described above), the standard Liouville–Green asymptotic analysis cannot be carried out and one has to rely on more advanced asymptotic analysis techniques such as singular perturbation theory, matched asymptotic expansions, and multiple scale methods (see e.g. [4, 19, 38, 48]). A suitable method for finding the asymptotic expansion of the fundamental system of solutions can be selected only once a specific quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operator is given. In other words, unlike in the N-smooth (quasi-)regular problems where an asymptotic expansion for the characteristic function can be found to higher order depending on N, the general regular and quasiregular cases require, in principle, an ad-hoc asymptotic analysis for each particular form that the operator takes.

Because of the remark above we cannot outline in detail the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function for a general quasi-regular problem. Nevertheless, it is possible to provide important remarks about the procedure. According to (3.45) the leading term of the z → ∞ asymptotic expansion of the derivative of ln F_{A,B} (z) is the same for all self-adjoint extensions and depends only on the coefficients r(x) and p(x) of the differential expression (2.1). The subleading terms of the expansion, however, cannot be determined by the results of Proposition 3.5.

To elaborate on this point, according to the proof of Proposition 3.5, Weyl’s asymptotic result in (3.44) causes the large-z asymptotic expansion of the derivative of the logarithm of the characteristic function F_{A,B} (z) to be fully determined only up to a o(z^{−1/2}) function. This implies that the next term in the asymptotic expansion (3.38) could be a function that, as z → ∞, approaches zero slower than an O(z^{−1/2−ε}) function with ε > 0 arbitrarily small. For example, Proposition 3.5, with κ = 2 to account for Weyl’s result in (3.44), does not exclude the possibility that the next term in the expansion (3.38) is of the form z^{−1/2}(lnz)^{−γ} , with γ > 0. While this asymptotic behavior of the logarithmic derivative of the characteristic function might be possible, we are not aware of any Sturm-Liouville problem in which it actually occurs. For this reason we will continue our analysis under the following assumption.

Assumption 4.3. The derivative of ln F_{A,B} (z) has the large-z asymptotic expansion to some order N ∈ N − d dz ln F_{A,B} (z) = i 2 cz^{−1/2} + N∑ n=1 c_n(A, B)ω_n(z) + o(ω_N (z)), (4.11)

where c =

�_b a √_{r(x)} p(x) dx and ωn(z) represents a suitable asymptotic sequence for z → ∞ in any sector not

containing the real line such that ω_1(z) = o(z^{−1/2−ε}), with ε > 0. In addition, for C > 0, the elements ω_n(z) satisfy the integrability condition

t^{−s}ω_n(te^{iΨ}) ∈ L^1((C, ∞); dt), (4.12)

for Re(s) > s_n, with s_{n+1} < s_n, for n ∈ N_0 , and s_0 = 1/2.

For instance, in the case of N-smooth (quasi-)regular Sturm–Liouville operators the appropriate asymptotic sequence, according to the Liouville–Green approximation [27, Eq. (3.82)], has only one scale (up to N) and is explicitly given by ω_n(z) = z^{−(n+1)/2}, n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. If the transformed potential is smooth on the given finite interval, then this holds for all N ∈ N.

When Assumption 4.3 holds, the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function to the left of the abscissa of convergence Re(s) = 1/2, is performed by subtracting, and then adding, to the integrand in (3.47) the terms of the large-z asymptotic expansion of ln [ (te^{iΨ})^{−m0} F_{A,B} (te^{iΨ}) ] . In other words, the integrability assumption and the fact that s_{n+1} < s_n, for n ∈ N_0 , ensures that the more terms of the asymptotic expansion are subtracted, and then added, the more the convergence region of the integral (3.47) moves to the left. This process leads to the expression ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) = Z(s; A, B) + N∑ j=−1 H_j (s; A, B), (4.13)

where Z(s; A, B) = e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} { d dt ln [ (te^{iΨ})^{−m0} F_{A,B} ( te^{iΨ} ) ]

− H(t − C) [ − i 2 ct^{−1/2}e^{iΨ/2} − m_0 t + N∑ n=1 c_n(A, B)ω_n ( te^{iΨ} ) ] } , (4.14)

is an entire function of s for s_N < Re(s) < 1 with H(t) denoting the Heaviside function and C > 0 an arbitrary point. The remaining functions H_j (s; A, B) can be found to be H_{−1}(s; A, B) = −ie^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π ce^{iΨ/2}C^{−s+(1/2)} 2s − 1 , (4.15) H_0(s; A, B) = −m_0e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π C^{−s} s , (4.16) H_n(s; A, B) = e^{is(π−Ψ)}c_n(A, B) sin(πs) π �_∞ C dt t^{−s}ω_n(te^{iΨ}), n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. (4.17) We can provide, at this point, a few general remarks concerning the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function, ζ(s; T_{A,B} ). The term H_{−1}(s; A, B) of the analytic continuation (4.13), given in (4.15), is universal, namely, it is the same for all self-adjoint extensions T_{A,B} of T_{min}. In addition, by noting its simple meromorphic structure, one can prove the following:

Lemma 4.4. Let Assumption 4.3 hold. Then the spectral ζ-function, ζ(s; T_{A,B} ), associated with a self-adjoint extension T_{A,B} of a quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operator has a simple pole at the point s = 1/2 with residue^1_{2π}

�_b a √_{r(x)} p(x) dx. Of course, this is also true for the spectral ζ-function arising from regular Sturm–Liouville problems [27]. The functions H_n(s; A, B) in (4.17) are, according to Assumption 4.3, entire for Re(s) > s_n. However, once a suitable asymptotic sequence ω_n(z) is selected to describe the large-z asymptotic expansion of the logarithmic derivative of F_{A,B} (z) the integrals in (4.17) can generally be extended as meromorphic functions, with possible branch cuts, to Re(s) ⩽ s_n. It follows, then, that the functions H_n(s; A, B) contain the information about all the possible poles and branch points of ζ(s; T_{A,B} ), provided Assumption 4.3 holds to all orders N with s_n → −∞ as n → ∞.

In the case of N-smooth regular Sturm–Liouville problems, the spectral ζ-function develops only simple poles in a region of the complex plane depending on N and it is always regular at the origin (see [27]). The same meromorphic structure arises in the case of N-smooth quasi-regular problems described at the beginning of this section.

In more general situations however this is no longer true and the analytically continued expression of the spectral ζ-function can become much more involved. In fact, the spectral ζ-function associated with the Laplace operator on conic manifolds exhibits an unusual structure (see e.g. [46] for an outline). Other examples of non-standard spectral ζ-functions, possessing poles of order higher than one and branch points, can be found, for instance, in [7, 14, 13] for the generalized cone and in [25, 45] for some singular Sturm–Liouville operators. We further remark that if the spectral ζ-function develops a pole at s = 0 then the definition of the ζ-regularized functional determinant needs to be modified (see (5.21) and (5.22)). Some proposals that extend the definition to this situation can also be found, for instance, in [15, 51]. Furthermore, we refer to [37] for a detailed explanation of the relation between the ζ-regularized determinant and the Fredholm determinant under certain regularity assumptions.

As it is clear from (4.17), the structure of ζ(s; T_{A,B} ) depends crucially on the asymptotic sequence ω_n(z) used to construct the asymptotic expansion of F_{A,B} (z). If the asymptotic sequence consists entirely of inverse powers of z, then the corresponding ζ-function has only simple poles. If the asymptotic sequence contains, instead, logarithmic terms, then the spectral ζ-function develops poles of higher order and possibly branch points. In the case of general Sturm–Liouville operators the asymptotic expansion of the solutions, and hence, of the characteristic function, must be studied with non-standard asymptotic methods. The use of these methods may lead to logarithmic terms of the large parameter, also known as logarithmic switchback terms which become necessary when matching expansions in different regions (see e.g. [10, 39, 47]). An expansion with logarithmic terms of the large parameter has been considered, for instance, in physical applications, during the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function associated with a Laplace-type operator describing the Hartle-Hawking wave function of the universe. The spectral ζ-function so obtained was used for the calculation of the one-loop graviton wave function of the DeSitter universe [3].

For a wide variety of quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators that are of interest in physics and applied mathematics we can express the solutions in terms of well-known special functions for which suitable asymptotic expansions can be found in the literature. From these, one can obtain an asymptotic expansion for the characteristic function according to the following procedure.

At first, two, non-vanishing, linearly independent solutions, u_+(z, x) and u_−(z, x) of the differential equation associated with the quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operator T_{A,B} are found in terms of special functions. The fundamental system of solutions θ(z, x, a) and ϕ(z, x, a) can, in turn, be expressed in terms of the linearly independent solutions u_+(z, x) and u_−(z, x) by imposing the generalized boundary conditions (3.9), that is ϕ(z, x, a) = 1 ~W (u_+, u_−) [~u_+(z, a)u_−(z, x) − ~u_−(z, a)u_+(z, x)] , θ(z, x, a) = 1 ~W (u_+, u_−) [ ~u^′_−(z, a)u_+(z, x) − ~u^′_+(z, a)u_−(z, x) ] . (4.18)

The characteristic functions F_{α,β} (z) and F_{φ,R}(z) in (3.14) and (3.17) can then be explicitly written in terms of u_+(z, x) and u_−(z, x) as F_{α,β} (z) = 1 ~W (u_+, u_−)

[U_b(u_−)(z)U_a(u_+)(z) − U_b(u_+)(z)U_a(u_−)(z)] , F_{φ,R}(z) = 1 ~W (u_+, u_−) [ ~u^′_−(z, a)V_1(u_+)(z) − ~u^′_+(z, a)V_1(u_−)(z)

+ ~u_+(z, a)V_2(u_−)(z) − ~u_−(z, a)V_2(u_+)(z) ] + e^{2iφ} − 1. (4.19)

These expressions allow us to evaluate the large-z asymptotic expansion of F_{α,β} (z) and F_{φ,R}(z) from the ones for u_+(z, x) and u_−(z, x).

5. Examples of quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators

In this section, we illustrate our approach to the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function developed in the previous section by utilizing some specific quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators. For all these examples, we will also explicitly compute the spectral ζ-function values at positive integers by utilizing the results of Theorem 3.7.

5.1. The generalized Bessel Equation on (0, b).

We start with the generalized Bessel equation following the analysis outlined in [33] (see also [26, 31]). Let a = 0, b ∈ (0, ∞), and consider τ_{δ,ν,γ} = x^{−δ} [ − d dx x^ν d dx + (2 + δ − ν)^2γ^2 − (1 − ν)^2 4 x^{ν−2} ] , δ > −1, ν < 1, γ ⩾ 0, x ∈ (0, b), (5.1) which is singular at the endpoint x = 0 unless γ = (1 − ν)/(2 + δ − ν) (since the potential, q is not integrable near x = 0) and regular at x = b when b ∈ (0, ∞). Furthermore, τ_{δ,ν,γ} is in the limit circle case at x = 0 if 0 ⩽ γ < 1 and in the limit point case at x = 0 when γ ⩾ 1.

Remark 5.1. For a detailed discussion of the limit circle/limit point dichotomy and oscillatory behavior of τ_{δ,ν,γ} at x = 0 with more general parameter choices, we refer to [34, Sect. 8.4]. (The case of an infinite interval is also examined there.) In particular, it is shown that τ_{δ,ν,γ} is nonoscillatory at x = 0 (hence, the associated minimal operator, T_{min,δ,ν,γ} , is bounded from below) if 2 + δ − ν > 0 and γ ∈ [0, ∞). A convenient choice of parameters is then δ > −1 and ν < 1 since it allows one to recover the standard Bessel differential expression by setting δ = 0 = ν and to have continuity in the boundary conditions when considering the regular case γ = (1 − ν)/(2 + δ − ν) as seen below. ⋄

Solutions to τ_{δ,ν,γ} u = zu are given by (cf. [41, No. 2.162, p. 440]) y_{1,δ,ν,γ}(z, x) = x^{(1−ν)/2}J_γ ( 2z^{1/2}x^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) ) , γ ⩾ 0, (5.2) y_{2,δ,ν,γ}(z, x) = { x^{(1−ν)/2}J_{−γ} ( 2z^{1/2}x^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) ) , γ /∈ N_0 , x^{(1−ν)/2}Y_γ ( 2z^{1/2}x^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) ) , γ ∈ N_0 , γ ⩾ 0, (5.3)

where J_μ( · ), Y_μ( · ) are the standard Bessel functions of order μ ∈ R (cf. [1, Ch. 9]).

We now introduce principal and nonprincipal solutions u_{0,δ,ν,γ} (0, · ) and ^u_{0,δ,ν,γ} (0, · ) of τ_{δ,ν,γ} u = 0 at x = 0 by u_{0,δ,ν,γ}(0, x) = (1 − ν)^{−1}x^{[1−ν+(2+δ−ν)γ]/2}, γ ∈ [0, ∞), ^u_{0,δ,ν,γ}(0, x) = { (1 − ν)[(2 + δ − ν)γ]^{−1}x^{[1−ν−(2+δ−ν)γ]/2}, γ ∈ (0, ∞), (1 − ν)x^{(1−ν)/2}ln(1/x), γ = 0, δ > −1, ν < 1, x ∈ (0, b). (5.4)

The generalized boundary values for g ∈ dom(T_{max,δ,ν,γ}) are then of the form

~g(0) = { lim_{x↓0} g(x) /[ (1 − ν)[(2 + δ − ν)γ]^{−1}x^{[1−ν−(2+δ−ν)γ]/2} ] , γ ∈ (0, 1), lim_{x↓0} g(x) /[ (1 − ν)x^{(1−ν)/2}ln(1/x) ] , γ = 0, (5.5)

~g^′(0) = lim_{x↓0} [ g(x) − ~g(0)(1 − ν)[(2 + δ − ν)γ]^{−1}x^{[1−ν−(2+δ−ν)γ]/2} ] /[ (1 − ν)^{−1}x^{[1−ν+(2+δ−ν)γ]/2} ] , γ ∈ (0, 1), lim_{x↓0} [ g(x) − ~g(0)(1 − ν)x^{(1−ν)/2}ln(1/x) ] /[ (1 − ν)^{−1}x^{(1−ν)/2} ] , γ = 0. (5.6)

Remark 5.2. The coefficient (1 − ν)^{−1} in (5.4) has been chosen so that the generalized boundary conditions (5.5) and (5.6) reduce in the regular case, that is, in the case δ > −1, ν < 1, and γ = (1 − ν)/(2 + δ − ν) treated in [24], to the ordinary boundary conditions consisting of the value of the function and its derivative at x = 0. ⋄

Since we are interested in the quasi-regular problem, we now focus on the case in which γ ∈ [0, 1). The normalized (at x = 0) fundamental system of solutions is now explicitly given by ϕ_{δ,ν,γ} (z, x, 0) = (1 − ν)^{−1}(2 + δ − ν)^γ Γ(1 + γ)z^{−γ/2}y_{1,δ,ν,γ} (z, x), γ ∈ [0, 1), (5.7)

θ_{δ,ν,γ} (z, x, 0) = (1 − ν)(2 + δ − ν)^{−γ−1}γ^{−1}Γ(1 − γ)z^{γ/2}y_{2,δ,ν,γ} (z, x), γ ∈ (0, 1), (1 − ν)(2 + δ − ν)^{−1}[−πy_{2,δ,ν,0}(z, x) +(lnz − 2ln(2 + δ − ν) + 2γ_E)y_{1,δ,ν,0}(z, x)], γ = 0,

(5.8)

δ > −1, ν < 1, z ∈ C , x ∈ (0, b), where Γ( · ) denotes the gamma function, and γ_E represents Euler’s constant. As the point x = b is a regular endpoint, recalling (A.23), the generalized boundary conditions at x = b reduce to regular ones, so the characteristic functions given in (3.14) and (3.17) are simply evaluated at x = b.

We will now outline the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function associated with the generalized Bessel operator. It is important to point out that all the self-adjoint extensions with α = 0 give rise to a characteristic function that has an asymptotic expansion similar to the one obtained in the N-smooth regular case. This implies that the corresponding spectral ζ-function can be analytically continued to C to a meromorphic function with only simple poles. This was observed for the standard Bessel equation (i.e., δ = 0 = ν) in [9, 45]. All self-adjoint extensions with α ≠ 0 and γ = 0 generate, instead, large-z asymptotic expansions containing logarithmic terms which lead to spectral ζ-functions that develop a branch point. For the sake of simplicity, we will consider the separated boundary conditions with α = π/2, β = 0, and γ = 0. This choice is simple enough to be analyzed with straightforward calculations but also quite interesting since the ensuing characteristic function exhibits the non-standard large-z expansion just mentioned. In this case the characteristic function reduces to F^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}(z) = 2(1 − ν)b^{(1−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν [ π 2 Y_0 ( 2z^{1/2}b^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) ) − ( lnz^{1/2} − ln(2 + δ − ν) + γ_E ) J_0 ( 2z^{1/2}b^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) )] . (5.9)

For the purpose of finding the large-z asymptotic expansion of F^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}(z), it is convenient to rewrite (5.9) in terms of Hankel functions F^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}(z) = (ν − 1)b^{(1−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν [ ( ln z^{1/2} − ln(2 + δ − ν) + γ_E + iπ 2 ) H^{(1)}_0 ( 2z^{1/2}b^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) )

+ ( ln z^{1/2} − ln(2 + δ − ν) + γ_E − iπ 2 ) H^{(2)}_0 ( 2z^{1/2}b^{(2+δ−ν)/2}/(2 + δ − ν) ) ] . (5.10)

According to [56, Eqs. 10.2.5 and 10.2.6] the Hankel function H^{(2)}_μ (z) is dominant compared to H^{(1)}_μ (z) for z → ∞ when Im(z) > 0. This implies that for large values of z with Im(z^{1/2}) > 0 we have

ln F^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}(z) = C_{δ,ν} + ln ( ln z^{1/2} − ln(2 + δ − ν) + γ_E − iπ 2 ) − i 2b^{(2+δ−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν z^{1/2} − 1 2 ln z^{1/2} + ln [ 1 + N∑ k=1 (−i)^k ( 2b^{(2+δ−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν )−k a_k z^{k/2} ] + O(z^{−(N+1)/2}), (5.11)

where C_{δ,ν} is a constant and we have used the large-z asymptotic expansion for H^{(2)}μ (z) provided in [56, Eq. 10.17.6] with

a_k =

Γ((1/2) + k)^2 (−2)^kπk! . (5.12)

From (5.11) is not difficult to obtain the large-z asymptotic expansion needed for the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function, that is d dt ln F^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0} ( te^{iΨ} ) = [ 2t ( ln t^{1/2} − ln(2 + δ − ν) + γ_E − i 2 (π − Ψ) )]_{−1}

− i b^{(2+δ−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν e^{iΨ/2}t^{−1/2} − 1 4 t^{−1} − N∑ j=1 jā_j 2 t^{−(2+j)/2} + O(t^{−(N+3)/2}), (5.13)

where the coefficients ā_j are determined through the formal asymptotic expansion by equating like powers of t ln [ 1 + ∞∑ k=1 (−i)^k ( 2b^{(2+δ−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν )−k a_ke^{−ikΨ/2}t^{−k/2} ] = ∞∑ j=1 ā_j t^{−j/2}. (5.14)

In particular, the coefficients can be found by employing the fact ln ( 1 + ∞∑ m=1 c_my^m ) = ∞∑ m=1 d_my^m, 0 ⩽ |y| sufficiently small, (5.15)

where

d_1 = c_1, d_j = c_j − j−1∑ ℓ=1 (ℓ/j)c_{j−ℓ}d_ℓ, j ∈ N, j ⩾ 2. (5.16) One can explicitly see in (5.13) that the large-z asymptotic expansion contains a logarithmic term which is responsible for the appearance of a branch point of the spectral ζ-function at s = 0. By subtracting, and then adding, N terms of the asymptotic expansion (5.13) to the integrand in (3.47) we obtain (cf. [27, Sect. 3.3]) ζ(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) = Z(s) − e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π [ i ( 2b^{(2+δ−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν ) e^{iΨ/2} 2s − 1 + 1 4s + N∑ j=1 jā_j 2s + j − e^{2sμ}E_1(2sμ) ] , (5.17) where Z(s) = e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} { d dt ln F^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0} ( te^{iΨ} ) − H(t − 1) [ [ 2t ( ln t^{1/2} + μ )]_{−1}

− i b^{(2+δ−ν)/2} 2 + δ − ν e^{iΨ/2}t^{−1/2} − 1 4 t^{−1} − N∑ j=1 jā_j 2 t^{−(2+j)/2} ]} , (5.18)

is entire for −(N + 1)/2 < Re(s) < 1, E_1(z) is the exponential integral function (see [56, Sect. 6.2]) and we have introduced, for brevity, the notation μ = −ln(2 + δ − ν) + γ_E − [i(π − Ψ)/2]. The result (5.17) renders the structure of the spectral ζ-function manifest. As we expect, according to Lemma 4.4, ζ(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) has a simple pole at s = 1/2. In addition, simple poles appear at the points s = −(2j − 1)/2, j ∈ N, which is also possible in the typical smooth regular case. In a neighborhood of s = 0 we have [56, Eq. 6.6.2]

E_1(2sμ) = −ln(2sμ) − γ_E − ∞∑ n=1 (−1)(2sμ)^n n n! , (5.19)

and, hence, we can conclude that

ζ(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) = −s ln s + O(1), s → 0. (5.20)

The last result implies that in this case the spectral ζ-function of the generalized Bessel operator with γ = 0 develops a branch point at the origin as has already been observed in [45] for the special case δ = 0 = ν in (5.1). In particular, this means the ζ-regularized functional determinant det(T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) = exp(−^d_{ds} ζ(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0})|_{s=0}) is not defined in this case. Following [45], one can instead introduce a notion of regularized determinant by utilizing a modified ζ-function

ζ_{reg}(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) := ζ(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) + s lns, (5.21)

which has a well-defined derivative at s = 0. In terms of (5.21), one can define the regularized determinant as

det_{reg}(T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0}) := exp(−^d_{ds} ζ_{reg}(s; T^π_{2 ,0,δ,ν,0})|_{s=0}). (5.22)

In particular, a straightforward application of the analysis in [45, Sect. 9] yields the generalization of [45, Thm. 1.6] to the generalized Bessel equation considered here.

We now present a computation of the value of the spectral ζ-function associated with the generalized Bessel operator at positive integers by exploiting Theorem 3.7. The small-z asymptotic expansion of F_{α,β} (z) and F_{φ,R}(z), needed in order to apply Theorem 3.7 to this particular example, can be obtained by using the small-z asymptotic expansions of the Bessel functions J_γ ( · ) and Y_0( · ) (see [1, Eq. 9.1.13] for Y_0( · )). By denoting with H_k the k-th harmonic number [56, Eq. 25.11.33], one finds

ϕ_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) = ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j b^{(2+δ−ν)j+[1−ν+γ(2+δ−ν)]/2}Γ(1 + γ)

(1 − ν)(2 + δ − ν)^{2j} j!Γ(γ + j + 1) z^j ,

ϕ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) = ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j [2(2 + δ − ν)j + 1 − ν + γ(2 + δ − ν)]Γ(1 + γ)

2(1 − ν)(2 + δ − ν)^{2j} j!Γ(γ + j + 1) × b^{(2+δ−ν)j+[ν−1+γ(2+δ−ν)]/2}z^j , θ_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) =

∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j (1 − ν)b^{(2+δ−ν)j+[1−ν−γ(2+δ−ν)]/2}Γ(1 − γ) γ(2 + δ − ν)^{2j+1}j!Γ(j + 1 − γ) z^j , γ ∈ (0, 1), ∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j (1 − ν)[2H_j − (2 + δ − ν)ln(b)]b^{(2+δ−ν)j+(1−ν)/2} (2 + δ − ν)^{2j+1}(j!)^2 z^j , γ = 0,

θ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) =

∞∑ j=0 (−1)^j [2(2 + δ − ν)j + 1 − ν − γ(2 + δ − ν)]Γ(1 − γ) 2γ(1 − ν)^{−1}(2 + δ − ν)^{2j+1}j!Γ(j + 1 − γ) ×b^{(2+δ−ν)j+[ν−1−γ(2+δ−ν)]/2}z^j , γ ∈ (0, 1), ∞∑ j=0 ( [2(2 + δ − ν)j + 1 − ν][2H_j − (2 + δ − ν)ln(b)] 2(2 + δ − ν) − 1 )

× (−1)^j (1 − ν)b^{(2+δ−ν)j+(ν−1)/2} (2 + δ − ν)^{2j} (j!)^2 z^j , γ = 0, δ > −1, ν < 1, γ ∈ [0, 1), z ∈ C , (5.23) The expansions for the quasi-derivatives can be obtained by simply differentiating term-by-term the original expansions.

Although term-by-term differentiation of the asymptotic expansion of a function does not provide, in general, an asymptotic expansion for its derivative, this procedure is justified in this case since the asymptotic series is given through a convergent power series (see, for example, [55, Ch. 1, Section 8]). Due to length of the equations involved, we only give ζ(1; T_{A,B,0,0,0}) here, that is, we briefly focus on the case when δ = ν = γ = 0. For separated boundary conditions one then obtains

a_0 = 1 2b^{1/2} [ 2b cos(β) (cos(α) + sin(α)ln(b)) − sin(β) (cos(α) + (2 + ln(b)) sin(α)) ] , a_1 = b^{3/2} 8 [ sin(β)(5 cos(α) + sin(α)(5ln(b) − 3)) − 2b cos(β)(cos(α) + sin(α)(ln(b) − 1)) ] , a_2 = b^{7/2} 256 [ 2b cos(β)(2 cos(α) + sin(α)(2ln(b) − 3)) + sin(β)(sin(α)(23 − 18ln(b)) − 18 cos(α)) ] . (5.24)

If T_{α,β,0,0,0} does not have a zero eigenvalue, then a_0 ≠ 0 and, hence, one finds according to (3.53),

ζ(1; T_{α,β,0,0,0}) = b^2[2b cos(β)(cos(α) + sin(α)(ln(b) − 1)) + sin(β)(sin(α)(3 − 5ln(b)) − 5 cos(α))] 8b cos(β)(cos(α) + sin(α)ln(b)) − 4 sin(β)(cos(α) + sin(α)(ln(b) + 2)) . (5.25) If, instead, T_{α,β,0,0,0} has a zero eigenvalue then a_0 = 0 and one finds

ζ(1; T_{α,β,0,0,0}) = b^2[2b cos(β)(2 cos(α) + sin(α)(2ln(b) − 3)) + sin(β)(sin(α)(23 − 18ln(b)) − 18 cos(α))] 64b cos(β)(cos(α) + sin(α)(ln(b) − 1)) − 32 sin(β)(5 cos(α) + sin(α)(5ln(b) − 3)) . (5.26)

For the case of coupled boundary conditions one finds, instead,

a_0 = − e^{iφ} 2b^{1/2} [ ln(b)(R_{12} − 2bR_{22}) − 2bR_{21} − 4b^{1/2} cos(φ) + R_{11} + 2R_{12} ] , a_1 = e^{iφ}b^{3/2} 8 [ln(b)(5R_{12} − 2bR_{22}) − 2bR_{21} + 2bR_{22} + 5R_{11} − 3R_{12}] ,

a_2 = e^{iφ}b^{7/2} 256 [ln(b)(4bR_{22} − 18R_{12}) + 4bR_{21} − 6bR_{22} − 18R_{11} + 23R_{12}] .

(5.27)

If zero is not an eigenvalue of T_{φ,R,0,0,0}, a_0 ≠ 0 and one finds ζ(1; T_{φ,R,0,0,0}) = b^2 [ ln(b)(5R_{12} − 2bR_{22}) − 2b(R_{21} − R_{22}) + 5R_{11} − 3R_{12} ] 4 [ ln(b)(R_{12} − 2bR_{22}) − 2bR_{21} − 4b^{1/2} cos(φ) + R_{11} + 2R_{12}

] . (5.28)

If, on the other hand, zero is an eigenvalue of T_{φ,R,0,0,0} with multiplicity one, then a_0 = 0 and ζ(1; T_{φ,R,0,0,0}) = b^2 [ 2ln(b)(9R_{12} − 2bR_{22}) − 2b(2R_{21} − 3R_{22}) + 18R_{11} − 23R_{12} ] 32 [ ln(b)(5R_{12} − 2bR_{22}) − 2bR_{21} + 2bR_{22} + 5R_{11} − 3R_{12}

] . (5.29)

The case in which zero is an eigenvalue of T_{φ,R,0,0,0} with multiplicity two can be analyzed with the help of the Krein–von Neumann extension (see [2]). This self-adjoint extension, denoted by T_{K,δ,ν,γ} (see [26, Example 4.1]), is realized by imposing the following coupled boundary conditions: φ = 0 and R_{K,δ,ν,γ} = ( θ_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0) ϕ_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0) θ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0) ϕ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0) ) (5.30)

= b^{[ν−1−(2+δ−ν)γ]/2} × 1 − ν (2 + δ − ν)γ b^{1−ν} 1 1 − ν b^{1−ν+(2+δ−ν)γ} (1 − ν)^2 2(2 + δ − ν)γ − 1 − ν 2 [ 1 2 + (2 + δ − ν)γ 2(1 − ν) ] b^{(2+δ−ν)γ} , γ ∈ (0, 1), (1 − ν)ln(1/b)b^{(1−ν)/2} 1 1 − ν b^{(1−ν)/2} (1 − ν)^2ln(1/b) − 2(1 − ν) 2 b^{(ν−1)/2} 1 2 b^{(ν−1)/2} , γ = 0.

(5.31)

Using these boundary conditions leads to the characteristic function F_{K,δ,ν,γ} (z) = −2 (D_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b) − 1) , (5.32) where, for brevity, we introduced D_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b) as D_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b) = [ ϕ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0)θ_{δ,ν,γ}(z, b, 0) + θ_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0)ϕ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) − ϕ_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0)θ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) − θ^{[1]}_{δ,ν,γ} (0, b, 0)ϕ_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b, 0) ] /2. (5.33)

Utilizing the expansions (5.23) in equation (5.33) yields

D_{δ,ν,γ} (z, b) = 1 + 1 2 ∞∑ j=1 (−1)^j b^{(2+δ−ν)j} (2 + δ − ν)^{2j} j! [ Γ(γ) Γ(j + γ) + Γ(−γ) Γ(j − γ) ] z^j , γ ∈ (0, 1),

1 + ∞∑ j=1 (−1)^j b^{(2+δ−ν)j} (2 + δ − ν)^{2j} (j!)^2

[1 − jH_j ]z^j , γ = 0, δ > −1, ν < 1, z ∈ C , (5.34) from which, according to (5.32), one finally obtains

F_{K,δ,ν,γ} (z) = ∞∑ j=2 (−1)^{j+1}b^{(2+δ−ν)j} (2 + δ − ν)^{2j} j! [ Γ(γ) Γ(j + γ) + Γ(−γ) Γ(j − γ) ] z^j , γ ∈ (0, 1),

2 ∞∑ j=2 (−1)^j b^{(2+δ−ν)j} (2 + δ − ν)^{2j} (j!)^2

[jH_j − 1]z^j , γ = 0, δ > −1, ν < 1, z ∈ C , (5.35) since one has for j = 1, H_1 − 1 = 0 and Γ(−γ) Γ(−γ + 1) + Γ(γ) Γ(1 + γ)

= 0. (5.36)

Notice that F_{K,δ,ν,γ} (z) ∼ z^2 which is a behavior to be expected as the Krein–von Neumann extension does have, as we have already mentioned above, a zero eigenvalue with multiplicity two.

By applying Theorem 3.7 to the expansion (5.35) we find ζ(n; T_{K,δ,ν,γ} ) = −nb_n, (5.37) where b_1 = b^{2+δ−ν} (2 + δ − ν)^2 (γ^2 − 4)

, γ ∈ [0, 1), (5.38)

and the coefficients b_j are given by (3.52) with coefficients a_j , j ⩾ 2, given by (5.35). Explicitly, ζ(1; T_{K,δ,ν,γ} ) = 1 ( 4 − γ^2 ) (2 + δ − ν)^2 b^{2+δ−ν} , ζ(2; T_{K,δ,ν,γ} ) = γ^4 + γ^2 + 10 6 ( 4 − γ^2

)_2(

9 − γ^2 ) (2 + δ − ν)^4 b^{2(2+δ−ν)}, ζ(3; T_{K,δ,ν,γ} ) = γ^6 + 7γ^4 + 8γ^2 + 32 4 ( 4 − γ^2

)_3(

9 − γ^2 )( 16 − γ^2 ) (2 + δ − ν)^6 b^{3(2+δ−ν)}, ζ(4; T_{K,δ,ν,γ} ) = γ^{12} − 271γ^{10} + 995γ^8 + 11355γ^6 + 67240γ^4 + 66856γ^2 + 216704 360 ( 4 − γ^2

)_4(

9 − γ^2

)_2(

16 − γ^2 )( 25 − γ^2 ) (2 + δ − ν)^8 × b^{4(2+δ−ν)}, δ > −1, ν < 1, γ ∈ [0, 1). (5.39) Following the procedure illustrated in these particular examples one can find both the analytic continuation and the values at integer points for the spectral ζ-function associated with the separated and coupled self-adjoint extensions of the generalized Bessel operator for all other parameters.

5.2. The Legendre equation on (–1,1).

As a second example, we consider the Legendre operator on L^2((−1, 1); dx) associated with the expression τ_{Leg} = −(d/dx)(1−x^2)(d/dx), x ∈ (−1, 1), which is in the singular limit circle nonoscillatory case at both endpoints. For more details, we refer to the recent paper on the Jacobi differential equation [32] (of which this is a special case) and [30, Sect. 6.2] (and the extensive references therein). Principal and nonprincipal solutions u_{±1,Leg}(0, · ) and ^u_{±1,Leg}(0, · ) of τ_{Leg} u = 0 at x = ±1 are then given by u_{±1,Leg}(0, x) = 1, ^u_{±1,Leg}(0, x) = 2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x)), x ∈ (−1, 1). (5.40)

The generalized boundary values for g ∈ dom(T_{max,Leg}) are then of the form ~g(±1) = −(pg^′)(±1) = lim_{x→±1} g(x) /[ 2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x)) ] , (5.41)

~g^′(±1) = lim_{x→±1} [ g(x) − ~g(±1)2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x)) ] . (5.42)

We begin by determining the solutions ϕ(z, x, −1) and θ(z, x, −1), using two linearly independent solutions to τ_{Leg} u = zu, z ∈ C , subject to the conditions ~θ(z, −1, −1) = ~ϕ^′(z, −1, −1) = 1, ~θ^′(z, −1, −1) = ~ϕ(z, −1, −1) = 0. (5.43) For fixed z ∈ C , the equation in τ_{Leg} u = zu is a Legendre equation of the form ( 1 − x^2 ) w^{′′}(x) − 2xw^′(x) + ν(ν + 1)w(x) = 0, x ∈ (−1, 1), (5.44) see, [56, Sect. 14.2(i)], with ν = ν(z) := 2^{−1} [ − 1 + (1 + 4z)^{1/2} ] , (5.45) and we agree to choose the usual square root branch.

Therefore, linearly independent solutions to τ_{Leg} u = zu are P_{ν(z)}( · ) and Q_{ν(z)}( · ), the Legendre functions of the first and second kind of degree ν(z), respectively (cf., e.g., [56, Sect. 14.2(i)]). In particular, we can write ϕ(z, x, −1) = c_{ϕ,P} (z)P_{ν(z)}(x) + c_{ϕ,Q}(z)Q_{ν(z)}(x), θ(z, x, −1) = c_{θ,P} (z)P_{ν(z)}(x) + c_{θ,Q}(z)Q_{ν(z)}(x), x ∈ (−1, 1), z ∈ C , (5.46)

for an appropriate set of scalars c_{ϕ,P} (z), c_{ϕ,Q}(z), c_{θ,P} (z), c_{θ,Q}(z) ∈ C . The representation for ϕ(z, x, −1) in (5.46) and the initial conditions in (5.43) yield the following system of equations for the coefficients c_{ϕ,P} (z) and c_{ϕ,Q}(z) (with a similar system satisfied by the coefficients c_{θ,P} (z) and c_{θ,Q}(z)): { 0 = c_{ϕ,P} (z) ~P_{ν(z)}(−1) + c_{ϕ,Q}(z) ~Q_{ν(z)}(−1), 1 = c_{ϕ,P} (z) ~P^′_{ν(z)}(−1) + c_{ϕ,Q}(z) ~Q^′_{ν(z)}(−1). (5.47)

In order to now find the appropriate scalar functions, we compute the boundary values of the Legendre functions at both endpoints. The limiting behavior of P_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↓ −1 can be obtained from the formula (see, [63, p.198, eq. (8.16)]), valid for x ∈ (−1, 1) and ν ∈ C

P_ν (x) = 1 Γ(−ν)Γ(1 + ν) ∞∑ n=0 (−ν)_n(1 + ν)_n (n!)^2

2^{−n}(1 + x)^n

× [2ψ(1 + n) − ψ(n − ν) − ψ(n + 1 + ν) − ln((1 + x)/2))],

(5.48)

where (a)_n = Γ(a+n)/Γ(a), n ∈ N_0 is the Pochhammer’s symbol (cf. [1, Ch. 6]) and ψ( · ) = Γ^′( · )/Γ( · ) denotes the digamma function. This expression implies for ν ∈ C , P_ν (x) =_{x↓−1} sin(νπ) π ( 2γ_E +2ψ(1+ν)+ln ( 1 + x 2 ) +O((1+x)ln(1+x)) ) +cos(νπ)(1+O(1+x)). (5.49)

Thus ~P_{ν(z)}(−1) = lim_{x↓−1} 2P^{ν(z)}(x) ln((1 − x)/(1 + x)) = − 2 π sin(ν(z)π), z ∈ C . (5.50)

As a consequence of (5.50), one applies (5.42) and the limiting behavior of P_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↓ −1 to compute ~P^′_{ν(z)}(−1) = lim_{x↓−1} [P_{ν(z)}(x) − ~P_{ν(z)}(−1)2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))]

= lim_{x↓−1} [ cos(ν(z)π) + sin(ν(z)π) π ( 2γ_E + 2ψ(1 + ν(z)) + ln ( 1 + x 2 )) + sin(ν(z)π) π ln ( 1 − x 1 + x )]

= cos(ν(z)π) + sin(ν(z)π) π [2γ_E + 2ψ(1 + ν(z))], z ∈ C . (5.51)

Similarly, using the limiting behavior of P_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↑ 1 given in [56, Eq. 14.8.1], P_{ν(z)}(x) =_{x↑1} 1 + O(1 − x), (5.52)

implies that for z ∈ C

~P_{ν(z)}(1) = lim_{x↑1} 2P^{ν(z)}(x) ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))

= 0. (5.53)

As a consequence of (5.53), one applies (5.42) and the limiting behavior of P_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↑ 1 to compute ~P^′_{ν(z)}(1) = lim_{x↑1} [P_{ν(z)}(x) − ~P_{ν(z)}(1)2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))] = lim_{x↑1} P_{ν(z)}(x) = 1, z ∈ C . (5.54)

The behavior of the second solution is slightly more complicated, so we start with the endpoint x = 1. The limiting behavior of Q_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↑ 1 with ν ∈ C \{−N} (cf. [56, Eq. 14.8.3])

Q_{ν(z)}(x) =_{x↑1} − 1 2 ( 2γ_E + 2ψ(1 + ν(z)) + ln ( 1 − x 2 )) (1 + O(1 − x)), (5.55)

implies that

~Q_{ν(z)}(1) = lim_{x↑1} 2Q^{ν(z)}(x) ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))

= −1. (5.56)

As a consequence of (5.56), one applies (5.42) and the limiting behavior of Q_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↑ 1 to compute ~Q^′_{ν(z)}(1) = lim_{x↑1} [Q_{ν(z)}(x) − ~Q_{ν(z)}(1)2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))]

= lim_{x↑1} [ − γ_E − ψ(1 + ν(z)) + 1 2 ln(2) − 1 2 ln(1 − x) + 1 2 ln ( 1 − x 1 + x )]

= −γ_E − ψ(1 + ν(z)), z ∈ C . (5.57) The limiting behavior of Q_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↓ −1 can now be found by using (cf. [56, Eq. 14.9.8] with μ = 0)

Q_ν (x) = − cos(νπ)Q_ν (−x) − π sin(νπ) 2 P_ν (−x), (5.58)

and the limiting behavior near 1 of P_{ν(z)}(x) and Q_{ν(z)}(x). One obtains Q_{ν(z)}(x) =_{x↓−1} ( cos(ν(z)π) 2 ( 2γ_E + 2ψ(1 + ν(z)) + ln ( 1 + x 2 )) − π 2 sin(ν(z)π) )

× (1 + O(1 + x)), z ∈ C .

(5.59)

This behavior implies

~Q_{ν(z)}(−1) = lim_{x↓−1} 2Q^{ν(z)}(x) ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))

= − cos(ν(z)π), z ∈ C . (5.60)

As a consequence, one applies (5.42) and the limiting behavior of Q_{ν(z)}(x) as x ↓ −1 to compute ~Q^′_{ν(z)}(−1) = lim_{x↓−1} [Q_{ν(z)}(x) − ~Q_{ν(z)}(−1)2^{−1}ln((1 − x)/(1 + x))]

= lim_{x↓−1} [ cos(ν(z)π) 2 ( 2γ_E + 2ψ(1 + ν(z)) + ln ( 1 + x 2 )) − π 2 sin(ν(z)π) + cos(ν(z)π) 2 ln ( 1 − x 1 + x )]

= cos(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))] − π 2 sin(ν(z)π), z ∈ C . (5.61)

These calculations allow one to conclude that ~P_{ν(z)}(−1) ~Q^′_{ν(z)}(−1) − ~P^′_{ν(z)}(−1) ~Q_{ν(z)}(−1) = 1, (5.62)

and hence, c_{ϕ,P} (z) = cos(ν(z)π), c_{ϕ,Q}(z) = −2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π), c_{θ,P} (z) = cos(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))] − π2^{−1} sin(ν(z)π), c_{θ,Q}(z) = − cos(ν(z)π) − π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)[2γ_E + 2ψ(1 + ν(z))], z ∈ C .

(5.63)

Substituting into (5.46), one finds for x ∈ (−1, 1) and z ∈ C ϕ(z, x, −1) = cos(ν(z)π)P_{ν(z)}(x) − 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)Q_{ν(z)}(x), θ(z, x, −1) = ( cos(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))] − π2^{−1} sin(ν(z)π) ) P_{ν(z)}(x) (5.64) − ( cos(ν(z)π) + 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))] ) Q_{ν(z)}(x). Finally, applying the boundary values at x = 1 provides the values needed for the construction of the characteristic function, that is for z ∈ C , ~ϕ(z, 1, −1) = 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π), ~θ(z, 1, −1) = cos(ν(z)π) + 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))], ~ϕ^′(z, 1, −1) = cos(ν(z)π) + 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))], (5.65) ~θ^′(z, 1, −1) = −2^{−1}π sin(ν(z)π) + 2 cos(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))]

+ 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))]^2.

The characteristic functions given in (3.14) and (3.17) can now be written using these boundary values. We point out that these boundary values can also be computed using hypergeometric function representations for the solutions using the results given in [32, Appendices A–C], in particular, choosing α = 0 = β in [32, Eqs. (C.13), (C.14), and (C.16)] yields (5.65) after applying appropriate identities.

We now analyze the spectral ζ-function according to the process outlined in Section 4. Similarly to the case of the generalized Bessel operator, the separated extension characterized by α = β = 0, namely the Friedrichs extension, produces a characteristic function that has a standard asymptotic expansion and, hence, leads to a meromorphic extension of the corresponding spectral ζ-function that is similar to the one obtained in the N-smooth regular case. Since we are interested in showing more exotic behaviors of the ζ-function, we will focus our attention to the set of separated self-adjoint extensions determined by the parameters α = 0 and 0 < β < π. In this particular case we obtain

F_{0,β} (z) = − sin(β)~ϕ^′(z, 1, −1) + cos(β)~ϕ(z, 1, −1). (5.66)

Because of the relation (5.45), ν(z) → ∞ as z → ∞. This implies that we can construct the large-z asymptotic expansion of (5.66) by first finding its large-ν(z) expansion and then by expanding the ensuing expression for large z by using the relation (5.45). For ν(z) large and Im(z^{1/2}) > 0 we write

ln F_{0,β} (z) = −iν(z)π − ln(iπ) + ln [ − iπ 2 sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))] ] + O ( e^{2iν(z)π} ) . (5.67) By exploiting the asymptotic expansion for ν(z) → ∞ (cf. [56, Eqs. 5.5.2 and 5.11.2])

ψ (1 + ν(z)) = ln ν(z) + 1 2ν(z) − N∑ k=1 B_{2k} 2k(ν(z))^{2k} + O ( ν(z)^{−2N−2} ) , (5.68)

and the large-z expansion of ν(z)

ν(z) = z^{1/2} − 1 2 + N∑ n=1 √ πz^{−n+(1/2)} 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) + O ( z^{−n−(1/2)} ) , (5.69)

which can be obtained from the relation (5.45), we find

ψ (1 + ν(z)) = ln z^{1/2} + N∑ n=1 C_nz^{−n} + O(z^{−N−1}), (5.70)

where

C_1 = 1 6 , C_2 = − 1 30 , C_3 = 4 315 , C_4 = − 1 105 , C_5 = 16 1155

, C_6 = −

1528 45045

, . . . (5.71)

The coefficients of higher order terms can be found with the help of a simple algebraic computer program. By substituting the expansions (5.69) and (5.70) in (5.67) we obtain, where D is a constant,

ln F_{0,β} (z) = D − iπz^{1/2} + ln [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2} ]

+ ln [ 1 + sin(β) [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2} ]_{−1}^N∑ n=1 C_nz^{−n} ]

− N∑ n=1 iπ^{3/2} 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) z^{−n+(1/2)} + O ( z^{−n−(1/2)} ) . (5.72)

By further expanding the third logarithmic term on the right-hand side of (5.72) for large values of z, we arrive at the expression

ln F_{0,β} (z) = D − iπz^{1/2} + ln [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2} ]

− N∑ n=1 iπ^{3/2} 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) z^{−n+(1/2)} + N∑ n=1 A_n(z)z^{−n} + O ( z^{−n−(1/2)} ) , (5.73)

where, for n ∈ N,

A_n(z) = (−1)^{n+1} n∑ k=1 ω_{nk} sin^k(β) [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2} ]_{−k} , (5.74)

with ω_{nk} ∈ R obtained according to the formal asymptotic expansion by equating like powers of z ln [ 1 + sin(β) [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2} ]_{−1}^∞∑ n=1 C_nz^{−n} ] = ∞∑ n=1 A_n(z)z^{−n}. (5.75)

The first few functions A_n(z) are

A_1(z) = sin(β) 6 [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2}

], (5.76)

A_2(z) = − sin^2(β) 72 [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2}

]_2 − sin(β) 30 [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2}

] , (5.77)

A_3(z) = sin^3(β) 648 [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2}

]_3 + sin^2(β) 180 [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2}

]_2 + 4 sin(β) 315 [ (−i(π/2) + γ_E ) sin(β) − cos(β) + sin(β)ln z^{1/2}

]. (5.78)

From the expansion (5.73) one can then obtain d dt ln F_{0,β} ( te^{iΨ} ) = − iπ 2 e^{iΨ/2}t^{−1/2} + N∑ n=1 iπ^{3/2}(n − (1/2)) 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) t^{−n−(1/2)}e^{−i(n−(1/2))Ψ}

+ N∑ j=0 B_j (t)t^{−j−1}e^{−ijΨ} + O ( t^{−N−3/2} ) , (5.79)

where we have introduced the notation λ = [γ_E − (i/2)(π − Ψ)] sin(β) − cos(β), and the functions B_j (t) are defined as

B_0(t) = sin(β) 2 ( λ + sin(β)ln t^{1/2}

) , (5.80)

B_j (t) = (−1)^j j∑ k=1 ω_{jk} sin^k(β) [ k sin(β) 2 ( λ + sin(β)ln t^{1/2} )_{−k−1} + j ( λ + sin(β)ln t^{1/2} )_{−k}] , j ∈ N. By subtracting, and then adding, N terms of the asymptotic expansion (5.79) to the integrand in (3.47) we arrive at the expression (cf. [27, Sect. 3.3]) ζ(s; T_{0,β} ) = F(s) + e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π [ − i πe^{iΨ/2} 2s − 1 + N∑ n=1 iπ^{3/2}(n − (1/2)) 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) e^{−i(n−(1/2))Ψ} s + n − (1/2) + N∑ n=0 e^{−inΨ} �_∞ 1 dt t^{−s−n−1}B_n(t) ] , (5.81)

where F(s) = e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π �_∞ 0 dt t^{−s} { d dt ln F_{0,β} ( te^{iΨ} ) − H(t − 1) [ − iπ 2 e^{iΨ/2}t^{−1/2}

+ N∑ n=1 iπ^{3/2}(n − (1/2)) 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) t^{−n−(1/2)}e^{−i(n+(1/2))Ψ} + N∑ j=0 B_j (t)t^{−j−1}e^{−ijΨ} ]} , (5.82) is entire for −(2N + 1)/2 < Re(s) < 1. The integral involving the functions B_j (t) on the right-hand side of (5.81) can be computed according to the formula

�_∞ 1 dt t^{−s−n−1} ( λ + sin(β)ln t^{1/2} )_{−k} = 2λ^{1−k} sin(β) e^{2(s+n)λ} sin(β) Ek ( 2(s + n)λ sin(β) ) , n, k ∈ N, (5.83) which can be obtained by performing a change of variables x = λ + sin(β)ln t^{1/2} and by then using the definition of the generalized exponential integral function E_k(z) in [56, Eq. 8.19.3]. By utilizing (5.83) we find the expression for the spectral ζ-function valid for −(N + 1) < Re(s) < 1 ζ(s; T_{0,β} ) = F(s) + e^{is(π−Ψ)} sin(πs) π [ − i πe^{iΨ/2} 2s − 1 + N∑ n=1 iπ^{3/2}(n − (1/2)) 2^{2n−1}(n − 1)!Γ ((5/2) − n) e^{−i(n−(1/2))Ψ} s + n − (1/2)

+ e^{2sλsin(β)} E_1 ( 2sλ sin(β) ) (5.84) + N∑ n=1 e^{−inΨ} n∑ k=1 (−1)^k2ω_{nk}λ^{−k} k sin(β) e^{2(s+n)λ} sin(β) [ k sin(β) 2 E_{k+1} ( 2(s + n)λ sin(β) ) + nλE_k ( 2(s + n)λ sin(β) )] ] . This last result allows us to analyze the structure of the spectral ζ-function for the self-adjoint extension T_{0,β}. In line with the result of Lemma 4.4, ζ(s; T_{0,β} ) has a simple pole at s = 1/2. Moreover, simple poles appear also at the points s = −(2j − 1)/2 with j ∈ N as in the Bessel example. The more exotic behavior of the spectral ζ-function comes from the generalized exponential integral functions in (5.84).

In fact, as s → −j, one has [56, Eq. 8.19.8] E_k ( 2(s + j)λ sin(β) ) = (−1)^k (k − 1)! ( 2(s + j)λ sin(β) )_{k−1} ln ( 2(s + j)λ sin(β) ) + O(1), (5.85)

which implies that the spectral ζ-function develops branch points at s = −j for every j ∈ N_0 ! Notice that while the previous Bessel example included a branch point halfway between the first two simple poles (i.e., at s = 0) of the spectral ζ-function, the current example effectively adds a branch point halfway between every successive pair of simple poles. As far as we are aware this is the first time that this remarkable behavior of the spectral ζ-function has been observed. We further point out that one can regularize this example in the sense of Theorem 2.5 to see that the associated regular problem still has this remarkable behavior (see [69, Ex. 8.3.1]). Similarly to the generalized Bessel example, one can introduce a regularized ζ-function and determinant for this example via (5.21) and (5.22).

We focus our attention, now, to the computation of the value of the spectral ζ-function at positive integers. The small-z asymptotic expansion of F_{α,β} (z) and F_{φ,R}(z), needed in order to apply Theorem 3.7 to this particular example, can be obtained by exploiting the small-z asymptotic expansion of the digamma function ψ(1 + z) which can be found for instance in [1, Eq. 6.3.14] to be

ψ(1 + z) = −γ_E + ∞∑ k=2 (−1)^kζ(k)z^{k−1}. (5.86)

For the sake of brevity, we provide an explicit expression for ζ(1; T_{A,B} ) since it only involves the first few coefficients of the small-z expansion. In the case of separated boundary conditions one obtains

a_0 = − sin(α) cos(β) − cos(α) sin(β), a_1 = 2 cos(α) cos(β) − π^2 6 sin(α) sin(β),

a_2 = cos(α) ( π^2 6 sin(β) − 2 cos(β) ) + 1 6 sin(α) ( π^2 sin(β) + π^2 cos(β) − 12ζ(3) sin(β) ) . (5.87)

If T_{α,β} does not have a zero eigenvalue, then a_0 ≠ 0 and, hence, one finds from (3.53),

ζ(1; T_{α,β}) =

12 cos(α) cos(β) − π^2 sin(α) sin(β) 6(sin(α) cos(β) + cos(α) sin(β))

. (5.88)

If, instead, T_{α,β} has a zero eigenvalue then a_0 = 0 and one finds

ζ(1; T_{α,β}) = cos(α) ( π^2 sin(β) − 12 cos(β) ) + sin(α) ( π^2 sin(β) + π^2 cos(β) − 12ζ(3) sin(β) ) π^2 sin(α) sin(β) − 12 cos(α) cos(β)

. (5.89)

In the case of coupled boundary conditions one finds

a_0 = −e^{iφ}(R_{11} + R_{22}) + e^{2iφ} + 1, a_1 = e^{iφ} ( − π^2 6 R_{12} + 2R_{21} ) , a_2 = e^{iφ} 6 [ π^2R_{11} + ( π^2 − 12ζ(3) ) R_{12} − 12R_{21} + π^2R_{22} ] . (5.90)

Once again, if zero is not an eigenvalue of T_{φ,R}, a_0 ≠ 0 and one finds

ζ(1; T_{φ,R}) = e^{iφ} ( π^2R_{12} − 12R_{21} ) −6e^{iφ}(R_{11} + R_{22}) + 6e^{2iφ} + 6

. (5.91)

If, on the other hand, zero is an eigenvalue of T_{φ,R} with multiplicity one, then a_0 = 0 and

ζ(1; T_{φ,R}) = π^2R_{11} + ( π^2 − 12ζ(3) ) R_{12} − 12R_{21} + π^2R_{22} π^2R_{12} − 12R_{21}

. (5.92)

As already mentioned in the generalized Bessel example, the case in which zero is an eigenvalue with multiplicity two can be analyzed by considering the extension realized by imposing on the Legendre equation the following coupled boundary conditions: φ = 0 and, by noting ν(0) = 0 and ψ(1) = −γ_E in (5.65),

R^′ = ( ~θ(0, 1, −1) ~ϕ(0, 1, −1) ~θ ′(0, 1, −1) ~ϕ ′(0, 1, −1) ) = ( 1 0 0 1 ) . (5.93)

Thus one concludes the curious fact that R = I_2 so that this extension coincides with the periodic extension.

One easily obtains for z ∈ C F_{0,R}′ (z) = −~θ(z, 1, −1) − ~ϕ^′(z, 1, −1) + 2 = −2~θ(z, 1, −1) + 2 = −2 cos(ν(z)π) − 4π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π)[γ_E + ψ(1 + ν(z))] + 2.

(5.94)

The small-z expansion of (5.94) is easily found to be F_{0,R}′ (z) =_{z↓0} π^2 3 z^2 − 2 3 ( π^2 − 6ζ(3) ) z^3 + 1 60 ( 100π^2 − π^4 − 720ζ(3) ) z^4 + O ( z^5 ) , (5.95)

from which one clearly sees that zero is an eigenvalue of multiplicity 2 as expected. Hence

ζ(1; T_{0,R}′ ) =

2π^2 − 12ζ(3) π^2

= 2 − 12 π^2 ζ(3), ζ(2; T_{0,R}′ ) =

100π^2 − π^4 − 720ζ(3) 20 ( π^2 − 6ζ(3)

) . (5.96)

Values of ζ(n; T_{0,R}′ ) for n ⩾ 3 can be easily found with the help of a simple computer program, with more terms of the Riemann ζ-function at positive odd integers appearing as n becomes larger.

Another extension of particular interest is the Friedrichs which we denote by T_{F,Leg} = T_{0,0}. We note that the spectrum of T_{0,0} may be computed explicitly to be σ(T_{0,0}) = {n^2 + n}_{n∈N} based on [23, Sect. 9 (i)]. The characteristic function for this particular case reads

F_{0,0}(z) = 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π), z ∈ C , (5.97)

hence z is an eigenvalue when ν(z) = n, n ∈ N_0 , that is, when z = n(n + 1), n ∈ N_0 , as expected. Furthermore, one finds the series expansion

F_{0,0}(z) = 2π^{−1} sin(ν(z)π) =_{z↓0} 2z − 2z^2 + ( 4 − π^2/3 ) z^3 + ( π^2 − 10)z^4 + O ( z^5 ) , (5.98)

from which applying Theorem 3.7 yields

ζ(1; T_{0,0}) = 1, ζ(2; T_{0,0}) = π^2 3 − 3, ζ(3; T_{0,0}) = 10 − π^2. (5.99)

6. Concluding remarks

In this paper we have considered the spectral ζ-function for self-adjoint extensions of quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators that are bounded from below. We expressed the ζ-function in terms of a contour integral of a characteristic function which implicitly determines the eigenvalues of its associated self-adjoint extension. The integral representation so constructed is valid only in a certain region of the complex plane and in order to extend it to a larger region of C to the left of the natural boundary, we exploited a well-known method involving the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function. In fact, it is worth observing that the large-z asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function allows one to extend the representation of the spectral ζ-function towards the left of the complex plane, while its small-z expansion is employed to analyze the ζ-function in a region to the right of Re(s) = 1. In this work we have illustrated our main techniques with the help of two examples of quasi-regular Sturm– Liouville operators. Remarkably, the example of the Legendre operator provides a spectral ζ-function exhibiting a very unusual structure involving branch points at all nonpositive integer values of s.

This work represents a first step towards a complete analysis of the spectral ζ-function of singular Sturm–Liouville operators and while there are certainly more topics to be explored we would like to mention some that represent a natural continuation of the ideas developed here.

In Section 4 we have described the process of analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function. Due to the fact that there is no standard form of the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function in the singular setting, we were able to give only some general guidelines regarding the process of analytic continuation. This is to be contrasted with the N-smooth (quasi-)regular case, were the general form of the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function can be found by using the Liouville–Green approximation and a complete analytic continuation can be performed in general. It would be quite interesting to study in much more detail if there are classes of singular operators in which the asymptotic expansion of the characteristic function can be given in general. This analysis would likely heavily rely on the theory of singular asymptotic expansions or Borel summation. Until such analysis can be performed, we are limited to finding the appropriate asymptotic expansion in a case-by-case basis.

We would like to make an additional comment. One of the assumptions we have used in Section 4 to construct the analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function, constraints the first term of the asymptotic sequence ω_1(z) to be an o(z^{−1/2−ε}) function. It would be very interesting to find, if it exists, a Sturm-Liouville problem for which this assumption on ω_1(z) in the asymptotic expansion (4.11) does not hold for any ε > 0. This would be the case for Sturm-Liouville problems whose largest n → ∞ subleading behavior of the eigenvalues contains, for instance, terms of the form n^2(ln n)^{−γ} , γ > 0. An asymptotic expansion of the logarithmic derivative of the characteristic function for which ω_1(z) = o(z^{−1/2}) but not o(z^{−1/2−ε}) for any ε > 0 would lead to a spectral ζ-function that might present a pole at s = 1/2 of order higher than one or even a branch point. This would qualify as an exotic behavior of the spectral ζ-function since all cases in literature find the rightmost pole is simple.

The investigations performed here were limited to the quasi-regular case, that is the case in which the endpoints are limit circle nonoscillatory. The next step would be to extend the technique of analytic continuation of the spectral ζ-function, developed in the previous sections, to the case in which at least one endpoint is LP, with the LP endpoint being nonoscillatory for all λ ∈ R. Since boundary conditions are not allowed at an endpoint that is LP, the characteristic function cannot be expected to have a form that is similar to (3.14) and (3.17). In fact, the construction of the characteristic function in the case of an LP endpoint will involve integrability conditions on the solutions recently investigated in [58]. Moreover, the characteristic function for operators with trace class resolvents will no longer strictly have growth 1/2. We hope to report on this particular topic in a future work.

Appendix A. Basics of singular Weyl–Titchmarsh–Kodaira theory

In this appendix we briefly summarize the basic notions of singular Weyl–Titchmarsh–Kodaira theory that are necessary for a description of all self-adjoint extensions of the minimal quasi-regular Sturm– Liouville operator. For this overview, we mainly follow [69, Chs. 4, 6–8], [30] and [34, Ch. 13]. Moreover, everything in this appendix is standard and can be found, for instance, in [12, Chs. 8, 9], [18, Sects. 13.6, 13.9, 13.0], [40, Ch. III], [52, Ch. V], [54], [57, Ch. 6], [62, Ch. 9], [66, Sect. 8.3], [68, Ch. 13].

Let us consider the differential expression (2.1) and the maximal and minimal operators given in Definition (2.2). One of the most important results in the theory of singular Sturm–Liouville operators is Weyl’s theorem, also known as Weyl alternative:

Theorem A.1 (Weyl’s Alternative).

Assume Hypothesis 2.1. Then the following alternative holds:

(i) For every z ∈ C , all solutions u of (τ − z)u = 0 are in L^2((a, b); rdx) near a (resp., near b). (ii) For every z ∈ C , there exists at least one solution u of (τ − z)u = 0 which is not in L^2((a, b); rdx) near a (resp., near b). In this case, for each z ∈ C \R, there exists precisely one solution u_a (resp., u_b) of (τ − z)u = 0 (up to constant multiples) which lies in L^2((a, b); rdx) near a (resp., near b).

This theorem naturally leads to the limit point and limit circle classification of τ at an endpoint of the interval as follows

Definition A.2. In case (i) of Theorem A.1, τ is said to be in the limit circle (LC) case at a (resp., at b) and is called quasi-regular at a (resp., at b).

In case (ii) of Theorem A.1, τ is said to be in the limit point (LP) case at a (resp., at b). If τ is in the limit circle case at a and b then τ is also called quasi-regular on (a, b).

The LP and LC classification of an endpoint depends entirely on the particular form of the functions p(x), q(x), and r(x) comprising the differential expression τ (consult [69, Ch. 7] for the relevant results). Before proceeding with the characterization of the self-adjoint extensions in this singular case, one needs to be sure that such extensions indeed exist. To this end, one introduces the notion of deficiency indices.

Definition A.3. The positive and negative deficiency spaces of T_{min} are given, respectively, by D_+ = {f ∈ dom(T_{max})|(T_{max} − iI)f = 0}, D_− = {f ∈ dom(T_{max})|(T_{max} + iI)f = 0}. (A.1) The positive integers n_±(T_{min}) = dim(D_±) (A.2) are called the positive and negative deficiency indices of T_{min}.

It is clear, from this definition, that the positive deficiency index n_+ is simply equal to the number of solutions f ∈ L^2((a, b); rdx) of the equation (τ − iI)f = 0 (and similarly for n_−). According to the general theory of Sturm–Liouville operators, n_± ⩽ 2 and the existence of self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} is determined by the following:

Theorem A.4. The minimal operator T_{min} has self-adjoint extensions if and only if n_− = n_+.

In the case of quasi-regular Sturm–Liouville operators considered in this work, the endpoints of the interval are limit circle and the following ensures the existence of self-adjoint extensions of T_{min}. Theorem A.5. If τ is limit circle at both a and b, then n_− = n_+ = 2.

Once the existence of self-adjoint extensions has been established, the next goal is to obtain their explicit representation. This can be accomplished with the introduction of generalized boundary values. Definition A.6. Let v_j ∈ dom(T_{max}), j = 1, 2, satisfy W (v_1, v_2)(a) = W (v_1, v_2)(b) = 1, W (v_j , v_j )(a) = W (v_j , v_j )(b) = 0, j = 1, 2. (A.3) (E.g., real-valued solutions v_j , j = 1, 2, of (τ − λ)u = 0 with λ ∈ R, such that W (v_1, v_2) = 1.) For g ∈ dom(T_{max}), its generalized boundary values are ~g_1(a) = −W (v_2, g)(a), ~g_1(b) = −W (v_2, g)(b), ~g_2(a) = W (v_1, g)(a), ~g_2(b) = W (v_1, g)(b).

(A.4)

The generalized boundary values of a function in the maximal domain allow for a representation of the self-adjoint extensions of T_{min} that mimics exactly the one obtained in the case of regular Sturm– Liouville operators. In fact one can prove the following, which is familiar from the regular setting. Theorem A.7. (i) All self-adjoint extensions T_{α,β} of T_{min} with separated boundary conditions are of the form T_{α,β}f = τf, α, β ∈ [0, π), f ∈ dom(T_{α,β} ) = { g ∈ dom(T_{max}) | | ~g_1(a) cos(α) + ~g_2(a) sin(α) = 0; (A.5)

~g_1(b) cos(β) − ~g_2(b) sin(β) = 0 } . (ii) All self-adjoint extensions T_{φ,R} of T_{min} with coupled boundary conditions are of the form T_{φ,R}f = τf, f ∈ dom(T_{φ,R}) = { g ∈ dom(T_{max}) | | | ( ~g_1(b) ~g_2(b) ) = e^{iφ}R ( ~g_1(a) ~g_2(a) ) } , (A.6)

where φ ∈ [0, π), and R ∈ SL(2, R) .

(iii) Every self-adjoint extension of T_{min} is either of type (i) or of type (ii).

We would like to point out that if the endpoints a and b are regular, then the generalized boundary values reduce to the ordinary boundary values (under appropriate choices of v_j in (A.21)) and the self-adjoint extensions described in Theorem A.7 become the self-adjoint extensions of a regular Sturm– Liouville operator in L^2((a, b); rdx). As we have mentioned in Section 2, this work is concerned mainly with quasi-regular operators that are bounded from below.

Definition A.8. Let λ_0 ∈ R. Then T_{min} is called bounded from below by λ_0, and one writes T_{min} ⩾ λ_0I, if (u, [T_{min} − λ_0I]u)_L2_{((a,b);rdx)} ⩾ 0, u ∈ dom(T_{min}). (A.7)

We would like to mention that if T_{min} is bounded from below, then all of its symmetric extensions are also bounded from below, and for this class of operators one can introduce the notion of principal and nonprincipal solutions of τu = λu for appropriate λ ∈ R. We will show that principal and nonprincipal solutions provide us with a representation of the generalized boundary values that is quite convenient when performing explicit calculations. We start by reviewing some oscillation theory with particular emphasis on principal and nonprincipal solutions, a notion originally due to Leighton and Morse [50] (see also Rellich [60], [61] and Hartman and Wintner [36, Appendix]) (see also [11], [18, Sects. 13.6, 13.9, 13.0], [35, Ch. XI], [54], [69, Chs. 4, 6–8]).

Definition A.9. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. Fix c ∈ (a, b) and λ ∈ R. Then τ − λ is called nonoscillatory at a (resp., b), if every real-valued solution u(λ, · ) of τu = λu has finitely many zeros in (a, c) (resp., (c, b)). Otherwise, τ − λ is called oscillatory at a (resp., b).

The following result ensures that when T_{min} is bounded from below then τ − λ is nonoscillatory at both endpoints (and vice-versa). More precisely

Theorem A.10. The following items (i)–(iii) are equivalent: (i) T_{min} (and hence any symmetric extension of T_{min}) is bounded from below. (ii) There exists a ν_0 ∈ R such that for all λ < ν_0, τ − λ is nonoscillatory at a and b. (iii) For fixed c, d ∈ (a, b), c ⩽ d, there exists a ν_0 ∈ R such that for all λ < ν_0, τu = λu has (realvalued ) nonvanishing solutions u_a(λ, · ) ≠ 0, ^u_a(λ, · ) ≠ 0 in (a, c], and (real-valued ) nonvanishing solutions u_b(λ, · ) ≠ 0, ^u_b(λ, · ) ≠ 0 in [d, b), such that W (^u_a(λ, · ), u_a(λ, · )) = 1, u_a(λ, x) = o(^u_a(λ, x)) as x ↓ a, (A.8) W (^u_b(λ, · ), u_b(λ, · )) = 1, u_b(λ, x) = o(^u_b(λ, x)) as x ↑ b, (A.9) �_c a dx p(x)^{−1}u_a(λ, x)^{−2} = �_b d dx p(x)^{−1}u_b(λ, x)^{−2} = ∞, (A.10) �_c a dx p(x)^{−1} ^u_a(λ, x)^{−2} < ∞, �_b d dx p(x)^{−1} ^u_b(λ, x)^{−2} < ∞. (A.11) The existence of solutions with certain growth properties, (A.10) and (A.11) as guaranteed by item (iii) in the above theorem, allows us to define principal and nonprincipal solutions as follows:

Definition A.11. Suppose that T_{min} is bounded from below, and let λ ∈ R. Then u_a(λ, · ) (resp., u_b(λ, · )) in Theorem A.10 (iii) is called a principal (or minimal ) solution of τu = λu at a (resp., b). A real-valued solution v_a(λ, · ) (resp., v_b(λ, · )) of τu = λu linearly independent of u_a(λ, · ) (resp., u_b(λ, · )) is called nonprincipal at a (resp., b).

Once the existence of principal and nonprincipal solutions has been established, one needs an efficient procedure to construct them. First, we have the following:

Lemma A.12. The functions u_a(λ, · ) and u_b(λ, · ) in Theorem A.10 (iii) are unique up to nonvanishing real constant multiples. Moreover, u_a(λ, · ) and u_b(λ, · ) are minimal solutions of τu = λu in the sense that

u(λ, x)^{−1}u_a(λ, x) = o(1) as x ↓ a, (A.12)

u(λ, x)^{−1}u_b(λ, x) = o(1) as x ↑ b, (A.13)

for any other solution u(λ, · ) of τu = λu (nonvanishing near a, resp., b) with W (u_a(λ, · ), u(λ, · )) ≠ 0, respectively, W (u_b(λ, · ), u(λ, · )) ≠ 0.

The following lemma provides an explicit expression for principal and nonprincipal solutions. Lemma A.13. Let u(λ, · ) ≠ 0 be any nonvanishing solution of τu = λu near a (resp., b). Then for c_1 > a (resp., c_2 < b) sufficiently close to a (resp., b), ^u_a(λ, x) = u(λ, x) �_{c1} x dx^′ p(x^′)^{−1}u(λ, x^′)^{−2} (A.14) ( resp., ^u_b(λ, x) = u(λ, x) �_x

c_2 dx^′ p(x^′)^{−1}u(λ, x^′)^{−2} ) (A.15)

is a nonprincipal solution of τu = λu at a (resp., b). If ^u_a(λ, · ) (resp., ^u_b(λ, · )) is a nonprincipal solution of τu = λu at a (resp., b) then u_a(λ, x) = ^u_a(λ, x) �_x a dx^′ p(x^′)^{−1} ^u_a(λ, x^′)^{−2} (A.16) ( resp., u_b(λ, x) = ^u_b(λ, x)

�_b x dx^′ p(x^′)^{−1} ^u_b(λ, x^′)^{−2} ) (A.17)

is a principal solution of τu = λu at a (resp., b).

In practice, one first finds a non-vanishing solution of τu = λu, for λ ∈ R near one of the endpoints. This solution is then used in (A.14) to construct a nonprincipal solution at that endpoint. The nonprincipal solution is, in turn, exploited, according to (A.16), to obtain the principal solution at that endpoint.

We can now return to the topic of self-adjoint extensions. In terms of principal and nonprincipal solutions, the generalized boundary values of a function g ∈ dom(T_{max}) can be rewritten as follows: Theorem A.14. Assume that τ is quasi-regular on (a, b) and that T_{min} ⩾ λ_0I for some λ_0 ∈ R. Denote by u_a(λ_0, · ) and ^u_a(λ_0, · ) (resp., u_b(λ_0, · ) and ^u_b(λ_0, · )) principal and nonprincipal solutions of τu = λ_0u at a (resp., b), normalized so that W (^u_a(λ_0, · ), u_a(λ_0, · )) = W (^u_b(λ_0, · ), u_b(λ_0, · )) = 1. (A.18) Then, for all g ∈ dom(T_{max}), one obtains

~g(a) = ~g_1(a) = −W (u_a(λ_0, · ), g)(a) = lim_{x↓a} g(x) ^u_a(λ_0, x) , ~g(b) = ~g_1(b) = −W (u_b(λ_0, · ), g)(b) = lim_{x↑b} g(x) ^u_b(λ_0, x) , (A.19)

~g^′(a) = ~g_2(a) = W (^u_a(λ_0, · ), g)(a) = lim_{x↓a} g(x) − ~g(a)^u_a(λ_0, x) u_a(λ_0, x) , ~g^′(b) = ~g_2(b) = W (^u_b(λ_0, · ), g)(b) = lim_{x↑b} g(x) − ~g(b)^u_b(λ_0, x) u_b(λ_0, x) . (A.20)

In particular, the limits on the right-hand sides of (A.19) and (A.20) exist.

It is worth pointing out that if τ is regular on the finite interval [a, b], then one can choose v_j ∈ dom(T_{max}), j = 1, 2, such that

v_1(x) = { ϑ(λ, x, a), for x near a, ϑ(λ, x, b), for x near b, v_2(x) = { φ(λ, x, a), for x near a, φ(λ, x, b), for x near b, (A.21) where φ(λ, · , d), ϑ(λ, · , d), d ∈ {a, b}, are real-valued solutions of (τ − λ)u = 0, λ ∈ R, satisfying the boundary conditions φ(λ, a, a) = ϑ^{[1]}(λ, a, a) = 0, ϑ(λ, a, a) = φ^{[1]}(λ, a, a) = 1, φ(λ, b, b) = ϑ^{[1]}(λ, b, b) = 0, ϑ(λ, b, b) = φ^{[1]}(λ, b, b) = 1. (A.22)

It is, then, not very difficult to verify that

~g_1(a) = g(a), ~g_1(b) = g(b), ~g_2(a) = g^{[1]}(a), ~g_2(b) = g^{[1]}(b), (A.23) that is, the generalized boundary conditions at a regular endpoint reduce to the ordinary boundary conditions for three-coefficient regular Sturm–Liouville operators in L^2((a, b); rdx) .

Theorem A.14 implies that all the self-adjoint extensions of the minimal operator that is bounded from below are given by either (A.5) (for separated ones) or (A.6) (for coupled ones) with the generalized boundary values given by (A.19) and (A.20). Let us reflect, for a moment, on the practical advantage provided by the quasi-regular case. As it can be surmised by the Definition (A.6), the generalized boundary values of g ∈ dom(T_{max}) can be evaluated once two linearly independent maximal domain functions are found. Unfortunately, an explicit expression for such functions might be hard to find in general. When principal and nonprincipal solutions exist, then Theorem A.14 provides a formula for the generalized boundary values in terms of principal and nonprincipal solutions for one particular λ_0 ∈ R. In practice, in order to evaluate generalized boundary values, one would utilize the principal and nonprincipal solutions for λ_0 = 0 since one can often obtain their explicit expressions. Acknowledgments. M.P. was supported by the Methusalem grant METH/21/03 – long term structural funding of the Flemish Government and acknowledges the hospitality of the Mittag–Leffler Institute where parts of this work were written.

References

[1] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions, Dover, New York, 1972 [2] M. Ashbauch, F. Gesztesy, M. Mitrea, and G. Teschl, Spectral theory for perturbed Krein Laplacians in nonsmooth domains, Adv. Math. 223, 1372–1467 (2010) [3] A.O. Barvinsky, A.Yu Kamenshchik, and I.P. Karmazin, One-loop quantum cosmology: ζ-function technique for the Hartle-Hawking wave function of the universe, Ann. Phys. 219, 201-242 (1992) [4] C. M. Bender and S. A. Orszag, Advanced mathematical methods for scientists and engineers, International Series in Pure and Applied Mathematics, McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York, 1978 [5] N.D. Birrell and P.C.W. Davies, Quantum Fields in Curved Space, Cambridge Monographs in Mathematical Physics, Cambridge, 1982 [6] S.K. Blau, M. Visser, and A. Wipf, Zeta functions and the Casimir energy, Nucl. Phys. B310, 163–180, (1988) [7] M. Bordag, K. Kirsten, and J.S. Dowker, Heat-kernels and functional determinants on the generalized cone, Commun.

Math. Phys. 182, 371-394 (1996) [8] M. Bordag, G.L. Klimchitskaya, U. Mohideen, and V.M. Mostepanenko, Advances in the Casimir Effect, Oxford University Press, Oxford U.K., 2009 [9] J. Bruning and R. Seeley, The resolvent expansion for second order regular singular operators, J. Funct. Anal. 73, 369–429, (1987) [10] L-Y. Chen, N. Goldenfeld, and Y. Oono, Renormalization group and singular perturbations: Multiple scales, boundary layers, and reductive perturbation theory, Phys. Rev. E 54, 376–394 (1996) [11] S. Clark, F. Gesztesy, and R. Nichols, Principal solutions revisited, in Stochastic and Infinite Dimensional Analysis, C. C. Bernido, M. V. Carpio-Bernido, M. Grothaus, T. Kuna, M. J. Oliveira, and J. L. da Silva (eds.), Trends in Mathematics, Birkhäuser, Springer, pp. 85–117, 2016 [12] E. A. Coddington and N. Levinson, Theory of Ordinary Differential Equations, Krieger Publ., Malabar, FL, 1985 [13] G. Cognola, E. Elizalde, and S. Zerbini, Heat-kernel expansion on noncompact domains and a generalized zetafunction regularization procedure, J. Math. Phys. 47, 083516 (12pp) (2006) [14] G. Cognola and S. Zerbini, Zeta Function on a Generalised Cone, Lett. Math. Phys. 42, 95–101 (1997)

[15] G. Cognola and S. Zerbini, Effective action for scalar fields and generalized zeta-function regularization, Phys. Rev.

D 69, 024004 (9pp) (2004) [16] J.S. Dowker, Finite temperature and vacuum effects in higher dimensions, Class. Quantum Grav. 1, 359–378, (1984) [17] J.S. Dowker and G. Kennedy, Finite temperature and boundary effects in static space-times, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.

11, 895–920, (1978) [18] N. Dunford and J. T. Schwartz, Linear Operators. Part II: Spectral Theory, Wiley, Interscience, New York, 1988 [19] W. Eckhaus, Asymptotic analysis of singular perturbations, volume 9 of Studies in Mathematics and its Applications, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1979 [20] E. Elizalde, Ten Physical Applications of Spectral Zeta Functions, 2nd ed., Lecture Notes in Physics, Vol. 855, Springer, New York, 2012 [21] E. Elizalde, S.D. Odintsov, S.D. Romeo, A. Bytsenko, and A. Zerbini, Zeta Regularization Techniques with Applications, World Scientific, Singapore, 1994 [22] W.N. Everitt, On the transformation theory of ordinary second-order linear symmetric differential expressions, Czech. Math. J. 32, (107), 275–306, (1982) [23] W. N. Everitt, A catalogue of Sturm–Liouville differential equations, in Sturm–Liouville Theory: Past and Present, W. O. Amrein, A. M. Hinz, D. B. Pearson (eds.), Birkhäuser, Basel, pp. 271–331, 2005 [24] W. N. Everitt and A. Zettl, On a class of integral inequalities, J. London Math. Soc. (2) 17, 291–303 (1978) [25] H. Falomir, J. Liniado and P. Pisani, A new example of the effects of a singular background on the zeta function, J.

Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53, 465402 (2020) [26] G. Fucci, F. Gesztesy, K. Kirsten, L. L. Littlejohn, R. Nichols, and J. Stanfill, The Krein–von Neumann extension revisited, Applicable Anal. 101(5), 1593–1616 (2022) [27] G. Fucci, F. Gesztesy, K. Kirsten, and J. Stanfill, Spectral ζ-Functions and ζ-Regularized Functional Determinants for Regular Sturm–Liouville Operators, Res. Math. Sci., 8, No. 61, 46 pp (2021) [28] G. Fucci, C. Graham, and K. Kirsten, Spectral functions for regular Sturm–Liouville problems, J. Math. Phys. 56, 043503 (2015) [29] F. Gesztesy and K. Kirsten, Effective computation of traces, determinants, and ζ-functions for Sturm–Liouville operators, J. of Funct. Anal. 276, 520–562 (2019) [30] F. Gesztesy, L. L. Littlejohn, and R. Nichols, On self-adjoint boundary conditions for singular Sturm–Liouville operators bounded from below, J. of Diff. Eq. 269, 6448–6491 (2020) [31] F. Gesztesy, L. L. Littlejohn, R. Nichols, M. Piorkowski, and J. Stanfill, Donoghue-type m-Functions for Singular Sturm–Liouville Operators, St. Petersbg. Math. J. (Algebra Anal.) 35, 101–138 (2024) [32] F. Gesztesy, L. L. Littlejohn, M. Piorkowski, and J. Stanfill, The Jacobi operator on (−1, 1) and its various mfunctions, Complex Anal. Operator Th., 59 pp. (to appear), arXiv:2307.12164 [33] F. Gesztesy, R. Nichols, and J. Stanfill, A survey of some norm inequalities, Complex Anal. Operator Th., 15, No. 23 (2021) [34] F. Gesztesy, R. Nichols, and M. Zinchenko, Sturm–Liouville Operators, Their Spectral Theory, and Some Applications, Colloquium Publications, AMS, 927 pages, to appear.

[35] P. Hartman, Ordinary Differential Equations. SIAM, Philadelphia, 2002 [36] P. Hartman and A. Wintner, On the assignment of asymptotic values for the solutions of linear differential equations of second order, Amer. J. Math. 77, 475–483 (1955) [37] L. Hartmann and M. Lesch, Zeta and Fredholm determinants of self-adjoint operators, J. of Funct. Anal. 283, 109491 (27pp) (2022) [38] M. H. Holmes, Introduction to perturbation methods, volume 20 of Texts in Applied Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995 [39] M. Holzer and T.J. Kaper, An analysis of the renormalization group method for asymptotic expansions with logarithmic switchback terms, Adv. Differential Equations 19, 245–282 (2014) [40] K. Jörgens and F. Rellich, Eigenwerttheorie Gewöhnlicher Differentialgleichungen, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1976 [41] E. Kamke, Differentialgleichungen. Lösungsmethoden und Lösungen. Gewöhnliche Differentialgleichungen, 7th ed., Akademische Verlagsgesellschaft, Leipzig, 1961 [42] K. Kirsten, Spectral Functions in Mathematics and Physics, Chapman and Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, 2002 [43] K. Kirsten and A.J. McKane, Functional determinants by contour integration methods, Ann. Physics 308, 502–527 (2003) [44] K. Kirsten and A.J. McKane, Functional determinants for general Sturm–Liouville problems, J. Phys. A 37, 4649– 4670 (2004) [45] K. Kirsten, P. Loya and J. Park, The very unusual properties of the resolvent, heat kernel, and zeta function for the operator −d^2/dr^2 − 1/(4r^2 ), J. Math. Phys. 47, 043506 (27pp) (2006)

[46] K. Kirsten, P. Loya and J. Park, The ubiquitous ζ-function and some of its “usual” and “unusual” meromorphic properties, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 41, 164070 (11pp) (2008) [47] P. A. Lagerstrom and D.A. Reinelt, Note on logarithmic switchback terms in regular and singular perturbation expansions, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 44, 451–462 (1984) [48] P. A. Lagerstrom, Matched asymptotic expansions: Ideas and techniques, volume 76 of Applied Mathe- matical Sciences, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1988 [49] M. Langer and H. Woracek, Karamata’s theorem for regularised Cauchy transforms, preprint. arXiv:2307.12249v3 [50] W. Leighton and M. Morse, Singular quadratic functionals, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 40, 252–286 (1936) [51] M. Lesch, Determinants of regular singular Sturm-Liouville operators, Math. Nachr. 194, 139–170 (1998) [52] M. A. Naimark, Linear Differential Operators. Part II: Linear Differential Operators in Hilbert Space, Transl. by E.

R. Dawson, Engl. translation edited by W. N. Everitt, Ungar Publishing, New York, 1968 [53] R. Nevanlinna and V. Paatero, Introduction to Complex Analysis: Second Edition, AMS Chelsea Publishing, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2007 [54] H.-D. Niessen and A. Zettl, Singular Sturm–Liouville problems: the Friedrichs extension and comparison of eigenvalues, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 64, 545–578 (1992) [55] F. W. J. Olver, Asymptotics and special functions, AK Peters/CRC Press, 1997 [56] W. J. Olver, A. B. Olde Daalhuis, D. W. Lozier, B. I. Schneider, R. F. Boisvert, C. W. Clark, B. R. Miller, B. V. Saunders, H. S. Cohl, and M. A. McClain (eds.), NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions, http://dlmf.nist.gov/, Release 1.1.12 of 2023-12-15.

[57] D. B. Pearson, Quantum Scattering and Spectral Theory, Academic Press, London, 1988 [58] M. Piorkowski and J. Stanfill, Finer limit point/limit circle classification for Sturm–Liouville operators, 47pp. (submitted), arXiv:2407.04847 [59] D.B. Ray and I.M. Singer, R-torsion and the Laplacian on Riemannian manifolds, Advances in Math. 7, 145–210 (1971) [60] F. Rellich, Die zulässigen Randbedingungen bei den singulären Eigenwertproblemen der mathematischen Physik.

(Gewöhnliche Differentialgleichungen zweiter Ordnung.), Math. Z. 49, 702–723 (1943/44) [61] F. Rellich, Halbbeschränkte gewöhnliche Differentialoperatoren zweiter Ordnung. Math. Ann. 122, 343–368 (1951) [62] G. Teschl, Mathematical Methods in Quantum Mechanics: With Applications to Schrödinger Operators, 2nd ed., Graduate Studies in Math., Vol. 157, Amer. Math. Soc., RI, 2014 [63] N. M. Temme, Special Functions. An Introduction to the Classical Functions of Mathematical Physics, Wiley, New York, 1996 [64] D.J. Toms, The Schwinger Action Principle and Effective Action, Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics, Cambridge, 2007 [65] D.V. Vassilevich, Heat kernel expansion: user’s manual, Phys. Rep. 388, 279–360 (2003) [66] J. Weidmann, Linear Operators in Hilbert Spaces, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 68, Springer, New York, 1980 [67] J. Weidmann, Spectral Theory of Ordinary Differential Operators, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 1258, Springer, Berlin, 1987 [68] J. Weidmann, Lineare Operatoren in Hilberträumen. Teil II: Anwendungen, Teubner, Stuttgart, 2003 [69] A. Zettl, Sturm–Liouville Theory, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, Vol. 121, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005

Department of Mathematics, East Carolina University, 331 Austin Building, East Fifth St., Greenville, NC 27858-4353, USA

Email address: fuccig@ecu.edu URL: http://myweb.ecu.edu/fuccig/

Department of Mathematics, Royal Institute of Technology (KTH), Lindstedtsvägen 25, 100 44 Stockholm, Sweden

Email address: mathpiorkowski@gmail.com URL: https://sites.google.com/view/mateuszpiorkowski/home?pli=1

Department of Mathematics, The Ohio State University, 100 Math Tower, 231 West 18th Avenue, Columbus, OH 43210, USA

Email address: stanfill.13@osu.edu URL: https://u.osu.edu/stanfill-13/