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Abstract

We present and study a new class of Fock states underlying to discrete electromagnetic
Schrédinger operators from a multivector calculus perspective. This naturally lead to
hypercomplex versions of Poisson-Charlier polynomials, Meixner polynomials, among
other ones. The foundations of this work are based on the exploitation of the quantum
probability formulation ’a la Dirac’ to the setting of Bayesian probabilities, on which the
Fock states arise as discrete quasi-probability distributions carrying a set of independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d) random variables. By employing Mellin-Barnes integrals
in the complex plane we obtain counterparts for the well-known multidimensional Poisson
and hypergeometric distributions, as well as quasi-probability distributions that may take
negative or complex values on the lattice hZ™.
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1. Introduction

Discrete electromagnetic Schrodinger operators correspond to a subclass of (doubly)
Jacobi operators. They are ubiquitous in several fields of mathematics, physics and be-
yond, as is witnessed by the papers [16, (18, 135, 138,131, 8, 16, 137, 124, 1] and monograph [36].
Here, the factorization method is the cornerstone in the study of the quasi-exact solv-
ability of such kind of operators since it avoids non-perturbative arguments that appear
under the discretization of its continuum counterpart, the quantum harmonic oscillator
—3=A + V(x) with mass m and potential V(z) (cf. |16, 34]). In case of crystallographic
root systems are involved, the discrete electromagnetic Schrédinger operators may be
described as discrete (pseudo) Laplacians (cf. [38, Section 6]), whose origin goes back to
the works of Macdonald |21, 22]. As it was shown in Ruijsenaars’s seminal work [33],
Macdonald’s theory may be obtained as a special case of integrable lattice models of
Calogero-Moser type that exhibit factorized scattering. For further details, we refer to
[32].

The main objective of this paper is to show the feasibility of special functions of
hypercomplex variable, with values on the Clifford algebra of signature (0,n), as Fock
states of a certain multidimensional Schrédinger operator Ly acting on the lattice

hZ":{(zl,zg,...,xn)E]R" : %ez, forauj:1,2,...,n},

with mesh width A > 0.

In the series of papers [13, 114, [15] the author developed a framework to compute, in a
direct manner, quasi-monomials of discrete hypercomplex variable from the knowledge of
a underlying set of Lie-algebraic symmetries. The methods and techniques employed are
closely related with Wigner’s quantal systems and go far beyond the symmetries of the
Weyl-Heisenberg algebra, mentioned in many textbooks as the underlying symmetries
encoded by Hermite polynomials/functions (cf. [9]).

In this paper we center our analysis on questions regarding the quasi-exact solvability
associated to a discretization Lj; of a Sturm-Liouville type operator. This essentially
corresponds to the problem formulation:

Problem 1.1. Given a pair of Clifford-vector-valued operators (AZ, A,) satisfying

Ly =

N | —

(AR Ay + A, AL

can we recover the discrete electric and magnetic potentials of Ly, ®p(x) and ap(x)
respectively, from the knowledge of its k— Fock states vy (x;h) (k € Ng)?
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Here, the construction of the pair (AZ, A;’) was inspired on Spiridonov-Vinet-Zhedanov
approach |34] and roughly follows the same order of ideas used on Odake-Sasaki’s pa-
pers |27, 128,129, 130] to generate one-dimensional ’discrete’ quantum systems through the
Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics (SUSY QM)H framework.

We are not concerned here with a SUSY QM extension/generalization to hypercom-
plex variables in the way that the k—Fock states are eigenfunctions of one of the Hamil-
tonians, A, AZF and AZA; respectively, neither with an exploitation of the commutation
method (cf. |36, Chapter 11]). On the context of this paper, the k—Fock states ¥ (z; h)
shall be understood as basis functions with membership in a certain linear subspace Fy,
of the Hilbert module f5(hZ™; Cly ) = ¢2(hZ"™) ® Cly ,, generated from (A;, A,) — the
so-called Fock space F},, to be defined later on this paper.

Of particular importance for the development of this approach will be the connection
with Bayesian probabilities that results from the observation that, for a given ground
state o (x; h) satistying (o, 1o)n = 1, the quantity

Pr| > e X; = | = h"o(w; h) ebo(a; h) 1)
j=1

may be regarded as a discrete quasi-probability law on hZ"™, carrying a set of independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables X1, Xo, ..., X,,.

This quasi-probability formulation is reminiscent of a similar probability formula-
tion, considered in the context of transition probabilities (cf. [7, 26]). In that scope,
the Bayesian scheme is achieved to determine the expectation values of quantum observ-
ables, which are essentially the Landau levels attached to the discrete electromagnetic
Schrodinger operator (B]) when one considers the minimization problem

<waw>h

to seek the quantum state i) with ’best energy concentration’ in hZ".

Accordingly to the general theory, in case that Lj is real-valued and symmetric — the
so-called Hermitian condition — is sufficient to guarantee that Lj is quasi-exactly solvable
(cf. |35, Proposition 1.4]). That’s indeed the case of the characterization provided
through the formulation of Problem [I.1] (see also[Appendix A.2)). Surprisingly enough,
Bender and its collaborators have been stressed in a series of papers (see |2,13, 4] and the
references given there) that such condition is not necessaryﬁ and may be replaced with a
most general one, involving a space-time reflection symmetry (shorty, a P7 symmetry)
constraint. Thus, it may happen that the right-hand side of ([IJ) may also take complex
values (cf. [9]).

To be in accordance with Dirac’s insight |11] on quantum probabilities, we will con-
sider throughout this paper the t—operation provided by (), also for bound states that
take values in the complexified Clifford algebra C ® C¥j . We turn next to the content
and the organization of the subsequent sections:

P = argminqz

2The fundamentals of SUSY QM can be traced back to the seminal work of Cooper-Khare-Sukhatme
|10], where the interest lies essentially in the solution of Pauli and Dirac equations (cf. [10, Section 10.
& Section 11.]).

3See also the examples treated in [10, Subsection 12.1.] and in [I, Section 6].
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e In Section [2] we will introduce the basic setting that will be used throughout the
paper, namely the multivector calculus embody in the Clifford algebra C¥¢, in
the spirit of Sturm-Liouville theory. We will also introduce some basic features
in the context of Fock spaces (cf. [17]) to describe the Fock states of the discrete
electromagnetic Schrédinger operator Ly, on hZ™.

e In Section Bl we will take into account the factorization of L; and the vacuum
vector 1o(x; h) of AZ to display a correspondence between the Fock states of the

form i (x;h) = (A,:)kd)o(x;h) and the quasi-monomials, encoded by the pair
(D;{, My,), where D,‘f stands the finite difference Dirac operator of forward type.
That corresponds to Lemma [B.Il Moreover, with Proposition 3.1l and Proposition
we hereby provide an answer to Problem [1.7]

e In Section [ we will make use of the Bayesian probability framework beyond
Dirac’s insight [11] to compute some examples involving the well-known Poisson
and hypergeometric distributions, likewise quasi-probability distributions involving
the generalized Mittag-Leffler/Wright functions.

e In Section [5lwe conclude with a more detailed discussion of Bayesian probabilities
with imaginary bias, towards the regularization of the Mittag-Leffler distribution.

e In Section [6] we will outlook the main contributions obtained and will raise some
problems/questions to be investigated afterwards.

2. The Setting

We start this section by collecting some basic facts about Clifford algebras that will
be used on the sequel. We refer [19, Chapter 1] for further details.

Recall that C¥y , is the algebra generated by the set of vectors e;,es,..., e, that
satisfy, for each 7,k = 1,2,...,n, the set of anti-commuting relations

eje; +epe; = —20;. (2)

The Clifford algebra CYy ,, is an associative algebra with identity 1 and dimension
2™, that contains R and R™ as subspaces. This in particular means that for two given
n—tuples (x1,%2,...,2,) and (y1,y2,...,yn) of R™, represented on C¥y , through the
linear combinations

n n
T = E zje; and y = E y;i€j,
=1 =1

n

respectively, the anti-commutator xy + yxr = —2 Z x;y; is scalar-valued.
j=1
1
We will use throughout this paper the notations B(z,y) = —§(acy + yx) to denote

the bilinear form of R™ and = + he; to denote the underlying forward/backward shifts

(x1,22,...,25£h,...,2,) on hZ". Generally speaking, on C/;,, one may consider for a

subset J = {j1,72,...,Jr} of {1,2,...,n}, with 1 < j; < jo < ... < jr < n, r-multivector
4



bases of the form e; = e, €, ... e, , and moreover, Clifford-vector-valued functions f(z)
as linear combinations of the above form

f(z) = i Z fir(x) ey, with f;(x) scalar-valued.

T:O‘J‘:r

Hereby |J| denotes the cardinality of J. The f—-conjugation operation f(z) + f(z)T,
defined as

f@)f =D fi@) el with el =(-1)e;, ...eje;, (3)

7‘:0‘,]‘:7-

is an automorphism of C¥ ,, satisfying, for each f(x) and g(z), the conjugation properties

(F@)")' = f(2) and (F(x)g(x)' = g()'f()". (4)

The conjugation properties on C¢ ,, are two-fold since they correspond to a general-
ization of the standard conjugation in the field of complex numbers and to the multivector
extension of the Hermitian conjugation operation in the scope of matrix theory. In par-
ticular, it follows from the property e; = —e; and from the anti-commutator relations (2))

that the quantities f(z)'f(x) and f(x)f(z)" are scalar-valued and coincide. Being f(z) =
Z fj(z)e; a Clifford vector representation of the vector-field (fi(z), f2(x),. .., fa(z)) of
j=1

R™, one readily has
f(2)'f(z) = f(2)f(2)" =) f;(2)?,
=0

which is nothing else than the square of the Euclidean norm on R".

Moreover, if we use the t—conjugation operator also for functions f(z) with values
in the complexified Clifford algebra C ® C¥y ., the resulting quantity f(x)'f(x) must be
interpreted, on a wide generality, as a quasi-probability in Dirac’s sense, i.e. a probability
density function that encompasses negative values (cf. [11, p. 4]).

From the above characterization, one can thereafter define the set of Clifford-vector-
valued functions f(z) on hZ"™ with membership on the Hilbert module £2(hZ™; Cly ) =
Uo(hZ™) @ Cly ., as the linear space endowed by the sesquilinear form

(.80 = > h"f(z)'gx).

thZ“
The class of discrete electromagnetic Schrodinger operators on hZ" that we will con-
sider throughout this paper are defined viz

n

Lpf(z) = i Zl (qlhf(z) — ap(z;)f(x + he;) — ap(x; — h)f(z — hej) ) +q O (x)f(x). (5)

Hereby @ (x) (scalar-valued function) denotes the discrete analogue of the electric
n
potential whereas aj(x) = Zejah(zj) (vector-valued function) denotes the discrete

j=1
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analogue of the magnetic potential. The parameters p and g denote the mass and the
electric charge of the electron, respectively. In case of ®j(x) and ap,(z) satisfy the set of
constraints

n

; (qh an(x;) — an(z; —h)) ZV(%) + 0 (r?)
Zej( “) o),

where w (;—;l) stands the leading term of ap(z;), one gets (cf. [34, p. 64])

Luf(z) = g i% <w (xﬂ) aa;]( )> +V (%) f(z) + O (h%) . (6)

The above asymptotic model may be seen as a discrete counterpart of the Sturm-

Liouville operator. Here one notice that the exact solvability of the right-hand side
1

1
q®n(x) + —
24

of (@) was studied in detail on |10, Section 2]. For the case of ap(z;) ~ o (ie.
q
. 1
w (% %]) = q—h), Ly is asymptotically equivalent to the discrete harmonic oscillator

—5=Ap + q®p () with mass m ~ ﬂ, whose kinetic term is written in terms of the star
Laplacian (cf. |38, p. 423], |13, p. 1967] & [31, p. 4])

n
f(z + he;) + f(x — he;) — 2f(x)
aut(e) =y Mt he) 110 - hey) -2
j=1
Other interesting examples may arise if w (1 2L ) has polynomial behavior, expo-
nential behaviour or even if one takes a e.g. quantum deformation of the constant

polynomial w (3 92]) = ﬁh (cf. |40, Section 2.]). For the particular choice ap(z;) =
q

1 v
a (% + ,u%’ + g) it readily follows from the set of identities

f(x + he;) — f(2)

f(x +he;) = f(z)+h .
2) — £z — he. (j=1,2,...,n)
f(x —he;) = f(x)—h f(2) fgl he;)

that the asymptotic expansion of the discrete electromagnetic Schrédinger operator (B
reduces to

Lnf(x) = —ﬁ(E,ff(m) ~ B @) +V (3) £(@)

Eff(m) =Y (i - ﬁ) £z + hijh) — £(z)



corresponds to the forward/backward counterparﬂ of the so-called Euler operator E =

n
ijazj, carrying the polynomial w(z;) = 1+ uz; (cf. [14, p. 3]). That gives us an
j=1
alternative way to discretize the quantum harmonic oscillator fﬁA +V (%) with mass

Hq
term m ~ —.

h

Next, we will consider a faithful adaptation of the Fock space formalism [17], already
considered in [9], to discrete hypercomplex variables. We introduce the Fock space struc-
ture over hZ" as a linear subspace Fj, of lo(hZ"™; Cly ) encoded by the pair (A;, A)
of Clifford-vector-valued operators. To be more precise, we say that Fj defines a Fock
space over hZ" if the following conditions are satisfied:

1. Duality condition: For two given lattice functions f(x) and g(z) with member-
ship in F},, the pair of Clifford-vector-valued operators (AZ, A,) satisty

(A g)p = (£, A} g)n.

2. Vacuum vector condition: There exists a lattice function 1o (z; h) with mem-
bership in F}, such that
Afdo(a;h) = 0.

3. Energy condition: The vacuum vector v satisfies

(Yo, Yo)n = 1.

From direct application of the quantum field lemma (cf. [17]) the resulting Fock space
Fp, is thus generated by the k—Fock states

(s h) = (Ay) o (a; h). (7)

It readily follows from the f—conjugation property @) that the left representation
A(s) : f(z) — sf(x) is an isometry on ¢5(hZ"; Cly,,) whenever sst = sfs = 1, i.e.

(sf(z),sg(x))n = (£(x), g(x))n- (8)
Regarding the above isometry property one may consider the Lie groups O(n) and
SO(n). Here O(n) is the group of linear transformations of R which leave invariant the

1
bilinear form B(z,y) = —=(zy + yx) and SO(n) (the so-called special orthogonal group
2

is the group of linear transformations with determinant 1. These groups have natural
transitive actions on the (n — 1)—sphere

n
Sl =Azr= szej e Cly,, : i =a2t =1
j=1

4The formulation of E;Lt introduced in |14] is seemingly close to the formulation of number operator
in quantum mechanics and it goes beyond the standard discretizations of the Euler operator E.
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Namely, through the action of SO(n) we can rewrite every € R™ as x = ps, with p =

2L ands € S™~L. Using the fact that the group stabilizer of the Clifford vector e,, € Cly ,

||

is isomorphic to SO(n—1), the points of s of S”~! can be identified with the homogeneous
space SO(n)/SO(n — 1) through the isomorphism property SO(n)/SO(n — 1) = S"~1L.
In terms of the main involution operation s — s, defined in C¥ ,, as

n
s = g E sje; with €= (-1)"ejej,...€j,
r=0 |J|=r

we find that the Pin group

q
Pin(n) = {s: HSP : 51,52,...,sq65’"_1, qu}

p=1

and the Spin group

2q
Spin(n) = {s = Hsp : §1,82,...,S2¢ € sl oge N}
p=0

may be regarded as the underlying double-covering sheets for the groups O(n) and SO(n),
respectively, endowed by homomorphism action x(s) : f(z) — sf(z)(s’)™! (cf. |19,
Chapter 3]).

Since Spin(n) is a subgroup of Pin(n), it remains natural to look throughout for
vacuum vectors Yo (z; h) of the form g(x; h) = ¢(x; h)s, where ¢(x;h) is scalar-valued
and s € Pin(n). From now on we will always use the bold notation s when we are
referring to an element of Pin(n) or Spin(n).

3. Main Results

3.1. Factorization Approach

We now turn to the factorization question posed in Problem .11 To do so, we
consider the set of operators, AZ and A, , defined viz

n . ) h .9
AF = ZejAZJ with A7 = ”Z_,u <ah(zj)T,jj — q_hI>

N e | ©
A = ZejA;] with 4,7 = Z_M (q—hl —ap(xj — h)Th_J) .

j=1

Here we recall that in terms of the identity operator I : f(x) — f(x) and the for-
ward /backward shifts T/ f(z) = f(x + he;) on the x;—axis, the action f(z) — Ljf(z)
corresponds to

1 ~(2 , »
Ln = _Z <q_hI an ()T, — an(x; — BT, ]> +q @p(x)l.
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It is straightforward to verify that Azj A;j + A,;j Azj equals

1 | i h
——TI+ ;ah(xj)T,;” + ;ah(a:j —h)T, 7 — Z_/L (an(z;)? + an(z; — h)?) 1.

Then, for &, (z) =

(an(z;)* + an(z; — h)*) one obtains (see

1

n

2=

<

1 - _ 1 /2 , »
3 (Af A, + AL AT) — q@p(2)] = — Z (—I — an(x;) T, — ap(x; — W)T;, J) ,

Thereby, the discrete electric potential ®;(x) is uniquely determined by the factor-

1
ization property L; = 3 (A;A,; + A, A;) On the other hand, based on the summation
formulae (cf. |25, Subsection 1.5])

Z h" f(z + he;)Tg(z) = Z h" f(z)Tg(x F hej)
rEhZ™ rEhZ™

one easily recognize the following adjoint relations, written in terms of the shift operators
+j.

T
h

<ah(zj)Th+jf, g>h = <f7 an(zj — h)T;;jg>

_ : 4 (10)
<ah($j — h)T), ]f,g>h = <f, ah(:zjj)T;”g>h.

This yield AZ and A,  as Hermitian conjugates one of the other with respect to the
Hilbert module ¢o(hZ™; Cly ), as required by the Duality condition underlying to
the Fock space Fj, over hZ™ (see [Appendix A.2). Since the vacuum vector o(z;h) =
¢(x; h)s is Pin(n)—valued we can make use of the method of separation of variables to
compute ¢(x; h) from the set of functional equations

2 1

o(x + hej; h) = q_h @)

¢(x;h) foreach j=1,2,...,n. (11)

Indeed, () is equivalent to the set of equations A'h”qb(:n; h)y=0( =1,2,...,n),
and hence, to Azwo(x;h) = (A;qﬁ(x;h)) s = 0. Henceforth we make use of the con-
jugation property (sf(x))" = f(x)'s’ to get rid of the Pinor/Spinor element s on the
quasi-probability formulation (I) of the Energy condition (v, o), = 1. Indeed, for
Yo(x; h) = ¢(x; h)s, the quasi-probability law (Il carrying a set of independent and iden-
tically distributed (i.i.d) random variables X1, Xo, ..., X,, thus becomes

Pr(> e;X;=a|=h"¢(x;h). (12)
j=1



3.2. Intertwining Properties

With the aim of obtaining a recovery for the discrete electric and magnetic potentials,
®y,(z) and ap(z) respectively, from the knowledge of the k—bound states (7)) of Lj, with
membership in the Fock space F}, we are going now to establish a general framework
involving a generalization of the quasi-monomiality principle obtained in author’s recent
paper [15]. For their construction we shall employ intertwining properties between Af
and the set of ladder Clifford-vector-valued operators

n
+ atJ
Dy = E:ejah
j=1

. .4
M, = Zej (hah(:cj — h)2T;, 7 q2_hI> :
Jj=1
As usual, ;7 f(zx) = fl@+ he}f) —flo)
difference operators on hZ" (cf. |15, Subsection 2.1.]).

First, recall that the vacuum vector v (z;h) = ¢(x;h)s annihilated by A}, may be
computed from the set of functional equations (II]). More generally, the set of constraints
() provide us a scheme to derive an intertwining property between the degree-lowering
type operator AZ and the finite difference Dirac operator D,J{, seemingly close to the Ro-
drigues type formula involving the Clifford-Hermite polynomials/functions (cf. |9, Lemma
3.1]). For every Clifford-vector-valued function f(z) we thus have the set of relations

(j = 1,2,...,n) denote the forward finite

AL @) = Do ([0 (anlas)ota + hei E(e + hey) — 2 olmmt(a))

B h — _ . f(x + hey) —f(x)
— E;e](b(z,h) o

h
— o(x; h Tf(x
g ¢( 3 )Dh ()

that in turn yields the operational formula

Sla; )AL ($a; ) (x)) = \/%D?{f(w)-

In a similar manner one can derive an intertwining property, involving the operators
A, and My, if we reformulate the set of functional equations (I)) in terms of the backward

10



shifts T}, “f(z) = f(z — he;). Thereby, the set of relations

\/% <qih¢(z, h)f(z) — an(x; — h)p(x — hej; h)f(x — hej))
2
q

Ay, (B h)f) = D e
j=1
qh & qh
= 1 Zejqﬁ(x;h) (7%(% — h)*f(z — he;) — —hf(x))
j=1
1 /¢*h
= I\ (s h) Myt (z),
that hold for an arbitrary Clifford-vector-valued function f(z), yield as a direct conse-
quence of
h .
L an(a; —h) d:h) (G =1,2,...,n).

¢(x — hej; h) =

This implies

3
i) AL (Gl ) =~y T M £,

Furthermore, induction over k € Ny shows that the k—bound states (7)) are thus
(13)

>
(SIE

3k
2

7 g(a;h) (My)Ps.

characterized by the operational formula
(=D*

k
2

I
On the other hand, combination of the previously obtained relations give rive to

(s h) AL A (6(xs h)E(2))
_ h
o(esh) VAL Ay ($las W) = — 0 D Myf(a).
This results into the following lemma:
Lemma 3.1. Let s € Pin(n), ¢(z;h) a scalar-valued function satisfying (1)), ¥ (x; h)
the k—bound states defined viz equation {4) and
my,(z; h) = (Mp)"s

5 y(x;h)
¢(x;h)

be quasi-monomials of order k (k € Ng). Then we have the following:
1. The quasi-monomials my(z; h) may be determined through the formula
I

s

w0
o[

my (a3 h) = (—1)"4*
q

11



2. The quasi-monomials my(x; h) and the Fock states iy (x; h) are interrelated by the
isospectral formula

M@Dgnmﬁmhnygkﬁnmﬁmh):(—1ﬁ+hﬁ+1—Ji77——¢@ﬂhy4Lh¢M$ﬂU

Regardless the formal computation of the mjs, we would like to stress that the
operator (My)*" (k = 2r) is scalar-valued operator whereas (M;)* "' is vector-valued
(k=2r+1). To fill this gap, the computation of the quasi-monomials mg(x; h) of even

and odd orders separately?]. For the even orders (k = 2r) we use the multinomial formula

mo,(e:h) = ((M,)°)'s

n 20
> (= H@% Wﬁ—%gjs

lo|=r

(14)

that results from the operational identity
n 4 2
2m—J _
( Z (hah ) Th q2hI> 5
Jj=1
whereas for the odd orders (k = 2r + 1), we take into account the recursive formula

mo,11(z; h) = Mpma,.(z; h). (15)

Here and elsewhere, for a given multi-index o = (01, 09,...,04), |o] = g o; denotes

the multi-index degree and ¢! = H o;! the multi-index factorial.
j=1
From the construction considered previously it follows from a short computation that
for a given wvacuum vector of the form vy(x;h) = ¢(x;h)s (s € Pin(n)) the discrete
electric and magnetic potentials, @, (z) and a,(x) respectively, are uniquely determined
by the formulae

8u = o(x + heJ, h)? o(z; h)?
Y _ lzh)
ah(l'> - Z qh ¢ xz + heJ, ) (17)

Jj=1

This readily solves part of the question posed in Problem [I.11 More generally,
statement [Tl of Lemma 3.1l allows us to give a faithful answer to Problem [I.1]as a some
sort of inverse problem:

5This is similarly to what was done in [15, Example 3.2] and in [15, Example 3.3] to compute
hypercomplex versions for the falling factorials and Poisson-Charlier polynomials, respectively.
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Proposition 3.1. Let us assume that the k—Fock states vy (x; h) of the discrete electro-
magnetic Schrédinger operator Ly, are Pin(n)—valued.

If for a given sequence {my(x;h) : k € No} of quasi-monomials the statement[2. of
Lemma[3d] is fulfilled, then the vacuum vector ¥o(x;h) = ¢(x;h)s (s € Pin(n)) may be
recovered from the projection-based formula

pE my(a;h) (e h)

By (L 1\kqk
Peh) = DM ST e e h)

Moreover, the discrete electric and magnetic potentials, ®p(x) resp. ap(x), are uniquely
determined by inserting the right-hand side of ¢(x; h) on the formulae (I8) and (I7), re-
spectively.

On the above characterizations, the scalar-valued potential ®,(z) is determined from
the components of the discrete magnetic potential aj(z) or from the knowledge of the
vacuum vector. Concerning the construction of the quasi-monomials we would like to
stress that for each s € Pin(n) mg(x;h)s' is scalar-valued for k even and vector-valued
for k odd. In particular, for k =1

n

4 n
m; (z + he; h)s' = Zej <hah(acj)2 - q2—h> , with e= Zej. (18)
j=1

Jj=1

1
A short computation involving the bilinear form B(z,y) = —§(xy + yz) gives

1 4 1
B <Em1(z; h)sT,ej> =ap(z; —h)* — 0 and B (Eml(:c + he;h)sT,ej> =ap(z;)* -

That allows us to formulate the following proposition:

Proposition 3.2. Let us assume that my (z; h) is a C® Pin(n)-valued quasi-monomial of
order 1. Then, the discrete electric and magnetic potentials, ®p,(x) and ap(x) respectively,
may be recovered from the formulae

1 1 1 1 n
Op(x) = —B <Em1(x + he;h)sT,e) + @B (Eml(x;h)sT,e> + ohE

ah(SC) Zej\/B <Em1(x+he;h)s’f,ej> JrW'

Jj=1

Proposition provides an alternative way to recover the electric and magnetic po-
tentials from the knowledge of the quasi-monomial of order k = 1, in interplay with the
recursive formula (IH) for r = 0.

4. The Bayesian Probability Insight

4.1. Poisson and Hypergeometric Distributions

Our next step is to study the quasi-exact solvability of the multidimensional discrete
electromagnetic Schrodinger operator (B]) through the connection between the bound
13
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states (7)) and the discrete electric and magnetic potentials. In view of Proposition Bl we
will restrict ourselves to the construction of the discrete electric and magnetic potentials,
®), () and ay, () respectively, from the knowledge of the ground state vo(x; h) = ¢(x; h)s.

Based on the descriptions (I8) and (7)) obtained in Section [ for ®j(x) and ap(z)
respectively, it remains natural to exploit the Fock space F}, from the Bayesian probability
side (cf. |7,126]) by means of the likelihood function z +— h"¢(z; h)? encoded by the quasi-
probability law (IZ). Particular examples arising this construction ar

1. The multi-variable Poisson-Charlier polynomials, determined from the multi-variable
Poisson distribution with parameter A > 0 (cf. |16, p. 335|):

zj
h
| | . Jif x € hzn
B (s h)? = PN Ry e

0 , otherwise

2. The multi-variable Meixner polynomials, determined from the multivariable hyper-
geometric distribution, defined as (cf. |16, pp. 337-338])

f hZ"
. -5 Ty =<

0 , otherwise

carrying the parameters 5 >0 and 0 < A < 1.

4
For the multi-variable Poisson distribution with parameter A\ = el
q
h 2 1 1 z; 1
Py (z ( J—l——) and ap(z e - — 4+ -
()8uz_;qhq ;J\/qhq

are the underlying discrete electric and magnetic potentials, respectively, defined for = €
hZ%,. Thus, the Clifford-vector-valued polynomials obtained through the operational
action of the multiplication operator

1 .4
M,;, = - T — 7
h jzzle]q (‘TJ h qh )

are of Poisson-Charlier type (cf. |15, Example 3.3 |). Such families of quasi-monomials
are encoded on the pair (D, M), by means of Fischer/Fourier duality (cf. [13, 14]).
For the case where electric charge satisfies the condition h > %, the above hypergeo-

metric distribution with parameters A = and 8 > 0 endow the discrete electric and

4
2h?

6See also [26, Section 4].
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magnetic potentials

h o Lz 41 1z
R 7 _
8u (zﬁ+§+1m_j+@> it @ € hZ,
Op(r) = =\gntqe T :
0 , otherwise
alf x € thO
ap, (:C) =
0 , otherwise
S T ) 4
that in turn yields M} = Z ejh (zj = (ﬂJ, 1)hTh_J — 2 I) as multiplication oper-

Jj=1
ator, acting on hZY.

4.2. Mittag-Leffler Distributions

Let us specialize our results in the case where generalized Mittag-Lefller functions
E, g are involved. The multivariable likelihood function that generalizes the Poisson(]
distribution is thus given by

(2—a)z; 2z
—L -

" 4 \"laiy "
E,, = ,if x € hZ%
jl;[l B <q2—ah2) T (8+a%) =0

R p(x; h)? = (19)
0 , otherwise

As a matter of fact,

oo Am
Fes) = 2 T

is well defined for Re(a) > 0, Re(8) > 0 (cf. |23, p. 8]). A short computation involving
the equations (I8) and () show that the discrete electric and magnetic fields, @y, ()
and ap, () respectively, are given by the general formulae

he~1 (T(a+B+aF) I (B+a3) )
o = =Y = il AR o
) &qua< FB+a%) TD(B-a+a%)
_ Z" 1 T(at+B+aF)
2 () = N\ T (B+a)

Ti.e. the likelihood function determined from the coefficients of the exponential function exp()\) =
Ei1(N).

15



or equivalently,

by (z) = h i 1 ((ﬂ+ah) +(ﬂfoz+a%)a) and ap(z) = ; e; \/% (ﬂ+a$

8M a
I'(a+a)
I (a)

Moreover, the multiplication operator M}, is a polynomial-type operator of order «,
given by

where (a), = denotes the Pochhammer symbol.

- h SCj g 4
Mh:;ej (q—a (ﬂ—aJroez)a Thfq2—hl). (20)
It is clear from a straightforward application of the generalized Stirling’s formula
I'(s+z) ~exp(slog(z)) T'(z) as |z| = o0 (21)
that @ (x) and ap(z) admit, for h — 0 and « € R\ {0}, the asymptotic expansions
Dy (x) N—;exp (alog (—%)) and ap(z Ze]exp( log (aij))

so that we are under the conditions of eq. (@). The the discrete electromagnetic
Schrédinger operator is thus asymptotically equivalent to the Sturm-Liouville operator

s (0 (5 (53)) o) v () e

with potential

-3 A 8) o (1)) e (ioe 375

4.8. Generalized Wright distributions

Widely speaking, one can construct generalizations of the Mittag-Lefller’s distribution
(@) by means of the following Mellin-Barnes integral representation

N il SUTETE
;Dlllt[ (blaﬂl)l,t A 211 /Cfioo Hle F(bl _ﬁls) ( )\) ds. (22)

Such kind of integral representation formulae correspond to H —function representa-
tions of a generalized Wright function, with parameters A € C, ar,b; € C and ay,5; €
R\ {0} (k = 1,2,...,p; I = 1,2,...,t) — see, for instance, [12, Subsection 1.19], |20,
Subsection 5] and |23, Section 1.9]. Here we notice that in case of the closed path joining

16



the endpoints ¢ —i00 and ¢+i00 (0 < ¢ < 1) contains the simple poles s = —m (m € Ny)
on the left, from standard arguments of residue theory, there holds§

L c+ico F(S)F(l _ S)(_)\)_S R > im (s +m F(S)F(l - S)(_)‘)_S
270 J oo LB — as) ds = ’ITLZ:OSL_m( +m) (B — as)
oo A™
N GrT)

(1,1)
(ﬂ? a)

More generally, one can compute generalized multivariable probability distributions
of Wright type, by rewritting ([22]) as a series representation with coefficients (cf. |20,
Section 4] and |23, Subsection 1.9.1])

B [1h—; T(ak + axm) L

[Ty D(br + Bym)  T(m+1)°

Assuming that for o > 0, 8 > 0 (k = 1,2,...,p;l = 1,2,...,t) the intersection
between the simple poles b; = —m (m € Np) of I'(s) and the simple poles % (k =
1,...,p;m € Ny) of T'(a, — ags) (k=1,...,p) yields an empty set, i.e. % % —m, the
Mellin-Barnes integral (22) admits series expansion

that is Ea”g()\) = 1‘1’1 |:

)\} (cf. |23, Example 1.4 |).

Hm

(ak, ak), R
p¥ [ (blaﬁl)l,tp ‘/\} N mz_oum (23)
t P
whenever Z B — Z ag > —1 (cf. |20, Theorem 1]). Moreover:
=1 k=1
t p
1. In case of Z B — Z ay > —1, the series expansion (23) is absolutely convergent
k=1

=1
for all A € C.
t

P
2. In case of Z B — Z ay = —1, the series expansion (23) is absolutely convergent
=1 k=1
for all values of |z| < p and of |z| = p, Re(y) > %, with

I;_, |5)P : 2 p—t
= ‘="  and w= bl — ap + ——.
1T}, fove |+ 1:21 Pt 2
Therefore, the likelihood function z +— h"¢(x; h)?, defined viz
n -1 1P x; zj
_. I L3 A

H pPt [ (gk,ak)lyp ] kt_l (o + akzh ) z; - ,if x € hZ%,
SR Mot (et TG+ T
0 , otherwise

8See also [20, Section 6].
17



corresponds to a Bayesian probability distribution of Wright type.

Such construction is far beyond the Mittag-Leffler’s distribution (I9) since it also
encompasses the multi-variable hypergeometric distribution considered in Subsection 1]
(take, for instance, p=1,t =1, a1 = by =, a3 = 1 and B; = 0 on the above formula).
Widely speaking, a wise application of Gauss-Legendre multiplication formula (cf. [12,

p. 4])
ﬁ r (g +2) = (2n) 7 sh T (s2) (25)

allows us to amalgamize Mittag-Leffler and hypergeometric distributions as MacRobert’s
E-functions in disguise (cf. |12, p. 203]).
Let us now take, for each k = 1,2,...,v (p =) and [ = 1,2,...,a (t = «), the
k—1+6 l-1+p

substitutions ay = 5, = 1, ax, = ——— and by = ———. A straightforward
vy o

application of (28) shows that the coefficients p,, of [23)) are equal to

aPremT (5 + ym) AT

VTl (B +am) T (m+1)°

Q=

Hm = (2m)r—e

Thus, under the condition o — v > —1 the likelihood function (24)), carrying the
A

oc m simplifies to

parameter \ =

n — T4 az yTj T (I+v—a)z; .
11 v { 67 |1 4 } LT (44%) oy At
1| G [orgmam| - Fara) eER /
0
V4
The above likelihood function is also well deﬁne(ﬂ for % > e it and of
o « q —Q
2~y 4
=2 2 Re(B) — Re(6) > % whenever a@ — v = —1. In particular:

0420‘ q1+'yfa ?

727 4 27y

1. For h? = and 0 < ¢!t < 47—2(1, the above set of formulae are also
a

% qlJr’yfa
2y 2
true under the choice 6 = b =X _<
2 o2 q1+'y—o¢
2. For v = 6 = 1, the likelihood function (26]) is the Mittag-Leffler distribution (I9) in

(%,7)

«@
91n case of a—v = —1, the Wright series 1% |: (g’ a) ‘ )\} is also absolutely convergent for || < %
) v

fe
and of || = 2=, Re(8) — Re(5) > 1.
fy"/

18
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2
disguise. Moreover, if a = Re(a) > 0, « — 0T and h > =, ({[J) simplifies to
q

n 4 -1 2 2
H(1—q2h2) ¢ 7 hT i wehZy,

R ¢(x;h)* =< =1 (27)

0 , otherwise

3. For f = 4, the likelihood function (26) amalgamates the Poisson distribution
(o = v = 1) as well as the orthogonal measure that gives rise, up to the con-
—Bn
stant (1 — q;#) , to the hypergeometric distribution on hZY,, carrying the
parameter A = q;% (¢ =0T, y=1and h > %) (see Subsection [L.T]).

Let us now turn our attention to the construction of quasi-monomials carrying (26).
A direct consequence of ([I4]) shows that the even powers represented through the oper-
ational formula

T

my, (23 h) = (—1)" Z(q how (B-ataq), oy 4 1) s (sePin(n))

SN\ R G,

have the hypergeometric series representation (cf.

i, 16" rl
m2r(l‘,h) = (—1) m Z ; HWU]' (.’I],h)s,
Yo

|o|=r
with
. _ . . a lt+vy—ap?2
Wo, (1:0) = 240l (—2a—j,—%, (A2 ongg) (8 o143) ———) .
1, 1,y
Here and elsewhere o4,F, denotes the generalized hypergeometric series expansion
(cf. |12, Chapter IV])

= [T (ck), AP

By applying (23] to the product of Pochhammer coefficients of ,41F, there holds

Cﬁ(k+5_1+ﬂ) _ Oﬁr(%_l—i—%—i_p)

@ p k=0 F(%*le%)

7ap1"(6—a+a%+ap)
Garom)

= «

1 z;

y (1+6_1+ﬂ) _ 7_wr(éfwrvrzrdp)
hi/p L(6—y+7%)
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I'(20; +1 ) (% +1
Thus, from the identities (—20;), = (,an and (—3%) = (—1)? (f )
I'(20; +1—p) I (% +1)

it results the formal series representation

z; (k—1+p T I—1+6 z; a® gttrmap?
Fol -9, 22 (2~ 7 _ 1429 P L, ) L4 ) =
2+O‘7< UJ’ h”( « +h’)1a,( Y +h)1'y, ’Y’Y 4

= X

(3-a+a.a)

g 1%{ G—v+v%,y) (2oj+1,-1) (% 4+1,-1)

Here we would like to stress that the right-hand side of the above expansion shall be
understood as a 20;—term truncation of the generalized Wright series expansion (23)).
Thus, for r > 0 the even quasi-monomials my,.(z; h) are given by

ST (60— 'y+7 )T (205 + 1)
mor (25 h) = (=1)" 2 (Fa—p2r vh2r Z H —;+a%)] g

IUI—T

(B—a+afa) _
(6 —v+7%.7) (20 +1,-1) (F+1,-1) 4

This surprisingly subtle characterization may be seen as an hypercomplex extension
of Gauss’s hypergeometric representation (cf. [12, Subsection 2.1.3.] & [23, p. 24]) when
a — 07 and v = 1. In the case of ¥ — 07T, the above representation becomes a Kummer’s
type representation (cf. |23, p. 24]) that amalgamizes the hypercomplex extension of the
Poisson-Charlier polynomials (&« = § = 1) of even order (cf. [15, Example 3.3]) as
well as an hypercomplex counterpart for the Meixner polynomials, up to the constant

(1-#)”" (a=1&6=p).

q1+'y ahQ

x 103 ] s, with s € Pin(n).

5. Further remarks on quasi-probabilities

Although the examples treated throughout Section.2land Section 3l involve Bayesian
probabilities in the classical sense, as the ones considered by the papers [7, 26], the
framework developed provides us a goal-oriented guide to extend to Bayesian quasi-
probabilities with imaginary bias such as the one obtained via Bender-Hook-Meisinger-
Wang’s approach (cf. 3, Section 3]).

In this section we illustrate the case of complex-valued likelihood functions that give
rise to C ® Pin(n)—valued vacuum vectors 1o (x; h) = ¢(x; h)s towards the regularization
of Mittag-Leffler distribution ([I9). To illustrate that let us define for each € > 0 the family
of complex-valued likelihood functions x +— h"¢.(x;h)? on hZ", carrying the parameter

20



l1—e
4 ime . 1. . . .
A= (7) e 2 , as a quasi-probability distribution

q27ah2
X (1—g)z; —(2—a)(l—e)x; —2(1—e)x;
. ize\ —1 sin Tery 4~ . R ! e imex;
H 303 ((q2h2+a)8716 2 ) o ( 27}?8@)1 d ) —oym, e, xe€ hZ%,
j=1 (e Sln(2aah) F(ﬂezws+aTJ)
(28)
H 363 ((q2h2+a)8_le%) — 2 .q — e 7, otherwise
=1 o sin (—2a"‘h) F(ﬂeZﬂ—E%*Oé%)
endowed by the Laurent series expansion
1,1) (1_L) (1L)‘]
@ )\ — \I/ ( ) i 9 200 ) 2™ )\ 4
O = | (Gl 5 0F
1) (L—3%) (Lg)[c]_ 1
+ \I] { ( ) i ) 2@& b 2aa _ B —
L Bema—ae) (L-5)  (L5)  |A] T(Be™)
On the above construction we make use of the formulae I'(1 + z) = 2I'(z) and
F)Tr(l-z) = % (cf. [12, p. 4]). Here we recall that the likelihood function
sin(mz
([28) is well defined:
4 1—¢ )
1. For every A = (27}12) ¢'5* € C whenevel™ 0 < € < 1.
q «
2. Fol] B & Ny, in case of ¢ — 1.
. TEX
- LS (SE)
From the limit property lim ——=—— =1 there holds
e—0t ¥ sin (zaa;z)
. 1,1) (1, —55)  (1,55%) 4\ (1,1) 1
1 U ( )i ) T 20 ) 20 - 2 = s ’
0e 2T (Bema—za) (1,-5) (L5 | \gmen?) € L Ba) |
-1
. 1,1) (1,-5%=) (1,5%) 4 N7 _ine 1
1 \I/ ( ’ ) 200 ) 2 s z —_ —_—
ot 20| (B a—ca) (L,-5) (LY |T\genz) € )

Thus, for 0 < e < 1 (28) is a complex-valued regularization of the Mittag-Leffler
distribution (9, since

, 4\ (1,1) 1
o 363((&-%2) ‘ )“I“[(m) | o)

10The case 0 < & < 1 follows from the fact that in case of (1 —&)a > 0 the Laurent series 303(\) is
absolutely convergent in C.

'We can rid the condition Re(—8) > % that yields from application of |20, Theorem 1] because

T (56”5 + a(l;;)zj) equals to the constant I'(—f) in case of ¢ = 1.
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In case of ¢ — 17, it follows that

) n . n _1 Sin(w) inzy n
Jim A pe(z:h)? = 1:[ 302 (A) Wi}fm&]) e (z€hL"),
j=1 2a*h
with
(1,1) (1,-52=) (1,52=) }
O2(A) = 30 20 2a i +
oo = | (10 i)
(L1 (L —57) (1,%)‘ }
+ Q} { 2a 2 _ 4,1
°T2 (15__%) (15%)

This quasi-probability like distribution is no longer a regularization for the Mittag-
Leffler distribution ([[9). On the other hand, it exhibits a space-time symmetrﬂ due to
the invariance property

lim h"¢.(—x;h)2 = lim h"¢.(x;h)2.
e—1—

e—=1—

Interesting enough is that the resulting discrete magnetic potential
n

_sinh (5525 + 575 ) TZj
7 e ()
an Z € qh smh( ULt ) tan 2h

2a%h

obtained from the transformation x +— —iz on the formula (I7) is closely related with
the hyperbolic potentials of Macdonald-Ruijnaars type (cf. |38, 140]).

6. Conclusions

Emphasizing how the use of quasi-probabilities may be useful in the construction of
Fock spaces over lattices, we have developed a framework on which the k—Fock states
Yr(xz;h) of Ly, and moreover, the quasi-monomials mg(z;h) can be determined from
a general vacuum vector of the form g (z;h) = ¢(z;h)s (s € Pin(n)), encoded by the

n
quasi-probability law Pr Z e;X; =x| = h"¢(z; h)?. The main novelty here against
j=1
|13, 14, 15] stems into the description of families of special functions of hypercomplex
variable through the Bayesian quasi-probability formulation rather than seeking through
the set of underlying symmetries.

We make use of Mellin-Barnes integrals to get in touch with Dirac’s framework on
quasi-probabilities [11]. In the shed of the H—Fox framework, it is not surprising that
applications in statistics may be considered in the context of the presented approach (cf.
[23, Chapter 4]). On the other hand, since the Lagrangian operators from relativistic
wave mechanics encompass conserved current densities that may be interpreted as quasi-
probabilities (cf. [L1, pp. 5-8]), we expect that the Bayesian quasi-probability formalism

12 A PT —symmetry, accordingly to nomenclature adopted on the papers [2, 3, 4, H].
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developed throughout this paper may be useful to investigate questions in lattice quantum
mechanics towards gauge fields, fermion fields and Quantum Cromodynamics (cf. |25,
Chapter 3, Chapter 4 & Chapter 5]), beyond the applications already considered in
[8, 137, 24, 26]. We also believe that this approach may be useful to establish a deep and
thorough analysis of quantum field models that exhibit axial anomalies such as the ones
considered in [3].

The examples involving H —Fox functions — in concrete, the generalized Mittag-Leffler
E, 3(\) and Wright functions ,, [ Ezlk, ’Bi‘;ﬁl)’?p
between Mellin-Barnes type integrals and fractional calculus (cf. |23, Chapter 3]). Such
connection seems to have been somehow overlooked by several authors when they are
dealing with families of orthogonal polynomials beyond the known ones within the Askey-
Wilson scheme (cf. [29, 40, 139)]).

Due to the lack of applications on the literature concerning the interplay between
Bayesian quasi-probabilities with imaginary bias and P7T-symmetric quantum mechanics
(cf. 2,13, 14, 15]) we believe that this topic deserves a closer inspection, beyond the
simplest examples considered in [5, Section 4] and in Section Bl Further applications of
this approach to crystallographic root systems towards Macdonald-Ruijnaars (pseudo)
Laplacians (cf. |38]) will also be investigated in depth in a future research.

/\} — displays also a tangible interplay

Appendix A. Technical Results used in Section [

Lemma Appendix A.l. For the pair of Clifford-vector-valued ladder operators (AZ, A))
defined as

Af =D e Al and A =D e;A7, (A.1)
j=1 j=1
the anti-commutator A; AZ —I—A‘h"A; 18 scalar-valued whenever [A,:k, A'h"j] =0 forj#k.
Moreover, we have

n

ApAF 4 AFAD = = (A Al Al AT
j=1
Proof: Starting from the definition, we obtain from (2]

A A+ AT A7 = (esendy? A7F + eve; At A7)

g 1

(—20 A7 AL + exes AL, 4,7])
1

NGERiNgE

J

We see therefore that the bivector summands eye; [A'h"k, A7 of Ay A+ A A; vanish
only in case of [Azk,A,:J] = 0 hold for every j,k = 1,2,...,n, with j # k. Thus, we
have

A AT+ ALAL = =2 ATA SN TIA A
J=1 J=1
23



Finally, from the expression [A;j ,A;j} = Azj A,:j — A;j Azj we can see that

72A,:jAZj - [AZ]-, A,:j] equals to fA,;jAZj - AZjA,:j, and hence, the above relation
may also be rewritten as

A AF + AT AL = =30 (A7 AT + Al A
=1

Lemma Appendix A.2. For every f and g with membership in la(hZ"™; Cly ) there
holds

<Azfag>h = <faA}:g>h and <A}:fag>h = <faAZg>h

Moreover

1 1 _
(Lnf,g)n = (£, Lng)n = 5<A2f,AZg>h + §<Ah £, A, g)n.

4 t ,
Proof: Recall that from the {— conjugation properties (ejAfJf(x)) = —(Afjf(ac))Tej,

that follow from (@), we obtain for each j = 1,2,...,n, the conjugation formula
i - +j f
(Af(2) ==Y (Ahﬂf(x)) e;.
j=1

On the other hand, from ({I0) we find that the ladder operators Afj defined viz (A1)
satisfy (Azjf,gﬁz = —(f, A,:jg>h and (A;jf,g>h = —{(f, Azjg>h.

Combination of the above properties results, for each j = 1,2, ..., n, into the sequence
of relations:

(e; 4 E(x),g(2)n = —(4,7E(2), e;8(x))n
= (f@).e; AT g(@)n.

Hence, the Hermitian conjugation properties
<AZf, g>h = <f7 A}: g>h and <A}:f7 g>h = <f7 A;g>h

in lo(hZ™; Cly. ), and moreover, the set of identities

1, _
<AZf, A;g>h + 5 <Ah fa Ah g>h

N =

(Lnf,g)n = (£, Lug)n =

follow straightforwardly from the factorization formula L = (A;A; + A, A;) |

DN =
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Appendix B. Technical Results used in Section [4]

Lemma Appendix B.1. In case of x — h"¢(x; h)? corresponds to the likelihood func-
tion (26), we thus have

mQT(z; h) = (7 ) 2.,«(1_;’_(1 V)h2r Z H Wo; (SC, h,)S
j=1

IUI—T

) _ ) _ ) a  lty—ap?2
with e, (1) = eaFy (~20y =5, (S <14 3) (1) ogras),

Proof: A direct computation involving the binomial identity shows that

ho oz (B—a+aF) o4\
( J h a 7= _ I)

@ b (v taF), " ¢h

p=0

(=
(7 o)
(i

X

1
zj\ I
() I
=0

4 —920; 4
Here we recall ( 2;] > — (,1)10(%)7’ for p < 20; and ( 223 > =0 for p > 20;.
p!

On the other hand, the product H (ﬁ + az —k a) may be rewritten as

k=1
p—1 . p—la—1 8 T
H B+a-t—(k+1)a = H(a(——kz—l—l——J)—i—s)
k—O( h )a Ee0 5—0 (0% h
a—1
= o <S+ﬂl+x_j> ’
s=0 « h P

and analogously,

25

20; % 20_]_ 7q1+—yfah2
2(1+a— v)h = P 4
g
)

. 20j o —
J 20’j 4 25 =P
14+a—y Z P _qlJr'yfahQ X

)



This implies

h T ( —a+as
@ h (5= +

205 o; 00
4, 3 4 2 1 [ a®g'trep?
2h -\ @2Ota-np Zo;! _?T %

o
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By inserting the above relation on the right-hand side of (I4]), we obtain for |o| = r

the desired result. W
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