arxXiv:1605.02252v1 [math-ph] 7 May 2016

HOMOGENEOUS ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS ON A, (I1)
RUIPU BAI AND YINGHUA ZHANG

AsstracT. In this paper we study thieorder homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators with weight
1 on the simple 3-Lie algebrA,, which is realized by an associative commutative alg&bra
and a derivatiom and an involutionw (Lemma@). A k-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter
operator of ordek on A, is a linear maR of A, satisfyingR(Ly) = f(m + K)Ln.k for all
generator$Llm € Z}, wheref : A, — Fis a function ank € Z. We prove thaR is ak-order
homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator An of weight 1 withk # O if and only if R = 0 (see
Theorem@), andRis a 0-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatohpiof weight 1 if and
only if Ris the one of the forty possibilities which are described regrem$3.4, Theorenf .4,

Theorenf3.4, TheorenB.9, TheorenB.11, TheorenfB.24and Theorerf.2], respectively.

1. INTRODUCTION

Rota-Baxter operators have been closely related to mardsfielmathematics and mathe-
matical physics. They have played an important role in theftdgebra approach of renor-
malization of perturbative quantum field theo; @, B, [LJ], as well as in the application of
the renormalization method in solving divergent problemaumber theoryf[§, [[g], they are
also important topics in many fields such as symplectic gégtriategrable systems, quantum
groups and quantum field theofy, @, B, [[4, 3, 4, L9, [L1, [LG, L9, Eq].

Authors in ] investigated the Rota-Baxter operatorsrehie algebras[[J] and studied the
structure of Rota-Baxter 3-Lie algebras, and they alsoigealia method to realize Rota-Baxter
3-Lie algebras from Rota-Baxter 3-Lie algebras, Rota-Bakie algebras, Rota-Baxter pre-
Lie algebras and Rota-Baxter commutative associativebedgeand derivations. In papd][
authors discussed a class of Rota-Baxter operators of weggh on an infinite dimensional
simple 3-Lie algebraA, over a fieldF (chF = 0), which is the 0-order homogeneous Rota-
Baxter operators of weight zero. A homogeneous Rota-Baxterator om,, is a linear magR
onA,, satisfyingR(L,) = f(m)L,, for all generator$L,jm € Z}, wheref : A, — F is afunction.

It is proved thaR is a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatogrf and only if Ris one of the
five possibilitiesRy,, Ro,, Ro,, Ry, andRy,. By means of homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators,
new 3-Lie algebrasA.[,.];) for 1 < i < 5 are constructed, arng, is also an homogeneous
Rota-Baxter operator on the 3-Lie algeb#q|[(,];), for 1 <i < 5 respectively.

In this paper we investigateorder homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators of weight 1 on the
simple 3-Lie algebra&\,,. We suppose thdt is a field of characteristic zero, afdis the set of
integers.
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2. PRELIMINARY

A 3-Lie algebrais a vector spacé& endowed with a ternary multi-linear skew-symmetric

operation satisfying for aby, xo, X3, 2, ¥z € A.

(1) X, X2, %3], Y2, Y3l = [ X1, Y2, V3], X2, Xa] + [ X2, Y2, Y3, Xs, X1] + [ X3, Y2, V3], X1, Xo].
Definition 2.1. Let A € F be fixed. ARota-Baxter 3-algebrais a 3-algebra(A, (,,)) with a
linear map R: A — A such that
(R(x1), R(%2), R(%3)) = R(<R(X1), R(X2), X3) + (R(X1), X2, R(X3)) + (X1, R(X2), R(Xz))
(2) +A(R(X1), X2, X3) + A%, R(X2), Xa) + (X1, X2, R(Xs))
+2%(Xe, Xo, Xa))-

Lemma 2.2. Let (A, (,,)) be a3-algebra overF, R: A — A be a linear map and € F,
1 #0. Then(A (,,), R) be a Rota-BaxteB-algebra of weightl if and only if(A, (,, ), iR)is a
Rota-BaxteB-algebra of weightl.

Proof. The result follows from Eq.f), directly. |

Lemma 2.3. [[]] Let A be a vector space with a basls, | n € Z} over a fieldF. Then Ais a
simple3-Lie algebra in the multiplication
-1 1™ (-1n
1 1 1
| m n

(3) [Li, Lm, L] = Lismin_1, forall I, mne Z.

In the following, the 3-Lie algebra in LemmaP.3is denoted byA,, and the determinant

-1 D)™ (1)
1 1 1
[ m n

is denoted byD(l, m, n).

Lemma 2.4. [B] The determinant [, m, n) = 0 if and only if
(I=-=m)(=n(m-n)=0,orl=2k+1,m=2s+1,n=2t+1 0orl=2km=2sn=2t, for
allk,s teZ.

3. HoMoGENEOUS ROTA-BAXTER OPERATORS OF WEIGHT 1 ON 3-LIE ALGEBRA A,

By DefinitionP.], if (A,[,,], R) is a Rota-Baxter 3-Lie algebra of weight 1, then Ehknear
mapR : A — A satisfies, for alky, o, X3 € A,
(R(x1), RO). R(xa)) = R(R(xa), R(x). Xa) + (R(Xa), X, R(Xa)) + (X1, R(xe), R(Xa))
(4) +(R(X1), X2, X3) + (X1, R(X2), X3) + (X1, X2, R(X3))
+(X1, X2, X3>)-

If a Rota-Baxter operatdR on the 3-Lie algebr&,, satisfies that there exiskse Z, and a
functionf : Z — F such that

(5) R(Ly) = f(M+ K)Lmk, YMe Z,
thenR s calleda k-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatgrwhich is denoted byR..
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3.1. k-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators wittk # 0. From Eq.f), we know that
forall x,y,ze A,,

[Re(L), Re(Lim), Re(Ln)] = [f(I + K)Ljk, F(M+ K)Linek, TN+ K)Lni]
= £+ K F(M+ K F(N+ KD + k M+ k N+ KL mens sk,

Re([Li, Re(Lm), Re(Ln)] + [Re(Li), Lims Re(Ln)] + [Re(L1), Re(Lm), L]
+[Rk(|—l), Lm, Ln] + [LI, Rk(l—m), Ln] + [I—I, Lm, Rk(l—n)] + [LI, Lm, Ln])
= Re([Li, F(M+ K) Lk, TN+ K) L] + [F(+ KLk, Lin, TN+ K)Lpai]
+[F (I + K)Lpsk, F(M+ K)Lmk, La]) + [T+ KLk, L, Lo
+[Li, f(M+ K)Lmk, L] + [Lis L, F(N+ K)Lnak] + [Lis L, Lo])
=fM+KfN+Kf(l+m+n+3k-—1)DI, m+ Kk n+ KL miniak1
+f(l+Kf(N+Kf(l+m+n+3k-1)D( +k mn+ KL mniak1
+f(l+KfM+ KTl +m+n+3k-1)D(+k m+ K N)Lj;minssk1
+f(I+Kf(l+m+n+2k—1)D( + Kk m n)L;minsok1
+fM+Kf(l+m+n+2k—- 1D, m+ K, N)Lj minsok1
+f(N+K)f(+m+n+2k—2)D(, mn+ KL, mniox 1
+f(l+m+n+k—=21)D(, m N)L minik_1-

Thanks to Eqf),
[f(l + k)l—|+k, f(m + k)l—m+k, f(n + k)l-n+k]
= Rk([l-l, f(m+ k)l—m+k, f(n + k)l-n+k] + [f(l + k)|—|+k, I—m, f(n + k)I—n+k]
+[F(I + KLk, f(M+ K)Lmik, La]).-
Therefore, ifk # 0, we haveR([L;,Lm, Ly]) = O, for alll,mn € Z. Thanks toA, =

[Au, Av, Al R(Ay) = 0.
This shows the following result.

Theorem 3.1. A linear map R defined by Eqf) is a k-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter oper-
ator of weightl on A, if and only if R, = 0.

3.2. Gorder homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators of weight. In the following we discuss
the 0-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators of weightA,0Then Eq.Jj) is reduced to

(6) R(Lm) = f(M)Lm, VM e Z.

For convenience, in the following of the paper, we suppoat fhis a linear map on A
defined by Edf), and 0-order homogeneous Rota-Baxter operaterd® weightl on A, is
simply denoted by R, and is simply called a homogeneousBotter operator on A

Denote

Wi=2mimeZ m=0,f(2m #0}, Ui={2m+1mezZ m=0, f(2m+ 1) # 0},

W, ={2m|meZ m=#0,f2m) =0}, U,={2m+1meZ m#0, f(2m+ 1) = 0}.

Lemma 3.2. The linear map R is a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator,oifi gd only if f
satisfies that for all,Im,n € Z,

(7) f(2l + )f(2m+ 1)f(2n) = (f2 + D)f 2m+ 1) + f(2 + 1)f(2n)
+f@Cm+ 1D)f@2n)+ f(2l+ 1)+ f2m+ 1)+ f(2n) + 1)f (2l + 2m+ 2n + 1),| # m.
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(8) f(2 +21)f(2m)f(2n) = (f(2 + 1)f(2m) + (2 + 1)f(2n) + f(2m)f(2n)
+f(2+ 1)+ f(2m) + f(2n) + 1)f (2l + 2m+ 2n), m # n.

Proof. By Eq.@) and Eqf), Ris a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatognif and only if f
satisfies that for all, m,n € Z,
f()f (M) f(N)D(, mn) = {f)f(m)+ f()f(n)+ f(m)f(n)+ f(l) + f(m)
+f(n) + 1} f(l + m+ n—21)D(l, m, n).
Follows from Lemmd2.4, we obtain the result. ]
From Eq.[)) and Eq.f), for| =n=0, andme Z,m+ 0, 1, we have

fO)f(m)f(1)= (f(O)f(1)+ f(m)f(1)+ f(O)f(m) + f(O)+ f(1)+ f(m)+ 1)f(m),

So we get
9) (fO)+ Q)+ 1)f(m)(f(m)+1)=0.
Therefore, we will start the discussion according to theied@l0) + f(1) + 1.

3.2.1. Homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators withf(0) + f(1) + 1 # 0. In this section we
discuss the homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator8, odefined by Eqff) of the casef(0) +
f()+1=+0.

Lemma 3.3. If R is a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator gnthen R satisfies that

(20) f(m(f(M+1)=0 YmeZ m=0,1
that is, for allme Z,m# 0, 1, we have {m) = 0or f(m) = -1.
Proof. The result follows fromf (0) + f(1) + 1 # 0, and Eqff), directly. m|
Theorem 3.4.If at least one of the subsets,W;, i = 1, 2 is finite. Then R is a homogeneous
Rota-Baxter operator on Aif and only if f satisfies one of the following, for all me Z,

1) f(m) = 0;

2) f(m) = -1;

3) f(2m) = 0, f(2m+ 1) = -1, m # 0, and f(0)(f (1) + 1) = O;
4) f(2m) = -1, f(2m+ 1) = 0,m# Oand f(1)(f(0) + 1) = O.

Proof. If f satisfies one of the cases 1) - 4). By a direct computation,negvkhatR satisfies
Eqg.(7) and Eq.f), that is,Ris a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatoAgn

Conversely, suppose thRtis a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatoAgn

First, we prove that itN; (or U;) is finite subset thelV;, ( or U;) is empty,i = 1, 2.

Without loss of generality, we suppose thag| < co.

If W] = s, and 1< s < co. SupposéV; = {2my, - -+ ,2Ms 1}, S> 1. Then|Ws,| = co. Without
loss of generality, we suppose thidg| # 0. Then there existgy # 0 and 21y + 1 € Uy, that is,
f(2ng + 1) = —1. We assert thgt,| < co and|U,| = co.

In fact, if |U,| = oco. Then we can choose22n € W,, m # nand 2 + 1 € U, such that
2m+ 2n + 2| = 2my. By Eq.@), we obtain contradiction & f(2m)f(2n)f(2l + 1) = f(2my).
Therefore)U,| < oo, and|U;| = oo.
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Sowe can choosd 2 1,2n+ 1 € U4, | # nand 2n € W, such that tn+ 2n + 2| = 2ny. We
obtain contradiction & f(2m)f(2n+ 1)f(2l + 1) = f(2ny + 1).

Summarizing above discussidi; is empty, that isf(2m) = O forallme Z,m # 0.

Second we discuss the characteristid of

e If U, is non-empty, then there existag2+ 1 € U, such thatf (2n, + 1) = 0. By Eq.[7) and
Eq.@), for m# —n,, 0,

f(2n0 + 1)f (2m) f (=2n0 — 2m) = £(0) = O,
f (20 + 1) (1)F (=2n0) = (F(1) + 1)f(1) = O.

Thanks tof (0) + f(1) + 1 # 0, we obtainf(0) = f(1) = 0. Again by Eq[f)), forallme Z,
f(2no + )f(1)f(2m) = f(2np + 2m+ 1) = O,

we obtain that for all € Z, | # —ng, f(2l + 1) = 0. By completely similar discussion to the
above, we obtain th&t(2l + 1) = O for alll € Z. This is the case 1).

ee If U, is empty, that isf satisfies thaf (2l + 1) = -1 for alll € Z,1 # 0. Then by Eq[{)
and Eq.), forl # 0,1, we getf(0)(f(1) + 1) = 0. This is the case 3).

eee Similarly, if W, is empty, that is,f(2m) = -1 for allm € Z,m # 0. By the similar
discussion, we obtain the cases 2) and 4)U{fis empty, that is,f(2m+ 1) = O for allm €
Z,m # 0, we obtain the cases 1) and 4). U is empty, that is,f(2m+ 1) = -1 for all
me Z,m# 0, we obtain the cases 2) and 3).

|

Now we discuss the case thef| = |U;| = o, fori =1, 2.

Lemma 3.5. Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator gnifAV, = {2m|m, < m 4,1 €
Z,i >0). ThenU ={2; + 1l; < l;;1,i € Z,i >0}, and b > —my, |1 > —m.

Proof. For all 2+1 € Uy, by Eq.f), we havef (2my+2my +21) = —1. Then 2+2my+2m; > mo,
we obtainl > —m;. So we can suppose thdt = {2l; + 1]l; < lj,1,1 € Z,i > 0}, wherelg > —m;.
Similarly, by Eq.[0), we getmg > ;.

O

From Lemm4g3.3, and Eq.{) and Eqfg), we need to discuss the following four cases:

@) lp=—-m.
By a direct computation according Efd)@nd Eqg), we have
m=m+ (-1 -mp), l1=-mg, li=-my+(@{i-1)(m—-m), i €Z ix>1,

whereW; = 2m |m <m,1,i=0,1,2,---},andU; = {2l + 1| |; < li41,1 =0,1,2,---}.

(2) -y < |0 < —Mg.
If 1o satisfies thatm, < lo < —mg. Then from 2(ny + | + My) € Wy, andmg + lg + my < my,
we havem, + lo + my = my, this contradict$, < —my. Therefore, this case does not exist.

(3)lo = —m.
From f(0) = f(0)f(2mo)f (2l + 1) = F(0)f (2mg) f (=2mp + 1) = —f (O,

f(1) = f(1)f(2mo) f(2lo+ 1) = F(1)F(2mo)f(=2mp + 1) = — (1), and
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f(0)+ f(1)+ 1 # 0, we obtain thaf (0) = f(1) = 0or f(0) = f(1) = -1.
e If £(0)= f(1) = 0. Then we have
f(2mg — 2k) f(—2my — 21 + 1)f(0) = f(-2(k + 1)) = O,
f(2my — 2k) f(—2mp— 21 + 1)f(1) = f(-2(k+ 1)+ 1)=0forallk,1 € Z, k> 0 andl > 0.
we havemy > 1, —my = lp > -1, we assert that
my=11l,=-1

In fact, if there exist&, > 1, such thatf (2k,) = 0, thenf(-2k, — 2+ 1) = 0. By Eq.[1), we
getf(1)f(2ky) f(—2ko — 2+ 1) = f(-2+ 1) = f(2lp+ 1) = 0. Contradiction. Therefore,

W, ={2kkeZ k>0}, U ={-1,2k+ 1L ke Z k> 0}.

ee If f(0) = f(1) = —1. we know thatforall, m,n,se Z,Imns= 0, if f(21+1) = f(2n+1) =
f(2m) = f(29) = -1, thenf(2l + 2n+ 1) = f(2m+ 29) = (2 + 2m) = (2l + 2m+ 1) = 1.
We obtain that gy + 2|0 =2my; — 2my € Wy, 2|1 + 2|0 +1= 2|1 —-2mp+1eUj.

If mp > 0, by Lemmg33, my —my > 0,1 —my < |;. Thenmy = 2my, |3 = my. Inductively
supposeary = (k+ 1)my, Iy = kmy. From

M1 = KMy = Mg — My < Mg — Mo < My,
we have
M1 = (K+2)My, Ir = (K= 1)mp = Ik = Mo < lirs = Mo < i,

we obtainly,; = (k+ 1)my. Therefore,

W, = {2kmy | ke Z,k> 0}, Uy = {-2my+ 1, 2kmy + 1| ke Z,k > O}.
Similar discussion, in the case) < O,

W, = {2my, -2kny | ke Z, k> 0}, Uy = {2knpy+ 1| ke Z k> O}.

4) 1o > —my.
We can choos®V; = {2m, | my < M1, M € Z, k > 0}, andUq = {2l + 1| Ik < ly1, k > O}.
If there existsm¥ > my such thatf(2nf) = 0. Sincem > my, -M < —My < lg, we get
f(-2m' + 1) = 0. By Eq.[]) and Eq.p),
f(O)f(2m)f(-2m + 1) = (f(0)+ 1)f(0) = O,
f(O)fm)f(-2m +1) = (f(1)+1)f(1) = 0.
Thanks tof (0) + f(1) + 1 # O, we obtainf(0) = f(1) =0, or f(0) = f(1) = -1.
o If f(0)= f(1) =-1. Fromf(2my+2lg) = —1 andf(2my +2lo+ 1) = -1, we obtainmy > 0,
|0 > 0.
In the casemn, = lo, from f(k2my) = —1, we havd, = my > 1. Therefore,
{2kmy | ke Z, k> 0} € Wy, and{2kmy + 1| ke Z, k > 0} € U;.
If there exists < r < my, k > 0 such thatf (2mok+2r) = 0. Fromf(-2r) = f(-2kmpy+1) = 0,
and Eq.f)), we obtain contradiction

0= f(2mek + 2r) f(-2r)f(-2kmy + 1) = f(0) = -1,
Therefore,f(2m) # 0, for allm > my, that is,
{2kmy |k € Z, k> 0} = W;.
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Similarly we havef (2m+ 1) # 0 for allm > |, that is,
{2kmp+ 1| ke Z, k> 0} C Uy
And by Eq.[)) and Eqf), we have

f(2m) = f(2m+1)=-1, Yme Z,m> m.
If lg # mg. From (2l + 2my) = f(2my + 2l + 1) = -1, we get
{2kmp+2Ing | k, I € Z, k> 0,1 > 0} € Wy, and{2kny+ 2Ing+ 1|k, 1 € Z, k > O,] > 0} € U;. By
the similar discussion to the above, we h&Ve= {2mm e Z,m > my}, andU; = {2n+ 1|n €
Z,n > lg}, and for alll e Wy U Uy, f(I) = -1.
ee \We prove the casé(0) = f(1) = 0 does not exist.
If Rsatisfies that(0) = f(1) = 0. Fromlg > —mg > -, lo > —m' + 1, f(2m') = 0, by
f(O)f(2m)f(-2m + 2+ 1) = (f(0) + 1)f(2) = 0,
f(f@n)f(-2m +2+1)=(f(0)+ 1)f(3)=0.
We obtainf(2) = f(3) = 0. Again by Eqf]) and EqR), if ke Z, k> 0, f(2k) = f(2k+ 1) = O,
we have
fO)f2k)f(2+1)=(f(O)+ 1)f(2k+2)= f(2k+2) =0,
ffEKfFR2+1)=(fO)+1)f(2k+2+1)=f(2k+2+1)=0.
Therefore, for all positivé € Z, f(2k) = f(2k+ 2 + 1) = 0, this contradictfJ;| = co.
Summarizing above discussion, we obtain the followingltesu

Theorem 3.6. Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator gnvh f(0) + f(1)+ 1 # O,
andW ={2mjieZi>0m<my}, U ={2li+1ieZi>0l <)}
Then R is one of the following cases.

1) There exists gpmy € Z, my < my,

W1:{2mo,2m1+2(i —1)(m1—rrb)|i€Z,i > 1},
Ur={-2m+1-2my+2(-1)(m-my) +1|ieZi>1

f(2mo) = f(2my + 2k(my — my)) = -1,
f(-2my + 1) = f(—2mg + 2k(my — mg) + 1) = -1, ke Z,k > 0,

and others are zero.
2) f(0)=f(1)=0,

W, ={2kkeZk>0}, U ={-1,2k+1, ke Z,k> 0},
f(2k) = f(-1)=f(2k+1)=-1L ke Z k>0,

and others are zero.
3) f(0) = f(1) = -1, and there exists e Z, My > O,

W, = {2kmy| ke Z k> 0}, U ={-2my+ 1, 2kny+ 1| ke Z,k > 0},
f(2kmpy) = f(-2my+ 1) = f(2Zkmy+ 1) = -1, ke Z,k > 0,

and others are zero.
4) f(0) = f(1) = -1, and there exists gre Z, my < 0,
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Wi = {2my, 2kmy | ke Z,k < 0}, Uy = {2knmy+ 1| ke Z, k < 0},
f(2mg) = f(2kmy) = f(2kmy+1)= -1 ke Z,k< 0,

and others are zero.
5) There exist @ lg € Z, lg > —my,

Wi =0(2mm>my,meZ}, U ={2l + 1|1 € Z,| >}
f2m=f2+1)=-1mleZ m>m,l >l

and others are zero.
6) f(0) = f(1) = -1, there exists gie Z, my > 1,

W, ={2mmeZ m>my}, Uy ={2m+1|me Z,m> mp},
and f(m) = -1, forallme Z, m> m.
7) f(0) = f(1) = -1land there exist glgp € Z, my > 0, lg > 0, my # o,

W, ={2mmeZ m>mg}, Uy ={2n+1|neZ,n> g},
and f(2m) = f(2n+ 1) = -1, forallm,n € Z, m> my, n > |y, and others are zero.

By the similar discussion to the above, we get the followiespilt.

Lemma 3.7.Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator gamd W = {2mm > m,4,i €
Z,i >0} ThenU = {2, + 1l > lis1,i € Z,i >0}, and b < —my, | < —m.

Proof. Forall 2+1 € U4, by Eq.B), we havef (2my+2m;+21) = —1. Then 2+2my+2m; < 2my,
we obtainl < —m;. So we can suppose that = {2l; + 1Jl; > li,1,i € Z,i > 0}, g < —my.
Similarly, by Eq.[]), we getmg < ;.

i

Theorem 3.8.Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator gaid
W = {2m|l S Z,l >0,m > M1}, U, = {2|| + 1|| € Z,l > O,li > |i+l}-
Then R is one of the following cases
1) There exists gpm, € Z, nmy > My,

W, = {2mg, 2my + 2k(mg — my) | ke Z, k < 0},
U ={-2m +1,-2mg+ 2k(mp —my) + 1| ke Z,k < O}.

f(2mo) = f(2my + 2k(my — mp)) = -1,
f(=2my + 1) = f(=2mo + 2k(m, —mg) + 1) = -1, ke Z,k < 0,

and others are zero.
2) f(0)=f(1)=0,

W, =1{2,2k. ke Z,k<0}, U ={2k+ 1 ke Z k<O0}
f(2)=f(2k)= f(2k+1)=-1, ke Z, k<O,
and others are zero.
3) f(0) = f(1) = —1, and there exists gre Z, "y < O,
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W, = {2kmy| ke Z,k> 0}, Uy ={-2my + 1,2kmy + 1| k € Z, k > O}.

f(2kmy) = f(-2my+1) = f(2kmy +1) = -1, ke Z, k> 0,
and others are zero.
4) £(0) = f(1) = -1, and there exists gre Z, mp > 0

W, = {2my, 2kmy | ke Z, k < 0}, U; = {2kmy + 1| k € Z,k < O}.

f(2mp) = f(2kmy) = f(2kmy+ 1) = -1, ke Z,k > 0,
and others are zero.
5) There exist @lg € Z, lg < =My,
W, = {2k| k < rTb,kEZ}, U, = {2k+1| keZ k< |0}

fCm=f2+1)=-1 mleZm>m,l >l

and others are zero.

6) f(0) = f(1) = —1, there exists gie Z,my < -1,

W ={2mmeZ m<mg}, Uy ={2m+1|meZ m< my},

and f(I) = —1for all | < 2my + 1, others are zero.

7) f(0) = f(1) = -1 and there exist galg € Z, lg < 0, my < 0, my # lo,

W ={2m|meZ m<m}, Uy ={20+ 1|1 €Z,]| <},

and f(2m) = f(2l + 1) = =1 forallm,l € Z,m < mg, | < .

Proof. The proof is completely similar to Theorefm.
O

Theorem 3.9. Letinf W, = inf U; = —c0, supW, = supU; = +c0. Then R is a homogeneous
Rota-Baxter operator on Aif and only if R is the one of the following
1) f(0) = f(1) = 0, and the exists ge Z, my # 0 such that

W, = {2mpklk € Z}, U, = {2mpk + 1|k € Z}.

f(2kmy) = f(2mok + 1) = O,k € Z,

and others are fm) = —1.
2) f(0) = f(1) = -1, and the exists ge Z, my # 0 such that

W, = {2mpklk € Z}, Uy = {2mpk + 1|k € Z}.

f(2kmy) = f(2mok + 1) = -1,k € Z,
and others arezero.
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Proof. Let Rbe a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatoAgnSuppose

W, ={2m,2m{|i € Z,i > 0}, U, = {21 + 1, 2| + 1]i € Z,1 > O},
where

e <2m, <2m < <2m <2mp <0< 2mp <2m < - < 2m < 2Myyg < -,

e <20l <2Ai41l < < 20+ < 2041 < 1< 2o+l < 2 < - < 2+l < 2+l <

If f(0)=Db=+0,-1 Forf(2l+1)= f(2k+1) = 0,l # k, thanks to Eq[{), f(2| + 2k+ 1) = 0.
Thenf(2lo+ 25+ 1) =0. Since )+ 1 < 2lg + 2l + 1 < 2lg + 1, we getf(1) = 0. By Eq.f),
and f(2m) = f(2n) = 0,m # n, we havef(2m+ 2n) = 0. Thanks tof (2mg + 2ny) = 0, and
2my, < 2my + 2y < 2mg, we getf(0) = b = 0. Contradiction.

Therefore,f(0) = 0, or f(0) = -1.

If f(0)=0. Thenby 2 +1<2+2j+1<2p+1andEqf], f(O)f(2o+1)f(2+1)=
f(2o+ 25+ 1) = 0, we getl, = —lp and f(1) = 0. Similarly, we havery = —m,.
Similar discussion, we have

m=-n, |i=-I/, Vi e Z,i > 0.

Therefore, for all n,2n € W,, 2l + 1,2s+ 1 € U,, we have tln+ 2n,2m+ 2l € W, and
20+2s+121+2m+ 1€ U, From

0 < 2my — 2my = 2my + 2ny, < 2my, we have By — 2mg = 2m, that is,m; = 2m.
Inductively, we get

m=({+21mo, M =—(@+1)my, li = (i + Lo, I/ = —(i + Do, foralli € Z,i > 0.

We dfirmmg = |g
In fact, if my # lo, thenmg — lg # 0. From 2ny — 2l = 2my + 2l < 2mg, 2mg — 2lg € W5, and
25+ 1<2mg -2+ 1€ Uy, we get 2ng — 2lg < 0, and 2y — 2lp > 0. Contradiction.
Thereforemy = lo. We get case 1).
By the similar discussion, if (0) = —1, thenf(1) = —1, and we obtain the case 2).
O

3.2.2. Homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators withf(0) = a # O and f(0)+ f(1)+ 1 = 0.
In this section we discuss homogeneous Rota-Baxter opsratod,, of weight 1 defined by
Eqg.@) with f(0) =a # 0 andf(0)+ f(1)+ 1= 0.

Lemma 3.10.Let R be homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators gniAen R satisfies that for all
L mneZ,
Daf(2+1)f2m+1)=(a+1)f(2+1)+ (a+ 1)f(2m+ 1)
+f2+1D)f2Cm+ 1)+ (a+ 1)} f(2 +2m+ 1), | #m.
2)—(a+ 1)f(2m+ 1)f(2n)
={-af(2m+1)-af(2n)+ f(2m+ 1)f(2n) —a}f(2m+2n+ 1), m# 0.
3)af(2l + 1)f(2m)
={@a+Df(2+ 1)+ (a+ 1)f2m) + f(2 + 1)f(2m) + (a+ 1)} f(2l + 2m), m # 0.
4) —(a+ 1)f(2m)f(2n)
= {-af(2m) —af(2n) + f(2m)f(2n) — a}f(2m+ 2n), m# n.

Proof. The result follows from Eq[f) and Eq.f), directly.
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Theorem 3.11.Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators gribfen R satisfies that for
allme 2,

(11) f(l—m)+ f(m)+1=0.

Proof. By 2) and 3) in Lemm&:1( forallmne Z,m+ 0,n # 0,

—f(2m+ 1)f(2n)
= f(2m+ 2n+ 1){-af(2m+ 1) —af(2n) + f(2m+ 1)f(2n) — a}
+f@2m+2n){(a+ 1)f(2m+ 1)+ (a+ 1)f(2n) + f(2m+ 1)f(2n) + a + 1.
In the casen = —n, we obtainf(2m+ 1)+ f(-2m)+ 1 = 0,m # 0, m € Z. The result follows.
]

Theorem 3.12.Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators greAd f(2k) # 0O, f(2l) #
0, f2m+1)#0, f(2n+1) # O, for k. I,m,n € Z and kimn# 0. Then we have

1) f2k+2)#0; 2)f(2k+2m)#0; 3)f(2k+2m+1)#0;
Hf2Cm+2n+1)#0; 5 f@m+2n+2k+1)#0; 6)f(2m+2k+2l)#0;
7)f(l-2k+2m)#0, m# —-k; 8)f(4k)#0;9) f(1-2k-2m)+1+0;
10)f(2k-2m)+1#0; 11)f(1-4k)+1+0.

Proof. The result 1) follows from 4) in LemmfaI0of the casen=k, n=1,k # .
The result 2) follows from 2) in Lemm.IQof the casen=m, n=k, k # 0.
The result 3) follows from 3) in Lemm@.IQof the casé = m,m =k, m# 0.
The result 4) follows from 1) in Lemm IQof the casé = m,m=n, m# n.
The result 5) and 6) follows from Ef)and Eq.j), directly.
The result 7) follows from 1) in Lemm@IQof the casé = 0, 2m+ 1, -2k + 1, m # —k.
The result 8) follows from 3) in Lemm@IQof the case = k, m=k, k # 0.
The result 9), 10) and 11) follow from 2), 7) and 10) and [Efj)(respectively.

O
Lemma 3.13.If at least on of the subsetsW;, i = 1, 2is finite. Then R is not a homogeneous
Rota-Baxter operator on A
Proof. The result follows from 1), 2), 3) and 4) in Theor§hi3, directly.

O

Theorem 3.14.1f R is a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator gnthen
inf W, = inf U; = —co, supW, = supU; = +co.

And there exists gne Z, my # 0, such that
(12) W, = (2moklk € Z, k # 0}, Uy = {2mok + 1k € Z).

Proof. If there existsmy € Z such thatf (2my) # 0 and for all Zn € W; 2m > 2my (similar
discussion for the case®< 2m, ). By 2) and 8) in Theorer.12, and Lemmd3.T3 for all
2m+ 1 € Uy, we havef(2m+ 2my) # 0, andf(4my) # O, then 4y > 2my, 2m + 2mg > 2m.
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Thereforemy, > 0 and there existly € Z, | > O such that forallP+1 e Uy, 20 +1 > 2lg+ 1.
From 7) in TheorenB.12, f(1+2l,—2my) # 0, so we obtain contradiction2-1 < 1+2lg—2mg <
1+ 2|0

Therefore, inW, = inf U; = —oco, supW, = supU; = +oo.

Then we can suppose

W ={2m,2m(|i € Z,i > 0}, Uy = {21 + 1, 2| + 1]i € Z,1 > O},
where
cee<2my <2m < <2m <2mp <0< 2mp <2m < - < 2m < 2Myyp <

e <2l < 2+l < <2741 < 20+l <1< g+l < 2y < - < 2+l < 2+l <
Thanks to Theorerf.12, 2my + 2ny, € Wy, Ny, < my + My, < me. Thenmy, = —m.
From 0< 2my + ) = 2my, — 2my < 2my, we getmy = 2my. Inductively, we get
m=(@{+1)my, m =—-(+21)my i €Zi=>0.
Similar discussion, we have that for akt Z,i > 0, 1; = (i + 1)l andl{ = (i + 1)l,.
Again by 2) and 3) in Theorefd.17, there exist positive, t € Z such that
200+ 2my = 2smy = 2tlo,
thenly = (s— 1)my, my = (t — 1)lg, it showsly = my. The proof is complete.
|

DenoteT,, = Wy U Uy, thatis, forallme Z,m= 0,1, f(m) # Oifand only ifme Tp. Ty
is called the rg-supporter of the homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator R.

Corollary 3.15. Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operatof2frk) + 0, then f(2kmy) #
-1, f(1+ 2kmy) # 0,-1, and

1 N 1 N 1 _1+2a
f(2mek)  f(=2mpk) ~ f(2mok)f(—2mek) a2
where ke Z, f(0) =a # 0.

Proof. From 9) and 10) in Theorefa.12, if f(2mgk) # O, thenf(2kmy) # -1, f(1 + 2kmy) #
0,-1. Thanks to 4) in Lemmg.10( for m= —n = 2mpk, k € Z, k # 0,

~(1 + a) f(2moK) f (—2mok)
= —a’f(2mek) — a?f (—2mpk) + af(2mpk) f (—2mpk) — &2.

Sinceg; = 5, we obtain Eq[T3). O

(13)

Corollary 3.16. Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator wigtsupporter T,,. Then
for all ki, ko, ks € Z, ko # k3, we have

1 1 1
+ +
f(2moky)  f(2moky) f(2mo(—ky + ko + k3)) — f(2mo(=ky + ka + k3))
3 1 N 1 N 1
f(2moka)  f(2moks) f(2mokz) — f(2moks)

(14)

Proof. The result follows from Theorefd.T1and 9) and 10) in Theoref17. O
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Theorem 3.17.Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator. Then R is ohe fifltowing,
there exists me Z, my # 0,

1) f(0) = f(2mpk) = a, f(1)= f(2mpk + 1) = -1 — &, k € Z, and others are zero.
2) If there exists ke Z, ko # 0, f(2moko) # a, then a# -1, -3, and for all ke Z,

f(4mek) = a, f(dmpk+1)=-1-a,

l1+a
1+2a’

-a
(15) f(4mok + 2) = 1723 f(4mok + 3) = —
And others are zero.

Proof. If f(2myk) = a, for all k € Z, then we get the case 1).

Now we prove the case 2).

By TheoremB.14 if Ris a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator, then there exists Z,
my # 0 such thatf (I) # 0 if and only if| = 2mgk or| = 2mgk + 1, wheredl, k € Z.

From Theorenf8.14 and 9) and 10) in Theoref12, for all k € Z,

f(2kmp) # -1, f(1+ 2kmy) # —1.
By Eq.{9), forallk € Z, k # 0, letk; = k3 = k, k, = —k;, we obtain

(16) f(2mpk) = f(—2myk), Yk € Z,k # O,
Thanks to Eq[]), forallk € Z, k # 0,
(17) f(1+ 2mk) = f(1 - 2mpk) = —1 — f(2mpk).

From Eq.f), and Eq/(J), for all nonzerd, k € Z, andl # k, we have

(18) (f (2mok) — f(2mol))(f (2mok) + 2f (2mek) f(2mol) + f(2myl)) = 0,
(19) (f (2mok) — a)(f(2mok) + 2a f(2mgk) + a) = 0.
Follows from Eq[), Eq.(J), Eq.@@3), if f(2ml) # a thena+ -1,3}, and
F(2myl) = F(=2ml) = % f(2mgl + 1) = f(=2myl + 1) = —11:21.

If there existang, kg € Z, ko, Ny # 0 such thatf (2mgky) # a and f(2ngng) = a. Thenky # ng
andkg # —no, by Eq.@), f(2mo(ng + ko)) # a.

Similar discussion, iff (2myny) = a, f(2mky) # a, Ny, ki € Z, ky # ko, N1 # N, by Eq.({[9),
f(2mo(ko + k1)) = f(2mp(no + m)) = &

Without loss of generality, suppos® > 0. And letkg, Ny € Z be the least positive satisfying
that f(2mpko) # a and f(2mgng) = a, respectively. By the above discussion and [E8).(
f(2mo(kg — Np)) # a. Sinceky — Ny < Ko, kg < Ng.

Thereforeky = 1. If np > 2, thenf(2my2) # a, and f(2my(1 + 2)) = a, we obtainny = 3.
From f (2my(2+3)) # a, andf(2my2) # a, we havef (2my(2+5)) = a. From f(2mg(1+3)) # a,
f(2mp3) = a, we obtain contradictior (2my(3 + 4)) # a.
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Therefore,ny, = 2. And f(2mgk) = aif and only if k = 2, and f(2mok) # a if and only if
k =2l + 2, wherdl € Z. Again by Eq.[L§) and Eq][7), the result follows.
i

3.2.3. Homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators withf (0) = 0 and f(1) = —1. In this section
we discuss the casg0) = 0 andf (1) = -1.

Lemma 3.18. Let R be homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators gnvith f(0) = O and f(1) =
—1. Then R satisfies that for allih, n € Z,

DE@+D)+D)(fCm+ )+ D)f(21+2m+1)=0, | #m.
2) f(2m+ 1)f(2n) (1 + f(2m+2n+ 1)) =0, m# 0.
3)(f+1)+1)(f(2m) + 1)f (2l + 2m) = 0, m = 0.
4) f(2m)f(2n)(1+ f(2m+ 2n)) =0, m# n.
Proof. The result follows from Eq[f), Eq.@), f(0) = 0 andf(1) = -1, directly. |

Corollary 3.19. Let R be a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operators grwigh f(0) = 0 and
f(1)=-1. Then for allkl, m,ne Z , kimn= 0, we have

1)if f(2k) # 0, f(2) # 0, k # |, k # —I, then f(2k + 2) = -1.
2)If f(2k) # 0, f(2m+ 1) # O, m# O, then f(2k + 2m+ 1) = -1.
3)Iff(2k) =0, f(2n+ 1) =0, k # 0, then f(2k + 2n) = 0.
HIf f(2m+1)=0,f(2n+1) =0, m# n, m# —n, then {2m+2n+ 1) = 0.
5)Ifk # 0, f(2k)f(-2k) = 0.
6)Forallme z, (f(2m+ 1)+ 1)(f(-2m+ 1)+ 1) = 0.
7) IWa| = |Uq] = co.
Proof. The result follows from LemmB.1§ directly. ]

Theorem 3.20.1f |W;| < oo, then R is a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator if and only if R
satisfies one of the following

1) W] = |Uy| = 0, and for all me Z, f(2m) = 0and f(2m+ 1) = —1.

1) Wy = |Uy = 0, there exists nonzergre Z, f(2ng + 1) # 0,—1, and for all mn €
Z,f(2m)=0and f(2n+ 1) = -1, n # ng.

3) Wy = 0, |Uy| = 1, there exists nonzerqre Z, f(2ng + 1) = 0, and for all mn € Z,
f(2m) =0and f(2n+ 1) = -1, n # ng.

4) \W,;| = 1 and|U,| = 0, there exists nonzerogre Z such that {2my) # 0 and for all
mneZ, f(2m) =0, f(2n+ 1) = -1, m# m.
Proof. The discussion is completely similar to Theorfrj. o

From TheorenB.2(, if Ris a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator wi(@) = 0 andf(1) =
-1, thenW,| # 0 and|U,| # 0 if and only if[W;| = |U,| = . So in the following we discuss
the casgW;| = |U,| = 0.
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Theorem 3.21.Let |Wy| = o, then R is a homogeneous Rota-Baxter operator wif)) £ 0
and f(1) = —1if and only if R is the one of the following, for all,me Z,

(1) there exists gIng € Z, my > 0, Ny < 0 such that {2m) = 0 if and only if m< my, and
f(2n+ 1) = 0ifand only if n< ny. And f satisfies one of the following

1) f(2n+ 1) = f(2m) = -1, for all n > ny, m > my, others are zero.
2)Thereexistod e F,cd#0andc# -1, ord # -1, forallm,ne Z, m> my
f@em=-1f2n+1)=-1,f(-1)=c f(-3)=d,n>0,
others are zero. (In this casg & —3).
3) There existte F, ¢ # 0and ¢ # —1,forallm,ne Z, m> mg,n > 0,n # 1,
fem)=-1f(2n+1)=f(-1)=f(-3)=-1,f(3)=C,
others are zero. (In this casg B —3)
4)Thereexistgg F,g# 0,-1,forallm,ne Z, m> mg,n > 0,
f@em=-1f2n+1)=-1f(-1) =g,
others are zero. (In this casg & -2).
5) There exists me Z, my > my, he F, h# 0, -1 such that for all mn € Z, m > my, n > no,
f(2m) =h, f(2m) = -1, f(2n+ 1) = -1, m# m,.

others are zero.
6) There exists mn; € Z, my > Mg, Ny > Ny, h,lY € F, h,h" # —1 and hh # 0 such that for
allmneZ m>my, n> no,

f2m) =hf@2n i+ 1) =h,f2m)=-1 f(2n+1)= -1, m#m,n+#ny,

others are zero.
7) There exists mm, € Z, my, My > My, My # Mp, and gr € F, g, r # —1, gr # 0, such that
forallm,neZ, m>my, n> noy,

f2my) =g, f2my) =1, f(2n+ 1) = f(2m) = -1, m# my, m,
others are zero.
(2) There exists gi< 0and iy > 0, my, Ny € Z such that{2m) = 0 if and only if m> my, and
f(2n+ 1) = 0ifand only if n> ny. And f satisfies one of the following
1y f(2n+ 1) = -1, and f(2m) = -1 for all n < ny, m < my, others are zero.
2) Thereexist& F,c# 0and c# —1,forallmneZ, m< my,
f2m =-1f(2n+1)=-1,f8)=c,n<0,n# 1,

others are zero.
3)Y Thereexistcd e F,cd’ # 0and ¢ # -1, ord’ # -1, forallmneZ m< my,n< -2

f2m) = -1, f(2n+ 1) = f(1) = f(3) = -1, f(-1) = ¢, f(=3) = d,

others are zero.
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4Y Thereexist g F,g# 0,-1,forallmneZ m>my,n<0,
fem=-1,f2n+1)=-1,f(-1)=g,n#-1

others are zero.
5Y There exists me Z, my < My, h e F, h# 0, -1 such that for all mn € Z, m > my, n < ng,

f2m) =h, f2m)=-1f(2n+ 1) = -1, m# my,

others are zero.
6) There exists mn; € Z, my < My, Ny < ng, h, " € F, h, # —1 and hH # 0 such that for
allmneZ m<my,n< ng,

f2m) =h,f(2ny+1)=h, f(2m) =-1, f(2n+ 1) = -1, m=# my, n # ny,

others are zero.
7)Y There exists mm, € Z, My, m, < Mg, My # M, and gr € F, g,r # -1, gr # O, such that
forallm,neZ, m<m, n<ng,

f(2m) =g, f(2m) =1, f(2n+ 1) = f(2m) = =1, m# mg, My,
others are zero.

Proof. First, we need to discuss the characteristic of suMetdU;, fori = 1, 2.

Since|W;| = oo, without loss of generality, we suppose that there existsZ, f(2m) # 0
andm > 0.

Then there existsif, € Z such that &y is the least positive which is contained\ivh. We
will prove thatW; = {2mme Z, m > mg} andU, = {2n+ 1jn € Z, n < ng}.

If forall n < 0, f(2n+ 1) # 0, by Corollan8.19, f(2n+k2my+ 1) = -1, forallk € Z, k > 0.
Therefore)U,| = 0. This contradictfJ,| = .

Therefore, there exists the largest negatiig 2 1 € Z such thatf(2n, + 1) = 0, that is,
2np+1e U, nyg<O.

First, if there existsn < 0 such that &h € Wy. Let 2 € Z be the largest negative which is
contained inW;. By CorollaryB.T9 2ny, + 2my € Wi, but 2y, < 2my + 2mg < 2my, we have
my, = —Mm. This contradicts to 5) in Corollarfy. I3 Therefore, for all 1€ Wy, m > m.

If there existan > nyg such that &+ 1 ¢ U4, thatis,f(2m+ 1) = 0. Let 217 € U, be the least
one which satisfieat > ng. From f(2m' + 2ny + 1) = 0 andny < 0, we get 27 + 2ng < 2nt.
Therefore, &7 + 2ny < 2ng, andnY < 0. By the nature ohy, we obtain contradictiony > nY.
Therefore, foralld+ 1€ Uy, n > no.

Summarizing above discussion, we have that fomalh € Z satisfym < my andn < nq,
f(2n+ 1) = 0 andf(2m) = 0. And thanks to Corollarfg.T9, f(2n+ 1) = -1 forn > —ny and
f(2n+ 1) #0forng < n< 0, f(2m) = 0 for all 0 < m < M.

If there existan € Z satisfies O0< n < —ng and f(2n+ 1) = 0. Letn” € Z be the least one
satisfyingf(2n+ 1) = 0, 0< n < —ng. Thenf(2ny + 2n” + 1) = 0. We obtain contradiction
2np+1<2ng+2n” + 1< 2n” + 1. Therefore, foralhe Z,0 < n< —ng, f(2n+ 1) # 0.

If there existam € Z such that-my < m< 0 andf(2m) = 0. Letm” € Z, -mp < m” < 0 be
the largest one satisfyin2m’) # 0. Then we havd (2my + 2m”) # 0. But 21 < 2mp + 2 <
m’” < 2my. Contradiction.

Therefore, there existy, lg € Z, My > 0 andng < 0, such that

W, = {2mime Z,m > mp}, W, = {2mim € Z, m < Mg},

Ui={2n+1neZ,n>ng},U,={2n+ 1n € Z,n < ng}.
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Similar discussion, if there exist® € Z, m < 0 such thatf(2m) # 0, then there exist
Mo, lop € Z, my < 0 andng > 0, such that

W, = 2mime Z, m< m}, Wo = 2mim e Z, m > mg},

Ui={2n+1neZ,n<ny,U,={2n+ 1n € Z,n > ng}.

Second, we discuss the characteristic of the function

From above discussion, we first discuss the caseRisatisfies thaf (2m) # 0 if and only if
m> my > 0, andf(2n+ 1) # 0 if and only ifn > ng, ng < O.

From CorollaryB.T9and Eq. [J) and Eq. ), for all positivel, k,se Z, | # k,

(20) (f(2mp + 29) + 1)(f(2ng + 2k + 1) + 1)(f(2np + 2l + 1) + 1) = O,

(21) (F(2no + 25+ 1) + 1)(f (2mo + 2K) + 1)(F(2mo + 21) + 1) = 0.

Therefore, we have
e the casef (2m) = -1 forallme Z, m > m.

If f(2n+ 1) = -1, for alln > ng, we obtain case 1).

If there existn; € Z, ny > ng and f(2n, + 1) # —1. By Corollary.19and Eq.[]) and Eq.B),
we havelp > -3. And f(2n+ 1) = -1 foralln > —ng, f(2n+ 1) # 0, ng < n < 0 and
fen+1)=-1forO<n< —ngorf2n+1) =-1,ng<n<O0andf(2n+ 1) # O for
0 < n< —ng. Therefore, ifig = -3, we get 2) and 3). I, = —2, we obtain case 4).

ee the case that there exists unigue € Z, my > my such thatf(2m,) # 0,-1, then by
Eq.€0), we havef(2n + 1) = -1 for alln € Z, n > ng; or there exists unique, € Z, Ny > N,
such thatf(2n; + 1) # 0,-1, andf(2n+ 1) = -1 foralln € Z, n > ng andn # n;.

Therefore,f(2n + 1) = -1 for n > ny, we obtain case 5). If there exigtg > ng such that
f(2n, + 1) # -1, we obtain case 6).

eee the case that there exists subSet {my(m, € Z,my > my, f(2my) # 0,-1,k € Z}. By
Egs. and ¢7), we haveS = {my}, or S = {my, my}. Then we 5) and 6), and 7), respectively.

By the complete discussion, we obtain the case (&) € 0 andng > 0). |
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