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ABSTRACT. In this paper we present a unified approach to the spectral analysis
of an hypergeometric type operator whose eigenfunctions include the classical
orthogonal polynomials. We write the eigenfunctions of this operator by means
of a new Taylor formula for operators of Askey-Wilson type. This gives rise to
some expressions for the eigenfunctions, which are unknown in such a general
setting. Our methods also give a general Rodrigues formula from which several
well known formulas of Rodrigues type can be obtained directly. Moreover,
other new Rodrigues type formulas come out when seeking for regular solutions
of the associated functional equations. The main difference here is that, in
contrast with the formulas appearing in the literature, we get non-ramified
solutions which are useful for applications in combinatorics. Another fact,
that becomes clear in this paper, is the role played by the theory of elliptic
functions in the connection between ramified and non-ramified solutions.

INTRODUCTION

A large number of discrete problems in graph theory, group representation theory,
discrete harmonic analysis or finite symmetric spaces involve the spectral analysis of
certain difference operators. Namely, given a positive integer d and denoting by V4
the space of functions f : {0,1,...,d} — C, we are interested in the eigenfunctions
of linear operators A : V; — V, of the following type

Af(t) = o (O)(f(E+1) = f(1) —o-(O)(f () = f(t = 1))

where o4y € Vg, 0_(0) = 04(d) =0, 0_(j) #0if 1 < j < d and o4(j) # 0 if
0 < j <d—1. For instance, the work [12] illustrates how this kind of eigenvalue
problems become useful to solve some a priori unrelated combinatorial problems.
Let us write Py [z] for the space of complex polynomials of degree < k in one variable.
Explicit solutions of this spectral analysis are available when there exists an injective
mapping x : t € {0,1,...,d} — x; € C such that the following conditions hold

(a) We have zyy1 + x—1 = f(ay) for some f € Py[z] and 1 <t <d—1.

(b) The subspaces Vg = {fox: f € Pglx]} are A-invariant for 0 < k < d—1.
By a well-known result of Leonard [9] —see also the reference [5]- we have (b = a)
whenever d > 7. When this is the case, the eigenfunctions of A can be obtained by
applying the theory of basic hypergeometric series. Alternatively, Nikiforov, Suslov
and Uvarov study in [14] the spectral decomposition of A using properties (a) and
(b) and some specific methods. This gives rise to a whole new approach to the
theory of classical orthogonal polynomials. Following any of these methods, two
very relevant expressions for the eigenfunctions of A can be obtained. First, as we
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have recalled above, we can write the eigenfunctions in terms of g-hypergeometric
polynomials. Second, the eigenfunctions can be written in general by means of a
Rodrigues type formula. If we look at the approach which uses the theory of basic
hypergeometric series, a long list of subcases must be checked. For instance, the
reader is referred to the book of Bannai and Ito [4]. Besides, in that reference the
authors do not provide any Rodrigues type formula for a problem which in essence
is equivalent to the one considered here. On the other hand, in the approach of
[14], the derivation of Rodrigues type formulas is cumbersome. Moreover, at the
very final stages, the authors need to invoke the Watson-Sears transformation and
other formulas of the theory of g-series to get the hypergeometric expressions.

In this paper we propose an intermediate approach which, from our point of
view, is quite simpler and provides a somehow natural classification of the whole
problem which seems to be unknown. Throughout the paper, we shall also obtain
some results and remarks which, as far as we know, are new in the theory. Following
Nikiforov, Suslov and Uvarov, we shall study the eigenfunctions of A with the aid
of properties (a) and (b), so that the theory of basic hypergeometric series does
not play a central role. However, in contrast with [14], we reformulate the operator
A in terms of operators of Askey-Wilson type, so that we work with a generalized
hypergeometric operator L. By an Askey-Wilson operator D, we do not only mean
the operators introduced by Richard Askey and James A. Wilson in [2]. Actually,
we shall also be working with other kind of operators strongly related with those,
such as the one introduced by Hahn. Besides, we shall use the companion operator
S in the sense of Magnus [11]. In particular, the hypergeometric operator we shall
work with has the form

L =oD? + 73D,

where o € Py[z] and 7 € Py[z]. The operators S and D are defined by means of a
two variable quadratic polynomial P which in our case will be symmetric. In our
context, a translation of the difference operator Af(t) = f(t+ 1) — f(¢) and the
classical derivative will be particular cases. These Askey-Wilson type operators act
over polynomials —also over analytic functions— without any explicit reference to a
particular sequence x; satisfying properties (a) and (b). Formulated in these terms,
it turns out that the operator A becomes more intrinsic and, as we shall see, this
provides some relevant advantages.

In order to study the eigenvalue problem posed above, we previously state some
results for the Askey-Wilson operators. We first give seven canonical forms under
affine transformations which allow us to provide a very natural classification of the
Askey-Wilson operators. We also develop the Leibniz and commutation formulas
for the Askey-Wilson operator and its companion, the corresponding Taylor formula
and Cauchy’s integral formula. Results of this kind are interesting on their own
right and can be used to obtain new proofs of well-known summation formulas for
some basic hypergeometric series. We have not included here these applications
since they will be the subject of a forthcoming publication [13]. The use of these
techniques and mainly our Taylor formula, allow us to obtain simple expressions
for the eigenfunctions of the hypergeometric operator L in a very general context,
see Theorem 3.4. In particular, we do not need to invoke any Rodrigues type
formula or any result from the theory of basic hypergeometric polynomials, such
as the Watson-Sears transformations used in [14]. Moreover, the identities given in
Theorem 3.4 seem to be unknown in such a general setting and, as we shall see, can
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be easily applied to particular cases. The expressions of the eigenfunctions in terms
of g-hypergeometric functions arise from this result. On the other hand, Theorem
3.10 provides an algorithm to obtain Rodrigues type formulas which depend on
the resolution of certain functional equation. Our methods in Theorem 3.10 are
closely related to those used in [14]. However, the final result of Nikiforov, Suslov
and Uvarov is not so clear since they do not provide the relation with the Askey-
Wilson operators. Moreover, it is not easy to see the dependence of their Rodrigues
formulas with respect to the function z; which appears in properties (a) and (b).
Our Rodrigues formulas are also related to the ones obtained by Askey and Wilson
in [2] for the Askey-Wilson polynomials.

The canonical Askey-Wilson operators mentioned above lead us to consider five
canonical families of eigenvalue problems. For some reasons that will become clear
throughout the paper, we call these families as follows: continuous, arithmetic,
quadratic, geometric and trigonometric. The corresponding eigenfunctions include
as generic cases the Jacobi, Hahn, Wilson, ¢-Hahn and Askey-Wilson polynomials
respectively. We shall parameterize each family by means of one or two auxiliary
polynomials. In the trigonometric case, we get a Laurent polynomial. Using this,
we rewrite the expressions of Theorem 3.4 in terms of the basic hypergeometric
functions. Besides, we will study the functional equation of Theorem 3.10 to obtain
explicit Rodrigues formulas for each canonical case. Our approach looks mainly at
the regularity of the solutions of the functional equation. This gives rise to new
Rodrigues type formulas which do not appear in the literature. Quite surprisingly,
apart from the continuous case, we can always obtain non-ramified solutions. More
specifically, we get either meromorphic solutions or solutions with one essential
singularity. In general, there is not uniqueness of solutions, so that we investigate
a great variety of solutions. Although we shall only give explicit identities for
some relevant generic cases, it will become clear that our methods can be applied
in all cases. Moreover, in contrast with [14], our methods allow us to obtain such
relations directly. That is, we do not need to take limits. We also point out that our
Rodrigues formula for the Askey-Wilson polynomials is different from the one given
by Askey and Wilson in [2]. From our point of view, looking at the regularity of
the functions appearing in Rodrigues formula, Askey and Wilson obtained ramified
solutions while we get meromorphic ones. By using the non-uniqueness of the
associated functional equation, we show how our Rodrigues formula can be used to
get the orthogonality relations given in [2]. In fact, the techniques we develop here
can be used to obtain discrete and absolutely continuous measures with respect
to which, the corresponding eigenfunctions become pairwise orthogonal. Besides,
one of the most relevant features of our techniques is that the role of the theory of
elliptic functions in the problem becomes quite clear. More concretely, our approach
divides the analysis of Rodrigues type formulas into two different parts. First, we
seek for regular Rodrigues type formulas avoiding ramified functions. Formulas of
this kind are useful for applications in combinatorics. Second, with the aid of the
theory of elliptic functions, we explore the non-uniqueness of solutions to obtain
the original Rodrigues type formulas given in [2].

Throughout this paper, we use the customary notation [8] for ¢-shifted factorials
and basic hypergeometric series. We also use an auxiliary non-zero parameter A
with ¢ = A2. The restriction |g| < 1 is only assumed in some explicit expressions.
For instance, the main Theorems 3.4 and 3.10 hold without that restriction.
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1. P-SEQUENCES

In this section we introduce the notions of P-sequence and P-function associated
to a given symmetric polynomial P. As we shall see, these notions become very
useful in order to give a somehow natural classification of the family of operators of
Askey-Wilson type. Given a, b, ¢ complex numbers, let us consider the symmetric
polynomial in two variables P(x,y) = 2% + y? — 2axy — 2b(x + y) + ¢. For any such
polynomial we have

P(z,y) = y* - 2A(2)y + B(2),
where A(z) = az + b and B(z) = #? — 2bx + c. Let 37Z stand for the set of integer
and semi-integer numbers. A sequence of complex numbers (z;), with the index ¢
running over %Z, will be called a P-sequence if
Playy) =y —21)y—a1) for all t € 17Z.

If (x4) is a P-sequence and ¢y € %Z, the translated sequence (y;) with y; = x_y, is
also a P-sequence. We shall say that x( is the base point of the P-sequence (z;).
Given a complex number £, a P-sequence with base point £ can be constructed
recursively. Moreover, this P-sequence is unique once we have decided which root
of P(&,y) is ¥,/ and which one is x_; /5. In particular, we obtain two P-sequences
with base point & which coincide when P (£, y) has a double root. If (z;) is such a
P-sequence, the other P-sequence with base point £ is (y;) where y; = x_;.

Remark 1.1. Obviously, the symmetry of P plays an essential role in the iteration.

As we have seen, P can be regarded as a polynomial in the variable y with
coefficients depending on x. This allows us to consider the discriminant of P as a
function of the variable & which, up to a constant factor, has the form

§(x) = A(z)? — B(z) = (a® — 1)z 4+ 2b(a + D) + b* — c.
By the definition of P-sequence, the following identities hold for any ¢ € %Z

Axe) = %(xt-&-% + xt—%)
(1) B(xy) = Ti 1Ty 3
0(xe) = zlwppr —z1)>

Remark 1.2. (1) characterizes P-sequences with (A(zy), B(x)) or (A(xy),0(xt)).

Each symmetric polynomial P(x,y) = 22 +y? — 2azy — 2b(x +y) + ¢ is completely

determined by its coefficients a, b, c. Given a parameterized curve
~v: R — C?
s (a(s),b(s),c(s)),

we consider the polynomials Py(x,y) = 22 + y? — 2a(s)xy — 2b(s)(x + y) + c(s).
Then, once we have fixed a complex number zy, we can construct for any s € R a
Ps-sequence (z¢(s)) with base point z( such that the whole family of P,-sequences
depend continuously on the parameter s. Namely, if J5 stands for the discriminant
of Py, we can choose the value of 1/ds(xg) in such a way that we obtain a continuous
function on s. This allows us to define

211 (s) = As(20) £ V/6s(0)

and then we construct the P,-sequence recursively. The continuous dependence
along curves expressed above shows that any P-sequence with a = +1 can be
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approximated by P-sequences with a # £1. This continuity argument will be very
useful in the sequel and we shall use it in what follows with no further reference.

Let P be the set of polynomials P(x,y) = 22 + y? — 2axy — 2b(x + y) + c¢. The
set P is an affine subspace of the vector space SPs[z,y] of symmetric polynomials
in two complex variables having degree < 2. The affine group of the complex plane
Aff(C) naturally acts on P by the action A; : Aff(C) x P — P given by

(9-P)(z,y) = *P(g~ " (2), 97" (1)),
where g(z) = (x 4+ 7. The parameter a, which will be called the main coefficient
of P, is invariant under the action of Aff(C) and the discriminant ¢ is transformed
by the following rule

(2) 8% (x) = 267 (97 (2)).

The relation above defines another action Ay : Aff(C) x Po[z] — P2[x] on the vector
space Pa[z] of complex polynomials in one variable with degree < 2. As we shall
see throughout the paper, all the notions associated to the elements P of the set P
are naturally preserved under the action of Aff(C). For instance, if we are given a
P-sequence (xt), we have that (g(z:)) is a (g - P)-sequence. A P-sequence () is
an even function of the variable ¢ if and only if its base point xg is a root of the
discriminant §. For this reason we define the even points of P to be the roots of
its discriminant . The number of distinct even points of P will be denoted by evp.
Now we show that the main coefficient of P and the parameter evp are relevant
invariants in the orbits of the action Aj.

Proposition 1.3. Given a pair of symmetric polynomials P1,Py € P with main
coefficients a; and discriminants 0; for j = 1,2, the following are equivalent:
(a) The symmetric polynomials P1 and Py belong to the same A;-orbit.
(b) The discriminants 61 and 6o have the same degree, evp, = evp, and a3 =
as.

Proof. The implication (a = b) follows from (2) and the recalled fact that the main
coefficient remains invariant under the action of Aff(C). Let us see that (b = a).
If (b) holds, it is clear that §; and o belong to the same As-orbit. In particular,
there exists g12 € Aff(C) such that the polynomial P = g;5-P; has discriminant ds.
If a # —1 this implies P = P, and we are done. Finally, for a = —1 we can always
choose ¢1, g2 € Aff(C) such that

(g; - P)(z,y) = 2> + y* + 22y + ¢; for j=12

where ¢; = 1 if §; # 0 and ¢; = 0 otherwise. Since d; = 0 if and only if §, = 0 by
hypothesis, Py and P5 belong to the same 4;-orbit and the proof is completed. [

Using Proposition 1.3 we can write any polynomial P in P, and its corresponding
P-sequences, in a canonical form. Namely, in the following table we write all
the Aj-orbits by considering all the possible combinations of A;-invariants: the
main coefficient a, the degree dg(d) of the discriminant and the number of distinct
even points evp. We have chosen a canonical symmetric polynomial P in each
Ajz-orbit. Then, we obtain the corresponding P-sequences. Our election for the
canonical forms has given priority to the simplicity of the resulting P-sequence and
it is somehow arbitrary. Finally, recalling that Aff(C) can be regarded as the semi-
direct product ¥(C) x GL(C) where T(C) is the group of translations in the complex
plane, we include the isotropy subgroup Ip associated to each orbit. In the following
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table, we use a new parameter \ # 0 defined by the relation A = a +va? — 1. In
other words,
A+A7!
a = T .
Obviously, the product of the two values assigned to A is 1. Moreover, we have
A=1 & a=1
A=-1 & a=-1

As we have noticed above, these values of A can be regarded as limiting cases.

a dg(6) evp Canonical form P-sequence Ip
T | #%£1 2 2 2? + 9% — 2azy +a® —1 | (W u+A7%ut) {£1}
G | #=+1 2 1 z2 4+ y? — 2azy A2t g, GL(C)
Q 1 1 1 (:vfy)27%(w+y)+l—16 t2 + 2tu + u? 1
A 1 0 0 (z—y)? -1 xo ¢ T(C) x {1}
C 1 —o0 [} (z —y)? H) Aff(C)
o| -1 0 0 (z+y)?-1 (—=1)**(xo £ 1) {£1}
E -1 —00 0o (z +y)? (—=1)%*zo GL(C)

TABLE I. Canonical P-sequences.

The first two canonical forms include infinitely many A;-orbits, one for each
value of the main coefficient a. There are only seven inequivalent canonical forms.
The capital letters in the left column are acronyms of the names we have adopted for
the canonical forms. These names have been chosen attending at the shape of the
canonical P-sequences: Trigonometric, Geometric, Quadratic, Arithmetic,
Constant, Oscillating and Even. For some reasons that will become clear later,
we shall also refer to the Constant form as the Continuous canonical form.

Remark 1.4. It is clear that the polynomials belonging to the A;-orbits associated
to the trigonometric canonical form are dense in P. Therefore, the trigonometric
canonical form is the most relevant one since any other canonical form can be
regarded as a limit of families of polynomials in this particular orbit.

Remark 1.5. Taking affine transformations from the canonical P-sequences, it is
not difficult to check that every P-sequence (z;) has one of the following forms:

o If a # +1, then we have z; = ko + k1A% + ko A™2! where

ro = ko+ki+ko
b = (1—a)ko
c = 2bko+4kika(a® —1).
o If ¢ = 1, then we have z; = kg + k1t + kot? where
ro = ko
b o= Lk
¢ = Lk2— 1k 4 hoks.
e If a = —1, then we have zy = ko + (—1)*(k; + kot) where
rg = ko+ Kk
b = 2ko

¢ = 4kZ - LK.
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These relations already appeared in the book [14] of Nikiforov, Suslov and Uvarov.

Proposition 1.6. Fvery P-sequence (x;) satisfies the following relations, with the
obvious limits for A = £1, for any s € %Z

Tiys +xp_s )\25 + )\723 )\25 + )\725 -9
Zirs T ies T
2 2 ETONFA T2
)\25 _ )\—25
Tpgs = Tpos = g (xH_% — xt_%).

Proof. By continuity, it suffices to consider P-sequences with a # +1. Moreover,
by a translation in the variable ¢, we can assume that ¢ = 0. Finally, under these
new hypothesis, the result follows easily from Remark 1.5. O

Corollary 1.7. Every P-sequence (x:) satisfies the following relations:

(a) zep1 — w1 =2a (1 — 2 1)

(b) 8a6(z1) = (wes1 — T01)(E0s) —T1_y):
() pp1 — 22 + a1 = 4(a + 1) (A(zy) — ).

Given a symmetric polynomial P € P, an entire function 6§ : C — C will be
called a P-function if the sequence

02— 1),0(z — 3),0(2),0(z+ 3),0(2+1),...

is a P-sequence for any z € C. To be consistent with our notation, we shall write
0y for 0(t). P-functions and P-sequences can be treated in the same fashion. For
instance, an entire function # : C — C is a P-function if and only if the following
relations hold for any ¢t € C

A(Gt):%(9t+%+9t_%) and B(Gt):9t+%9t_%.

Remark 1.8. In what follows, when dealing with P-functions, we shall write \! as
an abbreviation of e’ for some election w of the logarithm log A and any complex
number ¢. We shall also make this slight abuse of notation for ¢* where ¢ = 2.

2. TAYLOR FORMULA FOR THE ASKEY-WILSON OPERATOR

In this section we develop a Taylor formula for operators of Askey-Wilson type,
which will we shall apply in Sections 3 and 4 to give explicit expressions for the
polynomic eigenfunctions of the associated hypergeometric operator.

2.1. Operators S and D. If P[z] stands for the space of complex polynomials in
one variable, let us denote by Pg[z] the subspace of polynomials of degree < k.
Given f € P[z], we define f4(x,y) as the polynomial which coincides with

flx) = fy)
r—y
whenever 2 # y. We also introduce the polynomial f(z,y) = 3(f(z)+ f(y)). Both
fs(z,y) and fy(x,y) are symmetric polynomials in two variables. On the other
hand, given a symmetric polynomial P(z,y) = 2% + y* — 2axy — 2b(z + y) + ¢, we
shall denote by u(z) and v(x) the roots of P(x,y) in the variable y. That is, we
have P(z,y) = (y — u(x))(y — v(x)) for all z € C. Then we define the operators S
and D as follows

Sf(x) = fs(u(z),v(x))  and  Df(z) = fa(u(z),v(z)).
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As it is recalled by Magnus [11], the divided difference operator D is essentially
the Askey-Wilson operator while S will be called the companion operator to D.
Any symmetric polynomial in two variables provides a polynomial in the variable
x when it is evaluated at (u(z),v(z)). In particular, we have that Sf € P[z] and
Df € P[z] for any f € P[z]. That is, S,D € End(P[z]) are linear mappings in P[z].

Remark 2.1. S and D are naturally transformed under the action of Aff(C). That
is, if S* and DF stand for the operators associated to the symmetric polynomial P
and we take some g = (1,() € T(C) x GL(C) = Aff(C), then we have

gSPg t=g89F and gDVg !t =¢DIP
where we identify g € Aff(C) with the induced mapping (g - f)(z) = f(g~(x)).

Proposition 2.2. We have S(Py[z]) C Pilz] and D(Py[z]) C Pr_1[x] for k > 1.
Moreover, if f(x) = x* we obtain the following expressions

PSS

Sf(x) = %kar
E_ y—k

Df(z) = %xk_l—&—...

where the dots stand for terms of lower degree. If f € Po[x], Sf = f and Df = 0.

Proof. The action of S and D on Py[x] is trivial. Now, let f( ) = a* for some k > 1.
Then, since the roots of P(x,y) are given by A(z) + +/J(z), we have

D (e — LA+ VOE)" — (Alw) - a<x>)’“
2¢/0(x)

whenever §(z) # 0. The binomial theorem gives

Df(w) = % () S /B - (1))
7=0

— [ +\/7 \/Tl)k]+

where the dots stand for terms of lower degree. This new expression is now valid
for any = € C. In particular, we have obtained

)\k _ /\—k
P =35

Similar arguments provide the expression given above for Sf(x). O

.1‘k_1+...

Remark 2.3. Both operators S and D depend polynomially on P. In particular,
Proposition 2.2 and the forthcoming expressions hold for A = 41 by taking the
obvious limits. This follows from a simple continuity argument.

Proposition 2.4. S and D satisfy the following Leibniz rules

S(fg) (z) = Sf(x)Sg(x)+d(z)Df(z)Dy(z)
D(fg)(x) = Df(x)Sg(x)+ Sf(x)Dy(x).
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Proof. Both expressions are straightforward and we leave them to the reader. [

If (z;) is a P-sequence, then we can use our definitions of the operators S and D
to obtain the following relations
@)+ flay)
Sf(zy) = fS(xt-i-%axt—%) = . 9 .

(3) R
Df(z:) = fd(xt+%,$t_%) _ I +2) f( 2).

:EtJr% —:Ct7%

Also, it is not difficult to check the validity of the following identities

Typpl =Ty L
Sf@e) = flriyy) — — 5= Df(w)

(4) $t+1 — Ty 1
Sf(e) = flo,y) + 5 Df ().

Proposition 2.5. S and D satisfy the following relations
DSf(x) = (a+1)(A(z)—2)D?f(z) +aSDf(x)
S’f(z) = ad(x)D*f(x)+ (a+1)(A(z) — ) SDf(x) + f(z).
Proof. Given a complex number z, let (z;) be a P-sequence with base point x. By

continuity, we can assume that

Tipl F Ty 1 for =0,+1.
d (3

Under these assumptions, we can use Corollary 1.7 and (3) to obtain

DSf(z) — —lx,;( (:rl);rf( x)  fx) —|—2f(g;_1)>
oyt = Z=to (Hel o S ieo)

T, —2x+x_1

(a+1)(A@@) —2)D*f(2) = =(

flz) = f(x)  flx) - f(x—l))

4(x%—x7%) T, —T x—1T_q
0+ D(A@) - 0)sDs@) = DEEra 2SS 2 fea))
aé(x)sz(x) _ 1 _8x71<f(x;i:£(x) o f(xa)j:i'(_aifl))
Spa) = K1) J) ¢ o)

At this point it is easy to check the stated relations. This completes the proof. [

Remark 2.6. Once we have introduced the operators S and D, we are in position
to justify some terminology introduced above. It follows from Table I that the
P-sequences of the canonical form C are constant. In particular, S is the identity
operator while D is given by the classical derivative
df
Df =L
This is why we have decided to call this canonical form the continuous form. On
the other hand, the P-sequences of the arithmetic canonical form are given by



10 MARCO AND PARCET

x; = xg £ t. In particular, S can be regarded as an arithmetic mean while D can
be rewritten in terms of the classical operator Af(x) = f(z + 1) — f(x) as follows

Df(z) = Af(z - 3).
In summary, these canonical forms can be regarded as the ‘classical’ forms.

Remark 2.7. By Proposition 2.5 we can characterize those polynomials P for which
we have SD = DS. Namely, the operators S and D commute if and only if the
coefficients of P satisfy a = 1 and b = 0. In other words, this happens only for the
classical forms described in Remark 2.6.

2.2. Taylor formula. In order to construct the polynomials which will appear
in the Taylor formula for the Askey-Wilson operator, we shall need the following
lemma, which is a simple consequence of Proposition 1.6.

Lemma 2.8. Given a P-sequence (), let us consider the sequence y, = xj; for
some integer number j € Z. Then we have

Yerl T Y1 Mo\

2
= a;y: + b, and  (Ypy1 — Y1)’ = 4<W) 6(ye)

2
where the coefficients a; and b; are given by
M 4 A7 p M+ AT -2
a; = —— an =
! 2 T2

It turns out by Lemma 2.8 that (y;) is a P;-sequence, where P; is the following

symmetric polynomial
J o \iN2 J NIy 2
Pj(z,y) = (y — ajz — bj)2 — (%) d(xz) with 0;(x) = (%) o(x).
The symmetric polynomials P; are naturally transformed under the action of Aff(C).
Namely, we have
(9-P)j(z,y) = (9-Pj)(z,9).

Given a positive integer k > 1, we define the polynomials & (x,y) as follows

k k
Pop(z,y) = H Poj_1(x,y)  and  Popyi(z,y) = (y — 2) H Paj(2,y).
Jj=1 j=1

We set ®g(z,y) =1 and ®4(x,y) = y — x. In particular, ®(z,y) = (—1)*®x(y, x)
for all £ > 0. Moreover, given two P-sequences (x;) and (), it follows by Lemma
2.8 that

k—1 k—1
(5) (20, 90) = H(@/o - 33]-_%) = H(yj_% —xp) for k> 1.
j=0 j=0

Remark 2.9. The polynomials ®; depend continuously on the coefficients a, b, c. In
particular, once again we can take limits A — +1 in the forthcoming expressions.

Lemma 2.10. The following relations hold for any k > 1

/\7k o )\k

D®y(-,y) = T Prp-1(+y)
Ao — \F

D@k((lf, ) = W (pk_l(x, )

Moreover, for k = 0 we have the relations D®¢(-,y) = DPg(z,-) = 0.
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Proof. Given a complex number x, we consider a P-sequence with base point x.
Moreover, by continuity we can assume that z1,5 # z_; /5. In that case, it is not
difficult to check that

Pp(z1y2,y) — Pr(T_1/2,Y) T pa — Tpy2

T1/2 —T—-1/2 T2 —T-1/2

@5 _1(w0,y)-

The first relation is then obtained by Proposition 1.6. The second relation follows
by the first relation and the identity ®y(z,y) = (—1)*®4(y, z). Finally, when k = 0
the stated relations are obvious. This completes the proof. (|

Lemma 2.11. The linear operator Oy : Pglx] — Pg_i[x] defined by

L N
O f(x) = ( Ll W) Dff(z)  for  [A#1
=

has a continuous extension for any \ which depends polynomially on P.

Proof. From Lemma 2.10, the following relation holds whenever r > k and the
parameter X\ satisfies || # 1

k—1 ; ,
AT T
(6) o, (z.) = ([ Se5—=5% ) @rsla ).
§=0

Moreover, 0, ®,.(x, -) vanishes for r < k. By a well-known result of ¢g-combinatorics,
see for instance [10], the rational function which appears in (6) is a symmetric
polynomial in A and A\~!. In particular, the function 9y®,(x, ) can be written
as a polynomial in a = %()\ + A71),b and c. Since for any fixed z, the family
Dy(z,-), P1(x,-),... Pg(z,-) is a basis of P4[z], the proof is completed. O

Remark 2.12. The operator Jy defined in Lemma 2.11 can be regarded as the analog
of the divided power of the k-th derivative O, which appears in finite field theory.

Remark 2.13. Taking ¢ = A2, the rational function appearing in the proof of Lemma
2.11 can be rewritten in terms of a ¢-binomial coefficient

k—1 - }
N =N kR [T r (;9),

_— = )\ k)(’r‘ k) Where = Y.
g AT = AR {’Jq [kL (@ k(@ Or—k

The following result constitutes a Taylor formula for the Askey-Wilson operator.
As we shall see immediately, it generalizes the continuous and discrete classical
expressions of this formula.

Theorem 2.14. If (z;) is a P-sequence and f € P.[x], then we have

k—1

F@W) =" o) [Jw— =)
k=0

§=0
Proof. There exists a family of complex coefficients \g, A1, ... A, such that

k—1

F) =Y M [Jw—=)).
k=0

Jj=0
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k—1
On the other hand, since H(y — ;) = Pp(T(k—1)/2,¥), formula (6) gives
§=0
j—1 )\k—i _ )\i—k

0;f(y) = kz)\k( 11 W) ‘I’k—j(x(k—l)/z?y)'
—j -

By identity (5), if & > j then ®p_;(2(;_1)/2,y) vanishes at
Y=oy for i=0,1,...k—75—1.

In particular, evaluating our expression for d; f(y) at the point y = x5, we obtain
the identity A\r, = Ok f(2y/2) as we wanted. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.15. The classical continuous and discrete Taylor formulas are particular
cases of Theorem 2.14. Namely, if P(z,y) = 22 + y? — 22y the P-sequences are
constant and the operator D coincides with the classical derivative, as it was recalled
in Remark 2.6. Therefore, Theorem 2.14 takes the classical form

On the other hand, if P(z,y) = (z — y)* — 1, we know that the P-sequences have
the form o &+ ¢. Thus, using the classical notation [t]y = t(t—1)--- (¢t —k+ 1) and
Af(z) = f(x+1) — f(z), we obviously have
1
Oy (z,y) = [l/*l”r%]k and O f(z) = EAkf@f* %)

In particular, Theorem 2.14 provides the discrete Taylor formula
T y —_r
=) AF .
f) g:o f(fff)( i )

2.3. Some remarks for analytic functions. Given an open subset ) of the
complex plane, we denote the space of analytic functions in Q by H(2). Also,
v =~ 0 (mod ) means that v is a cycle in Q2 homologous to zero with respect to €.
Finally, given z € Q, Ind(~, z) denotes the index of z with respect to 7.

Lemma 2.16. Given an open subset Q0 of the complex plane, let us denote by Aq
the diagonal of Q x Q. Then, for any f € H(Q)), the function

fd(u,v) — f(u) — f(’U)

U —v
can be continuously extended to an analytic function fi: Q x Q — C. Moreover, if
v~ 0 (mod Q) and Ind(vy,u) = Ind(y,v) = 1, then we have

1 f()
1) = 5 | e

Proof. Tt is a simple consequence of Cauchy’s integral formula. (]
Let us consider the set Q) = {z € C: A(x) ++/6(z) € Q}. By Lemma 2.16,
we can define the operator D : H(Q) — H(QM) as follows

M) Df@) = fulAlz) + Vi), Aw) - Vo) = 5 [ Pfiy)w w

for  (u,v) € (2xQ)\ Ag
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with v ~ 0 (mod Q) and Ind(~, A(x) £ 4/0(x)) = 1. Tt is clear that (7) extends the
original definition of the Askey-Wilson operator D. Moreover, we can also extend
the definition of the companion operator S. Namely, if f € H(Q), zo € Q) and
d(zg) # 0, the function
J(A(z) +1/0(2)) + F(A(z) — Vd(x)

$$(a) = £ (A(w)-+ /5@, (o)~ /5Ta) = L )+ 11 )
is obviously analytic for = in a neighborhood of xy. Besides, Sf is continuous at xg
when d(xg) = 0. Thus, the roots of § are removable singularities and Sf becomes
analytic in Q). If we define recursively the sets

QD —fzeC: A(x) £ /0(z) e AW} with Q@ =q,

we can consider the iterated operators S¥, DF : H(Q) — H(Q®)). An open subset
Q of the complex plane will be called P-invariant if, for any P-sequence with base
point xg € €2, we have x4,/ € Q. In other words, if Q C Q) for any positive
integer k > 1. If Q is P-invariant, we deduce that S¥f € H(Q) and D*f € H(Q)
for any function f analytic in 2 and any positive integer k.

Remark 2.17. Similarly, if M(Q) stands for the space of meromorphic functions in
Q, we can extend the previous operators so that

Sk DF : M(Q) — M(QF),
Furthermore, if ) is P-invariant, then we have operators S*, D* : M(2) — M().
Remark 2.18. Obviously, Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 remain valid in this new context.

Proposition 2.19. Let Q be an open set of the complex plane and v ~ 0 (mod §2).
Then, given f € H(Q), an integer k > 0 and x € QF) | we have

k-1 , ;
A U W S 1C),
DF = d
f(@) (j—O A=At ) 2mi /Y Dpy1(z,y) Y
if x is the base point of a P-sequence (x;) with Ind(%xjf%) =1 forj=0,1,...k.

Proof. The cases k = 0 and k = 1 are Cauchy’s integral formula and (7) respectively.
The general case follows by induction from (7) and the relation

e N~k

1
D[] @) = S Prra(@,y)
(bk('7y) ({E) N — N1 k+1($ y)
which can be checked by the reader. This completes the proof. [l

Corollary 2.20. Let Q be an open subset of the complex plane and v ~ 0 (mod Q).
Then, given f € H(Q), the expression

0uf(@) = o [ 51—y

T 2mi ), Prsa(z,y)
defines a linear operator O, : H(Q) — H(QF)). Moreover, we have

Ok f () zzk:Rcs - <A>
=0 55 \ @y (a1, 9)

Remark 2.21. Tt turns out that Lemma 2.11 is now a consequence of Corollary 2.20.
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Remark 2.22. When z is the base point of a P-sequence (x;) with Tk pairwise
distinct for 7 = 0,1,... k%, we have by Corollary 2.20
b fla;_x)
Onflx) =2 -

=0 Hogi;éjgk(xjfg - xz;g).

As we explain in Remark 3.11, this is useful to display our Rodrigues formulas
given by Theorem 3.10. We recall that Nikiforov, Suslov and Uvarov give similar
expressions for less intrinsic operators in [14, 3.2.3].

Remark 2.23. Under the hypothesis of Remark 2.22, Theorem 2.14 gives
T k—1

k
fa) = (X ) o)
k=0 j=0 +LiFj 7 j=0
which is Newton’s divided difference formula for the interpolation polynomial. In
fact, as the referee of this paper has pointed out, the formula given in Remark 2.22
can be proved by induction. In particular, it is possible to obtain an alternative
proof of Theorem 2.14 from the theory of interpolation polynomials. We prefer our

proof since it shows how the polynomials ®;, are related to D, see Lemma 2.10.

Remark 2.24. The operators 9y, : H(2) — H(Q*)) provide the natural framework
to develop a generalization of Theorem 2.14. Namely, in a separate work [13], we
study the convergence of the Taylor series associated to the operators dy of a given
function f € H(Q) and its relation with the basic hypergeometric functions.

3. TAYLOR COEFFICIENTS AND RODRIGUES FORMULA

In this section we introduce the corresponding hypergeometric operator. Then
we compute the Taylor coefficients of its eigenfunctions. Also, we provide a general
procedure to obtain Rodrigues type formulas. At the end of this section, we shall
study the discrete orthogonal relations which arise from our techniques.

3.1. The hypergeometric operator. Given a symmetric polynomial P in the set
P, we consider the associated Askey-Wilson operator D and its companion S. Let
o € Py[z] and 7 € Py[z] given by

o(x) = agx® + ay1x + g and 7(x) = B1x + Bo.

The aim of this section is to study the polynomic eigenfunctions of the following
operator
L = oD? + 7SD.

L will be called the hypergeometric operator associated to P, ¢ and 7. In
Section 4 we shall study in detail some relevant particular cases. It follows by
Proposition 2.2 that L(Py[z]) C Pi[x] for k > 1. Moreover, if f(z) = 2* we obtain

Lf(x) = —pupa® 4 ...
where the dots stand for terms of lower degree and
DL A—At k1 A—2t -k
i =~y | (e + T BN (e = S B A,

As an endomorphism of Py[z], the hypergeometric operator L depends continuously
on P, o and 7. Therefore, taking suitable limits for A = +1, it turns out that py is
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a continuous function on A. The following formula, for which we should take limits
in A when A = £1, will be useful in Section 4

YA [(an+ 22 )N — (-

B A=At
e — Ky = (/\_/\_1)2 2
Now we point out some relevant remarks on the operator L:

2 /61)/\17%]6} '

e If LP stands for the hypergeometric operator associated to the symmetric
polynomial P and we consider some g = (1,¢) € T(C) x GL(C) = Aff(C),
it follows easily from Remark 2.1 that

g LPg—l _ CQO_g(Dg-P)2 + CTgSgPDgP

where (g f)(z) = f(g~"(2)), 09(z) = o(9~ " (2)) and 79(z) = 7(9~ ' (2)).
e When (z;) is a P-sequence with Ty_1 #+ Tyq1 for t =0, :i:%, we can write

- o[l o))
+T(fﬂo) {f(fﬂl) — f(=o) + f(zo) — f(m—l)]
2 1 — To To —T-1 '

In fact, there exist a limiting version of this equality for any P-sequence (z¢).
Moreover, since 1 — x_1 = 2a(x1/2 — x_1/2) by Corollary 1.7, L f(xo) can
be written in terms of x; with ¢t € Z. In other words, since the subsequence
of (z;) which arise when ¢ runs over Z is a Po-sequence with the terminology
introduced after Lemma 2.8, we can say that L only depends on Ps.

e If the symmetric polynomial P is of type O (resp. E), it can be checked
that Py is of type A (resp. C). Besides, if P is of type A (resp. C), we
also have that Ps is of type A (resp. C). Therefore, taking into account
the fact that L only depends on P, we do not loose generality if we restrict
our study to the canonical forms T, G, Q, A and C. This point of view
leads to a different and somehow more natural classification than the one
given in [14, 3.4]. Namely, while our classification is purely complex, it can
be said that the classification given in [14] lives over the real field. As we
point out below, another remarkable advantage of our formulation is that
affine transformations become trivial.

e If A\ = 44, we have D? = (A + A"1)d = 0. In particular, L = 7SD and so
we get a degenerate case. This phenomenon can be avoided by considering
the more general operator

L' =00y + 7SD.

It is not difficult to adapt the methods we shall develop to this case. When
A = +i in P, it can be checked that Ps is of type E. Therefore, the even
canonical form can be regarded from this alternative point of view. It can
be shown that L’ is a polynomial function of o, 7 and P5 only.

e The polynomial Py can not be of type O. However, we can construct a
limiting operator which somehow corresponds to certain Po of type O.
Namely, it suffices to take a sequence P(n) in P such that the sequence
P(n)2 converges in P to a symmetric polynomial of type O. It turns out
that, in this situation, the sequence P(n) does not converge when n —
oo. However, it can be checked that the corresponding hypergeometric
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operators L(n) do converge. Therefore, the oscillating canonical form could
be analyzed by means of the operator

L = lim L(n).

n—oo
Although it can be studied what happens with our methods after taking
this limit, we shall not cover this problem here.

3.2. Taylor coefficients and Rodrigues formula. The first step in our process
is the following commutation relation for the iterated hypergeometric operators.
Expressions of the same kind can also be found in [3].

Lemma 3.1. Tuking o9 = 0, 79 = 7 and given j > 0, let us define the polynomials
oj € Pofz] and 7; € Pi[z] inductively as follows

ojt1(x) = Soj(x)+ (a+1)(A(2) — 2)S7;(x) + ad(x)D7;(z)
Tit1(z) = Doj(z) + aStj(z) + (a + 1)(A(z) — z)D7;(x)
Then, the iterated hypergeometric operator L; = U]-D2 + 7;SD satisfies
D(L; — pj) = (Lj41 — pj41)D.
Proof. Applying the Leibniz rules and the commuting relations developed for the
operators S and D in Propositions 2.4 and 2.5, we easily obtain
DL;f(x) = D(o;D*f)(x) + D(7;SDf)(x)
= So;(z)D?f(z) + Do;(z)SD? f
= So;(z)D*f(z) + Doj(z)SD? f
S7i(x) ((a +1)(A(z) — 2)D3f
D7;(x)(ad(2)D* () + (a + 1)(A(z) — )SD? f(z) + D f(z))
= 0j+1(2)D*f(2) + 7541 (2)SD* f () + D7;(2)Df ().
In other words, DL; f(z) = (L;j41 + DTJ)Df( ) where D7; is a constant v; since
7; € Pi[z]. On the other hand, taking f(z)
L;f(z) = —ujykﬂfk +

where the dots stand for terms of lower degree. Then, Proposition 2.2 gives
P Ak Ak
7(W)W’k - (ﬁ)(*ﬂjﬂ,kq +vj).

By continuity, we have p1j41 -1 = ;% + v or equivalently

F() + S7(2)DSD (x) + D (2)S*D (x)
1)

+ z) + aSD? f(z))
_|_

\_/AA/_\

,\/\

k. we define 4.5 by the relation

j—1

Hjk = Hj+k + Z Vi
=0

In particular, we obtain that p; +v9+ ... +vj_1 = pj o = 0. Therefore, we deduce
the identity v; = pu; — pj+1 as we wanted. This completes the proof. (I

Given a symmetric polynomial P(z,y) = 22 + y? — 2azy — 2b(z + y) + ¢, let us
take a P-function 6;. Then we define the auxiliary functions
0,1 —0,_1
%Tj(@) for  j>0.

We shall write &% to denote the functions GSE respectively.

FE(t) = 0;(0,) +



CLASSICAL HYPERGEOMETRIC POLYNOMIALS 17

Lemma 3.2. The auxiliary functions satisfy the following relations
Gi(t)=ct(t+4) and G5 (t)=5 (t— ).
Proof. By definition we have

G = 0541(00) £ 501 — 0 1)7i11(6,)
= So;(0:) + (a+ 1)(A(6:) — 0:)S7;(0:) + ad(6:)D;(6;)
+ %(gtJr% — 9t7%)(Daj(9t) + aSTj (gt) + ((Z + 1)(14(975) - gt)DTj(et)).

Then, by Corollary 1.7 and (3), we get
O.j<9t+l) + O.j(at—l) 9t+1 - 2915 + 9t71

~;t+1(t) = . D) =+ 3 (Tj(9t+%) + Tj(etfé))
Or1— 01 Orp1 — 041
e el 3 ! (Tj(9t+%)_7_j(9t7%))i7t+ 3 ¢ (T](e %)—f—’rj(e 1))
Or1 — 20, + 0, 0i(0pp1) —0(0,_1
= 8t+ : I(Tj(9t+%)_7j(9t—%))i 2 t+2)2 & 2)-
Simplifying the expression above, we obtain 5j-i+1(t) = 5;[ (t + ). Therefore, the
stated relations follow easily by induction and so the proof is completed. (]

Now, given a positive integer d, we assume that p; # g for 0 < j < k < d.
In particular, this condition implies that L is a diagonalizable operator in Py[z].
Therefore, for any 0 < k < d, there exists an eigenfunction fi € Py[z] with degree
k satisfying

Lfx(x) + pu fe(z) = 0.

Moreover, if we define f,gj Y fx, then Lemma 3.1 and induction gives

8) Lif + (i — ) £ = 0.

Lemma 3.3. The following relation holds for any j > 0
5 O 00 + 700 O s) + (e — ) £ (0) =

Proof. Applying the definition of o in terms of ; and 7; and relation (4), we can
rewrite the left hand side as

LHS = 0, (0D (8,) + 75(0)SD £ (6,) + (e — 1) £ (6,).

In other words, the left hand side coincides with L; f(])( 0:) + (r — pj) (])(9 ),
which vanishes by relation (8). Therefore, the proof is completed. (|

If we take the P-function 6; in such a way that ¢~ (0) = 0, then we can give
explicit expressions for the eigenfunctions fy, f1, ... fg in terms of the Taylor formula
developed in Section 2.

Theorem 3.4. Let us assume that o= (0) = 0, then the eigenfunctions fo, f1,... fa
of L satisfy the following identities

ALFE— — 7i(0i)2) i
&cka(H P /\1 . . )Q(m—ﬁi)

Hi — Hk
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where O f1. stands for the coefficient of x* in fi(x). Moreover, assuming fi(0o) # 0,
we also have the following identities

ko j-1 N -1 o j—1
) = o) (T 5=y ) Tl -0,
j=0 =0 v i=0

Proof. Since ¢~ (0) = 0, we obtain from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 the identity

, 7:(0:9)
10;2) = 222 FT (010 0),

Hj = [k
If we write this recurrence in terms of the divided derivative operator, we get

)\1+j — )\_l_j 7—(9/2)
0;fi0j/2) = == ujj juk 9j+1.f1(0(j11)/2)-

Then, the first relation follows by iterating this recurrence and applying Theorem
2.14. The second relation is an obvious consequence of the first relation and the
identity
k-1 ; ;
)\1+z _ )\7172 7-1(91/2)
0y) =0
Fi(00) = ot || P e —

i=0
which follows from the expression above for j = 0. This completes the proof. [

Remark 3.5. Although using a less clear notation, Nikiforov, Suslov and Uvarov
gave in [14, 3.1.27] an equivalent identity to Lemma 3.2. Moreover, Lemma 3.3
is quite close to [14, 3.1.24]. However, since there is no Taylor formula for the
Askey-Wilson operators in [14], it seems that the authors did not see the relevance
of these results to obtain explicit polynomic expressions for the eigenfunctions.

Remark 3.6. Replacing 6; by the P-function 0} = 6 ;_,), we can use Theorem 3.4
to obtain explicit expressions of the eigenfunctions fi for each ¢y satisfying either
% (tp) = 0 or 3~ (t9) = 0. Such points ty are those for which 6y, is a root of the
polynomial Q(z) = o(z)? — 6(z)7(x)?. Since the degree of Q is less or equal than
4, we obtain in the generic cases four explicit expressions. We shall see in Section 4
that there are only two cases, with distinct eigenvalues, for which Q has no roots.

Remark 3.7. The assumption p; # py for 0 < j < k < d on the eigenvalues is too
restrictive in Theorem 3.4. Namely, assuming that 6~ (0) = 0, it can be proved
that L is diagonalizable in P4[x] if and only if

k—1 AL+ \—1—i
A—A1

=3

7i(0iy2) =0

whenever p; = py for some 0 < j < k£ < d. In this case, the first identity of
Theorem 3.4 holds summing from j, = 1 + max{j : p; = p}. In any case, for the
sake of clarity, we shall assume that the eigenvalues are pairwise distinct.

The first relation in Theorem 3.4 is the appropriate one when we normalize the
eigenfunctions fj so that they become monic polynomials. The second relation in
Theorem 3.4 will be very useful in Section 4, since it will allow us to express the
eigenfunctions fj, in terms of basic hypergeometric functions. The next result can
be regarded as an algorithm to obtain Rodrigues type formulas in this setting. We
recall that the P-invariant domains were already introduced in Paragraph 2.3.
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Lemma 3.8. Let p and p1 be meromorphic functions in ) for some P-invariant
open set . Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) For any function f € M(Q), we have
p(z)Lf(z) = D(pDf)().
(b) The functions p and p1 satisfy the relations
p(x)o(z) =Spi(z)  and  p(x)7(x) = Dp1().
(¢) The functions p and py satisfy the relations
(1) D(po)(z) = (a + 1)(A(z) — )D(p7)(z) + aS(p7)().
(c2)  pi(x) = S(po)(z) — ad(z)D(p7)(x) — (a + 1)(A(z) — 2)S(p7)(2).
Moreover, if the P-function 0; is not 1-periodic, they are also equivalent to
(d) The functions p and p1 satisfy the relations
(1) p(6,_ )5+ (E— 1) = p(6, )5 (t+ 1),
(@2) p1(6) = (o0, )T+ (E— )+ (6,1 )5 (¢ + 1),
Besides, the functional equation (c1) (resp. (¢2)) is equivalent to (d1) (resp. (d2)).
Finally, if (a) holds then py satisfies (c1) and (d1) for the iterated operator L.

Proof. Properties (a) and (b) are equivalent since, by Proposition 2.4, we have
p(x)Lf(x) = p(x)o(x)D*f(z)+ p(x)r(x)SDf(x)
D(pDf)(z) (Sp1)(z) D*f(x) + (Dp1)(2)SDf (x).
To see (b = c¢), we apply Proposition 2.5
D(po)(z) = (a-+1)(A(x) - )D%p; +aSDpy (x)
S(po)(z) = ad(x)D(p7)(x) + (a+ 1)(A(z) — 2)S(p7)(2) + p1(2).
Let us denote by L(cl) (resp. R(cl)) the left (resp. right) hand side of (c1). For the

equivalence between (c1) and (d1), we use Corollary 1.7 and (3). Namely, arguing
as in Proposition 2.5, we easily get

(L(cl) = R(c1))(6r) =

The equivalence between (c2) and (d2) follows by similar arguments. Now, let us
assume that property (d) holds. Then we will have

0,1 —0, 1
prlly) = P05 (1) = () (o(0) + —25——27(0)))

1 6,5_

0, 1
pOy) = p(0)F (1) = p(6) (o(0) = 220 (0))).

In particular, Sp1(6;) = p(0¢)o(0) and Dp;(0:) = p(6,)7(0;). That is, we have seen
(d = b). It remains to see that (a) implies that p; satisfies (d1) for L;. Since (a)
implies (d), we have by Lemma 3.2

P10, 1)T (t = 3) = p(B)a~ ()5 (1) = p1 (01 1)T7 (E+ 3).
But this relation is precisely (d1) for L;. Therefore, the proof is concluded. O

Remark 3.9. (d1 = c1) is the only implication that fails for 1-periodic P-functions.
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Theorem 3.10. Let p € M(Q) for some P-invariant open set Q and assume that
p satisfies the functional equation

p(01)a T (t) = p(Or1)o (t+ 1).

Then there exists a family of functions p; € M(Y), with j > 0 and such that po = p,
determined by any of the identities

pir(0) = py(0ry) 5 (1 + UgH),
pi+1(0r) = Pj(9t+%)5_ (t - %)
Moreover, this family of functions provide the following Rodrigues formula for the

eigenfunctions fo, f1,... fa of L
k—1

( H(Mj - Nk))ﬂ(:c)fk(x) = O fr ( T %)ka(x).
=0

Jj=0

Proof. The recurrence relations given above for p; follow from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.8.
Besides, by Lemma 3.8, we have p;(z)L; f(xz) = D(p;41Df)(x) for any f € M(Q).
If we combine this relation with (8), we get

(15 — me)pi (@) £ (@) = D(pjaa 7)) ().

Then we differentiate successively this expression to obtain

k=1 O LV Y N
(H(:uj _'uk))p(x)fk(l‘) =D (pkfk ) :8Icfk( W)D pk(m)
j=0 =0
where we have applied Proposition 2.2. This completes the proof. (I

Remark 3.11. Let us recall that, assuming that z is the base point of a P-sequence
with Ti_k pairwise distinct for j = 0,1, ... k% and with the aid of Remark 2.22, we
can display Rodrigues formula as follows

P Ve pr(T;_x)
kak ],‘) = 2 .
( <j—0 A—)2\1 ) Z Hz;éj(xjfg _ xzfg)

Remark 3.12. The recurrence relations for the functions p; given in Theorem 3.10
have the corresponding analogs in [14, 3.2.11 and Pg 64]. However, the authors of
[14] work with the functions p}'5Y defined by

350 (s) = pi(0,5)-

Hence, these functions can not be easily regarded as functions of the variable 6.
One of our main contributions is that we show how to find meromorphic solutions p
and p; (with the exception of the form C, see Section 4) in the variable 6,. To that
aim, it is essential to regard these recurrence relations in its most intrinsic form as
in (c2) of Lemma 3.8. This result has no analog in [14].

Remark 3.13. Another remarkable advantage of this alternative formulation is that
affine transformations become trivial. A good example to illustrate this is Fischer’s
paper [7], where the author gets a Rodrigues formula for the ¢g-Racah polynomials.
Fischer combines results from [2] and [14] with some independent computations.
However, from our point of view, these kind of results become trivial consequences.
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Namely, it is very well-known that the ¢g-Racah polynomials Ry, are related to the
Askey-Wilson polynomials Py, via

Ri(T; v, 8,7, 0) = Pr(x;a,b, ¢, d)
where T = 2/¢v0 x and

a=qy0 b= a\/q/v0
c=[\/0q/y d=+/vq/d.

Therefore, if we are given a Rodrigues formula for the Askey-Wilson polynomials
(see Section 4) and we want a Rodrigues formula for the g-Racah polynomials, it
suffices to take p,,(T) = pi(x) and substitute the operator D, associated to the Py’s,

by the operator D associated to the Rg’s.

Remark 3.14. The version of Theorem 3.10 for the continuous canonical form, for
which every P-sequence is constant and hence 1-periodic, is very well-known. In
this case we have 0;(z) = o(z) and 7;(x) = 7(z) + jo'(x). Moreover, the functional
equations given in Theorem 3.10 must be replaced by

d(po)

E2 (@) = playr(e)  and  pi(e) = pla)o? (2).

This also follows from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.8. But a direct proof is quite simpler.

3.3. Discrete orthogonality relations. In this paragraph we shall assume the
existence of meromorphic functions p and p; satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem
3.10 and we show how these functions can be used to obtain discrete orthogonality
relations. Given f,g € P[z], we define h(u,v) to be the symmetric polynomial
which coincides with
fw)g(v) — f(v)g(u)
v—u

whenever v # v. Then, we define the Wronskian W : Plz] x P[z] — P[x] to be the
bilinear form

W(f,9)(x) = h(A(z) + V/3(2), Alz) — /5(x)).
Recall that W(f, g) € P[z] for any f, g € P[z] since h(u,v) is symmetric in (v, v).
Lemma 3.15. We have p(x)(fLg — gLf)(z) = D(p1W(f,9))(z) for all x € Q.
Proof. Given a point = € ), we know by Lemma 3.8 that
p(x)(fLg — gLf)(z) = (fD(p1Dg) — gD(p1Df))().

On the other hand, let us consider a P-sequence with base point . Then we can
assume by a continuity argument that Tyt =+ Ty 1 for t = 0, i%. In that case,
since x = g, we can rewrite the right hand side as follows

RHES — f(zo) {,01(3?1/2)9@31) — g(@o) —p1(3371/2)g(m0) —9(3371)}
T2 —T-1/2 1 — To Ty —T-1

9(wo) f(z1) = f(xo) fxo) — flz—1)

T — ;_1/2 {,01(3;1/2) ;1 - 2 p1(z_1/2) 20 o ! }

Since the terms in f(xg)g(xg) cancel, we easily obtain the desired relation. (]
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Theorem 3.16. Let us consider a P-sequence (x;) and a non-negative integer m.
Then, if p is reqular at xo,T1,...,2m and p1(T_1/2) = pl(xnl+%) = 0, then the
etgenfunctions fo, f1, ..., fm satisfy the following orthogonality relations

m

(Fis fu) =D Fi@a) fulmi)pla) (@ s —2_1) =0 for j#k.

2
=0

Proof. Lemma 3.15 gives

(oLg) = (Lf.g) = S D(W(f, ) () (s — 7 1)
1=0
= @ )W) @is) — (@i )W g) ()
=0
= p@W()@] " =0

Taking f = f;, g = fir and recalling that p; # py for j # k, the result follows. [
Remark 3.17. The inner product described in Theorem 3.16 can be complex.

Remark 3.18. In Section 4 we shall study how free we are at the time of choosing
the functions p and p;. Using this it can be checked that, when

Ordw71/2 (pl) > ordy, (pl) = ordy, (pl) = =ordg, (pl) < Ord$m+1/2 (p1)7
we can modify the election of p and p; so that hypotheses of Theorem 3.16 hold.

4. EXPLICIT FORMULAS FOR THE CANONICAL FORMS

In this section we apply our methods to study the hypergeometric polynomials
that arise when P takes one of the following canonical forms: T, G, Q, A or C.
Although the canonical forms O and E could also be treated with our methods, we
shall not cover them here, as we explained at the beginning of Section 3. In each
case we shall follow the following steps:

1. Parameterization of o and 7 in terms of certain (Laurent) polynomial(s).

2. Expressions for as, 81, 0, 7; and py in terms of our parameterization.

3. Taylor formulas for the eigenfunctions fy, f1,... fa.

4. Rodrigues formulas for the eigenfunctions fy, fi1,... fa-

5. Classical families of hypergeometric polynomials which belong to that

form.

When dealing with Rodrigues formulas, we shall give in each case a method to
construct the function p. The iterated functions p; can be easily obtained from
p by applying Theorem 3.10. On the other hand, we shall assume again in what
follows that the eigenvalues u; are pairwise distinct.

4.1. Continuous case. P(z,y) = 22 + y? — 2zy and 0; = xo.
1. In this case we do not need any parameterization.
2. It can be checked that we have
pe — pi = (i — k)(az(i + k) — az + f1)
oj(z) =0o(x), 7(x)=1(z)+ jo’'(z).
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3. Taking z( so that o(zg) = 0, we obtain from Theorem 3.4

- B\ S (o) + o’ (x0)
9j fe(z0) = Ok fx (]> g as(k+1i) —ags+ fr1

4. As we have pointed out in Remark 3.14, the Rodrigues formulas for this case
are given by the solutions of the functional equations

d(po)
dx

In general, we can not avoid to obtain ramified solutions. Quite surprisingly, this
is the unique canonical form satisfying this property. Namely, as we shall see
below, for any other canonical form we can always find non-ramified solutions of
the corresponding functional equation for p.

() = ple)r(a)  and  py() = pla)o’ (a).

5. Taking o(x) = 22 — 1 (resp. o(z) = z or o(x) = 1), we obtain the Jacobi (resp.
Laguerre or Hermite) polynomials. Note that, if o(x) = 1 for all z € C, there
are no roots of o. In other words, the Hermite polynomials do not arise from the
expressions given above and other methods are required to obtain them. However,
the corresponding Rodrigues formula provided by Theorem 3.10 and Remark 3.14
also holds in this case. As we shall see in our analysis for the T canonical form,
the g-Hermite polynomials behave in the same fashion.

4.2. Arithmetic case. P(z,y) = (z —y+ 3)(z —y — 1) and 6, = 29 £ ¢.

1. Let us consider two polynomials x*(z) = vo2? + fyliac + 'yoi with the same
coefficient for 22. Clearly, there exists a bijective correspondence between these

kind of pairs and Ps[x] x Py[z] given by

)=o)+ T ey =
@ =ol@) - @)= ) @)

2. We have pu, — p; = (i*k)(’)@(iﬁ’k’)ﬁ”)/;r -1 ffy2), as =y and (1 = 'yf'—’yl_.
Taking the P-function 6; = ¢, we easily obtain the relations ¢+ (t) = x*(¢). Thus,
it turns out by Lemma 3.2 that Gf(t) = xT(t + %) Therefore, o; and 7; are
parameterized by

Xj (@) = x* (£ 4).
In particular, we can write 7;(z) = x T (z + ) X (z— %)

3. We have to consider two essentially different kind of P-functions:

(a) If 8, = zg +t, we have o (t) = x (29 + t). Thus, we take zy such
that _( ) = 0 to satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4. In that case,
7i(0;/2) = x* (w0 + i) and Theorem 3.4 gives

00,2 =i () T ﬁ "o +9)

z+k Y+ = =
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(b) If 0; = g — t, we have 5~ () = xT(xzo — t). Thus, if we choose the point
xg so that x*(xo) = 0, we obtain 7;(6;/2) = —x~ (xo — ¢). In particular,

k—1

0j fx(0/2) = Ok fr (j) H -z _X_@? )

i=j Z+k)+’71 _’Yf_’yQ

Every case with pairwise distinct eigenvalues gives rise to an expression of this kind.

4. Taking the P-function 6; = t, the Rodrigues formulas given by Theorem 3.10
arise from the solutions of
pXT(t) = plt+1x"(t+1)
pivi(t) = pi(tF Hx*(t+ ),
Non-vanishing entire solutions are available whenever xy* are not identically zero.

Moreover, those solutions can be obtained by multiplying the suitable solutions of
the following root cases

XJF(I):I _; XJF(x):C?é ) = (*
X(x)xf} p(x)_I‘(lJr:c—f*) x (z)=1 } pla) =
X)) =2 —¢&F _ 1 X(x) =1 _
@l ) e | vk A0

Other solutions are available multiplying p by a 1-periodic meromorphic function.

5. Taking x*(z) = (z — &F)(z — &), we obtain the Hahn polynomials

—k, k= —er -
(a) fil@) = ful&) F( oom ko itarh é‘i g: 1)
—k k— S S o
(b) fk(x):fk(go)gg( L@ 5gfgi+,+§19—+§§* & - & 1>.

4.3. Quadratic case. P(z,y) =22 + y* — 22y — S(z +y) + 15 and 6, = (t +t)>.

1. Now we consider a polynomial x(t) = v4t* 4+ 43t® + Yot? 4+ 71t + 70. Then, the
parameterization is given by

X(t) = o(t?) +tr(t?)

O'(tQ) _ X(t) +2X(_t) and T(t2) —

2. We have as = 4, 81 = 73 and
i — i = (i — k) (va(i + k) —va + 73).
Taking 6, = t> and applying Lemma 3.2, we get Ef(t) = x(*t + %) for 7 > 0.
Hence, 0; and 7; are parameterized by the polynomial
Xi(x) = x(z + ).
In particular, we have

oy XE+D) —x(=t+ )
7i(t%) = 5 :

3. It suffices to consider the P-functions 6; = (t + to)?. In that case, we have
o (t) = x(—t — to) and so we impose x(—top) = 0. This condition provides the
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factorization x(t) = (¢t + to)xo(t) for some xo € P3[z]. Therefore, it turns out that
7i(0i/2) = Xo(to + i). Theorem 3.4 gives

B A Xo(to + 1)
0 fk(05/2) = Ok fi (]> E Ya(i + k) —va+s

Every case with pairwise distinct eigenvalues gives rise to an expression of this kind.

4. Taking the P-function 6; = t?> and following Theorem 3.10, we have to solve

p(t)x(t) = p((t+1)*)x(~t 1)

pii(t) = pi((tF §Ax(Et + 1),
Non-vanishing entire solutions are always available. Namely, any solution arise as
a product of functions like

1
t?) = :
P = R et —e -0

which solves the functional equation for x(¢t) = t + £ and £ € C. Moreover, other
solutions appear when we multiply p by any even 1-periodic meromorphic function.

3
5. Taking x(z) = H(m + &) and tg = &y, we obtain the Wilson polynomials
v=0
=k, o+t So—t, k—1+&+& + &+ &3 1)
So+&1, So+ &2 So+&3 ’

) = 1) a8
4.4. Some remarks on a functional equation. Finally, it remains to study the
geometric and trigonometric canonical forms. In order to give explicit Rodrigues
formulas for these particular cases, we shall need to solve functional equations of
the following type

(9) F(z) = R(z)F(gx),

where R stands for a non-zero rational function. An open subset §2 of the complex
plane will be called g-invariant when ¢€2 = 2. We are interested in non-zero
meromorphic solutions defined in a g-invariant connected open set 2. We shall
need to apply the following basic results.

Lemma 4.1. Let F1 and Fo be non-zero meromorphic solutions of the functional
equation (9) in a g-invariant domain Q with respect to the rational functions R4
and Ry respectively. Then F1Fy and F1/Fa are non-zero meromorphic solutions of
(9) in Q with respect to the rational functions RiRg and Ri/Ra respectively.

Lemma 4.2. A function F solves (9) in a g-invariant domain Q for some q € C if
and only if F solves the functional equation

F(z) = S(z)F(¢ *z) in Q with S(z)= ﬁ

Lemma 4.3. Let us suppose that a given q-invariant connected open set ) contains
the point 0. Then, if there exist a non-zero meromorphic solution of (9) in Q, it is
unique up to a constant factor.

Proof. The quotient F of any two meromorphic solutions of the functional equation
(9) satisfies F(x) = F(gx) in Q. Therefore, it suffices to write this relation in terms
of the Laurent series of F in a neighborhood of 0. This completes the proof. (]
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By Lemma 4.2, the case |¢| > 1 can be reduced to the case |¢| < 1. Now we
provide some particular solutions for |g| < 1 which will be useful in the general
case. Namely, the g-shifted factorials

9e(z) = (€23 @)oo with  R(z)=1—-¢  and Q=C

he(o) = (@/fgmia) with  Ro)=—r  and 2=C\{0}
Given a non-zero rational function R, we can always write R in the form
- 1-— £k$
R(x) = Cz"
(2) =¢ g T

with r € Z, ¢ a non-zero complex number and &, nr € C for 1 < k < n . Then,
using the particular solutions g¢ and h¢, Lemma 4.1 assures that the function

n

gyh .

F= 20 (gh) [Joe/om  with 5= (=1)¢
g1 k=1

solves the corresponding functional equation. F is a meromorphic function in C\{0}.

In fact, if { = 1 and » = 0, F is meromorphic in C and we know by Lemma 4.3 that

F is the unique meromorphic solution in C up to a constant factor.

Remark 4.4. Let G be meromorphic in C and biperiodic with periods 27 and
loggq. The function F defined by F(expy) = G(y) is meromorphic in C \ {0}
and solves the functional equation F(z) = F(gz). The theory of elliptic functions
provides infinitely many functions of this kind. In particular, this shows there is no
uniqueness of meromorphic solutions in C \ {0} of the functional equation (9).
Remark 4.5. By the previous discussion, when ¢" = H(fk /i) the function

k=1

2) — o™ - gik(x)hﬁk(w) P
B = ) T

is elliptic with periods 27i and log q. Moreover, E has a zero at —log ¢, and has a
pole at —logny for 1 < k < n. The rest of zeros and poles of E can be obtained by
periodicity. Therefore we have obtained, in our terminology, a proof of a classical
existence result. This explicit expression allows to explore the consequences derived
from the non-uniqueness of solutions p and p; of the Rodrigues formulas. We shall
give more details on this topic in the following Paragraphs 4.5 and 4.6.

Remark 4.6. The functional equation (9) has non-vanishing rational solutions for
q = €2™/™ whenever the following extra hypothesis hold

n—1
H R(¢"z) = 1.
k=0

These solutions could be used to obtain Rodrigues formulas for such values of q.
However, we have decided not to include them in this paper for lack of space.

Remark 4.7. Putting f(t) = F(q"), (9) takes the form f(¢) = R(¢")f(t +1). This
kind of equations have been solved in [14] for |¢g| < 1 in terms of the I'j-function.
In general, these solutions can not be regarded as non-ramified solutions in ¢’
This alternative functional equation is also considered in [15], where some solutions
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f(t) = F(q?) are given. However, the authors seem not to be specially interested on
solutions which are functions of the variable ¢* and they do not observe the role of
elliptic functions here. For more on the connection between g¢-calculus and elliptic
function theory, we refer the reader to the references [1] and [6].

4.5. Geometric case. P(x,y) = 22 + y? — 2axy and 0; = ¢*'x.

1. Let us consider two polynomials x*(z) = ’y2ix2 + 'ylix + o with the same value
at x = 0. Then, the parameterization is given by

-2t T —(x
yHz) = o(z) + % er(x)  olz) = w
~(2) = A=A X - x (@)
A e S
2. We have ay = (73 +72)/2. f1 = (73 —72)/(A = A"") and
)\z—k _ )\k—z

L — g = m(,y;)\i+k—l _ 727)\1—i—k).

Taking 6; = ¢', it turns out that & (¢) = xT(¢*) and Ejj»c (t) = xT(AT7q?). In other
words, the polynomials o; and 7; are parameterized by
X; (@) = x* (A ).
In particular, we obtain
F(Np) — v (NI
oy XTWa) = xT (M)
(E1C e

3. We have to consider two essentially different kind of P-functions:

(a) If 6; = q'xg, we have 6~ (t) = x (¢'zo). Thus, we require x ™ (z9) = 0
to satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4. Under this assumption, we have
7i(0;/2) = xF(¢'wo) /(A — A™1)N'zg and Theorem 3.4 gives

) ) 2l q 'z )/xo
0,610y2) = 0| ] 72 H =
(b) If 0, = ¢ tzg, we have 6~ (t) = x (¢ 'zg). Thus, we take xo such that
X" (z0) = 0. This gives 7;(0;/2) = —X'x" (¢ "xo)/(A — A~ ")xp. In particu-
lar,

0 fr(05/2) = 8kfk[ } ]Hm
2

Every case with pairwise distinct eigenvalues gives rise to an expression of this kind.
When x¢ = 0, the terms x=(g*z¢)/xo must be replaced by the obvious limits.
4. Taking the P-function 6; = ¢* and following Theorem 3.10, we have to obtain
non-zero meromorphic solutions of
pla)x*(x) = plgz)x (q2)

piri(e) = py(AFla)* (WU V).
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in a P-invariant domain 2. Non-vanishing meromorphic solutions in C \ {0} are
available whenever |g| < 1 and x* are not identically zero. It suffices to multiply
the solutions of the following root cases

X (2)=1-¢x (QE)

+ — M+t
X" (x) = 2™+ } gyhy m
_ m — x) = h )

@) =g A= )
where m = m_ —m4 and v = (—1)"( " ¢™- /¢T. Besides, Remark 4.4 provides
infinitely many meromorphic solutions in C\ {0}. For particular cases, choosing
the simplest solution might not be completely trivial.

5. Taking x*(z) = (1 — &fz)(1 — & z) with & # 0 and € # 0, we obtain the
g-Hahn polynomials

—k - k—lgtet je— ¢

(@) fule) = Rl1/57) 2o (0 Ve T LSS S0

_ + a7, &fx, TS G
(0) ful@) = fu(1/E]) 36 ( ip A e

q, q&ﬂf)-

q; Q>-
1

q'ug +q "ug

5 )
1. In this case, the Laurent polynomial y(u) = y_ou™2 +~v_1u~! 4+ 70 + y1u + y2u?
provides the following parameterization

4.6. Trigonometric case. P(z,y) = 2%2+y?—2axy+a®—1and 0; =

() ANy

o(u +2u_ ) _ x(u) +2X(u_ ) and T(u +2u_ ) :g(Af(i)_:)(’f{u)_l).

2. We have as = 2(y2 +7-2), B1 = 4(72 —v-2)/(A = A71) and

)\ifk _ )\kfi

Be — Mg = 4m(,}/2)\i+k71 _ 772)\1471@)'

Taking 0; = (¢* + ¢ *)/2, we obtain 5+ (¢) = x(¢**) and 5;:(t) = x(Mg*?). That
is, the polynomials o; and 7; are parameterized by

xX; () = x(Muw).

In particular, we have

wtuy W) - ()
(73 )*2(A—A—1)(u—u—1)'

3. Tt suffices to consider the P-functions 6; = (q¢*uo + ¢ *ug')/2. In that case, we

have 5~ (t) = x(¢ 'ug'). Thus, we take ug so that x(ug') = 0. This condition
provides the factorization x (u) = (u—ug " )u~2xo(u) for some xo € P3[z]. Therefore,
it turns out that
2x0(q"uo)
(0, )5) = X0\ UO)
Tilbis2) = SEaty -
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Theorem 3.4 gives

k—
8; 11(0;/2) = akfk[ } ]H Xo(q'uo {u? -

72—’7 2q

Let us notice that, for x(u) = y+2u™2, our methods provide a Rodrigues formula.

However there is not any ug such that x(ug 1) = 0. Hence we can not apply Theorem
3.4. These cases correspond to the g-Hermite polynomials.

4. Now we apply the ideas of Paragraph 4.4 to discuss some Rodrigues formulas
for the trigonometric case when |g| < 1. We begin by recalling that the relations

-1 -1
o={" i uee} ad o={u: “Tl-cq}
provide a bijective correspondence between the class of P-invariant open sets 2 of
the complex plane and the class of A-invariant open subsets ' of C\ {0} satisfying
that € Q' if and only if u=! € €. Moreover, given  and €’ as above, the relation
u+ut )

2

establishes a bijection between meromorphic functions G in 2 and meromorphic
functions F in Q' satisfying F(u) = F(u~!). Consequently, we shall work with

functions p; of the form
u+ut
p; (7) = h;(u)

2
where h; is meromorphic in Q' and hj(u) = hj(u?t) for all u € . Taking the
P-function 6; = (¢* + ¢~*)/2 with u = ¢*, we have to solve
h(u)x(u) = h(qu)x(g" u™)
hivi(u) = hy(A\Flu)x(Vtath).

We can always write the Laurent polynomial x in the form

F(u) = G(

r—1
x(u) = Cu [T (1~ &)
v=0
where r — s = max{k : v, # 0} and { = g, such that ky = min{k : v, # 0}.
Using the arguments of Paragraph 4.4 and assuming |g| < 1, we observe that the
functions

W () =

(ENU; q)oc ( N Ju;q) s

are meromorphic solutions in C\ {0} for x(u) = 1 — u and invariant under the
change u — u~!. On the other hand, when y(u) = u~! the system above reduces
to

h(u) = quh(qu)
hjpi(u) = M TTuFh;(0E ).
Let At (u) = (FAY2u; N) oo (FAY2 /1 N) oo We have hE(u) = £AY2uh*(\u). In

particular, the functions ™ and h~ solve the functional equation h(u) = qu?h(qu).
Moreover, if we define recursively the constants kji by

Kh, =N TRE with kg =1,
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it can be easily checked that the functions hji = /<:j»[hjE are meromorphic solutions
in C\ {0} for x(u) = u~! and invariant under the change u +— «~!. In summary,
by Lemma 4.1 we have meromorphic solutions in C\ {0} of the system above for
any Laurent polynomial x

o) = (o) () T 1S ) = (105G (8% () T B ().
v=0 v=0

Therefore, the functions p; obtained by this process are meromorphic in the complex
plane. For instance, if we have s = 2 and r = 4, we can choose the solution hj'hj_
for x(u) = u=2 and so we get

10 (M) = i)

(Au?; @)oo (A1 @)oo
IT0—o (60 AN t; @)oo (§N /13 0)
As in Remark 4.4, we can find other meromorphic solutions in C\ {0} of the given

functional equation. Namely, it suffices to multiply h by a function f satisfying
flexpx) = g(x) with g even, 2mi-periodic, log g-periodic and meromorphic in C.

Remark 4.8. The solutions we use for the functional equation h(u) = qu®h(qu) do
not follow the general solution provided in Paragraph 4.4. The main motivation for
our election has been the simplicity of the resulting functions py.

5. If y_5 and 75 are non-zero, we obtain the Askey-Wilson polynomials. Namely,
normalizing if necessary, we can write

3
x(w) =u? T[(1 - &u)
v=0
in such a way that y_o = 1 and o = £p&1£2€3. Therefore we get

utu N b+ a7 %, &ou, &o/u, Lo&i1&Esq !
fk( 2 ) _fk( 2 ) 4¢3< §oé1, oé2s $0&s

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

q, Q)-

1. In the canonical forms analyzed in Section 4, the eigenfunctions are families
of polynomials depending of five parameters which correspond to the coeflicients
of ¢ and 7. The number of free parameters can be reduced by considering two
proportional hypergeometric operators to be equivalent. Moreover, recalling how L
is transformed under the action of Aff(C)

g LPg™! = (209(DIT)? + (79897 DI,

we can use the isotropy subgroups of the A;j-orbits provided in Table I to identify
different hypergeometric operators by suitable affine transformations. In particular,
we can reduce the number of essential parameters in each canonical form. Namely,
we have two free parameters in the continuous canonical form, three parameters
in the arithmetic and geometric cases and four parameters in the quadratic and
trigonometric canonical forms.

2. The Rodrigues formula given in [2] for the Askey-Wilson polynomials arise from
(10) by taking
w4 ut )

o™ () = h(u) o (5
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Here, the function k is defined as follows

k() = (297 D000/ @Joc (u — uTh) |
(Au?; @)oo (A /U5 @)oo
The function & is meromorphic in C\ {0} and satisfies the functional equation
k(qu) = k(u). However, we have k(u) = —k(u~!). Therefore, the functions used in
[2] are ramified in the variable

1 -1
z=3 (u+u™").
The function k& can be easily regarded in terms of Jacobi’s sn elliptic function.

3. Let us consider a function & meromorphic in C\ {0} and such that

o The function ¢ satisfies e(u) = e(qu) = —e(1/u).

o The function e(Au)py (5 (u+u™')) is regular for A < |u| < A71.
Then it can be proved that, assuming that ¢, £, € (0, 1) and adapting the arguments
of [14, 3.10.5.2], the hypergeometric operator L is symmetric with respect to the
product

1
(f.g) = / @)@

where £(cos(s)) = g(e*) for 0 < s < . This gives the orthogonality relations for
the Askey-Wilson polynomials fr. The function k£ defined on the previous point
satisfies the required conditions on €. In fact, by the Riemann-Roch theorem, it can
be checked the it is unique up to a constant factor. Hence, this allows to recover
the well-known orthogonality relations given in [2].
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