arXiv:2305.09170v1 [math.CA] 16 May 2023

Multivariate Hahn polynomials, a Birth and Death approach

Ryu Sasaki

Department of Physics, Tokyo University of Science, Noda 278-8510, Japan

Abstract Following the success of the explicit construction of the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials as the birth and death polynomials, a formulation of multivariate Hahn polynomials is proposed in the same style. The difference equations specified by the birth/death rates have polynomial eigenvectors which form the complete set of orthogonal multivariate Hahn polynomials. Although the degree one eigenpolynomials are easy to derive, the complete hypergeometric expressions are yet to be determined. In a certain limit, these Hahn polynomials reduce to the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials. The known limiting procedures to the Meixner and Charlier polynomials produce trivial results of the direct products of the single variable polynomials.

1 Introduction

After the successful construction of the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials as the Birth and Death (BD) polynomials [20, 19], the next candidate is obviously the Hahn polynomials [2, 14, 16]. The birth and death approach, compared with other strategies [5, 21, 23, 7, 10, 8, 12, 13, 9, 22, 6], seems quite natural in the quest of discrete multivariate orthogonal polynomials. In the absence of the multivariate counterparts of the three term recurrence relations, a natural program to provide multivariate orthogonal polynomials is the eigenvalue problems of exactly solvable self-adjoint operators, like the Calogero-Moser-Sutherland systems in continuous variables. For discrete dynamical systems, the simplest of interactions, i.e. the nearest neighbour interactions, are called Birth and Death problems [3, 15, 14]. It is shown [19, 20] when the birth/death rates are chosen carefully [11] so that the stationary distribution W (x) (the orthogonality weight function) is well defined, system is mapped to a real symmetric (self-adjoint) and positive semidefinite matrix H (2.16) by a similarity transformation in terms of the square root of the stationary distribution. Plausible multivariate generalisations of the single variable cases, that is, the coefficients of the difference equations governing the discrete orthogonal polynomials of Askey scheme [2, 14, 16], are the guide for finding the solvable interactions (birth/death rates).

By the proper choice of the BD rates it is established that the eigenpolynomials of the difference equations constitute the multivariate Hahn polynomials. The multivariate Hahn polynomials reported here have the multivariate interactions N − ∑_n i=1 x_i in both birth and death rates (2.6), (2.7), in contrast to the multivariate Krawtchouk case [20](3.1) which has them in the birth rates only. The BD rates have more parameters than are necessary to define the stationary distribution (orthogonality weight). These additional paramters are essential for the solvability. I have not been able to guess the general hypergeometric forms [1, 4] of the entire polynomials based on the knowledge of the degree one eigenpolynomials. In the case of the Krawtchouk polynomials, the identification is straightforward due to the simpler multivariate interactions [17, 20].

This paper is organised as follows. After a brief review of the single variable Hahn polynomials for the notations and backgrounds in section 2.1, the multivariate birth and death problem corresponding to the Hahn polynomials is introduced in section 2.2. In section 2.3 the multivariate Hahn polynomials are established in Theorem 2.2 as the eigenpolynomials of the difference equations (2.21). The degree one solutions are easily found in section 2.4. The exceptional parameter configulations are discussed in section 2.5. It is shown in section 3 that the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials [20] are obtained in a special limiting case. The known limiting procedures (N → ∞) from the Hahn to other orthogonal polynomials on the semi-infinite integer lattice, i.e. from Hahn to Meixner and to Charlier are applicable in the multivariate cases. But they destroy the multivariate interaction terms N − ∑_n i=1 x_i and provide only the direct products of the single variable polynomials as shown in sections 3.2, 3.3.

2 Multivariate Hahn polynomials

2.1 Single Variable Case

Before introducing the multivariate Hahn polynomials, let us briefly review the basic properties of the single variable Hahn polynomials [2, 16, 18]. The birth and death rates are B(x) = (N − x)(x + a), D(x) = (b + N − x)x, a, b > 0, (2.1)

⇒ ~H = (N − x)(x + a)(1 − e^∂ ) + (b + N − x)x(1 − e^{−∂} ). (2.2)

The stationary distribution is , W (a, b; x) = N! x! (N − x)! (a)_x (b)_{N−x} (a + b)_N , X = {0, 1, . . . , N}, (2.3) in which (a)_n is the shifted factorial defined for a ∈ C and nonnegative integer n, (a)_0 = 1, (a)_n = ∏_{n−1} k=0 (a + k), n ≥ 1. The eigenpolynomial of the difference equation is a truncated hypergeometric function_2F_1 with a quadratic spectrum, ~HP_n(x) = E(n) P_n(x), E(n) = n(n + a + b − 1), (2.4)

P_n(x) =_3F_2 (−n, n + a + b − 1, −x a, −N | | 1 ) . (2.5)

2.2 From BD operator to real symmetric matrix H

Let us start with the Birth and Death rates which define the multivariate Hahn polynomials. The birth and death rates are defined by two positive integers N and n (N > n ≥ 2) and 2n + 1 generic positive numbers b and a_i and c_i, i = 1, . . . , n,

B_i(x)^{def}= c_i ( N − |x| ) (x_i + a_i), x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ N^n_0 , |x|^{def}= n∑ i=1 x_i, (2.6)

D_i(x)^{def}= c_i ( b + N − |x| ) x_i, b, a_i, c_i > 0, i = 1, . . . , n. (2.7) They define birth and death operator L_{BD} governing the birth and death equation for n groups of population, L_{BD} = − n∑ j=1 [ B_j (x) − B_j (x − e_j)e^{−∂j} + D_j (x) − D_j(x + e_j )e^{∂j} ] , (2.8) ∂ ∂t P(x; t) = (L_{BD}P)(x; t) P(x; t) ≥ 0, ∑ x∈X P(x; t) = 1, (2.9)

= − n∑ j=1 (B_j (x) + D_j(x))P(x; t) + n∑ j=1 B_j (x − e_j )P(x − e_j; t)

+ n∑ j=1 D_j(x + e_j )P(x + e_j ; t), (2.10)

in which e_j is the j-th unit vector, j = 1, . . . , n. The population space is determined by the positivity of {B_i(x)} and it is exactly the same as that of the multivariate Krawtchouk case, X = {x ∈ N^n_0 | |x| ≤ N}, |X | = ( N + n n ) . (2.11)

The compatibility conditions of the birth/death rates [20](2.3) are trivially satisfied B_j(x) D_j (x + e_j)

B_k(x + e_j ) D_k(x + e_j + e_k) = ( N − |x| ) (x_j + a_j ) ( b + N − |x| − 1 ) (x_j + 1) ( N − |x| − 1 ) (x_k + a_k) ( b + N − |x| − 1 ) (x_k + 1) = B_k(x) D_k(x + e_k)

B_j(x + e_k) D_j (x + e_k + e_j) , j, k = 1, . . . , n. It should be stressed that the extra parameters {c_i} cancel in the ratios^{Bj (x)}_{Dj (x+ej )} . The

stationary distribution is the simple generalisation of single variable case (2.3), W (a, b; x) = N! x_1! · · · x_n!x_0! ∏_n i=1(a_i)_{xi} (b)_{N−|x|} (|a| + b)_N , x_0^{def}= N − |x|, |a|^{def}= n∑ i=1 a_i, (2.12)

which satisfies the two term relation, cf. [20](2.19), ( (N − |x|)(x_j + a_j ) − (b + N − |x|)(x_j + 1)e^{∂j} ) W (a, b; x) = 0, j = 1, . . . , n, as e^{∂j} W (a, b; x) = N − |x| x_j + 1 x_j + a_j b + N − |x| W (a, b; x) ⇒ ( b + N − |x| ) (x_j + 1)e^{∂j} W (a, b; x) = (N − |x|)(x_j + a_j )W (a, b; x). As shown in §2 of [20], the BD operator L_{BD} is related to a real symmetric (self-adjoint)

and positive semidefinite matrix H by a similarity transformation in terms of √ W (a, b; x), H^{def}= − (√ W (a, b; x) )_{−1} L_{BD} √ W (a, b; x). (2.13) = n∑ j=1 A_j(x)^T A_j(x) ≥ 0, H_{x y} = H_{y x}, (2.14)

A_j(x)^{def}= √ B_j (x) − e^{∂j} √ D_j (x), A_j(x)^T = √ B_j(x) − √ D_j (x) e^{−∂j} , j = 1, . . . , n. (2.15) 2.3 Difference equations and eigenpolynomials

By another similarity transformation of H in terms of the square root of the stationary

distribution W (a, b; x), an operator ~H governing the difference equation is defined by

~H^{def}= ( √ W (a, b; x) )_{−1} H √ W (a, b; x) (2.16) = n∑ j=1 [ B_j(x) ( 1 − e^{∂j} ) + D_j(x) ( 1 − e^{−∂j} )] (2.17)

= n∑ j=1 c_i [( N − |x| ) (x_i + a_i) ( 1 − e^{∂j} ) + ( b + N − |x| ) x_i ( 1 − e^{−∂j} )] . (2.18)

It looks like a simple generalisation of the single variable case (2.2), except for the extra parameters {c_i}. Their significance will be clarified in Remark 2.4.

Proposition 2.1 It is obvious that the space of polynomials in x of maximal total degree M

V_M (x) = Span {x^m | 0 ≤ |m| ≤ M} , x^{m def}= n∏ i=1 x^{mi}_i (2.19)

is invariant under the action of ~H

~HV_M (x) ⊆ V_M (x). (2.20)

There are (_{M+n−1} n−1 ) eigenpolynomials of ~H in x of maximal degree M. It is obvious that constants are the zero-modes of ~H, ~H1 = 0. Theorem 2.2 Multivariate Hahn polynomials For generic parameters b and {a_i, c_i}, i = 1, . . . , n, the totality of the eigenpolynomials of ~H ~HP_m(x) = n∑ j=1 c_i [( N − |x| ) (x_i + a_i) ( P_m(x) − P_m(x + e_i) )

+ ( b + N − |x| ) x_i ( P_m(x) − P_m(x − e_i) )] = E(m)P_m(x), E(m) ≥ 0, x, m ∈ X , (2.21) constitute the orthogonal polynomials to be called multivariate Hahn polynomials. The orthogonality is guaranteed by the self-adjointness of H (2.14) and non-degeneracy for generic parameters.

2.4 Degree one eigenpolynomials

Let us determine n degree 1 eigenpolynomials of ~H (2.18) with unknown coefficients {f_i} and unit constant part as is always the case with the hypergeometric polynomials of discrete variables,

P_{|m|=1}(x) = 1 + n∑ i=1 f_ix_i, ~HP_{|m|=1}(x) = λP_{|m|=1}(x), (2.22)

⇒ −(N − |x|) n∑ i=1 (x_i + a_i)c_if_i + ( b + N − |x| )^n∑ i=1 c_if_ix_i = λ ( 1 + n∑ i=1 f_ix_i ) . By equating the coefficients of x_i, an eigenvalue equations of {f_i} are obtained, n∑ k=1 a_kc_kf_k + bc_if_i = λf_i, i = 1, . . . , n, (2.23)

−N n∑ k=1 a_kc_kf_k = λ. (2.24)

Then λ is the root of a degree n characteristic polynomial F(λ) of an n × n positive matrix F (a, b, c) depending on {a_i, b, c_i}, 0 = F(λ)^{def}= Det ( λI_n − F (a, b, c) ) , F (a, b, c)_{i j}^{def}= a_j c_j + b c_iδ_{i j}. (2.25) For each eigenvalue λ_j , satisfying the relation n∑ i=1 a_ic_i λ_j − b c_i = 1, j = 1, . . . , n, (2.26)

the unknown coefficients {f_i} are determined, f_{i,j} = − λ_j N(λ_j − b c_i) , i, j = 1, . . . , n. Let us tentatively identify the above j-th solution as m = e_j solution

P_{ej} (x) = 1 − 1 N n∑ i=1 λ_j λ_j − b c_i x_i, j = 1, . . . , n, (2.27) which has exactly the same structure as that of the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials [20](3.30). By construction they are orthogonal with each other ∑ x∈X W (a, b; x)P_{ej} = 0, ∑ x∈X W (a, b; x)P_{ej} (x)P_{ek} (x) = 0, j, k = 1, . . . , n. Usually the explicit forms of the degree one eigenpolynomials provide a good guess of the entire polynomials. However, it is obvious that the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials form [20](3.15) does not apply. One of the reasons is the spectrum. The single variable and multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials have linear spectrum [20](3.4),(3.13), whereas single variable Hahn has the quadratic spectrum (2.4). From the degree one eigenvalues {λ_i} (2.25) one naturally guesses a quadratic spectrum E(m) = n∑ j=1 m_j(m_j + λ_j − 1).

But the actual lower degree calculations show that this is not the case.

2.5 Exceptional Cases

So far the parameter values are assumed to be generic. The situation λ_j = b c_i happens at some parameter setting, which leads to the breakdown of the generic theory as one of the degree one polynomials (2.27) is ill-defined. It does not mean the non-existence of the corresponding eigen polynomial. It simply means that the corresponding polynomial has no constant part.

2.5.1 n = 2 Case

As in the multivariate Krawtchouk case [20], the situation is most clearly seen when n = 2. In this case the two eigenvalues are the roots of a quadratic equation

λ^2 − ( (a_1 + b)c_1 + (a_2 + b)c_2 ) λ + b c_1c_2(a_1 + a_2 + b) = 0, λ_1 = 1 2 ( (a_1 + b)c_1 + (a_2 + b)c_2 − Δ ) , λ_2 = 1 2 ( (a_1 + b)c_1 + (a_2 + b)c_2 + Δ ) , (2.28) Δ^2 = (a_1c_1 + a_2c_2)^2 + b(c_1 − c_2) ( 2(a_1c_1 − a_2c_2) + b(c_1 − c_2) ) . (2.29)

When c_1 = c_2 = c, the eigenvalues are rational,

c_1 = c_2 = c =⇒ λ_1 = bc, λ_2 = (a_1 + a_2 + b)c, (2.30)

and the singular situation occurs. That is, the general hypergeometric formula fails. In this case, the degree 1 solution of ~H (2.18) corresponding to the eigenvalue λ_1 is P_{e1} (x) = const × ( a_2x_1 − a_1x_2). (2.31)

The situation is similar for general n as stated by the following

Proposition 2.3 When some of the parameters {c_i} coincide, some of the n-variable Hahn polynomials have vanishing constant parts.

This is rather easy to see. If c_j = c_k = c, the matrix bc I_n − F (a, b, c) (2.25) has the j-th column −c a_j (1, 2, . . . , 1)^T and k-th column −c a_k(1, 2, . . . , 1)^T , thus the characteristic polynomial F(λ) vanishes at λ = b c. When there are k identical c_i’s exist, F(λ) has a factor (λ − bc)^{k−1}.

Remark 2.4 When c_i = 1, i = 1, . . . , n, which corresponds to the naive extension of the single variable Hahn BD ratio to the n-variable case, the roots of the characteristic equation (2.25) are λ_1 = b, (n − 1)−fold degenerate, λ_n = b + n∑ i=1 a_i. This is extremely far from the standard form of hypergeometric functions. It is still a challenge to derive formulas of n-variate Hahn polynomials corresponding to these exceptional cases.

Remark 2.5 n = 2 Rational Case As is clear from (2.29), for c_1 = c, c_2 = c(2a_1 + b)/(2a_2 + b), the two eigenvalues are rational and the degree one polynomials have rational coefficients only.

3 Hahn → Krawtchouk → Charlier

3.1 Hahn → Krawtchouk

It is well known that the single variable Krawtchouk polynomials are obtained from the Hahn polynomials (2.5) by setting a = pt and b = (1 − p)t, 0 < p < 1 and t → +∞, B^H (x) → t(N − x)p = t B^K (x), D^H (x) → t(1 − p)x = t D^K (x), W (a, b; x) → N! x! (N − x)! p^x(1 − p)^{N−x} = W (p; x), P^H_n (x) =_3F_2 (−n, n + a + b − 1, −x a, −N | | | 1 ) →_2F_1 (−n, −x −N | | | p^{−1} ) = P^K_n (x). ([16].9.5.16)

Similarly the BD process of the multivariate Hahn polynomials goes to the BD process of the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials as shown

Theorem 3.1 By setting a_i = bp_i/q_i, c_i = bq_i, p_i, q_i > 0, i = 1, . . . , n, b → +∞, (3.1) the BD rates of the multivariate Hahn polynomials go to those of the multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials,

B^H_i (x) → b^2 ( N − |x| ) p_i = b^2B^K_i (x), D^H_i (x) → b^2q_ix_i = b^2D^K_i (x), i = 1, . . . , n, (3.2)

W (a, b; x) → N! x_1! · · · x_n!x_0! ∏_n i=1 (_{pi} q_i )_{xi} (1 + ∑_n i=1 p_i/q_i)^N = W (η; x). (3.3)

3.2 Krawtchouk → Charlier

It is also well known that the single variable Charlier polynomials are obtained from the Krawtchouk polynomials by setting p → N^{−1}p and N → +∞,

B^K (x) = (N − x)p → p = B^C (x), D^K (x) = (1 − p)x → x = D^C (x), W^K (p; x) → p^x x! e^{−p} = W^C (p; x),

P^K_n (x) =_2F_1 (−n, −x −N | | p_{−1}) →_2F_0(−n, −x − | | −p_{−1}) = P_{Cn} (x).

Remark 3.2 The same naive limit of N → ∞ destroys the multivariate interaction part (N − |x|) in B_j (x) of the multivariate Krawtchouk BD process. The outcome is the trivial direct product of the single variable Charlier BD processes, p_i → N^{−1}p_i, q_i → q_i, i = 1, . . . , n N → +∞ B^K_i (x) = (N − |x|)p_i → q_i(p_i/q_i) = q_iB^M_i (x), B^M_i (x) = p_i q_i x_i, D^K_i (x) = q_ix_i = q_iD^M_i (x), D^M_i (x) = x_i, W (η; x) → ∏_n i=1 (_{pi} q_i )_{xi} e^{− ∑ni=1 pi/qi} x_1! · · · x_n! = n∏ i=1 W^C (p_i/q_i; x_i).

Without the interactions with other variables, the additional parameters {q_i} play no role.

3.3 Hahn → Meixner

The single variable Meixner polynomial is obtained from the Hahn polynomial by a limiting process b → N(1 − b)b^{−1}, N → +∞, B^H (x) = (N − x)(x + a) → N(x + a) = Nb^{−1}B^M (x), B^M (x) = b(x + a), D^H (x) = (b + N − x)x → Nb^{−1}x = Nb^{−1}D^M (x), D^M (x) = x, W^H (a, b; x) → (a)_xb^x(1 − b)^a x! = W^M (a, b; x), P^H_n (x) =_3F_2 (−n, n + a + b − 1, −x a, −N | | 1 ) →_2F_1 (−n, −x a | | 1 − 1 b ) = P^M_n (x).

Remark 3.3 The same naive limit of N → ∞ destroys the multivariate interaction part (N − |x|) in B_j(x) and D_j (x) of the multivariate Hahn BD process. The outcome is the trivial direct product of the single variable Meixner BD processes, b → N(1 − b)b^{−1}, N → +∞, B^H_i (x) = c_i(N − |x|)(x_i + a_i) → c_iN(x_i + a_i) = Nb^{−1}B^M_i (x), B^M_i (x) = bc_i(x_i + a_i), D^H_i (x) = c_i(b + N − |x|)x_i → Nb^{−1}c_ix_i = Nb^{−1}D^M_i (x), D^M_i (x) = c_ix_i, W^H (a, b; x) → n∏ i=1 (a_i)_{xi} b^{xi} (1 − b)^{ai} x! = n∏ i=1 W^M (a_i, b; x). The additional parameters {c_i} play no role without mutual interactions.

Acknowledgements

RS thanks Mourad Ismail for inducing him to explore the mysterious maze of birth and death processes.

References

[1] Aomoto K., Kita M., Hypergeometric funtions, Springer, Berlin, 1994 (in Japanese). [2] Andrews G.E., Askey R. and Roy R., Special Functions, Encyclopedia of mathematics and its applications, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, (1999).

[3] Feller W., An Introduction to Probability Theory and its Applications, I, (2nd ed.), Wiley, New York, (1966).

[4] Gelfand I. M., “General theory of hypergeometric functions,” Sov. Math. Dokl. 33 (1986) 573-577.

[5] Griffiths R. C., “Orthogonal polynomials on the multinomial distribution,” Austral. J.

Statist. 13 (1971) 27–35.

[6] Griffiths R. C., “Multivariate Krawtchouk Polynomials and Composition Birth and Death Processes,” Symmetry 8 (2016) 33 19pp, arXiv:1603.00196[math.PR].

[7] Grünbaum F. A., “The Rahman polynomials are bispectral,” SIGMA 3 (2007) 065, 11pp, arXiv:0705.0468[math.CA].

[8] Grünbaum F. A. and Rahman M., “On a family of 2-variable orthogonal Krawtchouk polynomials,” SIGMA 6 (2010) 090, 12 pages, arXiv:1007.4327[math.CA].

[9] Grünbaum F. A. and Rahman M., “A System of multivariable Krawtchouk polynomials and a probabilistic application,” SIGMA 7 (2011) 119, 17pp, arXiv:1106.

1835[math.PR].

[10] Hoare M. R. and Rahman M., “A probabilistic origin for a new class of bivariate polynomials,” SIGMA 4 (2008), 089, 18 pages, arXiv:0812.3879[math.CA].

[11] Iliev P. and Xu Y., “Discrete orthogonal polynomials and difference equations of several variables,” Adv. Math. 212 (2007) 1-36, arXiv:math.CA/0508039.

[12] Iliev P. and Terwilliger P., “The Rahman polynomials and the Lie algebra sl_3(C),” Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364 (2012) 4225–4238, arXiv:1006.5062[math.RT].

[13] Iliev P., “A Lie theoretic interpretation of multivariate hypergeometric polynomials,” Compositio Math. 148 (2012) 991-1002, arXiv:1101.1683[math.RT].

[14] Ismail M. E. H., Classical and quantum orthogonal polynomials in one variable, Encyclopedia of mathematics and its applications, Cambridge, (2005).

[15] Karlin S. and McGregor J. L., “The differential equations of birth-and-death processes,” Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 85 (1957) 489-546; “Linear growth, birth-and-death processes,” J. Math. Mech. 7 (1958) 643–662; “Ehrenfest urn models,” J. Appl. Prob. 19 (1965) 477–487.

[16] Koekoek R., Lesky P. A. and Swarttouw R. F., Hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials and their q-analogues, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (2010).

[17] Mizukawa H., “Orthogonal relations for multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials,” SIGMA 7 (2011) 017 5pp, arXiv:1009.1203[math.CO].

[18] S. Odake and R. Sasaki, “Orthogonal Polynomials from Hermitian Matrices,” J. Math.

Phys. 49 (2008) 053503 (43 pp), arXiv:0712.4106[math.CA].

[19] R. Sasaki, “Exactly Solvable Birth and Death Processes,” J. Math. Phys. 50 (2009) 103509 (18 pp), arXiv:0903.3097[math-ph].

[20] R. Sasaki, “Multivariate Kawtchouk polynomials as Birth and Death polynomials,”

arXive:2305.08581[math.CA].

[21] Tratnik M.V., “Some multivariable orthogonal polynomials of the Askey tableaudiscrete families,” J. Math. Phys. 32 (1991) 2337-2342.

[22] Xu Y., “Hahn, Jacobi, and Krawtchouk polynomials of several variables,” Journal of Approximation Theory 195 (2015) 19-42, arXiv:1309.1510[math.CA].

[23] Zhedanov A., “9j-symbols of the oscillator algebra and Krawtchouk polynomials in two variables,” J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 30 (1997) 8337-8353.