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DISCRETE LEFT-DEFINITE HAMILTONIAN
SYSTEMS
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Abstract In this paper we consider an even-dimensional discrete Hamilto-
nian system on the set of nonnegative integers in the left-definite form. Using
the inertia indices of the hermitian form related with the solutions of the
equation we construct some maximal subspaces of the solution space. Af-
ter constructing some ellipsoids preserving nesting properties we introduce a
lower bound for the number of Dirichlet-summable solutions of the equation.
Moreover we introduce a limit-point criterion.
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1. Introduction
This paper aims to introduce a way to handle and a lower bound for the number of
linearly independent summable-square solutions of the following 2m−dimensional
discrete left-definite Hamiltonian system

J(n+ 1)y(n+ 1)− J(n)y(n) = λA(n)ỹ(n) +B(n)ỹ(n), n ∈ N, (1.1)

where N = {0, 1, 2, ...} , y(n) is a 2m× 1 vector-function such that y(n) =

y1(n)
y2(n)


with m × 1 vector-functions y1 and y2, ỹ(n) =

y1(n+ 1)

y2(n)

 , J, A,B are 2m × 2m

matrix-functions such that

J(n) =

 0 −E∗(n)

E(n) 0

 , A(n) =

P (n) 0

0 0

 , B(n) =

−K(n) L(n)

M(n) N(n)

 .

Here E,P,K,L,M,N are m ×m matrix-functions, and the basic assumptions are
as follows:

(i) E(n) is nonsingular on N, and P ∗(n) = P (n), n ∈ N,
(ii) E(n+ 1)−M(n) is invertible for each n ∈ N,
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(iii) K∗(n) = K(n) ≥ 0, N∗(n) = N(n) ≥ 0, n ∈ N, but not both zero at any
n ∈ N,

(iv) E(n+ 1)− E(n) = M(n)− L∗(n), n ∈ N.
(ii) and (iv) also imply that E(n)− L∗(n) is invertible on N.

If J(n) is chosen as a constant matrix for each n ∈ N then (1.1) takes the form

Jy(n+ 1)− Jy(n) = λA(n)ỹ(n) +B(n)ỹ(n), n ∈ N, (1.2)

and (iv) requires that M(n) = L∗(n), n ∈ N. Eq. (1.2) with

J =

 0 −Im

Im 0

 , A(n) =

P (n) 0

0 Q(n)

 ≥ 0, B∗(n) = B(n) =

K(n) L∗(n)

L(n) N(n)


such that Im is the m×m identity matrix and Im−L(n) is invertible for each n ∈ N
has been studied by Shi [26] (also see [16, 24, 25, 28, 31]). (1.2) is a right-definite
Hamiltonian system because the weight matrix A(x) is a nonnegative matrix. Us-
ing the nested-circles approach introduced by Hinton and Shaw [10, 11, 15] for the
following continuous Hamiltonian system

Jy′ = λA(x)y +B(x)y, x ∈ [a, b), (1.3)

where J is a 2m × 2m constant matrix with J∗ = −J, A(x), B(x) are 2m × 2m
locally integrable functions on [a, b) with A∗(x) = A(x) ≥ 0, B∗(x) = B(x) and y
is a 2m × 1 locally absolutely continuous vector-function, Shi introduced a lower
bound for the number of linearly independent summable-square solutions of (1.2).

At this stage we shall note that Hinton and Shaws’ approach is very similar
with the approach of Weyl [33] who introduced a lower bound for the number of
linearly independent integrable-square solutions of the following scalar right-definite
second-order equation

−(py′)′ + qy = λwy, x ∈ [0,∞),

where p, q, w (w > 0) are real-valued locally integrable functions. In the paper [34]
Weyl also shared an idea for the Dirichlet-integrable functions on [0,∞) as∫ ∞

0

p |y′|2 + q |y|2 .

If p and q are chosen as nonnegative functions on [0,∞) then one obtains a left-
definite equation and now the weight function w may have positive and negative
signs on the subintervals of [0,∞). Weyl’s results have been generalized by Kodaira
[14], Kimura and Takahasi [13], Everitt [6, 7], Pleijel [20, 21], and the others to
the right and left-definite higher-order formally symmetric differential equations.
However, it should be noted that some of the ways introduced in these papers differ
from the others.

We shall note that Eq. (1.2) contains the following right-definite Hamiltonian
system introduced by Clark and Gesztasy [4] 0 ρ(k)S+

ρ−(k)S− 0

 y(k) = λA(k)y(k) +B(k)y(k), k ∈ N ∪ {−N} ,
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where y(k) is a 2m× r matrix, 1 ≤ r ≤ 2m, S±y(k) = y(k± 1), ρ−S− is the formal
adjoint of ρS+, ρ is a m×m nonsingular hermitian matrix, A(k) ≥ 0, B∗(k) = B(k),
such that

A(k) =

A11(k) A12(k)

A21(k) A22(k)

 , B(k) =

B11(k) B12(k)

B∗
12(k) B22(k)

 = B∗(k),

λA12(k) +B12(k) is invertible for k ∈ N ∪ {−N} .
Although there are many results on right-definite equations (the readers may

also see the papers [1–3, 5, 8, 9, 22, 23, 27, 30, 32]) there are only a few papers on
left-definite discrete (scalar) equations. Indeed, Shi and Yan [29] considered the
following scalar left-definite equation

−p(n)y(n+ 1) + (p(n− 1) + p(n) + q(n))y(n)− p(n− 1)y(n− 1) = λw(n)y(n),

on a finite discrete set together with some boundary conditions, where p(n−1) ≥ 0,
p(n− 1) + q(n) > 0 on this set. This approach has been followed by Ma, Gao and
their colleagues [17–19].

It seems that there is not any work on left-definite discrete Hamiltonian system
even in the case that J is a constant matrix in (1.1). In this paper we will introduce
a lower bound for the number of linearly independent summable-square solutions
in the Dirichlet sense of (1.1). For this purpose we will use the hermitian forms and
inertia indices of that forms that will help us to construct some maximal subspaces
of the solution space and then we will be able to introduce a theorem on the number
of summable-square solutions of the Eq. (1.1). We shall note that this way has been
introduced by Pleijel [20,21] for scalar continuous formally symmetric right and left-
definite differential equations. Finally we will introduce a limit-point criterion.

2. Hermitian forms
In this section we will introduce some basic results on the left-definite equation and
hermitian form together with its inertia indices.

Eq. (1.1) can be handled as

−E∗(n+1)y2(n+1)+E∗(n)y2(n)+K(n)y1(n+1)−L(n)y2(n)=λP (n)y1(n+1),

E(n+ 1)y1(n+ 1)− E(n)y1(n)−M(n)y1(n+ 1)−N(n)y2(n) = 0.

(2.1)
Existence and uniqueness of the solutions of (1.1) follow from the assumptions
(i)− (iv) and (2.1). Indeed, (2.1) can be handled as

y(n+ 1, λ) = S(n, λ)y(n, λ),

where

S(n, λ) =

S11(n, λ) S12(n, λ)

S21(n, λ) S22(n, λ)

 ,

S11(n, λ) = (E(n + 1) − M(n))−1E(n), S12(n, λ) = (E(n + 1) − M(n))−1N(n),
S21(n, λ) = −E∗−1(n + 1)(λP (n) − K(n))(E(n + 1) − M(n))−1E(n), S22(n, λ) =
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−E∗−1(n+1)(λP (n)−K(n))(E(n+1)−M(n))−1N(n)−E∗−1(n+1)(L(n)−E∗(n)).
Using (i)− (iv) one gets easily the equation

S∗(n, λ)J(n+ 1)S(n, λ) = J(n).

Let y = y(n, λ) and z = z(n, µ) be the solutions of (1.1) corresponding to the
parameters λ and µ, respectively. Using (2.1) and the assumptions (i) − (iv) one
gets that

r∑
n=s

µz̃∗(n)A(n)ỹ(n)

=

r∑
n=s

{−z∗2(n+ 1)E(n+ 1)y1(n+ 1)

+z∗2(n) (E(n)− L∗(n)) y1(n+ 1) + z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)}

=

r∑
n=s

{−z∗2(n+ 1)E(n+ 1)y1(n+ 1) + z∗2(n) (E(n+ 1)−M(n)) y1(n+ 1)

+z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)} =

r∑
n=s

{−z∗2(n+ 1)E(n+ 1)y1(n+ 1)

+z∗2(n) (E(n) +N(n)) y1(n) + z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)}

=

r∑
n=s

{−z∗2(n+ 1)E(n+ 1)y1(n+ 1) + z∗2(n)E(n)y1(n) + z∗2(n)N(n)y2(n)

+z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)} ,

(2.2)

and, similarly
r∑

n=s

λz̃∗(n)A(n)ỹ(n)

=

r∑
n=s

{−z∗1(n+ 1)E∗(n+ 1)y2(n+ 1)

+z∗1(n+ 1) (E∗(n)− L(n)) y2(n) + z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)}

=

r∑
n=s

{−z∗1(n+ 1)E∗(n+ 1)y2(n+ 1) + z∗1(n+ 1) (E∗(n+ 1)−M∗(n)) y2(n)

+z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)} =

r∑
n=s

{−z∗1(n+ 1)E∗(n+ 1)y2(n+ 1)

+z∗1(n)E
∗(n)y2(n) + z∗2(n)N(n)y2(n) + z∗1(n+ 1)K(n)y1(n+ 1)} .

(2.3)
From (2.2) and (2.3) we obtain that

λ

r∑
n=s

z̃∗(n)A(n)ỹ(n)

= −z∗1(r + 1)E∗(r + 1)y2(r + 1) + z∗1(s)E
∗(s)y2(s)

+

r∑
n=s

[
z∗1(n+ 1) z∗2(n)

]K(n)

N(n)

 y1(n+ 1)

y2(n)


(2.4)
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and

µ

r∑
n=s

z̃∗(n)A(n)ỹ(n)

= −z∗2(r + 1)E(r + 1)y1(r + 1) + z∗2(s)E(s)y1(s)

+

r∑
n=s

[
z∗1(n+ 1) z∗2(n)

]K(n)

N(n)

 y1(n+ 1)

y2(n)

 .

(2.5)

For f = f(n) =

f1(n)
f2(n)

 , g = g(n) =

g1(n)
g2(n)

 we shall adopt the notation

⟨f, g⟩ |rn=s=

r∑
n=s

[
g∗1(n+ 1) g∗2(n)

]K(n)

N(n)

 f1(n+ 1)

f2(n)

 .

(2.4) and (2.5) imply that

λ− µ

i
⟨y, z⟩ |rn=s= [yλ, zµ] |r+1

s , (2.6)

where [yλ, zµ] |r+1
s := [yλ, zµ](r + 1)− [yλ, zµ](s) and

[yλ, zµ](k) :=
[
µz∗1(k) z

∗
2(k)

]
(J(k)/i)

λy1(k)
y2(k)

 . (2.7)

Let D be a set of all functions y = y(n, λ) satisfying (1.1). It is clear that
(2.7) represents a hermitian form. Hermitian forms can be used to construct some
maximal subspaces of D. However, before constructing these subspaces we shall
write the following form with the aid of (2.7)

2[yλ, yλ](n) = (λy1(n) + iE∗(n)y2(n))
∗(λy1(n) + iE∗(n)y2(n))

−(λy1(n)− iE∗(n)y2(n))
∗(λy1(n)− iE∗(n)y2(n)).

(2.8)

(2.8) implies that the hermitian form [., .](n) := [h, h](n) at a point n ∈ N can
be introduced as a sum of i+(n) squares of absolute values minus i−(n) squares of
absolute values from i+(n) + i−(n) linearly independent linear forms, where

i+(n) ≤ m, i−(n) ≤ m. (2.9)

Indeed, the inequalities in (2.9) come from Sylvester’s positive and negative inertia
indices of a hermitian form and they, in general, depent on the point n ∈ N. However,
following lemma shows that these indices are independent from n ∈ N.

Lemma 2.1. Let i+(n) and i−(n) be the positive and negative inertia indices,
respectively, of the hermitian form [., .](n) defined on D at n ∈ N. Then
i+(n) = i−(n) = m.
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Proof. From (2.6) we have

2 Imλ ⟨y, y⟩ |rn=s= [yλ, yλ](r + 1)− [yλ, yλ](s). (2.10)

Let the positive and negative inertia indices of [yλ, yλ](r + 1) and [yλ, yλ](s) be
(i+(r + 1), i−(r + 1)) and (i+(s), i−(s)), respectively. Then the right-hand side of
(2.10) is the subtraction of i+(s)+ i−(r+1) squares from i+(r+1)+ i−(s) squares.
Clearly

i+(s) + i−(r + 1) ≤ 2m and i+(r + 1) + i−(s) ≤ 2m. (2.11)

In the case, for instance, i+(r+1)+ i−(s) < 2m that we may assume that there is a
positive dimensional subspace on which i+(r + 1) + i−(s) squares equals zero. But
then the left-hand side of (2.10) is nonzero for Imλ ̸= 0 while the right-hand side
of (2.10) is zero. Hence y ≡ 0. Consequently, (2.9) and (2.11) completes the proof.

3. Maximal subspaces
In this section we will construct some subspaces of D on which the sign of the
hermitian form [., .](n) will be fixed for each n ∈ N.

Since the inertia indices i+ and i− of the hermitian form [., .](n) on D are equal
at any point n ∈ N there should exist an m−dimensional subspace D0 of D at
n = 0 such that [yλ, zλ](0) = 0 for every y = y(n, λ), z = z(n, λ) belonging to this
subspace. This subspace is maximal with respect to the hermitian form [., .](0) at
n = 0. Hence

[fλ, fλ](0) = 0, f ∈ D0.

Now we shall consider m−dimensional subspaces D−
r and D+

r of D on which
the hermitian form [., .] satisfies, respectively, [., .](r+ 1) ≤ 0 and [., .](r+ 1) ≥ 0 at
n = r + 1.

Let y(n, λ) ∈ D0 ∩D−
r . Using (2.6) one gets for Imλ > 0 that y = 0. Hence

D = D0 ⊕D−
r , Imλ > 0. (3.1)

Similarly, for y(n, λ) ∈ D0 ∩D+
r we find for Imλ < 0 that y = 0 and the following

representation holds
D = D0 ⊕D+

r , Imλ < 0. (3.2)

Let η1, ..., ηm be a base of D0. Hence a function η of D0 has the representation

η =

m∑
k=1

c̃kηk, c̃k constant. (3.3)

Now consider a function y(n, λ) ∈ D for Imλ > 0. Then according to (3.1) y has
the representation

y = η + δ,

where η ∈ D0, δ ∈ D−
r . Using (2.6) we get the following inequality

[y − η, y − η](0) + 2 Imλ ⟨y − η, y − η⟩ |r0≤ 0, (3.4)
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or with the aid of (3.3) we get that[
y −

m∑
k=1

c̃kηk, y −
m∑

k=1

c̃kηk

]
(0)+2 Imλ

〈
y −

m∑
k=1

c̃kηk, y −
m∑

k=1

c̃kηk

〉
|r0≤ 0. (3.5)

Let us denote by E(r) the set of all m−tuples c̃ = (c̃1, ..., c̃m) ∈ Cm satisfying
(3.5) and it is not empty by (3.3) and (3.4).

Lemma 3.1. The sets E(r) are nested as r grows.

Proof. The proof follows from (3.4) or (3.5) by considering two positive integers
r and r1 with r < r1.

Corollary 3.1. E(∞) :=limr→∞ E(r) contains at least an m−tuple c=(c1, ..., cm)∈
Cm.

Now using this c = (c1, ..., cm) ∈ Cm we obtain from (3.4) and (3.5) that

[y − η, y − η](0) + 2 Imλ ⟨y − η, y − η⟩ |∞0 ≤ 0, Imλ > 0. (3.6)

For Imλ < 0 using (3.2) and similar steps given above we can introduce the
following.

Theorem 3.1. Let y = y(n, λ) be a solution of (1.1) for Imλ ̸= 0. Then one may
find a solution η = η(n, λ) of (1.1) belonging to D0 such that the inequality

⟨y − η, y − η⟩ |∞0 < ∞

holds.

Let y1, ..., ym be a completion of η1, ..., ηm ∈ D0 to a base of D. Then each
yk − ηk, 1 ≤ k ≤ m, should be summable-square and hence we obtain the following.

Theorem 3.2. Eq. (1.1) has at least m−linearly independent solutions f = f(n, λ)
for Imλ ̸= 0 satisfying

⟨f, f⟩ |∞0 < 0. (3.7)
Hinton and Shaw [12] characterized the limit

lim
x→∞

y∗1(x, λ)Jy2(x, λ) = 0

as the limit-point case for (1.3), where y1(x, λ) and y2(x, λ) are the solutions of
(1.3) corresponding to λ and λ, respectively.

For the discrete Hamiltonian system (1.1) we shall define the case

lim
n→∞

[yλ, zµ](n) = 0 (3.8)

as the limit-point case, where y = y(n, λ), z = z(n, µ) ∈ D[N], where Imλ ̸= 0,
Imµ ̸= 0, D[N] is a subset of D consisting of all functions f satisfying (3.7). Then
we may introduce the following.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that J(n) is bounded on N andK(n)

N(n)

 ≥ γI2m, n ∈ N, (3.9)
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where I2m is the identity matrix of dimension 2m and γ > 0. Then (3.8) holds for
y(n, λ), z(n, µ) ∈ D[N].

Proof. Since y, z ∈ D[N], [yλ, zµ](∞) := limn→∞[yλ, zµ](n) is finite by (2.6).
We shall assume that

[yλ, zµ](∞) ̸= 0. (3.10)
Using (3.9) we obtain that

∞∑
n=0

ỹ∗(n)

K(n)

N(n)

 ỹ(n) ≥ γ

∞∑
n=0

(
|y1(n+ 1)|2 + |y2(n)|2

)
. (3.11)

Moreover we have∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∑

n=0

[
µz∗1(n) z

∗
2(n)

]
J(n)

λy1(n)
y2(n)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ const.

2∑
t=1

( ∞∑
n=0

|zt(n)|2
)1/2( ∞∑

n=0

|y3−t(n)|2
)1/2

.

(3.12)

(3.11) implies that (3.12) is finite. However, this contradicts to (3.10) and this
completes the proof.

4. Titchmarsh-Weyl function
We shall consider the following 2m×2m matrix function whose columns are linearly
independent solutions of (1.1)

Y =
[
U V

]
=

U1 V1

U2 V2

 (4.1)

satisfying Y(0) = I2m, where U =

U1

U2

 , V =

V1

V2

 are 2m × m matrices,

U1, U2, V1, V2 are m×m matrices and

U =
[
u1 · · · um

]
, V =

[
v1 · · · vm

]
.

Here u1, ..., um, v1, ..., vm are 2m× 1 vector-functions.
A direct calculation shows that

[Vλ, Vλ](0) = O,

where O is the m×m zero matrix. This implies that v1, ..., vm belong to D0. Hence
from Theorem 3.1 we get that

∞∑
n=0

Ψ̃∗(n)

K(n)

N(n)

 Ψ̃(n) < ∞, Imλ ̸= 0,
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where Ψ(n) = U(n)− V (n)H, H is a m×m matrix as

H =


c11 · · · cm1

...
...

c1m · · · cmm

 ,

Ψ(n) =

Ψ1(n)

Ψ2(n)

 and Ψ̃(n) =

Ψ1(n+ 1)

Ψ2(n)

 .

We shall note that H is the Titchmarsh-Weyl matrix.
For Imλ ̸= 0 we shall define the following

Y∗

Λ∗

Im

 (J/i)

Λ
Im

Y = ε

A B∗

B C

 , (4.2)

where Λ is the m × m matrix defined by Λ = diag {λ, ..., λ} , A,B,C are m × m
matrices, ε = 1 when Imλ > 0 and ε = −1 when Imλ < 0.

Theorem 4.1. For sufficiently large r , C(r) > 0.

Proof. Using (4.1) and (4.2) one may see that

C(n) = V ∗(n)

Λ∗

Im

 (J(n)/i)

Λ
Im

V (n). (4.3)

On the other side we have

V ∗(r)

Λ∗

Im

 (J(r)/i)

Λ
Im

V (r) =

 2 Imλ ⟨V, V ⟩ |r−1
0 , Imλ > 0,

−2 Imλ ⟨V, V ⟩ |r−1
0 , Imλ < 0.

(4.4)

Now (4.3) and (4.4) complete the proof.

Corollary 4.1. As r increases C(r) nondecreases.

Theorem 4.2. Let there exist s−linearly independent solutions of (1.1), m ≤ s ≤
2m, satisfying (3.7) and let µ1(r) ≤ ... ≤ µm(r) be the eigenvalues of C(r). Then
as r → ∞, µ1(∞) ≤ ... ≤ µ(s−m)(∞) remain finite and the others go to infinity,
where µk(∞) := limr→∞ µk(r).

Proof. Let er be an unit eigenvector of C(r) and we shall set Ψ(n) = V (n)er.
Then one gets that

2 Imλ ⟨Ψ,Ψ⟩ |r−1
0 = e∗rV

∗(r)

Λ∗

Im

 (J(r)/i)

Λ
Im

V (r)er

=

 µ(r), Imλ > 0,

−µ(r), Imλ < 0,
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where µ(r) < ∞. Hence we obtain that

⟨Ψ,Ψ⟩ |r−1
0 ≤ µ(r)

|2 Imλ|
< ∞.

Since m−linearly independent summable-square solutions come from Ψ(n) = U(n)−
V (n)H we complete the proof.

Using (3.6) we may also introduce the following.

Theorem 4.3. Following inequality holds

2 Imλ ⟨Ψ(n),Ψ(n)⟩ |∞0 ≤ iλH∗E(0)− iλE∗(0)H.

5. Conclusion and remarks
In this paper we have introduced an approach to handle an even-dimensional discrete
Hamiltonian system (1.1) and using Pleijel’s idea [20], [21] we have shared a lower
bound for the number of Dirichlet-summable solutions of (1.1). For this purpose
we have constructed a nullspace D0. We should note that we could also use some
non-nullspaces. Indeed, let us denote by D−

0 and D+
0 m−dimensional subspaces of

D on which the hermitian form [., .] has a certain sign as [., .](0) ≤ 0 and [., .](0) ≥ 0,
respectively. For y(n, λ) ∈ D+

0 ∩D−
r with Imλ > 0 one gets that y = 0 and hence

D = D+
0 ⊕D−

r , Imλ > 0. (5.1)

Similarly one obtains the representation

D = D−
0 ⊕D+

r , Imλ < 0. (5.2)

Using similar steps introduced in section 3 we can construct nested-ellipsoids and
hence a lower bound for the number of Dirichlet-summable solutions of (1.1) with
the aid of the functions belonging to (5.1) and (5.2).

References
[1] C. D. Ahlbrandt and A. C. Peterson, Discrete Hamiltonian Systems: Differ-

ence Equations, Continued Fractions, and Riccati Equations, Kluwer Academic
Publishers, Boston, 1996.

[2] N. I. Akhiezer, The Classical Moment Problem and Some Related Questions in
Analysis, Hafner Publ. Comp., New York, 1965.

[3] J. M. Berezanskiĭ, Expansions in Eigenfunctions of Selfadjoint Operators,
Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, Rhoda Island, 1968.

[4] S. Clark and F. Gesztesy, On Weyl-Titchmarsh theory for singular finite dif-
ference Hamiltonian systems, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 2004, 171, 151–184.

[5] J. J. Dennis and H. S. Wall, The limit-circle case for a positive definite J-
fraction, Duke Math. J., 1945, 12, 255–273.

[6] W. N. Everitt, Fourth order singular differential equations, Math. Ann., 1964,
156, 9–24.



1188 E. Uğurlu

[7] W. N. Everitt, Integrable-square, analytic solutions of odd-order, formally sym-
metric, ordinary differential equations, Proc. LondonbMath. Soc., 1972, 25(3),
156–182.

[8] E. D. Hellinger and H. S. Wall, Contributions to the analytic theory of continued
fractions and infinite matrices, Annals of Math., 1943, 44, 103–127.

[9] E. Hellinger, Zur Stieltjesschen Ketten bruchtheorie, Math. Ann., 1922, 86,
18–29.

[10] D. B. Hinton and J. K. Shaw, Titchmarsh-Weyl theory for Hamiltonian systems,
Spectral Theory Diff. Op., North Holland, I. W. Knowles and R. E. Lewis, eds.,
1981, 219–230.

[11] D. B. Hinton and J. K. Shaw, On boundary value problems for Hamiltonian
systems with two singular points, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 1984, 15, 272–286.

[12] D. B. Hinton and J. K. Shaw, On Titchmarsh-Weyl M(λ)-functions for linear
Hamiltonian systems, J. Differ. Equ., 1981, 40, 316–342.

[13] T. Kimura and M. Takahasi, Sur les opérataurs differentiels ordinaires linéaires
formellement autoadjoints I, Funkcialaj Ekvacioj, Serio Internacia, 1965, 7, 35–
90.

[14] K. Kodaira, On ordinary differential equations of any even order and the cor-
responding eigenfunction expansions, Amer. J. Math., 1950, 72, 502–544.

[15] A. M. Krall, M(λ) theory for singular Hamiltonian systems with one singular
point, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 1989, 20, 664–700.

[16] Y. Liu and Y. Shi, Stability of deficiency indices of Hermitian subspaces under
relatively bounded perturbations, Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 2020, DOI:
10.1080/03081087.2020.1760194

[17] R. Ma, C. Gao and Y. Lu, Spectrum theory of second-order difference equations
with indefinite weight, J. Spectral Theory, 2018, 8, 971–985.

[18] R. Ma, C. Gao, X. Han and X. Chen, Global structure of positive solutions of a
discrete problem with sign-changing weight, Discreet Dynamics in Nature and
Society, 2011, 2011, Article ID: 624157.

[19] R. Ma and C. Gao, Spectrum of discrete second-order difference operator with
sign-changing weight and its applications, Discreet Dynamics in Nature and
Society, 2014, 2014, Article ID: 590968.

[20] A. Pleijel, Some remarks about the limit point and limit circle theory, Ark. för
Mat., 1968, 7, 543–550.

[21] A. Pleijel, A survey of spectral theory for pairs of ordinary differential opera-
tors, Spectral Theory of Differential Equations, Lecture Notes in Mathematics,
Springer, Berlin, 1975, 448.

[22] G. Ren and Y. Shi, Defect indices and definiteness conditions for a class of
discrete linear Hamiltonian systems, Appl. Math. Comput., 2011, 218, 3414–
3429.

[23] G. Ren and Y. Shi, Self-adjoint extensions for discrete linear Hamiltonian
systems, Linear. Algeb. Appl., 2014, 454, 1–48.

[24] G. Ren, Stability of index for linear relations and its applications, Indagationes
Mathematicae, 2018, 29, 657–670.



Discrete left-definite Hamiltonian systems 1189

[25] P. Sepitka and R. S. Hilscher, Dominant and recessive solutions at infinity and
genera of conjoined bases for discrete symplectic systems, J. Diff. Equat. Appl.,
2017, 23(4), 657–698.

[26] Y. Shi, Weyl-Titchmarsh theory for a class of discrete linear Hamiltonian sys-
tems, Linear Algeb. Appl., 2006, 416, 452–519.

[27] Y. Shi and H. Sun, Self-adjoint extensions for second-order symmetric linear
difference equations, Linear Alg. Appl., 2011, 434, 903–930.

[28] Y. Shi, G. Xu and G. Ren, Boundedness and closedness of linear relations,
Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 2018, 66, 309–333.

[29] G. Shi and R. Yan, Spectral theory of left definite difference operators, J. Math.
Anal. Appl., 2008, 337, 116–122.

[30] H. Sun and Y. Shi, Spectral properties of singular discrete linear Hamiltonian
systems, J. Differ. Equs Appl., 2014, 20, 379–405.

[31] H. Sun and Y. Shi, On essential spectra of singular linear Hamiltonian systems,
Linear Algeb. Appl., 2015, 469, 204–229.

[32] H. S. Wall and M. Wetzel, Contributions to the analytic theory of J-fractions,
Trans. Amer: Math. Soc., 1944, 55, 373–392.

[33] H. Weyl, Über gewöhnliche Differentialgleichungen mit Singularitäten und die
zugehörigen Entwicklungen willkürlicher Funktionen, Math. Ann., 1910, 68,
220–269.

[34] H. Weyl, Über gewöhnliche lineare differentialgleichwgen mit singulären stellen
und ihne eigenfunktionen (2. note), Gött. Nachr., 29 (1910), 442-467.


