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Operational Umbral Calculus
Kei Beauduin

Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the power of nearly purely operational techniques in the study
of umbral calculus. We present a concise reconstruction of the theory based on a systematic
use of linear operators, with particular attention to umbral operators. We also give an in-depth
study of the generating functions associated to umbral calculus, and show how these lead to
short proofs of several advanced results, including the Lagrange-Biirmann inversion theorem.
Finally, we discuss pseudoinverses for delta operators and illustrate our methods with a variety
of examples.
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1 Introduction

At its inception, umbral calculus comprised a set of informal but powerful techniques devised
by Blissard in the late 19th century. These techniques mainly involved manipulating the indices
and exponents of certain number sequences, particularly Bernoulli numbers, while exploiting the
properties of exponents. Despite yielding new identities, these techniques initially faced skepticism
from the scientific community due to their lack of rigor.

In the early 1970s, Rota et al. [21, 28] laid the first rigorous foundation for umbral calculus
through its integration with Pincherle and Amaldi’s insights on linear operators [24] and the theory
of Sheffer sequences. The latter was a theory about certain polynomial sequences, independently
developed in different directions by Sheffer [29] and Steffensen [31], generalizing that of Appell [1].
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Consequently, numerous novel frameworks for the study of umbral calculus emerged. Notably,
in collaboration with Roman, Rota further developed the notion in [26] that the informal methods
of the 19th century could be elucidated by linear forms over the set of polynomials, referred to as
linear functionals. As the theory evolved, umbral calculus increasingly diverged from its origins,
prompting Rota and Taylor to construct what they designated as the Classical umbral calculus [27],
representing the first successful axiomatic foundation for the umbral calculus of the 19th century.
The relevant survey [9], containing hundreds of references, details the history on that subject.

The aim of this manuscript is to extend the foundational work established by Rota in his seminal
papers with a closer study of the coefficients of basic polynomial sequences and an emphasis on
linear operators.

In Sections 2 and 3, we will follow Rota’s initial approach to develop the fundamental tools from
[28], starting with the definition of delta operators, while incorporating a more systematic use of
linear operators. For example, we will introduce bivariate characterizations of the shift-invariant,
umbral and Sheffer operators, which will simplify some proofs. In Section 4, we will conduct an
in-depth study of the coefficients of basic sets as well as the generating functions aspect of umbral
calculus. These results will be applied to derive some deeper theorems of the umbral calculus.
Subsequently in Section 5, we will construct pseudoinverses for delta operators, we coined sigma
operators. They are related to the Euler-Maclaurin summation formula and fractional summation.
Finally, numerous classic examples will be discussed in Section 6.

2 Definitions and first results

This section introduces the main objects of study: delta, umbral and Sheffer operators. Their con-
struction will be followed by proofs of their basic properties, which will enhance our understanding
of them. These insights will pave the way to demonstrate the equivalence between basicness and
binomial type for polynomial sequences.

2.1 Preliminaries

In this paper, our focus lies on the C-algebra of univariate polynomials, denoted by C|z], and on
the C-algebra of formal univariate power series, denoted by C[z] > C[z]. We denote by £(V) the
set of endomorphisms over a C-vector space V' and an operator refers to as a member of £(C[z]).
The definitions for the elementary operators are provided in Figure 2.1.

Name Notation Definition
Identity 1 1f:x— f(x)
Evaluation at zero g Ef :x— f(0)
Evaluation (a € C) gl E@Wf x— f(a)
Scalar (c € C) c cf :x— cf (z)
Multiplication bq xfix— xf(x)
Shift (a € C) E“* E®f:x— f(x +a)
Derivative D Df:zv— %(;)

Figure 1: Elementary operators

It is customary to represent the composition and the application linear function as an implicit
product, such that (x o D)(f)(z) is more succinctly expressed as xD f(x). This notation is par-
ticularly intuitive when viewing operators as a generalization of scalar multiplication. It is good
practice to use a different symbol than x to represent the multiplication operator x, as in our no-
tations, xf(x +1) = (x+ 1) f(xz + 1) rather than = f(x + 1) that one might expect. By slight abuse
of notation, we denote the identity as “1” rather than “I”, as it can be interpreted as a special case
of the scalar operator with ¢ = 1.

In multivariate settings, we will distinguish operators by indexing the variable to which they
apply. By default, operators are applied to the variable x. In other words, if U is an operator,
U, = U. Note that operators acting on different variables commute. Additionally, for n € N, we
define the n-th coefficient in the Taylor series of f(z) using the common notation [z"]. In our



operators, this can be expressed as
1
[2"1f(2) = —ED" f(2). (1)

2.2 Polynomial sequences and invertible operators

For n € N, let C,[z] be the set of polynomials p(x) with a single variable x of degree degp(z)
less than or equal to n. A sequence of polynomials (p,(z))nen is said to be a polynomial sequence
{pn () }nen if, for all positive integers n, degp,(x) = n. The fact that (pg(z))o<r<n is a basis for
Cpr[z] leads to the following proposition.

PrRoPOSITION 2.1. IfU,V € L(C[z]) then U =V if and only if for some polynomial sequence
{Pn (@) fnen, Upn(x) = Vpy(x) for all positive integers n.

Now let £ C L(C[z]) to be the set of operators that preserve the polynomial degree upon
application.

Definition 2.1. A polynomial sequence {p,(x)}nen is said to be unitary when the polynomials are
monic, i.e., [t"]pn(z) =1 for all n € N.

For every operator in ¢ € ﬁ, we define its associated polynomial sequence {¢,(z)}nen by
on(z) = pa™. As @ preserves the degree of polynomials, it induces a transformation between
bases of C[z]. Consequently, the ensuing proposition is valid.

PROPOSITION 2.2. [f ¢y € ﬁ, then ¢ has an inverse denoted by p~'. Therefore, L a (non-
abelian) group.

A special type of polynomial sequence that can be subjected to study via umbral calculus is
polynomial sequences of binomial type.
Definition 2.2. We say {p,(x)}nen is of binomial type if for alln € N

n

patet0) =3 () m@m-ito) )

k=0

It is worth noting that there are two ways to view this functional equation. By setting ¢, (z) :=
pn(x)/n!; we can infer a convolution identity

n

t(z+y) = ae(@)gn-r(y). (3)

k=0

Both conventions are used in the literature [28, 7], but it will appear evident that the original
convention is operationally more convenient.

THEOREM 2.1. For ¢ € L, the application ¢ — {on(x) bnen is bijective.

Proof. Injectivity follows from Proposition 2.1. For the surjectivity, suppose that we have a
polynomial sequence {p,(7)}nen. We define ¢ by ¢(2") = p,(v) extended by linearity to all
polynomials. By definition, ¢ does not affect the degree, so ¢ € L. |

We designate p € £ as the inverse of the map in Theorem 2.1 for {p,()}nen, and extend the
notion of unitarity to operators in £ by saying that p is unitary if and only if {pn(z)} nen is unitary.
We aim to present bivariate characterizations of some known classes of operators. It is observed
that many of the operators studied in umbral calculus are characterized in bivariate settings. A
notable instance is the operator that maps monomials to sequences of binomial-type polynomials.

PROPOSITION 2.3 ([34, §4.2]). A polynomial sequence {p,(x)}nen is of binomial type if and
only if, for two variables ,y, Pyty = PPy in Clz + y].

Proof.  On the one hand, py4y(z +y)™ = pn(x + y), while on the other hand

Papy( +y)" = papy zn: <Z> why" = zn: (Z) Pr(2)pn—k(y) = pulz +y).

k=0 k=0



2.3 Delta operators

The construction of the original umbral calculus [21, 28] was performed on the basis of delta
operators. This method is arguably the simplest and the easiest to motivate, as our main primary
concern is to generalize the equation Dz™ = na"™"! to Qp,(x) = np,_1(x). Furthermore, this
construction is based on very few natural axioms. This somewhat contrasts with the approach
taken in the subsequent work by Rota and Roman [26] which relies on linear functionals. As far
as we know the two approaches are completely equivalent.

We begin by introducing one of the defining property of delta operators.

Definition 2.3 (shift-invariance). An operator U € L(C[z]) is said to be shift-invariant if it
commutes with E* for all a.

Example 2.1. The simplest example of shift-invariant operators is, of course, E*. Another ex-
ample is the derivative operator D. However, the multiplication operator x is not shift-invariant.

We rapidly mention the second bivariate characterization that will be useful in the subsequent
sections.

PROPOSITION 2.4. An operator U is shift-invariant if and only if, for two variables x and y,
Uy = Uy in Clz +y].
Proof. The equivalence is explained by the shift-invariance property that EYU, = U, EY and the
general identity for operators: EYU, = U,y EY. |
Definition 2.4 (delta operator). An operator Q is called a delta operator if Q is shift-invariant
and Qx = ¢ for some constant ¢ # 0. If c =1, we say that Q is unitary.

Example 2.2. After the derivative operator D, the second most important (unitary) delta operator
is the forward difference operator A, defined by Af(z) = f(x + 1) — f(z). Writing A = F — 1,
E := E', it can be easily checked that A is shift-invariant.

PROPOSITION 2.5 (|28, Props. 2.1 and 2.2]). If Q is a delta operator, then
(a) foraeC, Qa=0.
(b) for a nonconstant polynomial p(z), deg Qp(x) = degp(x) — 1.
Proof.
(a) We make a single use of all the properties of @
Qa+c=Qa+Qr=Q(a+2)=QE% = E'Qx = E%c =c,
hence Qa = 0.
(b) For n > 0, let ¢(x) = Qz™. For any a
q(z + a) = E%(x) = E*Qa" = QE*2" = Q(z + a)"
= Q,;) (Z) aFanF = kZ:O (Z) akQx"F.
Therefore, by applying £, we recover the polynomial ¢(a), for any a
g(a) =Eq(z+a) = ;”:_0 (Z) a*EQx k.

The coefficient in front of a™ is £Qx° = 0 by (a). The one in front of a”~! is n€Qx = nc # 0.
Therefore, ¢(z) is indeed of degree n — 1.

COROLLARY 2.1 ([7, Cor. 2.1.9b]). If p(z) is a polynomial such that Qp(x) = 0 then p(x) is
constant.

Proof. Let us prove the contrapositive and suppose that p(z) is nonconstant, that is, of degree
> 1. Then, by Proposition 2.5, deg @p(x) > 0. In other words, @p(x) # 0. |



2.4 Sheffer and umbral operators

Definition 2.5. An invertible operator s is called a Sheffer operator for Q if

Qsn(x) = nsp—1(x).

We call {s,,(x)}nen a Sheffer sequence or set for Q. If Q@ = D, then s is referred to as an Appell
operator and {s,(x)}nen an Appell sequence or set.
An invertible operator ¢ is said to be an umbral operator or basic for Q if it satisfies

o {pn(2)}nen is a Sheffer set for Q.
e oo(x)=1.
e forn >0, ¢,(0)=0.
We denote the relation by ¢ ~ Q. We say that {p,(x)}nen is the basic sequence or set for Q.

The additional conditions imposed on basic sets naturally constrain Sheffer sets, which enables
a bijection with their delta operator.

PROPOSITION 2.6 (|28, Prop. 2.3]).

(a) For every Sheffer operator s, there exists a unique delta operator Q such that s is a Sheffer
operator for Q.

(b) There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of delta operators and the set of umbral
operators.

Proof.

(a) If R also serves as a delta operator for s, then, in particular, for all n € N, Qs,,(z) = Rs,(x).
Since {s,(z)}nen forms a polynomial sequence, by Proposition 2.1, R = Q.

(b) We construct by induction the basic polynomial sequence {¢,(z)}nen for . The initial
term is uniquely imposed by its definition. Assume, for n € N*, that {¢g fo<k<n is uniquely
determined and satisfies the basic set conditions. Given that it constitutes a basis for C,,_1 [z],
the expression Q2" € C,,_1[x] (by Proposition 2.5) can be uniquely decomposed with respect
to the basis

|
—

n

Qa" =Y cupn(),  cu1 #0.
0

el
Il

Should ¢, (x) meet the criteria of the Sheffer condition, it can be reformulated as follows

( k: Sﬁk+1 )) =0,

wherein, by Corollary 2.1, the operand of ) must be constant. It is chosen to be 0, ensuring
that ¢, (0) = 0 and thereby uniquely defining ¢, (x) as

en(z) = ( Z"kklsak>

Cp—1

Consequently, we have constructed the unique basic sequence for ). In particular, it is
a Sheffer sequence. Therefore, by (a), @ is established as its unique delta operator, thus
confirming the bijection.

Example 2.3. The basic set for D is evidently the monomials {2™},,cn. This generalizes straight-
forwardly for the delta operator D/, where X # 0. Its basic set is verified to be {(Az)"},en. Since
this transformation constitutes a scaling action, we refer to the umbral operator S® ~ D /A as
the stretch operator.

We define ¢ via the relation ¢ ~ A. It can be verified that ¢,(x) = (z),, the falling facto-
rials, since A(x), = n(z),—1. Later, we shall develop tools to derive expressions for basic sets,
eliminating the need to guess their expression.



PROPOSITION 2.7. If ¢ ~ @, then these statements are equivalent
(a) Qx=c.

(b) [z"]en(z) = 7.

(c) pr(z) =x/c.

In particular, we have the equivalence between ¢1(z) = x and the unitarity of either Q, ¢ or
et

Proof.
(¢ = a) Follows from Qz = Qcp1(z) = cpp(z) = c.
(b = ¢) With n =1 and the fact that ¢,(0) = 0.

(a = b) This follows from the construction of ¢, (x) we made in the proof of Proposition 2.6 combined
with the fact that [x"~1]Q2™ = cn (as shown in the proof of Proposition 2.5 (b)).

A primary focus of this paper is the characterization of operator families through operational
identities. This is straightforwardly achieved for Sheffer operators through a commutation identity.

PROPOSITION 2.8. An invertible operator s is a Sheffer operator for Q if and only if Qs = sD.

Proof. This set of equalities essentially proves the equivalence

an(z) = TLSn_l(I)
Il Il
Qsx"” = sDz".

The fact that the monomials form a basic set for D and are also of binomial type is not a
coincidence. We will show that all basic sets are of binomial type, but also that the converse holds
as well.

THEOREM 2.2 (Rota [28, Thm. 1]). {pn(z)}nen is a basic set for some delta operator Q if and
only if {pn(x)}nen is a binomial type polynomial sequence.
Proof.

(= ) We proceed by induction on n. The binomial property (Definition 2.2) trivially holds for
n=0.
Let n > 0. Qpn(xz+y) = QEYp,(x) = EYnp,—1(x) = npp—1(x+y). Assuming the induction

hypothesis for n — 1, that is, p,—1(z + y) = Z;& ("gl)pk(x)pn,l,k(y), where z is the
variable and y serves as a parameter. Therefore, we have

Qpalz +y) =7 Z (” 2 )it = Zn(jj i@
=; ( >p] 1(@)pn—j ( Z(Z)ka T)Pn—k(Y)-

Therefore, by linearity
k=1

In accordance with Corollary 2.1, the argument of ¢ must be constant. However, upon
evaluation at = 0, this constant is identified as p, (y) since pg(0) = 0 for k¥ > 0. Additionally,
po(z) = 1. Consequently,

At y) = Z() —)

thus finishing the induction.



( <) Analogous to the proof of Theorem 2.1, we define Q by Q(pn(z)) = npp_1(x) and Q(po(x)) =
0 extended by linearity to all power series. In particular, because p;(z) = cx for some nonzero
constant ¢, Qr = Qpi(x)/c = po(x)/c = 1/c # 0. For the shift-invariance, we invoke the
binomial property

QEYpn(z) = Qpn(z +y) = i (Z)ka Z)Pn—k( i < )kpk 1(2)pr—1(y)

k=0 k=0

[t G |
=) nl . )pi(@)pn—j-1(y) = npn-1(z +y) = EYQpn(x),
jgo ( ] )p D Yy P Yy p

and by linearity, QEY = EY(Q, confirming that @ is a delta operator for {p,(z)}nen.

Example 2.4 (Chu-Vandermonde identity). The binomial property for {(z)n }nen gives

=Y (}) @n

k=0

which, in the fashion of equation (3), can be rewritten into Chu’s generalization of the Vandermonde

identity .
() -2 6 )

3 Classic theorems

With the foundational layer of umbral calculus established, we shall now present the first set of
computational tools. These results, which were central to the groundbreaking work of Rota [28],
include the expansion and isomorphism theorems, the Pincherle derivative and the closed forms.

3.1 Expansion of shift-invariant operators

Undoubtedly, one of the most important early results of umbral calculus is the Expansion Theorem.
It expresses every shift-invariant operator as a power series in a delta operator. Such formulas are
free from convergence issues in C[z], as their application to polynomials invariably yields a finite
sum, ranging from 0 to the polynomial’s degree. Remarkably, this property also applies to any
power series that would typically be divergent.

THEOREM 3.1 (Expansion theorem. [28, Thm. 2|). @ is a delta operator with basic set
{pn(z) }nen if and only if for all shift-invariant operators U

0 k

U= Zak%, ap = EUp(x).
k=0

Proof.
(=) We apply €U to the binomial identity
n
n
gUpn(x+y):Z (k)gUpk pn k Zk'gUpk ypn( )
k=0

where the summation index is extended to infinity, as the additional terms are zero. By
Proposition 2.4 and the inherent commutativity of operators applied to different variables,
we establish

g:zprn (.’E + y) = ngypn(y + .T) = Uygxpn (y + 3?) = prn(y)

Setting ay, = EUpy(x), we obtain the desired result by linearity.



( <) Conversely, we initially show that @ is a delta operator. Using the given hypothesis with E*
for any a, gives

00 k
B¢ = Zpk(a)%. (%)
k=0 ’

This demonstrates the shift-invariance of Q. Apply (x) to =
x+a= Zpk(a)ﬂx.
k=0

Since {p,(x)}nen forms a polynomial sequence and thus a basis, the identification of the
coefficient before p;(a) leads to the conclusion that Qz must be non-zero. Therefore, Q is a
delta operator associated with a unique basic set {g,(x)}nen. Applying (%) to g, (x) yields

qn(z +a) = Z
k=

0

(1) el@an-r(o),

as {qn(z)}nen is basic. Letting z = 0 gives ¢n(a) = pn(a). Therefore, {p,(x)}nen is the
basic set for Q.

The ramifications of this theorem can be distilled to the established connection between shift-
invariant operators and power series. Many analogs of operations on power series can be defined
for operators, a notion that will be elaborated upon in the subsequent sections.

Example 3.1. Specifying the formula for E* in the context of the proof with Q = D, we derive
the following expression

a S ka aD
E® = Z(Z F =€ . (4)
k=0

This identity, which dates back to Lagrange [13] (see also [6]), is an operator translation of Taylor’s
theorem. This makes the following proposition clear.

PROPOSITION 3.1. An operator is shift-invariant if and only if it commutes with D.

Proof.

( =) For an operator U, expanding e?PU = Ue®? allows us to identify coefficients in front of a,
revealing that DU = UD.

( <) We generalize DU = UD to D*U = UDP¥ for all positive integers k. Summing this equality
with a factor of a”/k! lets us recover the shift-invariance.

COROLLARY 3.1. An operator is an Appell operator if and only if it is shift-invariant and
invertible.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8, an Appell operator is characterized by DA = AD. The proof follows
with Proposition 3.1. |

More generally than in Example 3.1, the Theorem 3.1 ensures that every shift-invariant operator
can be written as a power series in D.

Definition 3.1 (Ind{cator). If T is shift-invariant, we associate a power series T, called the
indicator, defined by T(D) := T. It is then natural to use the composition of indicators to define
a new binary operator

e ToU:=(ToU)D)=T().

e Forn e N, T := T"(D), where the exponent is with respect to composition. If T has a
compositional inverse, n can also be negative.

Naturally, we have the following properties.



PROPOSITION 3.2.
e o is associative and right-distributive over +.
e D is the neutral element with respect to ©.
o Tl o Tlml — Tlntm]
o (T)lml = plnm],
Example 3.2. If we look back at Examples 2.2 and 3.1, then we find that A(t) = ef — 1.

Since two power series in same argument commute, the subsequent corollary follows.

COROLLARY 3.2 ([28, Cor. 3.4]). Shift-invariant operators commute.

The expansion theorem enables us to define operator division for non-invertible shift-invariant
operators. Division of operators has been extensively utilized by Steffensen [31] and others, albeit
without a proper definition. We will later demonstrate a proper definition is crucial in order to
avoid false statements.

Definition 3.2 (Operator division). Fork >0, let U = D*P and V = D*R be two shift-invariant
operators with R being invertible (R is thus an Appell operator). Then we define

U

U/V =— :=PR "

/ V

One natural property that this division still carries is the following:
U
=V ="U. 5
- 5)

3.2 The isomorphism theorem

The isomorphism theorem is a fundamental result that is crucial to state explicitly, although it
often becomes implicitly used in practice. It was first properly formulated in the work of Mullin and
Rota [21], despite being extensively used by earlier authors such as Pincherle [24] and Steffensen
[31]. It serves as a crucial tool for applying the known results of power series.

THEOREM 3.2 (Isomorphism theorem [28, Thm. 3]). If Q is a delta operator and f a formal
power series, the application f — f(Q) is a ring isomorphism that maps the ring of formal power
series C[x] to the ring of shift-invariant operators.

The proof is straightforward. The ring of shift-invariant operators can thus be identified with
C[Q] for any delta operator @), and thus, most simply as C[D].

Now, we can freely apply the known properties of multiplicative and compositional inverses in
the ring of formal power series to their operational analogs.

ProposITION 3.3 (|28, Cors. 3.1, 3.2 and Prop. 4.4]).
(a) A shift-invariant operator T is invertible if and only if T1 # 0.
(b) @ is a delta operator if and only if @ = DA, for some Appell operator A.

(c) A shift-invariant operator Q is a delta operator if and only if its indicator Q has a power
series compositional inverse Q1. In this case, Q=Y is a well-defined delta operator.

Proof.

(a) The power series T has a multiplicative inverse if and only if T'(0) # 0. However, T(0) = T'1,
so by the isomorphism theorem (Theorem 3.2), the result is proved.

(c) If @ is a delta operator, then Q1 = 0 and Qz = ¢ # 0 following Proposition 2.5 and
Definition 2.4. This is equivalent to Q(0) = 0 and Q'(0) = ¢ # 0, that is @ is of order 1.
This is in turn also equivalent to ) having a power series compositional inverse Q~!.

1y — (O-1Y(0) = — " 1 1
Cr=@O=5G ) a0 7"

thus Q=1 is a delta operator.



(b, = ) Consequently, we also factor out an x and write Q(x) =z f(z). So by the isomorphism
theorem (Theorem 3.2), Q@ = Df(D). Moreover, f(0) = ¢ # 0. So by (a), f(D) is an
Appell operator.
(<) If @ = DA, with A an Appell operator, then @ is shift-invariant and Qz = DAz = Al
a nonzero constant. So by Definition 2.4, @ is a delta operator.

By the definition of operator division (Definition 3.2), point (b) of Proposition 3.3 and the more
concise characterization of Corollary 3.1, we can infer the following corollary.

COROLLARY 3.3. If Q and R are delta operators, then Q/R is an Appell operator, and

(Q/R)™' = R/Q.

Example 3.3. The Bernoulli operator defined by B := D/A is an Appell operator that maps
monomials to the Bernoulli polynomials : Bx™ = B,(z). One must be cautious with operator
division, as it does not behave the same as the usual division. For example, we can write B =
D/(E — 1), but the equality

B=-D> E (6)
k=0

is meaningless as the expression diverges when applied to nonzero polynomials. However, when
applied to monomials and evaluated at 0, this intriguingly gives a way of finding the well-known
regularized values for the Riemann zeta function at negative integers, famously expressible in terms
of Bernoulli numbers.

With the necessary tools and notation in place, we are now ready to state the following theorem.
Its significance lies in showing that Sheffer and umbral operators are closed under composition,
while also providing explicit expressions for the corresponding delta operators.

THEOREM 3.3 ([28, Thm. 7]). If ¢ is a Sheffer operator for Q and v is a Sheffer operator for
R, then

(a) Y is a Sheffer operator for Q o R.
(b) If p ~ Q and ¢ ~ R, then pp ~ Q o R.
And for alln € Z,
(c) @™ is a Sheffer operator for QM.
(d) If ¢ ~ Q, then ¢" ~ QM.
In particular, Appell operators and umbral operators form an abelian and a non-abelian sub-
group, respectively, of the set of Sheffer operators, which is itself a subgroup of L.
Proof.
(a) According to Proposition 2.8, D = Q(D)p and D = Ri. If we express Q(t) = 3. axt",
then - -
oD =¢Q(D)p =Y arhD* o = axRFpp = Q(R)vp.
k=0 k=0
Using Proposition 2.8 again, we conclude that ¢ is a Sheffer operator for Q(R) =Q¢R.

(b) Suppose that ¢ and 1 are basic. If we write for n > 0 ¢, () = a1z +... +a,_12" " +a,2",
then (Wp)n(l‘) = Zakwk(m) and

(¥)n(0) = a191(0) + ... + anthn(0) = n(0) = 0.
Furthermore, (¢)o(x) = @o(z) = 1. So, by definition, 1 is basic.

(¢, d) For n € N, using (a) and (b) n times suffice.

For negative integers, the property <p_~1Q = D¢ ! and the fact that Q! is a power series
implies that ¢~ 'D = ¢71Q"1(Q) = Q7 1(D)p~!. So, by Proposition 2.8, ¢! is a Sheffer

operator for Q1.

If ¢ is basic, by Proposition 2.3, for two variables x,y, ¢yty = @z¢,. We can invert the
formula and commute the operator to obtain ¢, = (p;l¢;1, therefore, o ~! is basic. Now

z+y
using iteratively (a) and (b) on ¢~! completes the proofs of (c) and (d).
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3.3 The Pincherle derivative and the closed forms

In this section, we will introduce the Pincherle derivative, a tool that facilitates the study of the
closed forms for basic sets (Theorem 3.4). It was introduced by Pincherle [25, 23], while the term
was coined by Mullin and Rota [21].

Definition 3.3. We call T' the Pincherle derivative of an operator T, defined by
T :=Tx —xT.
PROPOSITION 3.4 ([28, Props. 4.1 and 4.2]).
(a) The Pincherle derivative is C[x]-linear.
Let T be a shift-invariant operator,
(b) T’ is shift-invariant.
(¢) The indicator and the derivative commute, that is, T = (T).

Proposition 3.4 is equivalent f(D)" = f'(D), for a power series f, which shows that the Pincherle
derivative behaves exactly as the usual derivative for shift-invariant operators, but with D acting
as a “variable”. In particular, we inherit the operational analogs of the product rule and the chain
rule.

Proof. (a) is obvious. The product rule implies that D’ = Dx —xD = 1. With this in mind, we
can easily show by induction that (D¥)' = kD*~1  from which (b) and (c) follow. [ |

THEOREM 3.4 (Closed forms [28, Thm. 4]). If {p,(x)}nen is the basic set for Q then forn >0
Transfer formula: pn(z) = Q'(D/Q)"iam.
Steffensen formula :  p,(z) = x(D/Q)"x" L.
Recurrence formula :  ppy1(z) = x(Q") pn(z).
The first pair of equations is traditionally referred to as the “transfer formulas”. To avoid

ambiguity, given that both will be employed in the following, the latter shall be designated after
Steffensen, in recognition of his contributions to the theorem as a whole [31].

Proof. Let us define A := D/Q, which is well-defined by Proposition 3.3 (b), and ¢,(z) =
Q'A™H1g™ . First, we establish the equivalence between the transfer formula and the Steffensen
formula using the properties of the Pincherle derivative (see Proposition 3.4). For n > 0 :

Q/An+1 — (DAfl)/Anle — (D,A71 o DA/A72)An+1 — An o 14/14n711)7
which we apply to the monomials
qn(x) — Q/An+1l‘n — Anxn _ A/An_ln.%‘n_l
= A"p" — (An)ll,nfl — A"g" — (Anx o XAn)l,nfl
= xA"z" "t

With this formula, we have go(x) = 1 and for n > 0, ¢,(0) = 0. We want to show that {g, () }nen
is a Sheffer sequence for Q = DA~ to show its basicity. By the uniqueness of the basic sequence,
we would consequently have {g, () }nen = {Pn () }nen. To this end, we reuse the transfer formula

Qqn(z) = DATIQ'A" 2" = Q'A"Da™ = nQ'A"z" ' = ng,_1(x).

Therefore, the first two formulas hold.

For the recurrence formula, we first invert the first transfer formula. @Q’ is invertible because
A7tis 2™ = A7 Y Q') 1p,(z). Now we apply xA™ ! on both sides to get the Steffensen formula
back at index n 4 1 on the left hand-side

Por1(z) = xA"HATTHQ) T pa(z) = x(Q) " pu(a).

11



Example 3.4. To derive the basic set {¢n(z)}nen for A, we use the recurrence relation. Given
(A ' =eP = E! we compute

on(z) = XE " g1 (2) = ¢ a(x—1) = z(z = 1)pn—2(z —2)
=...=z(z—-1)---(x—n+1) - ¢o(x —n),

{¢n(2)}nen is basic, so ¢g(x — n) = 1, hence ¢,(x) = (x), the falling factorials, as expected.
Similarly, for Q = D/, using either of the formulas, we obtain SNz = \"a™.

The following commutation identities emerge from the recurrence formula.

COROLLARY 3.4 ([28, Prop. 7.3]). If ¢ is an umbral operator for Q, then

Proof. The first equality is immediate thanks to the recurrence relation of Theorem 3.4

~—

oxz" = pni1(z) = 2(Q") pn(z) = x(Q") " tpa”. (x

1 1 1

According to Theorem 3.3, ¢~ ~ Q7! therefore, specifying (x) to ¢!, we obtain p~'x =
x((QI=1)) "=, which is equivalent to xp(QI~1)" = ¢x. ]

Example 3.5. As easily as in Example 3.4, we can derive the following operator identity with the
first equality of Corollary 3.4 ¢x™ = (x),E~"¢.

In addition, the first equality enables a characterization of basic sets through differential equa-
tions.

CoOROLLARY 3.5 (Differential equation). If ¢ is an umbral operator for Q, then ¢, (x) satisfies
the differential equation
Q
(n - x@ on(z) =0.

Proof. Tt follows from using Corollary 3.4 and Proposition 2.8

non(z) = pxDa" = x(Q) " pDa" = x(Q') " Qpn(x) = x%wnm

3.4 Extension of the results to Sheffer sets

Following the numerous theorems concerning basic sets, it is natural to extend these to the closely
related Sheffer sets. This will be supplemented by the introduction of cross sequences. The relation
between umbral and Sheffer sets is described by the following proposition.

PRrRoOPOSITION 3.5 (|28, Prop. 5.1]). Let ¢ ~» Q. Then {s,(x)}nen is a Sheffer set for Q if and
only if there exists an Appell operator A such that s = Ap.

Proof.

(=) Let A=sp~'. By Theorem 3.3 (a) and (c), A is a Sheffer operator for Q=" o@Q = D. Thus,
by definition, A is an Appell operator, and it verifies s = Agp.

( <) Since s = Ap with A shift-invariant, we use Proposition 2.8 twice : Qs = AQy = ApD = sD,
demonstrating that s is a Sheffer operator for Q.

THEOREM 3.5. Let {s,(x)}}nen, {Pn(x) }nen be two polynomial sequences, then these statements
are equivalent

(a) {sn(x)}nen is a Sheffer set with basic set {p,(z)}nen.

(b) For two variables x,y, Sg+y = Szpy in Clz + y].

12



(¢) For all z,y and n € N,

e +9) =3 () el

The equivalence between (a) and (c¢) was established in [28, Prop. 5.6].
Proof.

(b & ¢) The proof is analogous to that of Proposition 2.3.

(a = b) By Proposition 3.5, there exists an Appell operator A such that Ap = s. According to
Proposition 2.3, py4y = pxpy. Since A is shift-invariant (by Corollary 3.1) and using Propo-
sition 2.4, we have s,y = AptyPaty = AzPaPy = SaDy-

(b = a) The key is to use the associativity of the addition: on the one hand, sz4y4. = SzPy+-, and on
the other hand, Sg4ytz = SptyDz = SaDyp-. Therefore, p, . = pyp. (because s is invertible).
By Proposition 2.3, p is basic, and so is p~! (by Theorem 3.3). With the computation

(spil)ery = 3m+yp;_¢1_y - SxPyP;:LP;l = S:cp;1 = (Spil)ma
1

we deduce, thanks to Proposition 2.4, that sp~" is shift-invariant. Hence, by Proposition 3.5,
we conclude that s has the same delta operator as the umbral operator p, which is equivalent

to (a).
]

Definition 3.4. A cross operator o) for an umbral operator o is a Sheffer operator (see Propo-
sition 3.5) defined to be of the form @) = C%p, for u € C, for some Appell operator C'. We call

{(p%u) () }nen @ cross-sequence.

PROPOSITION 3.6 ([28, Thm. 8]). Let ¢ be an umbral operator for Q. If o) is a cross operator
for @, then it is a Sheffer operator for Q. Moreover, p\*) is a cross operator if and only if it verifies

CERIEDY (:) e (@)el 2 (y): @)
k=0
Proof.

( = ) By Proposition 3.5 ¢(*) = CV¢ is a Sheffer operator for Q). Therefore,

ez +y) = (:) or(@)e (W),

k=0
according to Theorem 3.5. Applying the shift-invariant operator C*, we recover equation (7).

( <) Applying the identity at u = v = 0 suffices to show that ¢ := ¢(®) is an umbral operator,
thanks to Theorem 2.2. Setting v = 0, by Proposition 3.5, there exists an Appell operator
A(v), such that A(v)e = ¢*). We quickly deduce that A(0) is the identity function.

AWA@IP(e +3) = Ao +9) = 3 (1) el @)
k=0

= o) (2 +y) = A(u+v)en(z + ).

Therefore, A(u)A(v) = A(u + v) hence the equality A(u) = A(1)%, which shows that ¢(*) is
a cross operator.
|
It is possible to further extend the theory of cross-sequence with an analog of Sheffer sets to

basic sets referred to as steffensen1941 sequences in [28, p. 714], but we will not develop this point
here.
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4 Study of the coefficients of basic sets

We will explore various applications of umbral calculus within the study of formal power series.
We shall elucidate the properties of the coeflicients of basic sequences. Interestingly, these find-
ings reciprocate their utility back within umbral calculus, notably facilitated by the Isomorphism
Theorem and the algebra of operators.

4.1 Properties of the coefficients

The coefficients of basic sequence have received little attention in the literature and have never
been given proper notation. We will address this gap and demonstrate their many properties. For
the sake of readability, we have adopted the Kamarata-Knuth notation style. This approach is
further justified by the observation that the majority of numbers typically associated with this
notation are also coefficients of basic or Sheffer sequences.

Definition 4.1. For U € L(C[z]), we define its coefficients by
n
Uz™ = k
=y | a*
kEZ

in particular for k <0, mU = 0. And, of course, if U € L, then for k > n the coefficient is also
zero.

Example 4.1. Stirling numbers of the first [Z] and the second kind {Z} (also denoted with the
Kamarata-Knuth notation) are bound to ¢ by these relationships

-l = f],.-0)

Example 4.2. If A is an Appell operator then by Theorem 3.5 (¢) with = 0, we find that

= @=L, §

ProposITION 4.1. IfU € L(Cl[z]),
IS iy
k] vy kg klup koly

H eI R R

The first key property of the coefficients is their linearity, inherited from the operators that
define them.

PROPOSITION 4.2. For any operator U,V € L(Clz]), and A\,p € C

HIL AR

Example 4.3 (Stirling numbers recurrence relation). Stirling numbers are famously characterized
by the recurrence relation

) = )

These recurrences can be proven algebraically, but they also follow as a consequence of the identities
on operators we have just established. Indeed, we can apply the second and first equalities of
Corollary 3.4 to ¢ and ¢~'. In both cases, the term (A=) can be simplified to (1 + D)~'.

Before the last step, we apply 1+ D on the left | By a direct computation

¢x = xp(AT) = x¢(1 4+ D)™ o 'x =x((AFYY) Tl = x(1+ D)o
= —¢xD + x¢, =x¢ ' +xD¢ 7,

which, according to Propositions 4.1 and 4.2, are equivalent to the recurrence relations (10).
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Conveniently, the second operation in the ring of operators, i.e., composition, also possesses an
expansion.

PRoOPOSITION 4.3 (Composition formula). For n,k € N and ¢, € L(C,[z])

HI SRR

Proof.  On the one hand pyz™ =3 [7] wpx’ﬁ while on the other hand

we vl 25151

j j=o Wy =
j n n n j n
_ k _ k
- = BB -2 2L
0<k<j<n % ¥ k=0 \ j=k ® P
Thus, by identifying the coefficients, we get the desired result. |

Example 4.4. The “connection constant problem” for two basic sequences {¢y, () }nen and {9, () }nen,
i.e., the problem of expressing elements of a polynomial basis in terms of the other, is solved by
the equation

n
n
eole) =3[}t
k=0 Yl

which becomes obvious upon application of ¥y ~!. The coefficients can thus be computed by ana-
lyzing ¥~ 1y, which is an umbral operator thanks to Theorem 3.3, or by separately analyzing v~!
and ¢, and applying Proposition 4.3.

In one of his exercises, Knuth [12, p. 136] asked to prove that the binomial transform he intro-
duced was an involution. There is an analogous invertible transform using Stirling numbers known
as the Stirling transform [2], which also appears in Knuth’s work [11, p. 192, 310]. Using Propo-
sition 4.3, we demonstrate not only that these transforms are part of a broad family of invertible
transforms [28, p. 738|, but that they also possess a dual invertible transform.

THEOREM 4.1 (Inversion formulas). Let o € £ and (a;);, (b;); commutes with respect to addi-

tion.
FormeNand 0 <m<n ForkeNandk <j <o
g”;m b = ay b g”;m a ZH ZH
k = Un n = k- b, = ar & b, = Ay, .
k=m k @ k=m ¥ et n=k k » * * n=k k et

Proof. By replacing b; in the formula of a; with its expression

Il
S
9
x>
3
—
<. 3
€
| |
Pl
|
Il
-
Q
3
(]
| —— |
> 3
_ 1
©
|
3 3
_ 1
ﬁl

k=m ji=k ¥ n=k m=k
n J
= g akan,k = Qn, = g an(sk,n = Qf,
k=m n=~k
where we have used Proposition 4.3 in the last steps. |

Example 4.5. The binomial transform is the case where ¢ = E with [Z]sa = (Z) and [Z](p_l =

(Z)(—l)"’k. For the Stirling transform, ¢ = ¢ and the coefficients are given in equation (10).
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Umbral operators are characterized by their associated polynomial sequence being of binomial
type (Theorem 2.2). The binomial type property can, in turn, be characterized by this identity
on the coefficients, specifically through an identification of the coefficient in front of the monomial
x'y’ in equation (2).

PROPOSITION 4.4 (|26, Prop. 4.3]). ¢ is an umbral operator if and only if

(Ol -2 O,

To conclude this section, we want to address a simple yet surprising corollary of the Steffensen
formula. It is known that deriving the coefficients of integer exponents in power series presents
considerable challenges. The following proposition provides a formula for a finite set of these
coeflicients in terms of the coefficients of an umbral operator.

PROPOSITION 4.5. Let p ~ Q, A= D/Q and A(t)" := Ea(") then for 1 <k <n

n—k
k o k—1

Proof. Using the definition of the coefficients and the Steffensen formula of Theorem 3.4, we
obtain

" n ad D* iy n—1
) M o= o) = e =1y 0 et = 3 a;ﬁ( k )mnk
® k=0 ’ k=0

k=0

from which we can set j = n — k in the right sum to identify the coefficients. |

Example 4.6. For ¢ ~ A, A = B, the Bernoulli operator specified in Example 3.3. The general-
1zed Bernoulli numbers are defined by

) - BOL (1)

extending the Bernoulli numbers By, := B (0) = B,(;). By Proposition 4.5, the generalized one can
be expressed in terms of Stirling numbers, defined in Example 4.1, for 0 < k <n

o =[,7 Gl =m0 (2

which appears in [17, Thm. 2.2].

4.2 The generating functions

In this section, we briefly study the generating functions of the basic sequences and their coefficients.
It is known that generating functions alone are not sufficient to build the theory of umbral calculus
[28], a fact that is exemplified by the absence in Sheffer’s work [29] of certain results derived by
Steffensen [31] using operators. Nevertheless, their study provides a very powerful two-way bridge
to formal power series theory.

Definition 4.2. We define the bivariate exponential generating function of ¢ € L and its coeffi-

cients by
° tn & nl t"
= Z‘pn(l’)ﬁv gw(k,t) = Z |:k:| nl
n=0 n=k ¥

PROPOSITION 4.6 (coefficients of G).

Gty = 2D [ G 1) =, (1, 0)

Proof. The first equality is a straightforward restatement of the definition. For the second, we
shall simply change the order of summation

Go(z,t) = i l‘p" Z ! Z { ] ) [Z} gxk = igw(k’t)xk
¢ k=0

n=0 n=0 0<k<n<oo
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THEOREM 4.2. s is a Sheffer operator if and only if there exist compositionally invertible f and
multiplicatively invertible g in C[x] such that

Gy(a,t) = g(t)e™ . (13)
In addition, s = Ap with ¢ ~ Q = f~Y(D) and A= g(Q).
Proof. ( = ) By the expansion theorem (Theorem 3.1)
Qk c- Q"< Q"
EYA = kZO EEApy(x )) ’;(g(a)sk(x))ﬁ = kz::oSk(a)H = Gs(a, Q).

It thus follows by the isomorphism theorem that e A(t) = Gy(a,Q(t)), so that setting
f=Q 'and g = AoQ! yields the desired generating function.

( <) Given that the order of g is 0 and the order of f is 1, gf* is of order k and there exists
coefficients b, , such that b, ,, # 0 and

Gu(at) = g0t xf“’—zwg i i -y Zb

nO

So the s, (z) := [t"/n!] G5(x,t) form a polynomial sequence. We only need to show that it is
a Sheffer sequence. To that end, consider the equation Gpr,(z,t) = f#)F Gg(z,t) valid for
all k € N. This implies that for all formal power series F', GF(DI)S(l‘,t) = F(f(t)) Gs(x,t),
so in particular with F = f~! and Q := f~1(D), we find that

o0 oo

t"
Z an( ) = Ggs(x,t) =t Gg(x,t) Z —sn— 1(
n= O n=1
Thus, by identifying the coefficients, we arrive at Qs (z) = ns,_1(z) for n > 0. @Q being a
delta operator, this concludes the proof.
]

Definition 4.3. For an umbral operator ¢ ~ Q, we will say that ¢ is generated by f if Q =
fHD).

COROLLARY 4.1. If s is a Sheffer operator, according to Proposition 3.5, s = Ay for an Appell
operator A and an umbral operator . If ¢ is generated by f then

~ k
g (k1) = Al L8 (19)

Proof. We identify the coefficients in front z* in the formula from Theorem 4.2 through Propo-
sition 4.6. (]

With A = 1, we specialize the two previous results to basic sequences.

COROLLARY 4.2 (basic generating functions). If ¢ is generated by f,

F®)*
K

Gy(z,t) =™ and g, (kt) =

Example 4.7. Since A(t) = e! — 1, ¢ is generated by log(1 + t), therefore
Gy(x,t) = €180+ — (1 4 )=, (15)

As a helpful rule of thumb, one can think of Gy (z,t) as “pe™”. This identification is not
rigorous because ¢ is not defined over formal power series and, in fact, cannot be extended to an
operator of £(C[z]) by linearity. The case of ¢ provides a concrete counterexample: according to
equation (15),

lifz=0
Gylz,—1) = 0" = { _ (16)

0 otherwise,

which shows that “¢e™*" does not correspond to a formal power series.
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4.3 Advanced computational tools

The generating functions provide a surprising tool for computing the coefficients of an umbral
operator.

PROPOSITION 4.7. If ¢ is generated by f, then the following equality holds

HElH
klo Lkl (spy/pye

The formula finds its main use when f(D) = Q!=' has a more convenient form than the delta
operator Q) of ¢ and behaves well under exponentiation.

Proof. By the isomorphism theorem applied to Corollary 4.2

(1)~ e ] 5 =21 ot

|
o P

We apply the equality to the monomials
k / n—
(f(D)> " = klzn: [p+k} %7
D = k], (n—pp+k)

and identify the k-th coefficient

SR
*lioypy koo [ R —k+R) k],

A well-known equivalence exists between the Lagrange inversion formula and the closed forms
of [5]. We will briefly demonstrate this connection, using Proposition 4.5 to bridge the two results.

THEOREM 4.3 (Lagrange-Biirman formula). Let f be an invertible power series. Then the
following formula holds for k € N*

o = ki Lo (7))

Proof. 'With Proposition 3.3, we can write x/f(z) = A(x). Let ¢ be the delta operator for f(D).
Using the notation and the result of Proposition 4.5, we get

o (7] (k—1)![n
"R A(2)" = Unk = s =
S ey R T ) R | }

thus, with the help of Corollary 4.1

tn e k | — " n | —1 k
k:z —k.za L = Ees(ht) = £ (0"
n=k n=k ¥®

Equivalently, we can rewrite the formula as

fl(t)k;g[ﬂl]kxk%%)n.

Summing it over k with the coefficients of some power series ® gives, by linearity, Biirman’s
formulation of the result

B0 = 3 S ) (575 ) (")

Niederhausen established an elegant theorem [22, Thm. 2.2.11] in umbral calculus that had,
surprisingly, been overlooked until then. An equivalent result had, in fact, been discovered shortly
before within the proof of a Bell polynomial identity [16, eq. (11)].
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THEOREM 4.4 (Niederhausen). Let ¢ ~ Q be generated by f and ¢ defined by
" /n
() =) (k) On_i(k)zk. (18)

Then 1 is generated by tef®) and

oo o1(=n .
Y~R=Y ‘P;i(')D . (19)
n=1 :
More generally
k - Pn—k(=1)
e 71) . 2
=k Z% n(n —k)! (20)

We call the map ¢ — 1) the Niederhausen transform. Its inverse is well-defined whenever v is
generated by h and log(h(t)/t) = f(t) is an invertible power series, which occurs precisely when
h(t) = t+ct? +... with ¢ # 0. Informally, this means that, under these conditions, the coefficients
of a basic sequence form another basic sequence — a fact already suggested by the long known
characterization of umbral operators in Proposition 4.4.

Proof. Rewriting the equation (18) as

n+k ntk 1 tntk
[ k } (I ke
" ! ! !

and summing it over N yields for the left hand-side

> [nzkh(rﬁz)' B i; {ZLZ = gy(k1),

n=0 n=

while for the right hand-side

1 & R R Gy(k,t)  tReR®
Ez_%‘p"(k) P R Y R M R

Therefore, we obtain the equality g, (k,t) = (tefM)k /E1. By Corollary 4.2, ¢ is generated by
h(t) := te/®. Furthermore, using Proposition 4.6 in the calculation

[xn—k]<ﬁ)” _ [mn—k]e—nf(x) — [ﬁn—k] Gw(—n,x) = Wa

and combining the result with Theorem 4.3 to compute R = h~!(D), we arrive at equation (20). W

5 Sigma operators

Although it is a simple consequence of Proposition 3.3 (a) and Proposition 2.5 (a) that delta
operators are not invertible, it seems entirely natural to define some kind of antiderivative analog
to the derivative but for other delta operators. This idea dates back to Steffensen [31] where
he defined the antiderivative D such that DD = 1 and (Df)(0) = 0 for any polynomial f, and
extended the definition to delta operators via Q = D(D/Q). Steffensen realized that D and D did
not commute since DD f(z) = f(x) — £(0). It is upon this fact that we will define pseudoinverses
of delta operators that we shall call sigma operators.

PROPOSITION 5.1. For any delta operator Q, there exists a unique operator Q~' such that
QR '=1 and Q'Q=1-¢&. (21)
Moreover, if {s,(x)}nen is a Sheffer set for Q,

Qo) = Sl 2o 0] (22)

We call Q' the sigma operator associated with Q.
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Note that this pseudoinverse coincides with Steffensen’s [31] and Yang’s [33].

Proof. Let {pn(x)}nen be the basic set for Q. Define Q=1 by Q7 'p,(z) = ,%Hpnﬂ(x) and
extended by linearity to all power series. Hence, by the binomial theorem (Theorem 3.5)

Q 'sn(z) =Q 12( )sn ke ( pk(x)—g(j:)snHl(o)Pj(_:c)

i=1 J
_ 1 ni:l n+1 (0)p; () = Sn+1(2) — $n41(0)
T P j Sn+1-5V)PiT) = nt1 )

because pg(z) = 1. Now we verify that it follows the said properties

QQ ™ f(x) szﬂpm v) Q

Thus, Q! exists, and to show the unicity, suppose I is another sigma operator, then, in
particular, Q7'Q = IoQ. Because Q is surjective, Q71 = I. |

PROPOSITION 5.2. If ¢ ~ Q, for positive integers n and p

(n + 1) T (n +p)Q_p§0n(x) = @ner(x)a
where QP := (Q~1)P. In particular, p,(x) = n!Q~"1.
Sigma operators can be easily extended by defining Q(_al) := E~2Q~1E°. These are characterized

by
Q=1  Q Q=1-¢&9. (23)

This extension allows for a broader application of sigma operators.

Example 5.1. An unsurprising exact formula for the integral operator T := D~! applied to
functions is

I(a)f e d / f(t) dt

which holds by unicity. Z,)D =1-& (@) is the operational translation of the fundamental theorem
of calculus.

For the sum operator ¥ := A~™!, we have the intuitive formula to compute it, applicable solely
when a and z are integers

Yy fra— 2 f(k), (24)

k=a

and XA =1~ £ is simply a rewording of the telescopic sum.

Since sigma operators act as pseudo-inverses, it is reasonable to assume they are related to usual
inverses and operator division. This assumption is indeed correct, as shown in the subsequent
proposition.

PROPOSITION 5.3. For @, R two delta operators, these identities hold
(a) £@Q,; =0.
(b) For an Appell operator A, (AQ)

16

= QA
(©) R} = Q%
(d) Q/R = QR;) = QR
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Proof. First, by definition
-1 _ -1 —1\ _ (1 _ elayy-1 — H—-1 _ e(a) -1
Q) = Q(QQ) =1 -EQ, =Q, —£YQy,),
from which we deduce (a). Furthermore, (a) implies (b) using AQ(AQ)(;) =1lin
QA" = QAT AQAQ) ) = (1 - E)(AQ) ) = (AQ) ).

Setting A = R/@Q (which is an Appell operator by Corollary 3.3) we obtain (¢) with equation (5).
(d) follows by applying R to the left of (c). ]

Example 5.2. With Proposition 5.3 (d), we can obtain an integral formula for the inverse of the
Bernoulli operator B~! since by Corollary 3.3

B!l= A/D = AI(a). (25)
Thus,
x+1 T x+1
B@ = [ swa- [ = [ s (26)
where we do witness the disappearance of the dependence in a.

Example 5.3 (Faulhaber’s formula). Bernoulli numbers, defined in Example 4.6, notably find
utility in expressing the sum of the first n-th powers. To find the formula, we apply identity (c) of
Proposition 5.3, that is, ¥ = ZB, to the monomials

rx—1 T . _
Z kN — / Bn (t) dt — Bn+1(1’) Bn+1(0) _ BnJrl(iC) Bn+1 ’ (27)
k=0 0 n+1 n+1

because of equation (22). By Theorem 3.5 we also have the following

mn—&-l—k

:Z_:k" - /Ow Ba(t)dt = /Ox kio (Z) By (0)t"F dt = Zn: (Z) Bemt (28)

k=0

Both formulas can be transformed into a better closed form, also known as Faulhaber’s formula

z—1 n
n 1 n+1 n —K
Y= (T mer )

k=0 k=0

Example 5.4. In equation (24), when x is not an integer, 3 represent a kind of operation known
as fractional summation. For example, using Proposition 5.3 (¢) and Theorem 4.2

D t t et —1 et —1

Ext:Ith:I a:t: Ixt: _ 30
© € D _1°¢ et—1°¢ et —1 ¢t et —1" (30)

which is the fractional generalization of the geometric sum formula

z—1 z—1 eajt 1
kt _ t\k _ —

> M= (N =

k=0 k=0
where x is a positive integer and t¢ is nonzero. Miiller and Schleicher have previously established
a successful theory of fractional sums in [19, 18, 20]. Their theory bears similarities with the
fractional sums that arise as a consequence of the Ramanujan summation technique [4, Sec. 1.4.2].
Therefore, it would be intriguing to explore the connections, and possibly establish equivalence,
between Y. and the previously developed fractional sums.

PRrROPOSITION 5.4 (Euler-Maclaurin identity). For two delta operators @ and R, if you can
write Q/R =Y ar,QF, then

Ry = 0Qq) = 3o (1 = €@
=1
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Proof. We simply apply Proposition 5.3 (c¢) and expand

-2 =0y > k@ = a0 + Yo anl1 - €71
= =1

Example 5.5. The Bernoulli operator can be expanded with Bernoulli numbers :

_y Bepr (31)
k!
k=0

applying Proposition 5.4, we obtain the operational form of the classical Euler-Maclaurin formula

D
B=D/A=—

By, .
) — Loy = Z e — gl ph-t, (32)
k=1

6 Examples

To thoroughly demonstrate the effectiveness of the previously developed tools, we will explore
some of the most important basic sets, including Abel, Touchard, and Laguerre polynomials, after
revisiting the more recent example [8, Ex. 3.2.7 ¢|]. Specifically, we demonstrate the effectiveness
of the methods we developed to effortlessly answer the simple questions regarding some basic
sequence, sometimes in multiple ways. Additionally, we derive both old and new identities for
them, some of which previously lacked umbral proofs.

6.1 A summarizing example featuring Catalan numbers

Let A := D(1— D) be a delta operator. We define the Catalan operator by C ~» A. The coefficients
of Catalan polynomials can be quickly computed with the Steffensen formula (Theorem 3.4)

Cn(x)zx<ljz>na?"_1:x(1— ngn-1 Xi( ) Dyfgn—

k=0

e s U e @

k= k=0

We have

AR —

17” i D", (34)

where C,, is the n-th the Catalan number. Without Corollary 4.2, it would be tedious to find the
formula for the following power series

(1_m>k:§:i(%_k—1>D", (35)

2 n—1
n=~k

and constitutes a way to find the famous formula for the Catalan numbers (with £ = 1) C,, =
L ( ) Finding the inverse C~! ~ A= is made easier by Proposition 4.7. Indeed,

n+1
(3o £ (e

p=0
()t £ (s
= —_ x = —_— xT
—p)! — | ’
= \p (n—p)! S \n=p) pl
from which we recover the coefficient at index p = k
0if k< | 2]
m 2 (36)
kl._ - k n! . n
¢ f71”kfk>[7]
<n - k> pCDT R 2 5]



keeping in mind that the binomial coefficient vanishes when k > n — k which is equivalent to
k > [n/2]. The equality can be rewritten as

SOEED S i T (37)

k=[n/2]

The sigma operator for A can be expressed with integration thanks to Proposition 5.3 (c)
At=Dp1 T =7 ——. (38)

6.2 Abel polynomials and idempotent numbers

The Abel operator is defined for some fixed constant a € C by A ~ D := DE*. Once again, the
formulation of the shifted derivative suggests the use of the Steffensen formula:

An(z) = x(D/D)"a" "t =3B~ """ = z(x — an)"" L. (39)

The Abel polynomials are basic, thus, they are also of binomial type (Theorem 3.5) and Abel’s
identity is immediate

(z+y)(z+y—an)" ! = Z (Z)x(m —ak)* ty(y —aln — k)" L (40)

The sigma operator can also be expressed with integration using Proposition 5.3 (¢):
Dt =7TE " (41)

The Niederhausen transform (Theorem 4.4) allows a very quick computation of the inverse of
A. Indeed, 8® ~ aD so (Z)Sfi)k(k) = () (ak)"~* is the coefficients of a basic set, whose inverse
is basic for De®” = D. So we precisely obtain

AN =Y <Z> (ak)"*zk, (42)

and

> n—1
p-i=%" %D”. (43)
n=1 :

For a = 1, the coeflicients (Z) k" F that appear are known as idempotent numbers, and the power
series for D=1 corresponds to the main branch of the Lambert W function.

6.3 Divided difference and rising factorials

The divided difference operator is defined by Ay, := (E" —1)/h. Tt generalizes A = A;. We can
extend the definition to h = 0 by Ag := limy_,0 Ay, which, by the definition of the derivative,
equals D. We can reduce the study of its basic sets by noticing that A, = (D/h)o Ao (hD). Thus,
by Theorem 3.3, we deduce this formula for ¢p ~ Ap:

o = SI/Mpsh), (44)
Therefore,

Ohn(x) = (Pn)n(x) = SHM HSM g
=h"(x/h)p =x(x—h)---(x — (n—1)h). (45)

The other important instance of ¢y, is the case h = —1. Indeed, the backward difference V :=
A_; =1— E~!is the delta operator for the rising factorials {(x), }nen. If we denote the umbral
operator with p := ¢_y, then p,(z) = (x), := z(x+1)--- (x +n—1). Just as we have the formula
for the unsigned Stirling number of the second kind, {Z} = [Z] 61 there is a corresponding formula

for the first kind, [Z] = [Z]p.
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6.4 Touchard polynomials
The Touchard polynomials [32] (or ezponential polynomials) {T},(z)}nen are defined by T := ¢~ 1,

therefore i
T, (z) = Z{Z}xk (46)

k=0

Because A = e? — 1, from Theorem 3.3, we deduce that the Touchard polynomials are a basic set
of polynomials for the delta operator £ := Al=! =1log(1 + D).

Defining Bell numbers as By, := T, (1) = Y_;'_, {1} we are able to deduce many of its properties.
The recurrence relation falls off Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.4. Indeed, (£I71)" = E, so

Tpir(z) = %" Ea" = z - (M7, (). (47)

This operationally proves the equivalent umbral identity of [28, p. 60]. By evaluating at z = 1, we
obtain the well-known recurrence relationship

Byt = znj (Z) Br. (48)

k=0

The recurrence may be extended further by initially generalizing the operational formula. Using
the identity found in Example 3.5, it follows that

an m o7l =7 (%) =x"0TE".
¢

k=0

Now, applying the first inversion formula (Theorem 4.1), we arrive at

¢7x" =" {Z}x%lEk. (49)
k=0

Applying Equation (49) to 2™, we obtain

T () = i {Z}Xk¢_1(x R = i {Z}xk ij (m> KM (x),

k=0 k=0 7=0 J

which is a known generalization of Spivey’s identity [10]; setting = 1 yields Spivey’s original
result [30].

6.4.1 Dobinski’s formula

The operator xD is oftentimes called the Cauchy-Fuler operator and satisfy the eigenvector equality
xDxP = pxP. This is a special case of Corollary 3.5. Boole [3] noticed that, by linearity, we could
extend this identity for any power series f to f(xD)xz? = f(p)zP. He mentioned that, in particular,
if f is the falling factorial, then (xD),2z? = (p),zP, which can be equated to x"D"zP = (p),zP
to yield the well-known operator identity (xD), = x"D". In particular x"D" =Y}, [7] ¢(XD)k )
thus, by the first inversion formula (Theorem 4.1)

xD)" ="
k=

0

{Z}xkpk. (50)

Applying (xD)™ to the exponential, we get

on the one hand and on the other hand, via equation (50)
. e nl,k e n ek n n
k=0 k=0 =0

whence the Dobinski’s formula




Define the generating function operator G by
— f(k)
Gf() =y Lt (51)

then the operational form of Dobinski’s formula is ¢~! = e *G. It follows that G¢ = e*. Applying
the latter to a function f, we obtain

k=0

therefore we arrive at the peculiar formula: ¢f (k) = EDFe® f(x).

6.5 Laguerre polynomials and Lah numbers

Now let’s consider the delta operator ¥ := D/(1 — D) = D + D? + D3 + ... and its umbral
operator L ~» U we call the Laguerre operator. Then define the associated Laguerre operator as
L(®) := (1-D)®L. Note that our convention for the Laguerre polynomials differs from the standard

one, which corresponds to n!(fl)”Lgfl)(x). Immediately from Proposition 3.6, we find that the
associated Laguerre polynomials {L;‘” () }nen form a cross-sequence and satisfy the known identity

LoD (@+y) =Y <Z) L (@)L, (y). (52)
k=0

To derive the closed form, we use the transfer formula (Theorem 3.4): we have L, (x) = ¥'(1 —
D)tz = (1 — D)~ 12", Therefore,

L%a)(x):(].* n+a 1 n_z<n+a—1> D)k:pn

k=0

(" o 1) o ﬁ!k)‘( 1)kgn—* (53)

n+oa-—1 e
zz( e )N 1yt (54)
k=0
With a = 0, we obtain the plain Laguerre polynomials

L) = 3 [1] ittt (55)

k=0

T
3 HMS

where UCLJ = (Z:i)%,’ are the unsigned Lah numbers. Through the relation A = ¥ o V and

Theorem 3.3, we obtain the identity
¢ = pL, (56)

which is the operational rewording of the following result proved by Lah when he first introduced
Lah numbers [14, 15]

(@), = ; HIEER (57)

The associated sigma operators of ¥ can be computed with Proposition 5.3 (¢)

D
D = =T,y (1 — D) =T(py + £ — 1. (58)

Vo =Dy =

Interestingly enough, since (—¥)l=1 = — W it follows that (LS(~Y)~! = LS~ This is one of
the reasons why the literature defines Laguerre polynomials as LS(—1) ~ —¥. By diverging from
this convention, ¥ and {L,(z)},en remains unitary.

The identity

n

Lo(Az) =Y m A = 1) F Ly (2)

k=0
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is referred to as Erdelyi’s duplication formula [28]. It can be proven by the two methods described
in Example 4.4. The traditional approach uses the transfer formula [28, 7], but we will illustrate
the alternative method. We compute the coefficient of XN := L=1SWM [ using Proposition 4.3

ol S A

NE

<.
Il

SE(ENG e RS
L0 e oo

We can simply apply L to the formula for XT([\)(:E) to arrive at the desired result.
The differential equation characterizing the associated Laguerre polynomials can be found with
Corollary 3.5 and the Pincherle derivative. Given that

(1-D)*x=x(1—-D)*+((1-D)*) = (x—xD —a)(1 - D)*1,
we have

nL{(z) = (1 - D)QXELn(Z‘)
=(x—xD—a)(1-D)*'D(1 - D)L,()
= (x—a—xD)DL (z),

or in other words,

2L (@) + (o — 2) L (2) + nL{ (z) = 0. (59)
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