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Abstract

We investigate the algebra generated by the operators x and I =∫ x
0 , which satisfy the commutation relation

[I, x] = Ix− xI = −I2.

We develop a combinatorial framework for the normal ordering of
words in this algebra and show that any word can be written in the
form

w =
∑
i,j

c(i, j)xiIj ,

where the coefficients c(i, j) are signed integers. Focusing on powers
of the operator (xI)n, we demonstrate that the corresponding coef-
ficients coincide with the classical Bessel numbers (OEIS A001498).
We further extend this analysis to powers of the generalized operators
(xλIδ)n and, finally, provide an explicit normal-ordered expression for
an arbitrary word.
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1 Introduction

Normal ordering problems in operator algebras have a long history, beginning
with the classical Weyl algebra. In the Weyl algebra, the Scherk identity
(1823) states

(xD)n =
n∑

k=0

S(n, k)xkDk,

where S(n, k) are the Stirling numbers of the second kind.
In this paper, we consider an analogous algebra generated by x and I =

∫ x

0

with commutation relation
[I, x] = −I2,

and study the normal ordering of powers of (xI) and its generalizations.

2 Combinatorial Framework

2.1 Algebra Generated by x and I

Any word w in this algebra can be written uniquely as

w =
∑
i,j

c(i, j)xiIj,

with c(i, j) ∈ Z.

2.2 Normal Ordering of (xI)n

We first consider the normal ordering of (xI)n.

Theorem 1 For n ≥ 1,

(xI)n =
n−1∑
k=0

(−1)ka(n− 1, k)xn−kIn+k,

where a(n, k) are the Bessel numbers (OEIS A001498).

Proof 1 We prove the theorem by induction on n. For n = 1, the statement
is immediate.
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Assume it holds for some n ≥ 1, i.e.,

(xI)n =
n−1∑
k=0

(−1)ka(n− 1, k)xn−kIn+k.

Then,

(xI)n+1f(x) = xI
(
(tI)nf(t)

)
(x) =

n−1∑
k=0

(−1)ka(n− 1, k)xI
(
tn−kIn+kf(t)

)
(x).

Applying the integration by parts formula

I
(
tαIβf(t)

)
(x) =

α∑
j=0

(−1)j(α)jx
α+1−jIβ+1+jf(x),

where (α)j = α(α− 1) · · · (α− j + 1), we get

(xI)n+1f(x) =
n−1∑
k=0

n−k∑
j=0

(−1)k+j(n− k)ja(n− 1, k)xn+1−k−jIn+1+k+jf(x).

Reindexing with i = k + j, we obtain a single sum

(xI)n+1f(x) =
n∑

i=0

(−1)ia(n, i)xn+1−iIn+1+if(x),

where the coefficients satisfy the combinatorial identity

a(n, i) =

min(n−1,i)∑
k=0

(n− k)i−ka(n− 1, k). (1)

It is straightforward to verify that this recurrence coincides with the Bessel
number recurrence

a(n, k) = a(n− 1, k) + (n− k + 1)a(n, k − 1), a(0, 0) = 1.

Hence, the coefficients a(n, k) are exactly the Bessel numbers.
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3 Normal Ordering of (xλIδ)n

We now generalize the previous result. Let λ, δ ≥ 1 be integers.

Theorem 2 For n ≥ 1,

(xλIδ)n =

λ(n−1)∑
k=0

(−1)ka
(λ)(δ)
n,k xλn−kIδn+k,

where the coefficients a
(λ)(δ)
n,k satisfy a recurrence obtained by induction.

Proof 2 We prove the formula by repeated application of the integration-by-
parts identity:

I
(
xαIβ

)
=

α∑
j=0

(−1)j(α)j x
α−jIβ+1+j,

where (α)j = α(α− 1) · · · (α− j + 1) is the falling factorial.
Let us compute the following example

I2
(
x5I3

)
= I

(
I(x5I3)

)
Using the previous identity, we obtain

I(x5I3) =
5∑

k=0

(−1)k(5)k x
5−kI 4+k.

Applying I again,

I2(x5I3) =
5∑

k=0

(−1)k(5)k I
(
x5−kI 4+k

)
.

Using the same identity,

I
(
x5−kI 4+k

)
=

5−k∑
i=0

(−1)i(5− k)i x
5−k−iI 5+k+i.
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Therefore

I2(x5I3) =
5∑

k=0

5−k∑
i=0

(−1)k+i (5)k (5− k)i x
5−k−i I 5+k+i

=
5∑

k=0

5∑
j=k

(−1)j (5)k (5− k)j−k x
5−j I 5+j

Applying I δ times gives a nested sum

Iδ(xαIβ) =
α∑

k1=0

α∑
k2=k1

· · ·
α∑

kδ=kδ−1

(−1)kδ(α)k1(α− k1)k2−k1 · · · (α− kδ−1)kδ−kδ−1
xα−kδIβ+δ+kδ

=
α∑

kδ=0

(−1)kδ(α)kδ

 kδ∑
kδ−1=0

· · ·
k2∑

k1=0

xα−kδIβ+δ+kδ

Now, observe that the nested sums count all weakly increasing sequences:

0 ≤ k1 ≤ k2 ≤ · · · ≤ kδ.

For a fixed value of kδ, the number of sequences (k1, . . . , kδ−1) is exactly
the number of weak compositions of kδ into δ parts, which is given by the
binomial coefficient ∑

0≤k1≤k2≤···≤kδ−1≤kδ

1 =

(
kδ + δ − 1

δ − 1

)
.

Hence, we can evaluate the nested sum and reduce it to a single sum over
kδ:

Iδ(xαIβ) =
α∑

kδ=0

(−1)kδ(α)kδ

(
kδ + δ − 1

δ − 1

)
xα−kδIβ+δ+kδ .

This gives the desired formula, where the multiple sum is evaluated as a
binomial coefficient.

(xλIδ)n+1 =

λ(n−1)∑
k=0

(−1)ka
(λ,δ)
n,k (xλIδ)(xλn−kIδn+k)
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λ(n−1)∑
k=0

λn−k∑
i=0

(−1)i+k a
(λ,δ)
n,k (λn− k)i

(
i+ δ − 1

δ − 1

)
xλ(n+1)−k−i Iδ(n+1)+k+i

Let j = k + i. Then

=
λn∑
j=0

(−1)j a
(λ,δ)
n+1,j x

λ(n+1)−j Iδ(n+1)+j.

Hence the recurrence:

a
(λ,δ)
n+1,j =

min(j,λ(n−1))∑
k=0

(λn− k)j−k

(
j − k + δ − 1

δ − 1

)
a
(λ,δ)
n,k .

these numbers generalize the Bessel numbers for λ = δ = 1.

4 Normal Ordering of any arbitrary word

Theorem 3 Let
w = xrnIsn · · · xr2Is2xr1Is1

be an arbitrary word. Then w has the normal–ordered expansion

w =

Sn−1∑
pn−1=0

min(pn−1,Sn−2)∑
pn−2=0

· · ·
min(p2,S1)∑

p1=0

(−1)pn−1

× (S1)p1(S2 − p1)p2−p1 (S3 − p2)p3−p2 · · · (Sn−1 − pn−2)pn−1−pn−2

×
(
p1 + s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)(
p2 − p1 + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
· · ·

(
pn−1 − pn−2 + sn − 1

sn − 1

)
× xSn−(pn−1−pn−2) I s+(pn−1−pn−2).

where Sj := r1 + · · ·+ rj and s := s1 + · · ·+ sn.

Proof 3 We have

xr2Is2xr1Is1 =

r1∑
i=0

(−1)i(r1)i

(
i+ s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)
xr2+r1−iIs1+s2+i
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Then

xr3Is3xr2Is2xr1Is1 =

r1∑
i=0

(−1)i(r1)i

(
i+ s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)
xr3Is3

(
xr2+r1−iIs1+s2+i

)
=

r1∑
i=0

r1+r2−i∑
j=0

(−1)i+j(r1)i(r1 + r2 − i)j

(
i+ s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)(
j + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
xr1+r2+r3−j Is1+s2+s3+j.

Hence

w =

r1∑
i1=0

r1+r2−i1∑
i2=0

· · ·
r1+···+rn−1−in−2∑

in−1=0

(−1)i1+···+in−1(r1)i1(r1 + r2 − i1)i2 · · · (r1 + · · ·+ rn−1 − in−2)in−1

×
(
i1 + s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)(
i2 + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
· · ·

(
in−1 + sn − 1

sn − 1

)
xr1+···+rn−in−1 Is1+···+sn+in−1

Now our goal is to invert

r1∑
i1=0

r1+r2−i1∑
i2=0

· · ·
r1+···+rn−1−in−2∑

in−1=0

F (i1, . . . , in−1)

where

F (i1, . . . , in−1) = (−1)i1+···+in−1(r1)i1(r1+r2−i1)i2 · · · (r1+· · ·+rn−1−in−2)in−1

×
(
i1 + s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)(
i2 + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
· · ·

(
in−1 + sn − 1

sn − 1

)
xr1+···+rn−in−1 Is1+···+sn+in−1 .

Define cumulative sums

pj := i1 + i2 + · · ·+ ij (1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1), p0 := 0.

Then ij = pj − pj−1 for each j.
The original summation region

0 ≤ i1 ≤ r1, 0 ≤ i2 ≤ r1+r2−i1, . . . , 0 ≤ in−1 ≤ r1+· · ·+rn−1−in−2

is equivalent, after the substitution ij = pj − pj−1, to the monotone chain of
inequalities

0 ≤ p1 ≤ p2 ≤ · · · ≤ pn−1 ≤ Sn−1, where Sj := r1 + · · ·+ rj.
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Hence we may invert the summation order and sum first over pn−1, then
pn−2, down to p1. The inverted summation domain is

Sn−1∑
pn−1=0

min(pn−1,Sn−2)∑
pn−2=0

· · ·
min(p2,S1)∑

p1=0

.

We now rewrite every factor of F in terms of the pj. The sign becomes

(−1)i1+···+in−1 = (−1)pn−1 .

The falling factorials transform as

(r1)i1 = (S1)p1 , (r1 + r2 − i1)i2 = (S2 − p1)p2−p1 ,

. . . , (Sn−1 − pn−2)pn−1−pn−2 .

The binomial factors become(
i1 + s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)
=

(
p1 + s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)
,

(
i2 + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
=

(
p2 − p1 + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
,

. . . ,

(
in−1 + sn − 1

sn − 1

)
=

(
pn−1 − pn−2 + sn − 1

sn − 1

)
.

Finally, since in−1 = pn−1 − pn−2, the power factors are

xr1+···+rn−in−1 = xSn−(pn−1−pn−2), Is1+···+sn+in−1 = I s+(pn−1−pn−2),

where Sn := r1 + · · ·+ rn and s := s1 + · · ·+ sn.
Combining these expressions yields the inverted sum:

Sn−1∑
pn−1=0

min(pn−1,Sn−2)∑
pn−2=0

· · ·
min(p2,S1)∑

p1=0

(−1)pn−1 (S1)p1

× (S2 − p1)p2−p1 (S3 − p2)p3−p2 · · · (Sn−1 − pn−2)pn−1−pn−2

×
(
p1 + s2 − 1

s2 − 1

)(
p2 − p1 + s3 − 1

s3 − 1

)
· · ·

(
pn−1 − pn−2 + sn − 1

sn − 1

)
× xSn−(pn−1−pn−2) I s+(pn−1−pn−2).
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