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MIXED DATA IN INVERSE SPECTRAL PROBLEMS FOR THE
SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

BURAK HATINOGLU

ABSTRACT. We consider the Schrodinger operator on a finite interval with an L-
potential. We prove that the potential can be uniquely recovered from one spectrum
and subsets of another spectrum and point masses of the spectral measure (or norming
constants) corresponding to the first spectrum. We also solve this Borg-Marchenko-
type problem under some conditions on two spectra, when missing part of the second
spectrum and known point masses of the spectral measure have different index sets.

1. Introduction
In this paper, we consider the Schrodinger (Sturm-Liouville) equation
Lu=—u"+qu=zu
on the interval (0, 7) with the boundary conditions
u(0) cosav — u'(0) sinaw = 0
u(m) cos 4 u'(m) sin 8 = 0,

and a real-valued potential ¢ € L*(0, 7). The spectrum o, s of the Schrodinger operator
L corresponding to these boundary conditions defines a discrete subset of the real line,
bounded from below, diverging to +oo.

Direct spectral problems aim to get spectral information from the potential. In
inverse spectral problems, the goal is to recover the potential from spectral information,
such as the spectrum, the norming constants, the spectral measure or Weyl-Titchmarsh
m-function. These notions are discussed in Section 2.

The first inverse spectral result on Schrodinger operators is given by Ambarzumian
[1]. He considered continuous potential with Neumann boundary conditions at both
endpoints (o = f = 7/2) and showed that ¢ = 0 if the spectrum consists of squares of
integers.

Later Borg [12] proved that an L'-potential is uniquely recovered from two spectra,
corresponding to various pairs of boundary conditions and sharing the same boundary
conditions at 7 (1 = [32), one of which should be Dirichlet boundary condition at 0
(ay = 0). Levinson [34] extended Borg’s result by removing the restriction of Dirichlet
boundary condition at 0.

Furthermore, Marchenko [38] observed that the spectral measure (or Weyl-Titchmarsh
m-function) uniquely recovers an L!-potential.
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Another classical result is due to Hochstadt and Lieberman [27], which says that if
the first half of an L!-potential is known, one spectrum recovers the whole.

Statements of these classical results are given in Section 3.1.

Gesztesy, Simon and del Rio [13] generalized Levinson’s theorem to three spectra,
by showing two thirds of the union of three spectra is sufficient spectral data to recover
an L'-potential.

Later on, Gesztesy and Simon [20] observed that extra smoothness conditions on the
potential change required spectral data to recover the potential. They proved that the
knowledge of the eigenvalues can be replaced by information on the derivatives of the
potential. In addition, they [20] also generalized the Hochstadt-Lieberman theorem in
the sense that more than the first half of an L!-potential and a sufficiently large subset
of a spectrum recover the potential.

Afterwards, Amour, Raoux and Faupin [3| 4] proved similar results using extra in-
formation on the smoothness of the potential.

In a remarkable result, Horvath [28] characterized unique recovery of a potential in
terms of completeness of an exponential system depending on given eigenvalues and
known part of the potential. This observation opened a new path [5, 28, 31, 37] by
connecting inverse spectral problems and completeness of exponential systems.

Moreover, Horvath and Safar [31] proved similar results in terms of a cosine system.
The cosine system depends on subsets of eigenvalues and norming constants and their
spectral data consists of these two subsets.

Recently, Makarov and Poltoratski [37] gave a version of Horvath’s theorem ([28])
in terms of exterior Beurling-Malliavin density by combining Horvath’s result and the
Beurling-Malliavin theorem. In the same paper, they obtained another characterization
result, which is an uncertainty version of Borg’s theorem. As their spectral data, they
considered a set of intervals known to include two spectra and characterized the inverse
spectral problem in terms of a convergence criterion on this set of intervals.

All of these results mentioned above are discussed in Section 3.2.

Classical theorems of Borg, Levinson, Marchenko, Hochstadt and Lieberman led to
various other inverse spectral results on Schrédinger operators (see [2 [19] 23], 24 25|, 206,
29, [39] 411, [42], [44], 145, 46, [47, 148, 49, (50}, 51, 52] and references therein). These problems
can be divided into two groups. In Borg-Marchenko-type spectral problems, one tries
to recover the potential from spectral data. However, Hochstadt-Lieberman-type (or
mixed) spectral problems recover the potential using a mixture of partial information
on the potential and spectral data.

In the present paper, our interest is on regular Schrédinger operators with sum-
mable potentials on a finite interval. However, many problems with locally sum-
mable potentials [I4] 15, 16| 17, 21, B0, B2] or on various settings such as half-line
(17, 19, 20 22, 42, [44], real-line [17, 19, 21, 22 44] or graphs [8, O, 10, 11, 53] are
solved.

Borg’s, Levinson’s and Hochstadt and Lieberman’s theorems suggest that one spec-
trum gives exactly one half of the full spectral information required to recover the
potential. Recalling the fact that the spectral measure is a discrete measure supported
on a spectrum, the same can be said for the set of point masses of the spectral measure.
As follows from Marchenko’s theorem, the set of point masses of the spectral measure
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(or the set of norming constants) gives exactly one half of the full spectral information
required to recover the potential.
These observations allow us to formulate the following question:

Inverse Problem. Do one spectrum and partial information on another spectrum
and the set of point masses of the spectral measure corresponding to the first spectrum
recover the potential?

This Borg-Marchenko-type problem can be seen as a combination of Levinson’s and
Marchenko’s results.

In the present paper, we answer this question positively. First, we give a proof with
the most common boundary conditions, Dirichlet (v = 0) and Neumann (v’ = 0).
Theorem solves this inverse spectral problem when given part of the point masses
of the spectral measure corresponding to the Dirichlet-Dirichlet spectrum matches with
the missing part of the Neumann-Dirichlet spectrum, i.e. they share same index sets.
In Theorem {4.6| and Theorem 4.8, we consider the non-matching index sets case with
some restrictions on two spectra.

In order to deal with general boundary conditions we introduce a more general m-
function in Section 4.3. With this m-function, we extend Theorem [4.2]in Theorem
to general boundary conditions. In Theorem and Theorem we consider the

non-matching index sets case.

The paper is organized as follows.

e In Section 2.1 we discuss spectra of Schrodinger operators and their asymptotics
for various boundary conditions.

e In Section 2.2 we define Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function and spectral measure for
Schrodinger operators.

e In Section 3.1 we recall statements of the classical results of Ambarzumian,
Borg, Levinson, Marchenko, Hochstadt and Lieberman.

e In Section 3.2 we discuss some recent results in the finite interval setting with
summable potential.

e In Section 4.1 we give a representation of Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function as an
infinite product and prove the inverse spectral problem mentioned above with
Dirichlet-Dirichlet, Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions.

e In Section 4.2 we consider the same problem in the non-matching index sets
case.

e In Section 4.3 we introduce a more general m-function and solve the inverse
spectral problem corresponding to this m-function with general boundary con-
ditions in both the matching and non-matching index sets cases.

e In Appendix A we list all definitions and theorems from complex function theory
used in this paper.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. One-dimensional Schrodinger operator on a finite interval. As it was de-
fined in the introduction, we consider the Schrodinger equation

(2.1) Lu=—u"+qu=zu
on the interval (0, 7) associated with the boundary conditions

(2.2) u(0) cosa — u'(0) sina = 0

u(m) cos B+ u'(m)sin B = 0,

where «, 8 € [0,7) and the potential ¢ € L'(0, ) is real-valued.
The spectrum o, g of the Schrodinger operator

L:u— —u" +qu

with ¢ € L' and boundary conditions , is a discrete real sequence, bounded
from below. Adding a positive constant to the potential ¢, shifts the spectrum by the
same constant. This allows us to assume wlog 0,3 C Ry;. Throughout the paper
we assume N = {1,2,3,...}. Asymptotic behavior of the spectrum o, 5 = {a,}nen,
depending on the signs of a and [, is given below:

If a #0, 8 #0, then

(2.4) an = (n— 1)+ %[cot(ﬁ) + cot(a)] + % /07r q(x)dx + ay,

where «,, = o(1) as n — +oc.
If a =0, =0, then

1 vy
(2.5) a, =n*+ _/ q(z)dr +
™ Jo

where a,, = 0(1) as n — +o0.

If «#0, =0, then

(2.6) 12—!—2 t()+1/ﬁ()d+

: a,=|n—= —cot(a) + — x)dr + oy,
2 us T Jo 1

where «,, = o(1) as n — +oc.

If a =0, 5 #0, then

™ ™

(2.7) a, = (n - —)2 + 2 cot(B) + 1 /O7r q(z)dz +

where o, = o(1) as n — +o0.

In the case ¢ € L*(0, 7), the same asymptotics are valid with {a, }nen € 2.

One can find these results in the classical texts on Schrodinger operators, for instance
[35] or [36].
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2.2. Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function and the spectral measure. Let us choose the
boundary condition ([2.2)) and introduce two solutions s,(t) and c,(t) of (2.1) satisfying
the initial conditions

5.(0) = sin(a), s.(0) = cos(w)

z

c.(0) = cos(a), . (0) = —sin(a).

z

Definition 2.1. The norming constant 7,, for the eigenvalue a,, is defined as

To(an) = /07r |5a, (t)[2dt.

Note that s,(t) and c,(t) are linearly independent solutions and their Wronskian
satisfies W(c,,s,) = 1. This allows us to represent w,(t), a solution of (2.1)) with
boundary conditions u,(m) = sin 8, u,(7) = — cos 3, as

uy(t) = c.(t) + mapg(2)s.(t),

where ( )
Wic,,u,
mMa.p(2) = _W(s u,)

This is how we derive the m-function.

Definition 2.2. Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function with the boundary conditions ({2.2]),

(2.3)) is defined as
cos(av)u’,(0) + sin(a)u.(0)

—sin(a)u’,(0) + cos(a)u.(0)’

Map(2) ==
where «, 8 € [0, 7).

It is well-known that Weyl m-function m, s is a meromorphic Herglotz function.
The definition of a Herglotz function and other definitions and results from complex
function theory used in this paper can be found in Appendix A. Everitt [I§] proved
that the Weyl m-function has the asymptotic

mo,5(2) = ivz + o(1)

1 ) 1
Map(z) = cosa+ L—I—O( >

sina  sinfa+/z m

for « =0, and

for « € (0,7) as z goes to infinity in the upper half plane. Asymptotics of Weyl
m-function and Herglotz representation theorem imply that m,g is represented as
the Herglotz integral of a discrete positive Poisson-finite measure supported on the
spectrum o, g:

(23) map) =t [ |2 = | et

t—z 1+¢2

where a = R(ma3(7)), 0ap = {antnen and piag = >, Tnba,- The measure i, g is
the spectral measure of the Schrodinger operator L corresponding to the m-function
mq,g. The point masses of the spectral measure is represented in terms of norming
constants as 7y, = (74 (a,)) .
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Definition 2.3. The spectral measure of the Schrodinger operator L corresponding to
the m-function m, g (or the boundary conditions (2.2), (2.3))) is defined as

Oa
Ma,p = Z = >

neN Ta (an)

where «, 5 € [0,7) and 045 = {@n }nen.

Since p4p is a Poisson-finite measure, the spectrum and the point masses of the
spectral measure satisfy

< o0
2
n€N1+an

These properties of the m-function, the spectral measure and a detailed discussion
of one dimensional Schrédinger operators appear in Chapter 9 of [43].

In order to illustrate what we have discussed so far, let us consider the free potential
(¢ = 0) with Dirichlet (v = 0) and Neumann (v’ = 0) boundary conditions.

Example 2.4. The spectra, the m-function and the spectral measure for ¢ = 0 on
(0, m) with Dirichlet-Dirichlet, Neumann-Dirichlet and Neumann-Neumann boundary
conditions are as follows.

2 o=
) Mmoo = —vzcot(y/zr) 00T L Zn On2
Opp = 00,0 = {N" }nen tan(y/Zr) ”:to
S S L /) 2%
OND ‘= O0g/2,0 = {(n 5) }nen vz Fer/2,0 = (n—1/2)?
t n=1
ONN ‘= Or/2.7/2 = {(n — 1>2}n€N My f2m )2 = L\/\/EEW) 9 X 5
Hr/2,m/2 = % nz:l (n—1)2
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FIGURE 1. The graph of Weyl m-function m o on R, Neumann-Dirichlet
spectrum oyp () and Dirichlet-Dirichlet spectrum opp (%) for the free
potential (¢ = 0).
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3. Inverse spectral theory of regular Schrodinger operators

3.1. Classical results. The first inverse spectral result on Schrodinger operators was
given by Ambarzumian.

Theorem 3.1 (Ambarzumian [1], [28]). Let ¢ € C[0, 7] and ox25/2 = {n*}32,. Then
q = 0.

Later Borg found that in most cases two spectra is the required spectral information
to recover the operator uniquely.

Theorem 3.2 (Borg [12], [28]). Let g € L*(0,7), 01 = 005, 02 = Oayp, Sinag # 0 and
- P if sinf8 =0
g =

P loee\Mai} if sinB#£0.

Then oy U gy determines the potential and no proper subset has the same property.

A Schrédinger operator (or a potential) is said to be determined (or recovered) by its
spectral data, if any other operator with the same data must have the same potential
a.e. on (0,7). Levinson extended Borg’s result by removing the Dirichlet boundary
condition restriction from the first spectrum.

Theorem 3.3 (Levinson [34], [28]). Let ¢ € L'(0,7) and sin(cy — az) # 0. Then cq, 5
and 04, 3 determine the potential.

Marchenko showed that the spectral measure or the corresponding Weyl m-function
provides sufficient spectral data to recover the potential uniquely.

Theorem 3.4 (Marchenko [38], [43]-Section 9.4). Let g € L*(0,7). Then iz or ma.g
determines the potential.

In the notations of Section 2.2, Marchenko’s theorem says that the spectrum o, g =
{an}nen and the point masses {7, }nen of the corresponding spectral measure (or the
norming constants {7, (a,) }nen) provide sufficient spectral data to recover the operator
uniquely.

Hochstadt and Lieberman observed that one spectrum recovers the potential if the
first half of it is known.

Theorem 3.5 (Hochstadt, Lieberman [27]). Let ¢ € L'(0,7). Then q on (0,7/2) and
oq,p determine the potential.

3.2. Some recent results in the finite interval case. For any discrete real sequence
A = {x, }nen, T — 00 the counting function is defined as

na(t) := Z 1.
xn <t
Gesztesy, Simon and del Rio generalized Levinson’s theorem to three spectra.
Theorem 3.6 (del Rio, Gesztesy, Simon [13]). Let ¢ € L*(0,7). Then S C 04,5 U
Oay.8 U Oy 3 satisfying
ns(t) 2 (2/3)n(0a1,ﬁUUQQ,ﬂUJQB,ﬂ)(t)
for sufficiently large t > 0, determine the potential.
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Gesztesy and Simon observed that the knowledge of the eigenvalues can be replaced
by information on the derivatives of the potential around the midpoint of the interval.

Theorem 3.7 (Gesztesy, Simon [21]). Let g € L*(0,7), o, 3 # 0 and q € C*(n/2 —
€,m/2+ €) for some k € N and ¢ > 0. Then q on (0,7/2) and 0,5 except for k + 1
ergenvalues determine the potential.

In the same paper, they generalized Hochstadt-Lieberman theorem.

Theorem 3.8 (Gesztesy, Simon [21]). Let ¢ € L'(0,7) and 7/2 < a < 7. Then q on
(0,a) and S C 0,4 satisfying

ns(t) > 2(1 — a/m)n,, ,(t) +a/m —1/2
for sufficiently large t > 0, determine the potential.

Amour, Raoux and Faupin proved similar results using extra information on smooth-
ness of the potential.

Theorem 3.9 (Amour, Raoux [4]). Let o, B1,682 # 0, p € [1,0), q1,q2 € L*(0,7),
G@—q € LP(a,m) andm/2 <a<m. Ifq1 =gz a.e. on(0,a) and S C 04 (q1)N0ws,(q2)
satisfies

2(1 —a/mng(t) + C > ng(t) > 2(1 — a/m)n.(t) + 1/(2p) + 2a/7m — 2

for a real number C' and sufficiently large t > 0, where o denotes either of 045, (qk),
then ¢ = q2 a.e. on (0,7).

Theorem 3.10 (Amour, Faupin, Raoux [3]). Let o, 51,02 # 0, k € {0,1,2}, p €
[1700)7 qi1,q2 € Wk71(077r)7 i —q2 € Wk,p((%ﬂ—) and 7T/2 <a<m. If q1 = g2 on (O,CL)
and S C 048, (q1) N 0ap,(q2) satisfying

ns(t) >2(1 —a/m)n,(t) —k/2+1/(2p) +a/7 —3/2

for sufficiently large t > 0, where o denotes either of 04, (qx), then ¢1 = g2 a.e. on
(0, 7).

Theorem 3.11 (Amour, Faupin, Raoux [3]). Let o, 51,02 # 0, k € {0,1,2}, p €
[1,00), q1,q2 € W0, 7), ¢1 — qo € WFP(a,7) and m/2 < a < 7. If 1 = g2 on (0,a)
and S C 04.p,(q1) N 0ap,(q2) satisfying

2(1 —a/mny(t) + C > ng(t) > 2(1 —a/m)n,(t) — k/2+ 1/(2p) + 2a/m — 2

for sufficiently large t > 0, where o denotes either of 04, (qx), then 1 = qa a.e. on
(0, 7).

Horvath proved a remarkable characterization theorem, which represents a connec-
tion between inverse spectral theory and completeness of exponential systems.

Theorem 3.12 (Horvath [28]). Let 1 <p < oo, ¢ € LP(0,7), 0 < a < m and A\, € 040.
Then q on (0,a) and the eigenvalues A, determine q if and only if the system

€(A) — {eiQiua:’ei% An® . n 2 1}

is complete in LP(a — m,m — a) for some p # £/ Ay.
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Horvath and Safar proved similar results for the norming constants in terms of a
cosine system. For a sequence A = {A;,Ay,...} C R and a subset S C A they
considered the cosine system:

C(A, S) = {cos(2v/Mnt) : m € N} U {tcos(2¢/Ant) : Ay € S}
Theorem 3.13 (Horvéath, Safar [31]). Let 8 # 0, 1 < p < o0, q € L'(0,7), q €
LP(a,7), 0<a < 7 and
A={\,: N\, €04,3n€cN}
be a subset of eigenvalues such that A, / —oo are different real numbers and S C A.

Then q on (0,a), A and {7a, (\n) }r,es determine q if the system C(A,S) is complete
in LP(0,m — a).

For Dirichlet boundary condition Horvath and Safar obtained an optimal condition.

Theorem 3.14 (Horvath, Safar [31]). Let us have the assumptions of Theorem[3.13,
but 3 =0. Let p # £/ An, p € R. Then the system C(A,S)U{cos(2,/ut)} is complete
in LP(0,m — a) if and only if ¢ on (0,a), A and {7a, (An)}r,es determine q.

Makarov and Poltoratski gave a characterization theorem in terms of exterior Beurling-
Malliavin density as a corollary of Horvath’s result [28] (Theorem above) and the
Beurling-Malliavin theorem [6, [7].

If {I,}nen is a sequence of disjoint intervals on the real line, it is called short if

Z L, <
1+ dist2(0, 1)

neN

and long otherwise.
If A is a sequence of real points, its exterior (effective) Beurling-Malliavin density is
defined as

D*(A) =sup{d | 3 long {I,} such that #(ANI,) > d|l,|, Vn € N}.

For a non-real sequence its density is defined as D*(A) = D*(A’), where A’ is a real
sequence ;, = (R5-)~", if A has no imaginary points, and as D*(A) = D*((A + ¢)')
otherwise.

For any complex sequence A its radius of completeness is defined as
R(A) = sup{a | {€**}sea is complete in L*(0,a)}.
Now we are ready to state one of the fundamental results of Harmonic Analysis.

Theorem 3.15 (Beurling-Malliavin theorem [0l [7]). Let A be a discrete sequence. Then
R(A) =27 D*(A).

Let us note that Makarov and Poltoratski considered the Schrodinger equation Lu =
—u" 4 qu = z*u and the m-function corresponding to this equation, which is obtained
by applying the square root transform to the m-function we have discussed so far. Let
us denote their m-function by m.

Theorem 3.16 (Makarov, Poltoratski [37]). Let A = {\, }.en be a sequence of discrete
non-zero complex numbers, ¢ € L*(0,7) and 0 < a < 1. The following statements are
equivalent:
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(1) q on (0,d) for some d > a and {m(\,) }nen determine q.
(2) tD*(A) > 1 —a.

Makarov and Poltoratski’s observation shows that Horvath’s theorem establishes
equivalence between mixed spectral problems for Schrédinger operators and the Beurling-
Malliavin problem on completeness of exponentials in L? spaces.

In the same paper they obtained an uncertainty version of Borg’s theorem.

Theorem 3.17 (Makarov, Poltoratski [37]). Let {I,}nen be a sequence of intervals on
R and q € L*(0,7). The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The condition opp U onp C Unenl, and q on (0,€) for some € > 0 determine
the potential q.
(2) For any long sequence of intervals {J, }nen,

05 1]
7

as n — 00.

4. An inverse spectral problem with mixed data

4.1. The main result with Dirichlet-Dirichlet and Neumann-Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions. We prove our main result, Theorem [{.2] by representing the Weyl-
Titchmarsh m-function as an infinite product in terms of Dirichlet-Dirichlet (o = 0,
f = 0) and Neumann-Dirichlet (o« = 7/2, § = 0) spectra. We follow the notations
introduced in Example for these two spectra, i.e. opp = 0¢p and onp = 0r/20.
For simplicity, let us also denote mgo by m. For any infinite product (or sum) defined
on an open subset  C C, normal convergence means that the product (or the sum)
converges uniformly on every compact subset of €.

Lemma 4.1. The m-function of a reqular Schridinger operator (¢ € L'(0,7)) for
Dirichlet-Dirichlet boundary conditions (o = 0, B = 0) has representations in terms of
Dirichlet-Dirichlet and Neumann-Dirichlet spectra:

(4.1) m(z):c(bil—1)g(bil—1) (ain—1>_l,
and
(4.2) m(z) = —C [ (i - 1) (G—Zn - 1) -

where C' > 0, opp = {an}tnen, OnND = {bn}nen and the product converges normally on
C\ UTLGN an.

Proof. Let m = u,(0)/u.(0) be the Weyl m-function with boundary conditions u(7) =
0, «/(m) = —1. Since m is a meromorphic Herglotz function, © := 2_: is the corre-
sponding meromorphic inner function. See Appendix A for the definition of a mero-
morphic inner function and the relation between Herglotz and inner functions.

Let us define the set F in R as F := {z € R: ImO© > 0}. The set E is given in

terms of opp = {ay, tneny and onp = {by }nen, namely
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E = (—00,b1) UUpen(an, bpi1).

The characteristic function of £ coincides with the real part of the function = log(s
a.e. on R. Since m is a meromorphic Herglotz function mapping R to R a.e. log( ) =
log(i+£2) is a well-defined holomorphic function on C. and its imaginary part takes
values 0 and 7 on R. Therefore - log(m) = - log(i+=8) and the Schwarz integral of
XE, Sy, differ by a purely imaginary number on a.e. R, i.e.

+8)

1+6 : : ,
El g( 1_@) = Sy, tic= P, +1Qy, +ic, ceR,

where P and @) are Poisson and conjugate Poisson integrals of x g, respectively. Defi-
nitions of S, P and () appear in the appendix. Therefore

1+06
T-©
On the real line, exp(S,) = exp(h + ih) for any Poisson-summable function h, where
I is the Hilbert transform of h. If we let h := XE, then

h(z) = % llog (ﬁ) + log <‘$ - baz|1|> Zlog (11++b2;1)] :

neN

= exp(in Sy, — mc) = exp(in P, — 7Qy, — ), c€R.

Therefore

_ b —b, 1 2\ 1/2
D

1—|—b :L‘—(ln| neN 1+bn+1
Noting that exp(imh) is —1 on E and 1 on R\ E, the Weyl m-function can be given in
terms of opp and oxp a.e. on R:

. 1+6(x)
m(z) = 21_—@@)
= exp(im Sy, — mc)

. Xr — b1 n—l—l 1+ CL2 1/2
VY H T —a, TH <—1+bn+l) exp(—mc)

1 neN
-1
X X
—Cc(=-1 —1) (= -1
)G ) )

where C' = exp(—mc) [],,cn L by

a1

—1
Since m(z) and C (é — 1) [L.en <an+1 — 1) (— — 1) are meromorphic functions
that agree a.e. on R, they are identical by the identity theorem for meromorphic
functions. This gives the first representation (4.1). The second representation ({4.2))

follows from normal convergence of {z/b, — 1},en to —1 in C.

U
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Using this representation of the m-function, we prove our main result. At this point
let us note that the points in a spectrum are enumerated in increasing order, which is

done following the asymptotics (2.4)), (2.5)), (2.6) and (2.7).

Theorem 4.2. Let g € L'(0,7) and A C N. Then {a, tnen, {bn}nema and {7V, }nea de-
termine the potential q, where opp = {an}nen, Onp = {bn}nen are Dirichlet-Dirichlet
and Neumann-Dirichlet spectra and {7, }nen are point masses of the spectral measure

Ho,0 = ZnEN ’Yndan .

Proof. By representation of the m-function as a Herglotz integral of the spectral
measure, knowing -y, means knowing Res(m, a,,). Therefore, in terms of the m-function
our claim says that the set of poles, {a, }nen, the set of zeros except the index set A,
{by}nem 4, and the residues with the same index set A, {Res(m,a,)}neca determine
the m-function uniquely. Before starting to prove this claim let us briefly list the main
steps of the proof. We will use similar ideas to prove our results in non-matching index
sets case and for general boundary conditions.

Step 1: Reduce the claim to the problem of unique recovery of the infinite product

Gz)=—C]] (i - 1) (a—’i . 1) B

from its sets of poles and residues.

Step 2: Observe that G(z) is a meromorphic Herglotz function and has a represen-
tation in terms of its poles, residues and a linear polynomial dz + e.

Step 3: Show uniqueness of d.

Step 4: Show uniqueness of e.

Step 5: Use the representation from Step 2 to get uniqueness of the two spectra and
prove the claim by Borg’s theorem.

Step 1

From Lemma[4.T] the Weyl m~function can be represented in terms of opp and oyp,

m(z) = —C ] (£—1) (%—1)_1.

Note that for any k € A, we know
-1
a a a
(4.3) Res(m, ap) = C(by — ak)b—: 11 (b—: - 1) (a—i - 1) .
neNn#k
Let m(z) = F(2)G(z), where F' and G are two infinite products defined as

co=cl(E-) () o= G- (G-

neN\A
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Also note that at any point of {a,},ca, the infinite product
(4.4) Fiz)= [] (i—1) (1—1)_1
‘ neN\A bn On

is known.

Conditions (4.3) and (4.4)) imply that for any k € A, we know

Res(m, ay,)

Res(G,ay) = Pl

i.e. we know all of the poles and residues of G/(z), but none of its zeros. We claim that
G(z) can be uniquely recovered from this data set.

Step 2

Let us observe that arg(G(z)) =7 — >, .4 larg(z — b,) — arg(z — a,)]. Since zeros
and poles of G(z) are real and interlacing, 0 < arg(G(z)) < « for any z in the upper

half plane, i.e. G(z) is a meromorphic Herglotz function. Therefore by Cebotarev’s
theorem, see Theorem G(z) has the representation

(4.5) G(z):dz—l—e+ZAn( ! _i),

= an — 2 ayp
where d > 0, e € Rand ), _, A,/a? is absolutely convergent.

Note that Ay = —Res(G(z),ax) for any k € A, which means there are only two
unknowns on the right hand side of (4.5]), namely constants d and e.

Step 3

Now let us show uniqueness of G(z) by showing uniqueness of dz + e. Let G(z) be
another infinite product sharing same properties with G(z), namely:

e The infinite product G(z) is defined as

-1
~ ~ z z
G = —C =——1 = — 1 s
o==eTl () ()
where C' > 0, the set of poles {@y }nea satisfies asymptotics 1) and the set of

Zeros {Zn}ne A satisfies asymptotics |)

e G(z) and G(z) share same set of poles with equivalent residues at the corre-
sponding poles, i.e. a; = a; and Res(G,ax) = Res(G,ay) for any k € A.
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e By the equivalence of poles and residues of G(z) and G(z) and Cebotarev’s
theorem, G(z) has the representation

(4.6) é(z):Jz+€+ZAn( L —i>,

an — 2 a
neA n n

where 672 0, ¢ €R.
Let k € A and by, # gk Since G(by) = 0 and é(gk) = 0, using representations 1}

and (4.6) we get
1
4. —dby —e=)» A, - —
( 7) ‘ T Z ( - bk an) 7

1
(4.8) —db, — € = ;A < 3 an) and
(4.9) G(by) = G(by) — G(by) = (d — d)by + e — &

Replacing e — € by G (Zk) —(d— J)Ek and taking difference of 1) and 1) we get

b —b
dby, — dby, — dby, + dby, + G(by,) = ZA( Tk )
neA - bk)(an - bk)

Dividing both sides by by, (Zk — by) we get

—d G(by) A,
410 —_ == = = ~
(4.10 bi i b (br — by) nGZA (bk(an — by)(an — bk))

Note that since {an}tnca satisfies asymptotics (2.5) and {bntnca, {bnlnca satisfy
asymptotics (2.6]), the inequality

(4.11) b (an — be) (@n — b) |7 < [balan — bp)(an — by)| ™" < 2/a?

is valid for any k € A, for sufficiently large n € A. In addition, Y _, A,/a2 is
absolutely convergent. Therefore right hand side of (4.10)) converges to 0 as k goes to

0o. Also note that by (4.9), left hand side of (4.10)) is
—d b —d by) — G(b 1 - e—¢] d
b bp(br —br) b by (b, — by,) by — by by, by,

Now let us show by — by converges to 0 as k goes to co. Recall that poles of G and G
satisfy asymptotics

1 [ 1 [ ~
n* + —/ q(z)dx + ay, and — n*+ = / ¢(z)dx + ay,
T Jo T Jo

respectively, where a;, = o(1) and &n = o(1) as n — oo. Equivalance of poles of

(4.12)

G and G imply equivalence of fo x)dx and fo x)dx. Therefore by and b, satisfy
asymptotics

2 T 2 T "
(n — %) + %/0 q(z)dz + B and (n — %) + %/0 q(z)dz + B,
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where 3, = o(1) and 3, = o(1) as n — oo. Hence b, — by = o(1) as k goes to oo.
Therefore by , left hand side of goes to 0o if d —d # 0, so we get a con-
tradiction unless d = d. This implies that G(z) — G(z) is a real constant, which is
G(0) — G(0)=C - C.

Step 4

Now let us show C'—C' = 0. Positivity of (b, —by)/(by—a,) for all n # k, which follows
from interlacing property of {a, }nen and {b, }nen, implies sgn(C’ C) = sgn(ﬁk — Br)
for all k € N, i.e. {bp}nea and {b,tnea are interlacing sequences.

Let us assume C > C and wlog the two spectra lie on the positive real line. This
implies b, > b, for all n € A. Observe that Hne 1 bn /by, is finite, since

Therefore the infinite product H(z) := G(2)/G(z) is represented as

_ Gl Cyrz—bha ~n z— b,
10=5 el I

neA n nEA

Let us denote the positive real coefficient of H(z) by N := (C/C) [L.ca b, /by. Then by

interlacing property of {b, },c4 and {gn}ne 4, the infinite product —H is a meromorphic
Herglotz function, i.e. by Theorem it is represented as

(4.13) - =

1 1
—Dz—l—E—l—ZB ( > +E_)’

neA ~ neA <= n

where B, = —Res(H, by,) and D, B € R.
Now let us show that { By /bi}rea is summable.
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Bx
by

:N?;'k—bk 11 by — b,

bk n€A,n#k bk b

enbzhop kb

br neA,1<n<k—1 br — by,
_N gk: by, H 1+ b, — by, )
bk peaisn<i1 b — by,
:Ngk:bk 11 - B — B _ ~>
bk nEA,1<n<k—1 (k - 1/2)2 - (n - 1/2)2 + By — Bn
<y bz I (i+ B — B ) ~>
b neai<n<k (n+1-1/2)? = (n—1/2)> + B = Bn

bk—bk 1
<N M || 1
- bk ( +2n>

for sufficiently large k, where M is a real constant independent of k. Since bp—by, = o(1),
b = O(K2) and []"Z1 (14 1/2n) = O(VE) as k goes to oo, By,/b, = o(1/k%?) as k goes
to oo and hence ) _, B,/ b, is absolutely convergent. Then by letting z tend to —oo
in (4.13) we get

~N = lim (Dt+E+Z—+Z )
e nea On o aeal
and hence D =0 and —N =E+ > _, By /by, ic. —H( ) has the representation

(4.14) — N — Z

neA z =

Noting that H(b,) = 0 and Res(G, a;) = Res(G, ay), i.e. H(ay) =1 for all k € A, we

get
D I e T

L= Hia) — H(b) = —N+ 3 —2 ><b b)
nEA neA b

Each term of the infinite sum on the rlght end is positive, so by lettmg k go to oo we
get the following contradiction.

1= lm S B Bs=a) _ _N"B im (s —ar)  _
k=00 ncA (ak - bn)(bk} - bn) neA k—o0 (ak — bn)(bk — bn)

Similar arguments give another contradiction, when C < C,s0C = C.

Step 5
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Step 4 implies uniqueness of dz + e, i.e. uniqueness of G(z) and hence uniqueness of
{bn }nea. After unique recovery of the two spectra opp = {a, }neny and onp = {by nen,
the potential is uniquely determined by Borg’s theorem. U

Remark 4.3. If we let A = N, Theorem [4.2] gives Marchenko’s theorem with Dirichlet-
Dirichlet, Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions as a corollary. By letting A = 0,
we get the statement of Borg’s theorem with Dirichlet-Dirichlet, Neumann-Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

Remark 4.4. Spectral data of Theorem can be seen as {an}nen, {bn}nena and
{Ta(@pn) }nea, where {7,(ay) tnea is the set of norming constants for opp = {an, }nen.

4.2. Non-matching index sets. If the known point masses of the spectral measure
and unknown eigenvalues of the Neumann-Dirichlet spectrum have different index sets,
one needs some control over eigenvalues of the Dirichlet-Dirichlet spectrum correspond-
ing to known point masses and unknown part of the Neumann-Dirichlet spectrum. In
this case we get a Cebotarev type representation result. Before the statement, let us
clarify the notations we use. For any subsequence {ay, }nen C opp and {b;, }nen C onD,
by Ay, m and Ay, we denote the residues at ay, of partial and infinite products, re-
spectively, consisting of these subsequences:

: — b
Ag,m = Res(Gp,yay,) = Zlﬁ(akn b)) H ay; Ak, — by,

)
blj Ak, — akj

1<j<m,j#n
a ag; ay, — by
Ay, = Res(G, ax,) = bk" (ar, — b)) ] b_k]H’
In N jn Ol W — Gy
where
(2 z - z z -1
G(2) = Z ) (= 21) L Glr) = S (=)
) }—[1 (bln ) (akn ) =) g (bzn ) (akn >

Note that these subsequences are ordered according to their indices, i.e. a, < ag, .,
and b, < by, for any n € N. This follows from the asymptotics of the spectra.

Lemma 4.5. Let {ag, }nen C opp and {by, }nen C onp satisfy following properties:

m
*fm 3 (M = Aulfed,) <o
z

o {Ay, /a2 Ynen €11
Then

1 1

Z—Qa a
neN kn kn

where c,d, e are real numbers, Ay, is the residue of G(z) at the point z = ay,, and the
sum converges normally on C\ Upen ag,, -

Proof. Let p(z) be the difference of G(z) and the infinite sum on the right hand side of
(4.15)). Then, p(z) is an entire function, since the infinite product and the infinite sum
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share the same set of poles with equivalent degrees and residues. We represent G,,(z)
as partial sums:

m —1 m
z z 1 1
| | 1 -~ 1 - E A _— 1,
i (bln ) (akn ) vt (Z “an, | akn) i

where Ag, = Res(G, ag, ).
Let C), be the circle with radius b;, centered at the origin. This sequence of circles
satisfy following properties:

e (', omits all the poles ay,, .
e Fach C, lies inside C),41.

e The radius of C,,, by, diverges to infinity as n goes to infinity.

Then,
1 1
p(z) — 1 G(2) =1 = 2en A, (Tkn + @)
max | ——5—| = max >
2€Cy blt z€Cly blt
L e fj A Y4 L
= - max lim —
b} zeCi m—oo — P\ ag, akn — o\ Z = ak, Gk,
lim — ma i(A Ap)——
= lim — max " — B
m—00 blt 2€Ct — iy i ag, (Z — akn)
- M=o b2 o " |blt - akn‘
= lim Z |Akn,m - Akn| L
m—o0 £ ak, b, b, — ay, |
m—00 a, bi, |br, — ax, |

n=1

A
oS Hea il
a

m—00
kn

Note that the second inequality is a consequence of
-1 —1
sup (blt\bzt - CLM) < (bll\bll - akn|> :
teN

which follows from asymptotics of {a, }nen and {b, }nen. Therefore |p(2) — 1] < C”|z|?
on the circle Cy for any ¢t € N, where C’ and C” are real numbers. By the maximum
modulus theorem and the entireness of p(z), we conclude that p(z) is a polynomial of
at most second degree. Since G(0),G'(0) and G”(0) are real numbers, ¢, d, e € R.

U
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Using this Cebotarev type representation we prove our main result in non-matching
index sets case with Dirichlet-Dirichlet, Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions. How-
ever, we need extra information of an eigenvalue from {b;, }nen-

Theorem 4.6. Let g € L'(0,7), and {ay, }nen C 0pp, {b1, tnen C onp satisfy follow-
ing properties:

2
o lim Z(\Akn, ~ Awl/af,) < oo,

o {4, /akn}neN el

Then {an}nen, {bntnen\{bi, }nemgsy and {Vi, tnen determine the potential q for any
s € N, where opp = {an}nen, onp = {bn}nen are Dirichlet-Dirichlet and Neumann-

Dirichlet spectra and {7, tnen are point masses of the spectral measure pg o = ZneN YnOa,, -

Proof. By representation of the m-function as the Herglotz integral of the spectral
measure, from ~,,, we know Res(m, a,,). Therefore, in terms of the m-function our claim
says that the set of poles, {an}nen, the set of zeros except the index set {l, }nem (s},
{01, } U {bn}nem\{in}nen» and the residues with the index set {k, }nen, {Res(m, ax,) tnen
determine the m-function uniquely.

From Lemma , the Weyl m-function can be represented in terms of opp and onp,

o=l (i) ()

Note that for any n € N, we know

(4.16) Res(m,as,) = Clby, —a,) o [] (“’fﬂ - 1) (“’“n - 1)_1.

Fn jeNjhn N 4
Let m(z) = F(2)G(z), where I’ and G are two infinite products defined as

ool (E ) ()

nEN\{ln }nen nEN\{kn}nen

Also note that at any point of {ay, }nen, the infinite product

-1
4.17 F(z) = <3—1> (i—1)
et ) nEN\l{lIn}neN " neN\g}nEN tin
is known. Conditions and imply that for any n € N, we know
Res(m, ay,)

F(ay,)
By Lemma , G (2) has the following representation

Res(G,ay,) =

1 1
(4.18) G(z)=c?+dz+e+ ZAk:n ( + —) ,

Zz—Q a
neN ke kn
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where A;, = Res(G,ay,, ). In order to show uniqueness of G(z), let us consider G(z)
similar to the proof of Theorem 4 n ie. G (2) has the following properties.

e The infinite product G(z) is defined as

e (IR

where C' > 0, the set of poles {ag, }ren satisfies asymptotics |D and the set
of zeros {by, }nen satisfies asymptotics . For the given eigenvalues from
oND = {bn}nen, let b, be defined as by, i.e. b; := b; for all j € N\{l,, }nen.

e G(z) and G(z) share same set of poles with equivalent residues at the corre-
sponding poles, i.e. ay, = ax, and Res(G,ay,) = Res(G, ay,) for any n € N.

e G(z) and G(z) share one zero, namely b, = b, .

e By the equivalence of poles and residues of G(z) and G(z) and Lemma ,
G(z) has the representation

(4.19) é(z):522+gz+E+ZAkn( ! —i),

a —Z a
neN k kn

n

where ¢, c?, e eR.
Let m E N\{s} and b, # b, . Since G(b,,) =0 and G(b,,) = 0, using representa-

tions and (| - we get

1 1
4.20 —cb? —db, —e= Ap, | ———— —
(1.20) at, —an, —e= Y 4y, (- 1),

neN
(4.21) —eb}, —db,, —E=)_ Ay, 1)
" neN ag, — blm g,
(4.22) G(by,,) = G(b,) — G(by,) = (c — &+ (d —d)b,, +e— ¢
Taking difference of 1) and and replacing e—e by G (b, )—(c—¢) B%m —(d—d)by,,

we get

b ; j by, — b

Dividing both sides by by, (b, — b, ) we get

—c(by +b —d G(b A
(493 —wtbh) —d  Gh) 5 A,
blm blm blm (blm - blm) eN
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Note that since {a, }nen satisfies asymptotics (2.5) and {by nen, {bn}nen satisfy
asymptotics (2.6)), the inequalities

b, (e, — b, ) (@, — 03,) |70 < [or, (an, — i) (an, — bi,)| 7! < 2/a2,

are valid for any m € N\{s} and for sufficiently large n € N. Recall that Zk = by,

if kj & {ln}nen. In addition, Y, Ay, /aj. is absolutely convergent. Therefore rlght
hand side of (4 - ) converges to 0 as m goes to co. Also note that by (4.22) -, left hand

side of (4.23} - is

—c(by,, +by,) —d N Gb,) _ —clby, +b,)—d . G(b,,) — G(by,,)
by, b, (blm bi,,) b, b, (b, —by,)
—c(b by )—d 1 ~ -
_ b, +b)—d (c— &, +d—d+ =C
blm blm - blm lm
Let us observe that
lim —c(bu, j_ bi,) —d = —2c.
m—00 blm

Now let us show l;lm -
G satisfy asymptotics

converges to 0 as m goes to co. Recall that poles of G and

m

1 [ 1 [
k2 + = / q(z)dr + o, and k2 + = / q(z)dr + ay,
T Jo T Jo

respectively, where a, = o(1) and &, = o(1) as n — co. Equivalance of poles of G

and G imply equivalence of fo x)dx and fo x)dx. Therefore b, and Blm satisfy
asymptotics

l— & 2+1/7r (z)dz + 3 and - & 2+1/7r (z)dz + B
m 9 T/ q I m 9 T Jo q Im )

where (3, = o(1) and B =0 1 as m — oo. Hence b, — by, = o(1) as m goes to oo.
Therefore left hand side of goes 0 0o ife—¢#£0ord—d+#0,sowe get a
contradiction unless ¢ = ¢ and d d. This implies that G(z) — G(z) is a real constant.
However, G(z) and G(z) share the zero b,,. This implies uniqueness of G(z) and hence
uniqueness of {b;, }nen. After unique recovery of the two spectra opp and oynp, the
potential is uniquely determined by Borg’s theorem. U

We also get the uniqueness result without knowing any point from {b;, },en, but this
requires absolute convergence of [, . ax, /b, - By absolute convergence of [ ], . ax,. /i,
we mean absolute convergence of ) _(ax,/b;, —1). Note that Limit Comparison
Test implies that ], _yax, /b, is absolutely convergent if and only if [], .y bi./ax,
is absolutely convergent. Absolute convergence of [], .y ax,/bi, also implies the two
conditions in Lemma so in this case Lemma can be written in the following
form.
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Lemma 4.7. Let {ay, }nen C opp and {by, }nen C onp such that [, n(ar,/bi,) is
absolutely convergent. Then

1 1
G(Z)2022+dz+€+ZAkn( —|——)7

Z—Qa a
neN ken kn

where c,d, e are real numbers, Ay, is the residue of G(z) at the point z = ay,, and the
sum converges normally on C\ Upey ag, -

Proof. We will show that absolute convergence of [, (@, /bi,) implies the two con-
ditions in Lemma [£.5] but first we begin by showing that absolute convergence of

[1,en(an, /bi,) implies {1/(a, — bi,)}nen € I'. Since [, cx(ax, /bi,) is absolutely con-

vergent,
Z k2 — (1, —1/2)2 + ozkn B,
e (l —1/2)2+ (1/7) fo z)dx + fy,

ie. {(k2—12+41,)/12}nen € ll. Note that lim,, .o ay, /b, = 1 implies lim,, .o k,,/1,, = 1.
Therefore

n

akn — bl .

< 00,

ln

— l2 I,
o Y[
neN
Zk + 1, — b+ 1/ (ky + 1)
= ln
neN
N 0o
kn — Uy + 1) (kn + 1) 1/4
> -
> T 2|
n=1 n=N-+1
1
=X o
neN

where N € N, ¢; > 0, i.e. {1/l,}nen € ' and by Limit Comparison Test {1/k, }nen € 1.
Therefore {1/(ag, — by,)}nen € I, since 1/|ay, — by, | < 1/|ay, — bx,| = O(1/k,) as n
goes to 00.

The partial product G defined in the beginning of Section 4.2 can be represented
as

_y e
an—CLk n:lblTL’
and hence
oA
: kn N
a2 3R [T 60 - TT 5 -

Since {1/ax, }nen € I', existence of this limit implies limy o SO0, |Ak,.,n/aj, | exists.
Now we are ready to prove the first assumption in Lemma [1.5] i.e.

N
N—o0 ’ "
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For n < N, let us define

—b
Prowm [] Gl
m=N-+1 lm akn ak
Then
| Ak v — Ak, Akon\ [k, — b 1
4.25 " = a ° 11— P _—
(4.25) ap, a,, g, | ) ay, — b,

Using (4.24), absoulte convergence of [], _y(ax,/b;,) and hence absolute convergence
of Y enl(ar, — bi,)/ar,] we get that the limits

N4 N
: Fon, N : ak, — by,

lim and  lim ——=[1 = Py, V] converge.
N—oo . ag, N—o0 ay ’

n=

n=1 n

Recall that we have also showed {1/(az, — by,)}nen € ['. Therefore by (4.25) we get
the first assumption in Lemma |4.5|

N
lim Z |Akn,N - Akzn|
N—oo a2

After recalling that we showed existence of limy_, ij:l | Ak, n/ ain |, we get the second
assumption in Lemma , i.e. {Ax,/a; tnew €1 as follows:

N N
. ’ k ’ ’Ak _Alc N| . ’Ak N|
n < n )y 3
]&5202 jim ) T i ) T <o

n=1 akn n=1 akn

Now using Lemma [£.5 we get the desired result.
]

Theorem 4.8. Let ¢ € L*(0,7) and {ay, }nen C 000, {bi, }nen C 0r20 such that

[L.en(r, /bu,) is absolutely convergent. Then {ay nen, {bn nen\{bi, }nen and { Vi, }nen
determine the potential q, where opp = {an}tnen, onp = {bn}tnen are Dirichlet-
Dirichlet and Neumann-Dirichlet spectra and {~,}nen are point masses of the spectral

measure (o0 = Y, cn YnOay -

Proof. One can use Lemma and follow the proof of Theorem until the last
step, i.e. showing uniqueness of the two spectra after obtaining G(z) — G (z) is a real
constant, so let us show G(z) — G(z) = 0. The main differences in this case are that G
and G do not share any zero and the infinite products [L.en(ar, /bi,) and [T, cn(ar, / b,)

are absolutely convergent. Let us recall that the infinite products G and G have the
following representations:

1 1
G(z):cz2+dz—C+ZAkn( —|——>,

Z—a a
neN kn kin

é(z):czQ—i—dz—é—i—ZAkn( L +L>

zZ—a a
neN kn kn
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Therefore by taking difference of G(z) and G(z) we get G(z) + C = G(z) + C, i.e.

-1
z 2 z ~
4.26) —C ——1 — -1 +C=-C — —1 (——1) +C.
( ) g (bln > (a’kn ) Tg] (bln ) akn
Note that since the infinite products [ ], cy(ax, /bi.);, [ Ten (@, / by, ) are absolutely con-
vergent and the two spectra {a, }nen, {bn}nen lie on the positive real line, the infinite

products on the two sides of (4.26]) are uniformly convergent on the second quadrant.
Hence by letting z go to infinity on the second quadrant we get

(4.27) —CH¢“+O——CH:“+5

neN In neN Yin

Recall that [, GNgln/ by, is finite, since

Z’bzn—bln Z‘ﬁln Bln <maX\ﬂl —5znlzb—<oo

neN neN neN tn
Therefore the infinite product H(z) := G(z)/G(z) is represented as

e GO Cqpizhe b Cppheppizhe
G(z) Coxn b z—=b, C

b _
neN In neN < bln

We know that G and G share same poles with equivalent residues at the correspond-
ing poles. Therefore for any m € N

(4.28) 1= H(ay,) = H by, H B — Zl".
"

nEN In nEN

Now let us find the limit of the infinite product on the right end of (4.28) as m goes
to co. This infinite product is uniformly convergent if and only if the infinite sum

ay,, — b by, — by
(129 S (Sege 1) =y e
neN \@hm — bi, neN Ykm — bi,
is uniformly convergent. Note that asymptotics of the two spectra imply l;lj —by, = o(1)
as j goes to infinity. Then the asymptotics of {ax, fnen, {bi, fnen and {by, }ney together
with absolute convergence of the infinite products [ [, cn(ax, /b1, ), [ [,en(@, /br,) imply
that

(4.30) >

since {1/(ax, — by, ) nen € I' as we discussed in the proof of Lemma Therefore by

letting m go to oo in (4.28) we get C'/C = [y by, /bi;- If we define v := [, o ar., /b1,
- _ - e -1

and 7 := [ [, ey @k, /b1, we get C/C = ~/7. This identity and (4.27) imply Z . l

B -1 7

and hence v = 7. Therefore C' = C. This implies uniqueness of G(z) and hence

uniqueness of {b;, }nen. After unique recovery of the two spectra opp and oynp, the

potential is uniquely determined by Borg’s theorem. O

CLkm — bln
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4.3. General boundary conditions. As discussed in Section 2.2, the Weyl m-function
for the Schrodinger equation

(4.31) Lu=—u"+ qu = zu
with boundary conditions

(4.32) u(0) cosa — /' (0) sinav = 0
(4.33) u(m) cos B+ u'(m) sin § = 0,

cos(a)u’,(0) + sin(ar)u,(0)
—sin(a)ul(0) + cos(a)u,(0)
satisfying (4.33)) and a, 3 € [0, 7). In order to prove our result with boundary conditions
(4.32) and (4.33) we need to consider more general m-functions. Recall that we have
defined the m-function in Section 2.2 by introducing two solutions s,(t) and c,(t) of

(4.31)) satisfying the initial conditions
5.(0) = sin(a), s.(0) = cos(a)

z

¢.(0) = cos(a), ¢,(0) = —sin(«)

z
and u,(t), a solution of with boundary conditions u,(7) = sin 3, v, (7) = — cos .
The same steps to define the m-function as in Section 2.2 can be followed if ¢, (t) is a
linearly independent solution with W (c,, s,) = 1. Therefore we introduce two solutions
s,(t) and ¢,(t) of satisfying the initial conditions

5.(0) = sin(as), s.(0) = cos(ay)

c.(0) =

 sin(a; — ay)’

is defined as m, 3(2) =

, where u,(t) is a solution of (4.31

sin(ay) , cos(ay)

0) =

for ay, ap € [0, ), sin(a; — ) # 0 and same u,(t). Then we can define the m-function

May,a0,8-

sin(ag — o)

Definition 4.9. The m-function mg, «, s is defined as

m (z) == 1 —sin(aq)ul(0) + cos(aq)u(0)
s sin(ag — aq) | —sin(az)u’,(0) + cos(ag)u.(0) |’

where aq, ag, 5 € [0, ), sin(as —ay) # 0 and u,(t) is a solution of (4.31)) with boundary

conditions wu,(m) = sin 5, v (7) = — cos [5.

Remark 4.10. The m-function m, s we discussed in Section 2.2 is obtained by letting
ap =a—m/2and ay = @, i.e. Moz 45(2) = Map(2)

The m-function mg, q, 3(2) is a meromorphic Herglotz function having real zeros
on o,, 3 and real poles on o,, 3, which are interlacing. It is a meromorphic Her-
glotz function, since mgg(z) = u,(0)/u,(0) is a meromorphic Herglotz function and
sgn[S(May as.8(2))] = sgn|[S(mo p(z))]. Therefore Herglotz representation theorem im-
plies
1 t

ma17a2,5(2> = az + b + / |]f . — m:| d,ual,%g(t),

where a,b € R and 4, o, 5 is a positive discrete Poisson-summable measure supported
on the spectrum o,, 3. Let us call p,, 4, the spectral measure corresponding to
(a1, az, B). Now we prove our results with general boundary conditions.
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Theorem 4.11. Let g € L'(0,7), A C N, sin(ay—a;) # 0 and oy, as, 8 € [0, 7). Then

{an}nen, {bn}nema and {Vn}nea determine the potential q, where 04,3 = {Gn}nen,
Oor.8 = {bn}nen are two spectra and {v,}nen are point masses of the corresponding

spectral measure fio, a8 = Y nen YnOan-

Proof. Wlog let a,, and b,, be positive for all n. We follow the arguments we used in
the proofs of Lemma and Theorem [4.2] but there are two differences: asymptotics
of the two spectra, depending on a1, as, 8 and hence the order relation betweeen a,,
and b,. Thus, we consider the following cases.

(i) oar #0, as #0, aq > ay :

When 8 # 0, the two spectra 0,3 = {an}tnen and o4, 5 = {by}nen satisfy the
asymptotics (2.4) and hence a, > b, for all n € N. Therefore using the proof of
Lemma May.a0,8(2) can be represented as (4.2). Using this representation and

Cebotarev’s theorem as we discussed in the proof of Theorem 4.2, the meromorphic
Herglotz function G(z) defined as

(4.34) G@V:_CII(5_4>(£JJ)1

has the following representation:

G@):dz+e+§:Aﬂ<Zja +£>.

neA

Only unknown constants on the right hand side are d and e. In order to show uniqueness
of the linear term dz + e, let us introduce G(z) as we did in the proof of Theorem :

e The infinite product G is defined as
-1
~ ~ z z
G(z) = — AN Y (A
o=l (7-1)(7-1)
neA n
where C' > 0, the set of poles {a@,}nca and the set of zeros {gn}ne A satisfy

asymptotics (2.4)).

e G and G share same set of poles with equivalent residues at the corresponding
poles, i.e. ay = a; and Res(G,ay) = Res(G,ay) for any k € A.

e By the equivalence of poles and residues of G and G and Cebotarev’s theorem,
G(z) has the representation

é(z):iz+’é+2An< ! +i),

zZ—a a
neA n n

where d > 0, e € R.

Therefore difference of G and G is a linear polynomial, i.e.

(4.35) G(z)—G(z)=(d—d)z+e—¢
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Note that since {a,}nen, {bntnen and {b,}nen are subsets of (0,00) and satisfy

asymptotics (2.4), for any = € (—o0,0) we get
-1
C” (——1) (——1)
ncA

6w -awi<|eT] (£ 1) (1)

neA
<C H -+ CT[% < oo

Convergence of the infinite product H c4 0n /by follows from the fact that

Sy

neA neA “n
neA neA

for some M < oo, since asymptotics (2.4) imply |a, — b,| < M; for some M; < oo
independent of n and a,, = n* 4+ o(n?), b, = n? + o(n?) as n goes to infinity. Therefore

eIl -1l

neA bn neA

lim |(d—d)z+e—¢| = lim _|G(z) - G(x)| =

T—r—00

so we get a contradiction unless d = d. This implies that G(z) —G(2) is a real constant,
which is G(0) — G(0) = C — C. In order to show C' = C, we follow exactly the same
arguments used in the proof of Theorem [4.2]

This gives uniqueness of G(z) and hence uniqueness of {b,}nca. After unique re-
covery of the two spectra o,, g and o4, g, Levinson’s theorem uniquely determines the
potential.

When 5 = 0, one can apply same arguments. The only difference appears in asymp-
totics of 04, 8 = {an nen and o4, 3 = {by }nen, which does not affect the result.

(ii)al#(),agz(),ﬁ:():

The two spectra 04, 5 = {an fnen and o4, 3 = {by }nen satisfy the asymptotics (2.5))
and ([2.6)) respectively. One then obtains the result by following the proofs of Lemma
and Theorem [4.2

(iii)) 1 #0, o =0, B #£0 :

The two spectra 04, 3 = {an fnen and o4, 3 = {by }nen satisfy the asymptotics (2.7))
and ([2.4) respectively, which is similar to the previous case.

(iv)a; 20, a0 20, 0n < agora; =0, a3 #0, #0ora; =0,ay #0, =0

In all of these three cases, a,, < b, for all n € N. Therefore using the proof of Lemma
May.as,3(%) can be represented as

-1
Moy ass(2) = C ]| (— - 1) (— - 1) .
neN
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In order to represent G(z) as (4.34)), an extra factor is required, so we shift indices of
b, up by one inside A and let b; be a positive real number less than a;, assuming wlog

1 € A. Then ZglblG(z) can be represented as 1) Using this representation and

Cebotarev’s theorem, the meromorphic Herglotz function %G(z) has the following
representation:

Z—bl . 1 1
( h )G(z)_“z+b+2/‘"(an—z an)‘

ncA

Therefore if we introduce G(z) similar to the previous cases, then %G(z) and %é (2)
share the same set of poles {a, }neca with the same residues {—A,, },c4 and have the set
of zeros {b, }nea and {b;} U {b,}nea\(1} respectively, so the difference of %G(z) and
%é (2) is a linear polynomial with real coefficients and hence G(z) — G(z) is a real
constant, which is G(0) — G(0) = C' — C. In order to show C = C, we follow exactly
the same arguments used in the proof of Theorem [4.2]

This implies uniqueness of G(z) and hence uniqueness of {b,},ca. After unique

recovery of the two spectra o4, 3 and o,, 3, Levinson’s theorem uniquely determines
the potential. O

Remark 4.12. Theorem [£.11] gives Marchenko’s theorem with the m-function mq, .
as a corollary if we let A = N. By letting A = ), we get the statement of Levinson’s
theorem.

For the non-matching index sets case, let us recall the definitions of Ay, ,,, and Ay, :

. ag,, ik akj A, — blj
Aknym = (akn - bkn) H )

b b ar. — ai.
I j=Lign 13 Thn T Ok
a = a, a b
kn I[ kj Qkn — Ui,
Akn = (akn — bkn) —_— .
bln blj ag,, — akj

=1g#n

We can prove Theorem [4.6] and Theorem [4.8] with general boundary conditions fol-
lowing the same proofs. However, if boundary conditions «; and ay are nonzero, then
we need that eventually the two index sets {k,}nen and {l,}nen have no common
element.

Theorem 4.13. Let g € L'(0,7), sin(ag — ;) # 0, ay, a, 8 € [0,7) and {ag, }nen C
Oas.ps {01, nen C 0oy 5 satisfy following properties:

m

e lim Z <|Akmm — Akn|/azn> < 00,
1

m—0o0

o {Ay, /a2 Yen €11,

(i) If a1 = 0 or ag = 0, then {an fnen, {bnfnen\{b1, tnem\(s} and {Vi, tnen determine
the potential q for any s € N, where 04,5 = {@n}nen, Oayp = {bn}nen are two spectra
and {Yn fnen are point masses of the spectral measure fio, ay.8 = D ey TnOay -
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(ii) If aq # 0, as # 0 and there exists N € N such that k,, # 1, for alln > N, then
{an }nen, {bn}nen\{b1, fnemi(sy and {Vi, fnen determine the potential q for any s € N,
where 0ny 3 = {antnen, Tay.p = {bn}nen are two spectra and {7y, }nen are point masses
of the spectral measure fio, 0pp = ZneN Yna, -

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 4.6/ we used the inequalities (4.11]), namely

D1 (@, = b)) (@, = bu,)| ™ < [, (ak, — b, ) (o, — b)) < 2/af, .
If a; = 0 or ap = 0, these inequalities are still valid for any m € N\{s} and for
sufficiently large n € N. Recall that by, := by, if k; & {l, }nen.
If ay # 0, ag # 0 and there exists N € N such that k,, # [, for all n > N, we modify
these inequalities as follows:

b, (@r, = i) (@, = bu, )|~ < Hbra(ar, — Oy (e, — brp)[ ™' < 2/aj
which are valid for any m € N\{s} and for sufficiently large n € N.

After getting these inequalities we apply proofs of Lemma and Theorem with
the m-function my, «, s and the spectral measure jiq, q, 3 and obtain uniqueness of
{bi, }nen. Even though asymptotics of the spectra may be different than Dirichlet-
Dirichlet, Neumann-Dirichlet case, the same arguments can be used. After unique
recovery of the two spectra o,, 3 and o,, 3, Levinson’s theorem uniquely determines

the potential.
O

Theorem 4.14. Let g € L'(0,7), sin(as — o) # 0, ou, s, B € [0,7) and [,y ak, /1,
be absolutely convergent, where {ak, tnen C Cayp, {b1, fnen C a5

(i) If oy = 0 or ag = 0, then {a, }nen, {0ntnen\{b1, }nen and {7k, }nen determine the
potential q, where 04y 3 = {An}nen; Oayp = {bn}nen are two spectra and {7y, }nen are
point masses of the spectral measure Hai,az,8 = ZneN YnOa, -

(i) If ag # 0, ag # 0 and there exists N € N such that k, # 1, for alln > N,

then {an }nen, {bntnen\{b1, tnen and {7k, }nen determine the potential q, where o4, 5 =
{an}nen; ar,p = {bn}nen are two spectra and {v,}nen are point masses of the spectral
MEASUTE floy ap.8 = P nen Ynlay-
Proof. If a; = 0 or ay = 0, we follow the proofs of Lemma and Theorem with
the m-function my, 4, and the spectral measure (i, , 3 and obtain uniqueness of
{bi, }nen. After unique recovery of the two spectra o4, 3 and 0,, g, Levinson’s theorem
uniquely determines the potential.

If a; # 0, ap # 0 and there exists N € N such that k,, # [,, for all n > N, then the
only difference appears in showing {1/(ay, — by, }nen € I*, so let us show that absolute

convergence of [], _(ax,/b,) implies {1/(ay, — by, )}nen € I'. Since [, cn(ak, /bi,) is
absolutely convergent,

Z (kn =1 = (ln = 1) + 1 + o, — B,
neN neN (o = 1) + 72 + (2/m) fo7T q(z)dx + 3,

ie. {(k2 — 12— 2k, +2l,)/I2},en € I'. Here 71 = 2[cot(aq) — cot(ay)]/m, 72 =
2[cot() + cot(aq)]/m and wlog we assume 5 # 0. Note that lim, . ax, /b, = 1

CLkn — bln
by

< 00,

n
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implies lim,, . &k, /l,, = 1. Therefore

0> Y |

neN

ky, +l

=2
neN
N

—12—2(k; —1,)

where N € N and ¢; > 0, so {1/l,}neny € I' and hence by Limit Comparison Test
{1/ky}nen € I'. Therefore {1/(ax, — b,) }nen € I}, since for n > N, 1/|a, — by, | <
1/lax, — bk, +1| = O(1/k,) as n goes to co. Now we apply proofs of Lemma
and Theorem with the m-function m,, «, 3 and the spectral measure pq, o, and
obtain uniqueness of {b;, }nen. After unique recovery of the two spectra o,, 5 and o,, g,

Levinson’s theorem uniquely determines the potential.
O

APPENDIX A. COMPLEX FUNCTION THEORETICAL TOOLS

In this section we recall some definitions and theorems from complex function theory
used in our discussions. We follow [40].

A function on R is Poisson-summable if it is summable with respect to the Poisson
measure I1, defined as dIl := dx/(1 + 2?). The space of Poisson-summable functions

on R is denoted by Lf.
The Schwarz integral of a Poisson-summable function f is

st = [ (25— 1) f0ar

The Schwarz integral of a real valued Poisson-summable function is given in terms of
its Poisson and conjugate Poisson integrals:

Sf=Pf+iQf
_1 Y
PIO) =+ [ e

o= | (2 + ) 0

A measure p on R is Poisson-finite if [ -z d|u|(t) < oo. The Schwarz integral of a
Poisson-finite measure p, defined as

sue) = [ (25 - 1)

is analytic in the upper half-plane C,.
Outer functions in C, are analytic functions of the form e/ for f € L.
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Inner functions in C, are bounded analytic functions with non-tangential boundary
values, equal to 1 in modulus, almost everywhere on R. If an inner function extends
to C meromorphically, it is called meromorphic inner function, usually denoted by ©.

Hilbert transform of f € L, denoted by f, is defined as the singular integral

flz) = % pw./ {L + L} Ft)dt.

r—t 14+1t2

It is the angular limit of Qf = IS f, hence the outer function €%/ coincides with e/*%/
on R.

A meromorphic function is said to be real if it maps real numbers to real numbers on
its domain. A meromorphic Herglotz function m is a real meromorphic function with
positive imaginary part on C,. It has negative imaginary part on C_ via the relation
m(zZ) = m(z).

There is a one-to-one correspondence between meromorphic inner functions and
meromorphic Herglotz functions via equations

1+06 o m—1

—, -
1-0 m+i
A meromorphic Herglotz function can be described as the Schwarz integral of a
positive discrete Poisson-finite measure:

m(z) =az +b+iSpy,

m =

where a > 0, b € R. The term ¢S is also called the Herglotz integral and usually
denoted by H. This representation is valid even if the Herglotz function can not be
extended meromorphically to C, in which case p may not be discrete. It is called the
Herglotz representation theorem. Cebotarev proved a similar result.

Theorem A.1 (Cebotarev [33]). If the real meromorphic function m maps C.. onto
C,, then its poles {ay}rez are all real and simple, and it may be represented in the

form
- 1 1
= b A - —
m(z) = az + +Z k(ak—z ak),

k=N
wherea > 0,b e R, —oo < N < M < o0, A, > 0 and the sum ny:zv Ay /ai converges.
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