arXiv:1909.03356v1 [math.SP] 8 Sep 2019

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA

BURAK HATİNOĞLU

Abstract. We consider semi-infinite Jacobi matrices with discrete spectrum. We prove that the Jacobi operator can be uniquely recovered from one spectrum and subsets of another spectrum and 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 norming constants have different index sets.

1. Introduction

The Jacobi operator J in the dense subset c_{00}(N) of the Hilbert space l^2(N) is the operator associated with the semi-infinite Jacobi matrix a_1 b_1 0 0

b_1 a_2 b_2 ...

0 b_2 a_3 ...

0 ... ... ...

where a_n ∈ R and b_n > 0 for any n ∈ N. The symmetric operator J is closable and has deficiency indices (1,1) [limit point] or (0,0) [limit circle]. In the limit point case J̄ is self-adjoint. However, in the limit circle case non self-adjoint operator J̄ has a self-adjoint extension J(g) uniquely determined by g ∈ R ∪ {∞} (see Section 2 and [28] Section 2.6). In both cases, a rank-one perturbation of a self-adjoint Jacobi operator can be seen as a change of the boundary condition at the origin for the corresponding Jacobi difference equation (see Section 2 and [25] Appendix).

Direct spectral problems aim to get spectral information from the sequences {a_n}_{n∈N} and {b_n}_{n∈N} . In inverse spectral problems, the goal is to recover these sequences from spectral information, like the spectrum, the norming constants, the spectral measure or Weyl m-function.

The study of inverse problems for Jacobi operators is motivated both by pure mathematics, e.g. moment problems [27] and physical applications, such as vibrating systems [15, 23].

Early inverse spectral problems for finite Jacobi matrices appear as discrete analogs of inverse spectral problems for Schrödinger (Sturm-Liouville) equations Lu = −u^{′′} + qu = zu, where the potential q ∈ L^1(0, π) is real-valued. Borg [2] proved that an L^1-potential is uniquely recovered from two spectra, corresponding to various pairs of boundary

Key words and phrases. inverse spectral theory, semi-infinite Jacobi operators, Weyl m-function. 1

2 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

conditions. Marchenko [22] observed that the spectral measure (or Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function) uniquely recovers an L^1-potential. Another classical result is due to Hochstadt and Liebermann [20], which says that if half of an L^1-potential is known, one spectrum recovers the whole. One can find the statements of these classical theorems and some other results from the inverse spectral theory of Schrödinger operators e.g. in [16] and references therein.

Finite Jacobi matrix analogs of Borg’s and Hochstadt and Lieberman’s theorems were considered by Hochstadt [17, 18, 19], where the potential q is replaced by the sequences {a_n}_{n∈N} and {b_n}_{n∈N} . These classical theorems led to various other inverse spectral results on finite Jacobi matrices (see [1, 6, 12, 14, 24, 30] and references therein), semi-infinite or infinite Jacobi matrices (see [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 25, 26, 29] and references therein), generalized Jacobi matrices (see [4, 5] and references therein) and matrix-valued Jacobi operators (see [3, 13] and references therein). These problems can be divided into two groups. In Borg-Marchenko-type spectral problems, one tries to recover the sequences {a_n}_{n∈N} and {b_n}_{n∈N} from the spectral data. However, Hochstadt-Lieberman-type (or mixed) spectral problems recover the sequences {a_n}_{n∈N} and {b_n}_{n∈N} using a mixture of partial information on these sequences and spectral data.

Silva and Weder ([25] Theorem 3.3) proved Borg’s two-spectra theorem for semiinfinite Jacobi matrices with a discrete spectrum. Later on Eckhardt and Teschl ([11] Theorem 5.2) considered infinite Jacobi matrix analog of Marchenko’s result with the same discreteness of the spectrum assumption. Note that discreteness of the spectrum is an extra assumption in the limit point case.

Jacobi versions of Borg’s and Hochstadt and Lieberman’s theorems suggest that one spectrum gives exactly one half of the full spectral information required to recover the sequences {a_n}_{n∈N} and {b_n}_{n∈N} . Let us recall the fact that in the case of discrete spectrum, the spectral measure is a discrete measure supported on the spectrum with the point masses given by the corresponding norming constants (see [11] page 10). As follows from Jacobi analogs of Marchenko’s theorem, the set of point masses of the spectral measure (or the set of norming constants) gives exactly one half of the full spectral information required to recover the sequences {a_n}_{n∈N} and {b_n}_{n∈N} .

These observations allow us to formulate the following question:

Inverse Problem. Do one spectrum and partial information on another spectrum and the set of norming constants corresponding to the first spectrum recover the operator?

This Borg-Marchenko-type problem can be seen as a combination of Silva and Weder’s and Eckhardt and Teschl’s results for semi-infinite Jacobi matrices.

In the present paper, we answer this question positively. Theorem 3.3 solves this inverse spectral problem when given part of the norming constants corresponding to the first discrete spectrum matches with the missing part of the second discrete spectrum, i.e. they share the same index sets. In Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.6 we show that information of one of the boundary conditions can be replaced by any unknown eigenvalue from the second spectrum or any unknown norming constant corresponding to the first spectrum. In Theorems 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 we consider the same problems in the non-matching index sets case with some restrictions on the two spectra.

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 3

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall necessary definitions and results from the spectral theory of Jacobi operators, namely self-adjoint extensions and rank-one perturbations of semi-infinite Jacobi operators, Weyl m-functions and the norming constants. In Section 3 after recalling Silva and Weder’s characterization of the two spectra result, Theorem 3.1, and the two-spectra theorem, Theorem 3.2, we prove the inverse spectral problem mentioned above, Theorem 3.3 along with Theorems 3.5 and 3.6. In Section 4 we consider the same problems in the non-matching index sets case.

2. Preliminaries In this section we closely follow [28].

We consider the difference expression τ : l(N) → l(N) (τf)_n := b_{n−1}f_{n−1} + a_nf_n + b_nf_{n+1}, n ∈ N\{1} (2.1) (τf)_1 := a_1f_1 + b_1f_2

(2.2) where a_n ∈ R, b_n > 0 for all n ∈ N and l(N) is the set of complex valued sequences indexed by natural numbers. The difference expression τ is represented as the tridiagonal matrix

(2.3) a_1 b_1 0 0 0 b_1 a_2 b_2 0 ... 0 b_2 a_3 b_3 ... 0 0 b_3 a_4 ... 0 ... ... ... ...

with respect to the canonical basis of l^2(N).

Let c_z,s_z ∈ l(N) be two fundamental solutions of the Jacobi difference equation (2.4) τu = zu u ∈ l(N), z ∈ C , satisfying the initial conditions s_z(1) = 0, s_z(2) = 1, c_z(1) = 1, c_z(2) = 0.

Since c and s are linearly independent, we write any solution u of (2.4) as a linear combination of these two solutions (2.5) u_z(n) =

W_n(u_z, s_z) W_n(c_z, s_z) c(n) − W_n(u_z, c_z) W_n(c_z, s_z) s(n), where W is the Wronskian given by W_n(f, g) = a(n)(f(n)g(n + 1) − g(n)f(n + 1)). Note that the Wronskian of two solutions of (2.4) with the same z is constant, so the coefficients of c and s in (2.5) are constant.

If {a_n} and {b_n} are bounded, then the Jacobi operator J : l^2(N) → l^2(N) is defined as Jf = τf. However without the boundedness condition on {a_n} or {b_n}, the operator

4 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

J is no longer defined on all of l^2(N). Here one needs to introduce the minimal and maximal operators associated with τ as J_{min} : D(J_{min}) → l^2(N), J_{max} : D(J_{max}) → l^2(N) f → τf f → τf, where D(J_{min}) = c_{00}(N) and D(J_{max}) = {f ∈ l^2(N) | τf ∈ l^2(N)}. Green’s formula implies that J^∗_{min} = J_{max} and J^∗_{max} = J_{min} : D(J^∗_{max}) → l^2(N) f → τf, where D(J^∗_{max}) = {f ∈ J_{max} | lim_{n→∞} W_n(f, g) = 0 , g ∈ J_{max}} ([28], Section 2.6).

In order to discuss self-adjoint extensions of the minimal operator we use limit point and limit circle classifications of τ. The difference expression τ is called limit point (l.p.) if s_{z0} /∈ l^2(N) for some z_0 ∈ C \R and limit circle (l.c.) otherwise.

The maximal operator J_{max} is self-adjoint if and only if τ is l.p. ([28], Lemma 2.16). Therefore in the limit point case J_{max} is a self adjoint extension of the minimal Jacobi operator J_{min}.

If τ is limit circle, we define the set of boundary conditions at ∞ as BC(τ) = {v ∈ D(J_{max}) | lim_{n→∞} W_n(v̄, v) = 0, lim_{n→∞} W_n(v̄, f) ≠ 0 for some f ∈ D(J_{max})}. Then for any v ∈ BC(τ), the operator

J_v : D(v) → l^2(N) f → τf, is a self-adjoint extension of J_{min}, where D(v) = {f ∈ D(J_{max}) | lim_{n→∞} W_n(v, f) = 0} ([28], Theorem 2.18). We parametrize self-adjoint extensions of J_{min} in the limit circle case by defining

v_α(n) = cos(α)c_0(n) + sin(α)s_0(n), α ∈ [0, π)

and observing that different values of α give different extensions. Then all self-adjoint extensions of J_{min} correspond to some v_α with unique α ∈ [0, π) ([28], Lemma 2.20). Therefore in the limit circle case, following [25] we define J(g) := J_v for g ∈ R ∪ {∞}, where g = cot(α) and α ∈ [0, π). In the limit point case, i.e. if J_{min} is self-adjoint, we let J(g) := J_{min} for all g ∈ R ∪ {∞}.

If τ is l.c., i.e. J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, then the spectrum of J(g), denoted by σ(J(g)), is discrete ([28], Lemma 2.19). Throughout the paper we assume J(g) has a discrete spectrum, which is a restriction in the limit point case. Note that since the essential spectrum of a bounded Jacobi operator is always nonempty, discreteness of σ(J(g)) implies unboundedness of J(g) ([28], Section 3.2).

We define the self-adjoint operator J_h(g) by J_h(g) := J(g) − h < ·, e_1 > e_1 for h ∈ R, where {e_n}_{n∈N} is the canonical basis in l^2(N). It is the rank-one perturbation of J(g) by h. If we consider the operator J(β, g) defined by the difference expression

(τ̃ f)_n := b_{n−1}f_{n−1} + a_nf_n + b_nf_{n+1}, n ∈ N

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 5

with the boundary condition f_1 cos β + f_0 sin β = 0, β ∈ (0, π), then J_h(g) = J(β, g) for h = cot β. Hence h can be seen as a boundary condition. Note that discreteness of σ(J(g)) implies discreteness of σ(J_h(g)) for any h ∈ R. Moreover, σ(J_{h1} (g)) ∩ σ(J_{h2} (g)) = ∅ if h_1 ≠ h_2.

The Weyl m-function of J_h(g), defined as m_h(z, g) :=< e_1, (J_h(g) − z)^{−1}e_1 >, is a meromorphic Herglotz function, i.e. a meromorphic function with positive imaginary part on C_+ satisfying m(z) = m(z) ([28], Section 2.1). By Neumann expansion for the resolvent

(J_h(g) − z)^{−1} = − N−1∑ n=0 (J_h(g))^n z^{n+1} + 1 z^N (J_h(g))^N (J_h(g) − z)^{−1},

where z ∈ C \σ(J_h(g)) we get the following asymptotics of m_h(z, g):

(2.6) m_h(z, g) = − 1 z − a_1 − h z^2 − (a_1 − h)^2 + b^2_1 z^3

+ O(z^{−4}),

as z → ∞ for ℑz ≥ ϵ, ϵ > 0 ([28], Section 6.1).

Since the m-function m_h(z, g) is Herglotz, if λ is an isolated eigenvalue of J_h(g), then m_h(z, g) has a simple pole at z = λ ([28], Section 2.2). The norming constant corresponding to the eigenvalue λ_k of J_h(g) is

γ_k(h) = ( ∑ n∈N |u_{λk} (n)|^2 )_{−1} , where u_z ∈ l^2(N) solves (2.4). The residue of m_h(z, g) at the pole λ_k is given by −γ_k(h) ([28], p.214).

One finds a detailed discussion of the spectral theory of Jacobi operators in [28], which we have followed so far.

3. Inverse spectral problems with mixed data We follow the enumeration introduced in [25] for enumerating the sequences of eigenvalues. Let {λ_n}_n and {ν_n}_n be a pair of discrete, interlacing, infinite real sequences and M ⊂ Z. Then λ_n < ν_n < λ_{n+1} for all n ∈ M, where

• If inf_n{λ_n}_n = −∞ and sup_n{λ_n}_n = ∞, then M := Z and ν_{−1} < 0 < λ_1.

• If 0 < sup_n{λ_n}_n < ∞, then M := {n}^{nmax}_{n=−∞}, n_{max} ≥ 1 and ν_{−1} < 0 < λ_1.

• If sup_n{λ_n}_n ≤ 0, then M := {n}^0_{n=−∞}.

• If inf_n{ν_n}_n ≥ 0, then M := {n}^∞_{n=0}.

• If −∞ < inf_n{ν_n}_n < 0, then M := {n}^∞_{n=nmin} , n_{min} ≤ −1 and ν_{−1} < 0 < λ_1.

6 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

Silva and Weder gave a characterization of the two spectra of J(g) corresponding to different boundary conditions, if J(g) has a discrete spectrum.

Theorem 3.1. ([25] Theorem 3.4 ) (Characterization of two spectra) Given h_1 ∈ R and two infinite discrete sequence of real numbers {λ_n}_{n∈M} and {ν_n}_{n∈M} , there is a unique real number h_2 > h_1, a unique operator J(g), and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min} also a unique g ∈ R ∪ {+∞}, such that {ν_n}_{n∈M} = σ(J_{h1} (g)) and {λ_n}_{n∈M} = σ(J_{h2} (g)) if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) {λ_n}_{n∈M} and {ν_n}_{n∈M} interlace and, if {λ_n}_{n∈M} is bounded from below, min_{n∈M}{ν_n}_{n∈M} > min_{n∈M}{λ_n}_{n∈M} , while if {λ_n}_{n∈M} is bounded from above, max_{n∈M} {ν_n}_{n∈M} > max_{n∈M} {λ_n}_{n∈M} . (2) The following series converges

(3.1) ∑ n∈M (ν_n − λ_n) = Δ < ∞.

By condition (3.1) the product ∏ n∈M,n≠k ν_n − λ_k λ_n − λ_k is convergent, so define

(3.2) τ^{−1}_k := ν_k − λ_k Δ ∏ n∈M,n≠k ν_n − λ_k λ_n − λ_k , ∀k ∈ M.

(3) The sequence {τ_n}_{n∈M} is such that, for m = 0, 1, 2, . . . , the series ∑ n∈M λ^{2m}_n τ_n converges.

(4) If a sequence of complex numbers {β_n}_{n∈M} is such that the series ∑ n∈M |β_n|^2 τ_n converges and for m = 0, 1, 2, . . . , ∑ n∈M β_nλ^m_n τ_n = 0, then β_n = 0 for all n ∈ M.

Silva and Weder also proved that the spectral data consisting of two discrete spectra and one of the boundary conditions uniquely determine the operator J(g) and the other boundary condition.

Theorem 3.2. ([25] Theorem 3.3 ) (Two-spectra theorem) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, h_1, h_2 ∈ R, h_1 ≠ h_2, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} and σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} . Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M} and h_1(respectively h_2) uniquely determine the operator J(g), h_2(respectively h_1) and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity.

Using Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 we prove our main inverse spectral result. The spectral data consists of one spectrum, a subset of another spectrum, the norming constants of the first spectrum for the missing part of the second spectrum and the two boundary conditions.

Theorem 3.3. (Inverse problem-I) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} , σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} and A be a subset of M. Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M\A}, {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈A}, h_1 and h_2 uniquely determine the operator J(g),

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 7

and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity, where {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈M} are norming constants corresponding to J_{h1} (g).

Proof. The Weyl m-function m_{h1} can be represented in terms of m_{h2} . Indeed, by the second resolvent identity and the definition of the Weyl m-function

m_{h1} (z, g) − m_{h2} (z, g) =< (T_{h1} − T_{h2} )e_1, e_1 > =< (T_{h2} )((h_1 − h_2) < ·, e_1 >)(T_{h1} )e_1, e_1 > =< (h_1 − h_2) < T_{h1} e_1, e_1 > T_{h2} e_1, e_1 > = (h_1 − h_2)m_{h1} (z, g)m_{h2} (z, g),

where T_h = (J_h(g) − zI)^{−1}. Therefore

(3.3) m_{h2} (z, g) = m_{h1} (z, g) 1 − (h_2 − h_1)m_{h1} (z, g) .

Since J(g) has discrete spectrum and m_h(z, g) = m_0(z, g) 1 − hm_0(z, g) , the poles of m_h(z, g) are the eigenvalues of J_h(g), given by the zeros of 1 − hm_0(z, g) for any h ∈ R. Hence

(3.4) F (z, g) := m_{h1} m_{h2} = 1 − h_2m_0 1 − h_1m_0

is a meromorphic function such that the zeros of F are the eigenvalues of J_{h2} (g) and the poles of F are the eigenvalues of J_{h1} (g). Moreover if h_1 − h_2 > 0, then F is a Herglotz function, since m_0 is a Herglotz function and

F (z, g) = 1 + −1 h_1 h_1−h_2 + −1 (h_1−h_2)m_0 . Let us assume h_1 > h_2. We consider the case h_1 < h_2 at the end of the proof, which will require minor changes. Since F is a meromorphic Herglotz function, by the infinite product representation of meromorphic Herglotz functions ([21], Theorem VII.1.1) and using the enumeration introduced above, F can be represented as

(3.5) F (z, g) = C z − ν_0 z − λ_0 ∏ n∈M,n≠0 ( 1 − z ν_n ) ( 1 − z λ_n )_{−1} , C > 0. Recalling (3.1) and interlacing property of the two spectra {λ_n}_{n∈M} and {ν_n}_{n∈M} , one gets Δ = ∑ n∈M |ν_n − λ_n|<∞, and hence 0 < ∏ n∈M,n≠0 ν_n λ_n < ∞.

8 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

Therefore lim z→∞,ℑz≥ϵ F (z, g) C = lim z→∞,ℑz≥ϵ z − ν_0 z − λ_0 ∏ n∈M,n≠0 ( 1 − z ν_n ) ( 1 − z λ_n )_{−1}

= lim z→∞,ℑz≥ϵ z − ν_0 z − λ_0 ∏ n∈M,n≠0 λ_n ν_n ∏ n∈M,n≠0 ( 1 + ν_n − λ_n λ_n − z )

= ∏ n∈M,n≠0 λ_n ν_n , for ϵ > 0. By (2.6) asymptotics of the m-function m_0(z, g) implies lim_{z→∞,ℑz≥ϵ} m_0(z, g) = 0

and by the definition of F (z, g), we get lim_{z→∞,ℑz≥ϵ} F (z, g) = 1. Therefore C = ∏ n∈M,n≠0 ν_n λ_n and (3.6) F (z, g) = ∏ n∈M z − ν_n z − λ_n . The residue of F at λ_k is given in terms of norming constant γ_k(h_1). Indeed,

Res(F, z = λ_k) = Res( m_{h1} m_{h2} , z = λ_k) = Res(1 − (h_2 − h_1)m_{h1} , z = λ_k) =

−(h_1 − h_2) γ_k(h_1) , since γ^{−1}_k (h_1) = −Res(m_{h1} , z = λ_k) for any k ∈ M. Recall that Δ = h_1 − h_2. Therefore

(3.7) −1 γ_n(h_1)

= Res ( F Δ , z = λ_n ) , i.e. the residues of^{F (z,g)}_Δ are known at λ_n for each n ∈ A.

At this step we can restate our claim in terms of F as the set of poles, {λ_n}_{n∈M} , the set of zeros except the index set A, {ν_n}_{n∈M\A}, and the residues with the same index set A, {Res(^{F (z,g)}_Δ , z = λ_n)}_{n∈A} determine F (z, g) uniquely.

Since {ν_n − λ_n}_{n∈M} ∈ l^1, F (z, g) has the representation F = GH, where G(z, g) := ∏ n∈A z − ν_n z − λ_n and H(z, g) := ∏ n∈M\A z − ν_n z − λ_n . Note that for any k ∈ A, we know (3.8) Res ( F Δ , z = λ_k ) = λ_k − ν_k Δ ∏ n∈M,n≠k λ_k − ν_n λ_k − λ_n . In addition, for any k ∈ A, we also know

(3.9) H(λ_k) = ∏ n∈M\A λ_k − ν_n λ_k − λ_n .

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 9

Conditions (3.8) and (3.9) imply that for any k ∈ A, we know Res ( G Δ , z = λ_k ) = Res(^F_Δ , z = λ_k) H(λ_k) . Note that zeros and poles of G(z) are real and interlacing, and hence 0 < arg(G(z)) = ∑ n∈A (arg(z − ν_n) − arg(z − λ_n)) < π for any z in the upper half plane, i.e. G(z) is a meromorphic Herglotz function. Therefore by C̆ebotarev’s theorem ([21], Theorem VII.1.2)^{G(z)}_Δ has the following representation

(3.10) G(z) Δ = az + b + ∑ n∈A A_n ( 1 λ_n − z − 1 λ_n ) , where a ≥ 0 and b ∈ R. Note that A_k = −Res(^{G(z)}_Δ , z = a_k) for any k ∈ A, which means there are only two unknowns on the right hand side, namely constants a and b.

On the upper half-plane^{G(z)}_Δ converges to^1_Δ as z goes to infinity, since ∑ n∈A |ν_n − λ_n| ≤ ∑ n∈M |ν_n − λ_n|<∞. Let t ∈ R. Then G(it) = [ b + ∑ n∈A ( λ_nA_n t^2 + λ^2_n − A_n λ_n )] + i [ at + ∑ n∈A tA_n t^2 + λ^2_n ] ,

and hence a = 0 and b = 1 Δ + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n , since lim_{t→+∞} G(it) = 1 Δ . Therefore

(3.11) G(z) = 1 Δ + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n − z = 1 h_1 − h_2 + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n − z , so the right hand side of (3.11) is known. This implies uniqueness of G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_n}_{n∈A}. After unique recovery of the two spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2.

If h_2 > h_1, then^1_{F (z,g)} is Herglotz instead of F (z, g), so we get the infinite product representation

(3.12) 1 F (z, g) = ∏ n∈M z − λ_n z − ν_n . Note that −F (z, g) is also a meromorphic Herglotz function. Therefore using similar arguments as h_1 > h_2 case, the function G(z, g) definded as G(z, g) := 1 h_1 − h_2 ∏ n∈A z − ν_n z − λ_n

10 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

is represented as G(z, g) = 1 h_1 − h_2 + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n − z , where A_k = −Res(G, z = λ_k) for any k ∈ A. This implies uniqueness of G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_n}_{n∈A}. After unique recovery of the two spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2. □ Remark 3.4. If we let A = M in Theorem 3.3, then the spectral data becomes the Weyl m-function m_{h1} (or the spectral measure corresponding to h_1) and the boundary conditions h_1 and h_2. By letting A = ∅, we get the statement of the two-spectra theorem, Theorem 3.2.

In our spectral data we can replace h_1 or h_2 with any eigenvalue of J_{h2} (g) from the index set A.

Theorem 3.5. (Inverse problem-II) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} , σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} and A be a subset of M. Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M\A}, {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈A}, h_1 (respectively h_2) and ν_m for some m ∈ A uniquely determine the operator J(g), h_2 (respectively h_1) and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity, where {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈M} are norming constants corresponding to J_{h1} (g).

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 3.3 we get the infinite sum representation

(3.13) G(z, g) Δ = 1 Δ + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n − z = 1 h_1 − h_2 + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n − z , for the infinite product G(z, g) := ∏ n∈A z − ν_n z − λ_n . Now let us prove uniqueness of G(z, g). Note that we know {λ_n}_{n∈A}, {−A_n}_{n∈A} and ν_m. Let the infinite product ~G(z, g) := ∏ n∈A z − ~ν_n z − λ_n share the same set of poles {λ_n}_{n∈A} and the same residues {−A_n}_{n∈A} at the corresponding poles with G(z, g). In addition assume G(z, g) and ~G(z, g) have the common zero ν_m, i.e. ~ν_m = ν_m. Let us also assume zeros and poles of ~G(z, g) satisfy asymptotic properties of Theorem 3.1. Then we know that ~G(z, g) has the infinite sum representation

(3.14) ~G(z, g) = 1 ~Δ + ∑ n∈A A_n λ_n − z Using representations (3.13) and (3.14), the difference of G(z, g) and ~G(z, g) is a real constant, which is zero since G(ν_m, g) = ~G(ν_m, g). This implies uniqueness of G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_n}_{n∈A}. After unique recovery of the two spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2. □

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 11

In the spectral data of Theorem 3.3 we can also replace h_1 or h_2 with any norming constant of J_{h1} (g) outside the index set A.

Theorem 3.6. (Inverse problem-III) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} , σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} and A be a subset of M. Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M\A}, {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈A}, h_1 (respectively h_2) and γ_m(h_1) for some m ∈ M\A uniquely determine the operator J(g), h_2 (respectively h_1) and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity, where {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈M} are norming constants corresponding to J_{h1} (g).

Proof. Let us define the index set A^′ := A ∪ {m}. Then following the proof of Theorem 3.3 and redefining G and H as G(z, g) := ∏ n∈A^′ z − ν_n z − λ_n and H(z, g) := ∏ n∈M\A^′ z − ν_n z − λ_n we get

(3.15) G(z, g) = 1 Δ + ∑ n∈A^′ A_n λ_n − z = 1 h_1 − h_2 + ∑ n∈A^′ A_n λ_n − z . Now let us prove uniqueness of G(z, g). Note that we know {λ_n}_{n∈A}′ , {−A_n}_{n∈A}′ and ν_m. Let the infinite product ~G(z, g) := ∏ n∈A^′ z − ~ν_n z − λ_n share the same set of poles {λ_n}_{n∈A}′ and the same residues {−A_n}_{n∈A}′ at the corresponding poles with G(z, g). In addition G(z, g) and ~G(z, g) have the same zero ν_m, i.e. ~ν_m = ν_m. Let us also assume zeros and poles of ~G(z, g) satisfy asymptotic properties of Theorem 3.1. Then we know that ~G(z, g) has the infinite sum representation

(3.16) ~G(z, g) = 1 ~Δ + ∑ n∈A^′ A_n λ_n − z Using representations (3.15) and (3.16), the difference of G(z, g) and ~G(z, g) is a real constant, which is zero since G(ν_m, g) = ~G(ν_m, g). This implies uniqueness of G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_n}_{n∈A}. After unique recovery of the two spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2. □

4. Non-matching index sets If the known norming constants of J_{h1} (g) and unknown eigenvalues of J_{h2} (g) have different index sets, one needs some control over eigenvalues of J_{h1} (g) corresponding to the known norming constants and unknown part of the spectrum σ(J_{h2} (g)). In this case we get a C̆ebotarev type representation result. Before the statement, let us clarify the notation we use. For any subsequence {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h1} (g)) and {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} ⊂

12 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

σ(J_{h2} (g)), by A_{kn,m} and A_{kn} we denote the residues at λ_{kn} of partial and infinite products, respectively, consisting of these subsequences: A_{kn,m} := λ_{kn} ν_{ln} (λ_{kn} − ν_{ln} ) ∏ 1≤j≤m,j≠n λ_{kj} ν_{lj} λ_{kn} − ν_{lj} λ_{kn} − λ_{kj} ,

A_{kn} := λ_{kn} ν_{ln} (λ_{kn} − ν_{ln} ) ∏ j∈N,j≠n λ_{kj} ν_{lj} λ_{kn} − ν_{lj} λ_{kn} − λ_{kj} . Note that these subsequences are ordered according to their indices, i.e. a_{kn} < a_{kn+1} and b_{ln} < b_{ln+1} for any n ∈ N. This follows from the fact that the two spectra are both real and discrete. Also note that if the spectrum σ(J_h(g)) is unbounded from both sides, i.e. inf M = −∞ and sup M = ∞ in the enumeration, then {k_n}_n and {l_n}_n should be indexed by Z instead of N. However, wlog we index them by N. Lemma 4.1. Let {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h1} (g)), {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h2} (g)) such that • inf_{n∈N} |ν_{ln} − λ_{kn} | > 0 and • A_{kn,m} − A_{kn} λ_{kn} ∈ l^1 for all n ∈ {1, . . . , m}, for all m ∈ N.

Then the infinite product

G(z) := ∏ n∈N ( z ν_{ln} − 1 ) ( z λ_{kn} − 1 )_{−1}

is represented as

(4.1) G(z) = az + b + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} ( 1 z − λ_{kn} + 1 λ_{kn} ) , where a, b are real numbers, A_{kn} is the residue of G(z) at the point z = λ_{kn} and the product converges normally on C \ ∪_{n∈N} λ_{kn} .

Proof. Let p(z) be the difference of G(z) and the infinite sum in the right hand side of (4.1). Then, p(z) is an entire function, since the infinite product and the infinite sum share the same set of poles with equivalent degrees and residues. We represent partial products of G(z) as partial sums: m∏ n=1 ( z ν_{ln} − 1 ) ( z λ_{kn} − 1 )_{−1} = m∑ n=1 A_{kn,m} ( 1 z − λ_{kn} + 1 λ_{kn} ) + 1,

where A_{kn,m} is the residue of the partial product at a_{kn} .

If σ(J_h(g)) is not bounded above, then let C_n be the circle with radius ν_{ln} centered at the origin for ν_{ln} > 0. If σ(J_h(g)) is bounded above, then let C_n be the circle with radius |ν_{ln} | centered at the origin for ν_{ln} < 0. This sequence of circles satisfy following properties for sufficiently large n:

• C_n omits all the poles λ_{kn} . • Each C_n lies inside C_{n+1}.

• The radius of C_n, |ν_{ln} | diverges to infinity as n goes to infinity.

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 13

Then,

max_{z∈Ct} | | | | p(z) − 1 ν_{lt} | | | | = max_{z∈Ct} | | | | | G(z) − 1 − ∑ n∈N A_{kn} (_1 z−λ_{kn} + 1 λ_{kn} ) ν_{lt} | | | | |

= 1 |ν_{lt} | max_{z∈Ct} lim_{m→∞} | | | | | m∑ n=1 A_{kn,m} ( 1 z − λ_{kn} + 1 λ_{kn} ) − m∑ n=1 A_{kn} ( 1 z − λ_{kn} + 1 λ_{kn} )| | | | = lim_{m→∞} 1 |ν_{lt} | max_{z∈Ct} | | | | m∑ n=1 (A_{kn,m} − A_{kn} ) z λ_{kn} (z − λ_{kn} ) | | | | ≤ lim_{m→∞} 1 |ν_{lt} | m∑ n=1 |A_{kn,m} − A_{kn} | ν_{lt} λ_{kn} |ν_{lt} − λ_{kn} | < ∞. Finiteness of the last limit follows from the two assumptions on the sequences {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} and {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} . Therefore |p(z) − 1| ≤ C|z| on the circle C_t for any t ∈ N, where C is a positive real number. By the maximum modulus theorem and the entireness of p(z), we conclude that p(z) is a polynomial of at most first degree. □

Using the C̆ebotarev type representation (4.1) we prove our inverse spectral results in non-matching index sets case with some additional convergence criterion on the two spectra. Theorems 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 are non-matching index sets versions of Theorems 3.3, 3.5 and 3.6 respectively.

Theorem 4.2. (Inverse Problem IV) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} , σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} and {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h1} (g)), {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h2} (g)) such that • inf_{n∈N} |ν_{ln} − λ_{kn} | > 0, • A_{kn,m} − A_{kn} λ_{kn} ∈ l^1 for all n ∈ {1, . . . , m}, for all m ∈ N, • {λ^{−1}_n }_{n∈M} ∈ l^1, • {ν^{−1}_n }_{n∈M\{ln}n∈N} ∈ l^1 and • 0 < ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} λ_{kn} < ∞. Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M} \{ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} , {γ_{kn} (h_1)}_{n∈N} , h_1 and h_2 uniquely determine the operator J(g), and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity, where {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈M} are norming constants corresponding to J_{h1} (g).

Proof. As we discussed in the proof of Theorem 3.3 wlog we assume h_1 > h_2. Recall that in this case

Δ := h_1 − h_2 = ∑ n∈M ν_n − λ_n < ∞.

14 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

Let us define

(4.2) F(z, g) := 1 Δ ∏ n∈M λ_n ν_n ∏ n∈M z − ν_n z − λ_n . Note that we assume {λ^{−1}_n }_{n∈M} ∈ l^1, {ν^{−1}_n }_{n∈M\{ln}n∈N} ∈ l^1 and 0 < ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} λ_{kn} < ∞. Therefore F(z, g) has the representation F = GH, where G(z, g) := 1 Δ ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} − z ν_{ln} λ_{kn} λ_{kn} − z = 1 Δ ∏ n∈N λ_{kn} ν_{ln} ∏ n∈N z − ν_{ln} z − λ_{kn} and H(z, g) := ∏ n∈M\{l_n} ν_n − z ν_n ∏ n∈M\{k_n} λ_n λ_n − z . By (3.6) Res ([ ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ] G(z, g), z = λ_k ) = 1 H(λ_k)γ_k(h_1) ,

so we know the residues of the infinite product ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) at λ_k for any k ∈

{k_n}_{n∈N} . This inifinite product has the representation ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) = ( 1 Δ ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ∏ n∈N λ_{kn} ν_{ln} ) ∏ n∈N z − ν_{ln} z − λ_{kn} = C ∏ n∈N z − ν_{ln} z − λ_{kn} . Let us observe that C is a real constant depending only on {λ_n}_{n∈M\{kn}}, {ν_n}_{n∈M\{ln}}, h_1 and h_2, so we also know C. From Lemma 4.1 we get the C̆ebotarev type representation ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) = C ∏ n∈N z − ν_{ln} z − λ_{kn} = az + b + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} ( 1 z − λ_{kn} + 1 λ_{kn} ) . Using similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.3 one finds that a = 0 and b = C − ∑ n∈N A_{kn} λ_{kn} and hence

(4.3) ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) = C + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} z − λ_{kn} . The right hand side of (4.3) is known. This implies uniqueness of G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} . After unique recovery of the two spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2. □ Theorem 4.3. (Inverse Problem V) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} , σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} and {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h1} (g)), {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h2} (g)) such that • inf_{n∈N} |ν_{ln} − λ_{kn} | > 0,

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 15 • A_{kn,m} − A_{kn} λ_{kn} ∈ l^1 for all n ∈ {1, . . . , m}, for all m ∈ N, • {λ^{−1}_n }_{n∈M} ∈ l^1, • {ν^{−1}_n }_{n∈M\{ln}n∈N} ∈ l^1 and • 0 < ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} λ_{kn} < ∞. Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M\{ln}n∈N}, {γ_{kn} (h_1)}_{n∈N} , h_1(respectively h_2) and ν_m for some m ∈ {l_n}_{n∈N} uniquely determine the operator J(g), h_2(respectively h_1) and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity, where {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈M} are norming constants corresponding to J_{h1} (g).

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4.2 we get representation

(4.4) ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) = C + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} z − λ_{kn} , for the infinite product G(z, g) := 1 Δ ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} − z ν_{ln} λ_{kn} λ_{kn} − z ,

where A_j is the residue of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) at λ_j and C ∈ R.

Now let us prove uniqueness of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g). Note that we know {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ,

{−A_{kn} }_{n∈N} and ν_m. Let the infinite product ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) ~G(z, g) := ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) 1 Δ ∏ n∈N ~ν_{ln} − z ~ν_{ln} λ_{kn} λ_{kn} − z share the same set of poles {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} and the same residues {−A_{kn} }_{n∈N} at the cor-

responding poles with ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g). In addition assume ~ν_j = ν_j for all j ∈

M\{l_n}_{n∈N} and G(z, g) and ~G(z, g) have the common zero ν_m, i.e. ~ν_m = ν_m. Let us also assume zeros and poles of ~G(z, g) satisfy asymptotic properties of Theorem 3.1. Then we know that ~G(z, g) has the infinite sum representation

(4.5) ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) ~G(z, g) = ~C + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} z − λ_{kn} From (4.4) and (4.5), the difference of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) and ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) ~G(z, g) is a real constant, which is zero since G(ν_m, g) = ~G(ν_m, g) = 0. This implies uniqueness of

16 BURAK HATİNOĞLU ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} . After unique recovery of the two

spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2. □

Theorem 4.4. (Inverse Problem VI) Let J(g) be the Jacobi operator with discrete spectrum, σ(J_{h1} (g)) = {λ_n}_{n∈M} , σ(J_{h2} (g)) = {ν_n}_{n∈M} and {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h1} (g)), {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} ⊂ σ(J_{h2} (g)) such that • inf_{n∈N} |ν_{ln} − λ_{kn} | > 0, • A_{kn,m} − A_{kn} λ_{kn} ∈ l^1 for all n ∈ {1, . . . , m}, for all m ∈ N, • {λ^{−1}_n }_{n∈M} ∈ l^1, • {ν^{−1}_n }_{n∈M\{ln}n∈N} ∈ l^1 and • 0 < ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} λ_{kn} < ∞. Then {λ_n}_{n∈M} , {ν_n}_{n∈M\{ln}n∈N}, {γ_{kn} (h_1)}_{n∈N} , h_1(respectively h_2) and γ_m(h_1) for some m ∈ M\{k_n}_{n∈N} uniquely determine the operator J(g), h_2(respectively h_1) and if J_{min} ≠ J^∗_{min}, the boundary condition g at infinity, where {γ_n(h_1)}_{n∈M} are norming constants corresponding to J_{h1} (g).

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4.2 and redefining G and H as G(z, g) := 1 Δ ( ν_m − z ν_m λ_m λ_m − z ) ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} − z ν_{ln} λ_{kn} λ_{kn} − z and H(z, g) := ( ν_m − z ν_m λ_m λ_m − z )_{−1} ∏ n∈M\{l_n} ν_n − z ν_n ∏ n∈M\{k_n} λ_n λ_n − z we get

(4.6) ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) = C + A_m z − λ_m + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} z − λ_{kn} ,

where A_j is the residue of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) at λ_j and C ∈ R.

Now let us prove uniqueness of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g). Note that we know {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ∪

{λ_m}, {A_{kn} }_{n∈N} ∪ {A_m} and ν_m. Let the infinite product ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) ~G(z, g) := ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) 1 Δ ( ν_m − z ν_m λ_m λ_m − z ) ∏ n∈N ν_{ln} − z ν_{ln} λ_{kn} λ_{kn} − z

INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR JACOBI OPERATORS WITH MIXED SPECTRAL DATA 17

share the same set of poles {λ_{kn} }_{n∈N} ∪ {λ_m} and the same residues {A_{kn} }_{n∈N} ∪ {A_m} at the corresponding poles with G(z, g). In addition assume ~ν_j = ν_j for all j ∈ M\{l_n}_{n∈N} . Let us also assume zeros and poles of ~G(z, g) satisfy asymptotic properties of Theorem 3.1. Then we know that ~G(z, g) has the infinite sum representation

(4.7) ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) ~G(z, g) = ~C + A^m z − λ_m + ∑ n∈N A_{kn} z − λ_{kn} From (4.6) and (4.7), the difference of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) and ( ∏ n∈M ~ν_n λ_n ) ~G(z, g) is a real constant, which is zero since G(ν_m, g) = ~G(ν_m, g) = 0. This implies uniqueness of ( ∏ n∈M ν_n λ_n ) G(z, g) and hence uniqueness of {ν_{ln} }_{n∈N} . After unique recovery of the two

spectra σ(J_{h1} (g)) and σ(J_{h2} (g)), the operator J is uniquely determined by Theorem 3.2. □ References

[1] N. Bebiano, J. da Providência, Inverse problems for pseudo-Jacobi matrices: existence and uniqueness results, Inverse Probl. 27(2)(2011), 025005.

[2] G. Borg, Eine Umkehrung der Sturm-Liouvilleschen Eigenwertaufgabe, Acta Math. 78(1946), 1-96 (in German).

[3] S. Clark, F. Gesztesy, W. Renger, Trace formulas and Borg-type theorems for matrix-valued Jacobi and Dirac finite difference operators, J. Differential Equations 219(1)(2005), 144-182.

[4] M.S. Derevyagin, Borg-type theorems for generalized Jacobi matrices and trace formulas, Methods Funct. Anal. Topology 12(3)(2006), 220-233.

[5] M.S. Derevyagin, Inverse problems for periodic generalized Jacobi matrices, J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 384(2)(2011), 444-452.

[6] R. del Rio, M. Kudryavtsev, Inverse problems for Jacobi operators: I. Interior mass-spring perturbations in finite systems, Inverse Probl. 28(5)(2012), 055007.

[7] R. del Rio, M. Kudryavtsev, L.O. Silva, Inverse problems for Jacobi operators II: Mass perturbations of semiinfinite massspring systems, Zh. Mat. Fiz. Anal. Geom. 9(2)(2013), 165- 190.

[8] R. del Rio, M. Kudryavtsev, L.O. Silva, Inverse problems for Jacobi operators III: Massspring perturbations of semi-infinite systems, Inverse Probl. Imaging 6(4)(2012), 599-621.

[9] R. del Rio, M. Kudryavtsev, L.O. Silva, Inverse problems for Jacobi operators IV: interior mass-spring perturbations of semi-infinite systems, Inverse Probl. 33(5)(2017), 055014.

[10] R. del Rio, L.O. Silva, Stability of determinacy and inverse spectral problems for Jacobi operators, Oper. Matrices 12(3)(2018), 619-641.

[11] J. Eckhardt, G. Teschl, Singular Weyl-Titchmarsh-Kodaira theory for Jacobi operators, Oper. Matrices 7(3)(2013), 695-712.

[12] F. Gesztesy, Inverse spectral theory as influenced by Barry Simon. Spectral theory and mathematical physics: a Festschrift in honor of Barry Simon’s 60th birthday, 741-820, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 76, AMS, Providence, Rhode Island, 2007.

[13] F. Gesztesy, A. Kiselev, K.A. Makarov, Uniqueness results for matrix-valued Schrödinger, Jacobi, and Dirac-type operators, Math. Nachr. 239-240(2002), 103-145.

[14] F. Gesztesy, B. Simon, m-functions and inverse spectral analysis for finite and semi-infinite Jacobi matrices, J. Anal. Math. 73(1997), 267-297.

18 BURAK HATİNOĞLU

[15] G.M.L. Gladwell, Inverse Problems in Vibration, Second edition. Solid Mechanics and its Applications, 119, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2004.

[16] B. Hatinoğlu, Mixed data in inverse spectral problems for the Schroedinger operators (2019), https://arxiv.org/pdf/1903.02600.pdf [17] H. Hochstadt, On some inverse problems in matrix theory, Arch. Math. 18(1967), 201-207. [18] H. Hochstadt, On the construction of a Jacobi matrix from spectral data, Linear Algebra Appl.

8(1974), 435-446.

[19] H. Hochstadt, On the construction of a Jacobi matrix from mixed given data, Linear Algebra Appl. 28(1979), 113-115.

[20] H. Hochstadt, B. Lieberman, An inverse Sturm-Liouville problem with mixed given data, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 34(4)(1978), 676-680.

[21] B.J. Levin, Distribution of Zeros of Entire Functions, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Volume 5, AMS, Providence, Rhode Island, 1980.

[22] V.A. Marchenko, Some questions in the theory of one-dimensional linear differential operators of the second order I, Trudy Moskov Mat. Obsc. 1(1952), 327-420 (in Russian).

[23] Y.M. Ram, Inverse eigenvalue problem for a modified vibrating system, SIAM J. Appl. Math.

53(1993), 1762-1775.

[24] C.T. Shieh, Some inverse problems on Jacobi matrices, Inverse Probl. 20(2)(2004), 589-600. [25] L.O. Silva, R. Weder, On the two spectra inverse problem for semi-infinite Jacobi matrices, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom 9(2007), 263-290.

[26] L.O. Silva, R. Weder, The two-spectra inverse problem for semi-infinite Jacobi matrices in the limit-circle case, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom 11(2008), 131-154.

[27] B. Simon, The classical moment problem as a self-adjoint finite difference operator, Adv. Math.

137(1998), 82-203.

[28] G. Teschl, Jacobi Operators and Completely Integrable Nonlinear Lattices, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, Volume 72, AMS, Providence, Rhode Island, 1999.

[29] G. Teschl, Trace formulas and inverse spectral theory for Jacobi operators, Comm. Math. Phys.

196(1)(1998), 175-202.

[30] G. Wei, Z. Wei, Inverse spectral problem for Jacobi matrices with partial spectral data, Inverse Probl. 27(7)(2011), 075007.

Department of Mathematics, Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 77843, U.S.A.

E-mail address: burakhatinoglu@math.tamu.edu