arXiv:2101.11773v1 [math.SP] 28 Jan 2021

AMBARZUMIAN-TYPE PROBLEMS FOR DISCRETE SCHRÖDINGER OPERATORS

JERIK EAKINS, WILLIAM FRENDREISS, BURAK HATİNOĞLU, LUCILLE LAMB, SITHIJA MANAGE, AND ALEJANDRA PUENTE

Abstract. We discuss the problem of unique determination of the finite free discrete Schrödinger operator from its spectrum, also known as Ambarzumian problem, with various boundary conditions, namely any real constant boundary condition at zero and Floquet boundary conditions of any angle. Then we prove the following Ambarzumian-type mixed inverse spectral problem: Diagonal entries except the first and second ones and a set of two consecutive eigenvalues uniquely determine the finite free discrete Schrödinger operator.

1. Introduction

The Jacobi matrix is a three-diagonal matrix defined as b_1 a_1 0 0 0 a_1 b_2 a_2 .. . 0 0 a_2 b_3 .. . 0 0 ... ... .. . a_{n−1} 0 . . . 0 a_{n−1} b_n where n ∈ N, a_k > 0 for any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1} and b_k ∈ R for any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. When a_k = 1 for each k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}, this matrix defines the finite discrete Schrödinger operator.

Direct spectral problems aim to get spectral information from the sequences {a_k}^{n−1}_{k=1} and {b_k}^n_{k=1}. In inverse spectral problems one tries to recover these sequences from spectral information such as the spectrum, the spectral measure or Weyl m-function.

Early inverse spectral problems for finite Jacobi matrices appear as discrete analogs of inverse spectral problems for the Schrödinger (Sturm-Liouville) equations −u^{′′}(t) + q(t)u(t) = zu(t), on the interval [0, π] with the boundary conditions

u(0) cos α − u^′(0) sin α = 0 u(π) cos β + u^′(π) sin β = 0,

where the potential function q ∈ L^1(0, π) is real-valued and α, β ∈ [0, π).

The first inverse spectral result on Schrödinger operators is given by Ambarzumian [1]. He considered continuous potential with Neumann boundary conditions at both

Key words and phrases. inverse spectral theory, discrete Schrödinger operators, Jacobi matrices, Ambarzumian-type problems. 1

endpoints (α = β = π/2) and showed that q ≡ 0 if the spectrum consists of squares of integers. Later Borg [3] realized that knowledge of one spectrum is sufficient for unique recovery only for the zero potential. He proved that an L^1-potential is uniquely recovered from two spectra, which share the same boundary condition at π (β_1 = β_2) and one of which is with Dirichlet boundary condition at 0 (α_1 = 0, α_2 ∈ (0, π)). A few years later, Levinson [23] removed the Dirichlet boundary condition restriction from Borg’s result. This famous theorem is also known as two-spectra theorem. Then Marchenko [24] 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 [21], which says that if the first 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 [18–20], where the potential q is replaced by the sequences {a_k}^{n−1}_{k=1} and {b_k}^n_{k=1}. These classical theorems led to various other inverse spectral results on finite Jacobi matrices (see [2, 5, 12, 15, 25, 31] and references therein) and other settings such as semi-infinite, infinite, generalized Jacobi matrices and matrix-valued Jacobi operators (see e.g. [4, 6–11, 13, 14, 17, 26, 27, 29] and references therein). In general, these problems can be divided into two groups. In Borg-Marchenko-type spectral problems, one tries to recover the sequences {a_k}^{n−1}_{k=1} and {b_k}^n_{k=1} from the spectral data. On the other hand, Hochstadt-Lieberman-type (or mixed) spectral problems recover the sequences {a_k}^{n−1}_{k=1} and {b_k}^n_{k=1} using a mixture of partial information on these sequences and the spectral data.

Ambarzumian-type problems focus on inverse spectral problems for free discrete Schrödinger operators, i.e. a_k = 1 and b_k = 0 for every k, or similar cases when b_k = 0 for some k. In this paper, we first revisit the classical Ambarzumian problem for the finite discrete Schödinger operator in Theorem 3.3, which says that the spectrum of the free operator uniquely determines the operator. Then we provide a counter-example, Example 3.6, which shows that knowledge of the spectrum of the free operator with a non-zero boundary condition is not sufficient for unique recovery. In Theorem 3.7, we observe that a non-zero boundary condition along with the corresponding spectrum of the free operator is needed for the uniqueness result. However, in Theorem 3.8 we prove that for the free operator with Floquet boundary conditions, the set of eigenvalues including multiplicities is sufficient to get uniqueness up to transpose.

We also answer the following mixed Ambarzumian-type inverse problem positively in Theorem 4.2.

Inverse Spectral Problem. Let us define the discrete Schrödinger matrix S_n as a_k = 1 for k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and b_1, b_2 ∈ R, b_k = 0 for k ∈ {3, . . . , n}. Let us also denote the free discrete Schrödinger operator by F_n, which is defined as a_k = 1 for k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and b_k = 0 for k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. If S_n and F_n share two consecutive eigenvalues, then do we get b_1 = b_2 = 0, i.e. S_n = F_n?

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall necessary definitions and results we use in our proofs. In Section 3 we consider the problem of unique determination of the finite free discrete Schrödinger operator from its spectrum, with various boundary conditions, namely any real constant boundary condition at zero, and Floquet boundary conditions of any angle. In Section 4 we prove the above mentioned Ambarzumian-type mixed inverse spectral problem.

2. Preliminaries

Let us start by fixing our notation. Let J_n represent the finite Jacobi matrix of size n × n

(2.1) J_n := b_1 a_1 0 · · · 0

a_1 b_2 a_2 ... . . 0 a_2 b_3 ... 0 . . . .. ... ... a_{n−1} 0 · · · 0 a_{n−1} b_n ,

where a_k > 0, b_k ∈ R. Given J_n, let us consider the Jacobi matrix where all a_k’s and b_k’s are the same as J_n except b_1 and b_n are replaced by b_1 + b and b_n + B respectively for b, B ∈ R, i.e.

(2.2) J_n + b(δ_1, ·)δ_1 + B(δ_n, ·)δ_n.

The Jacobi matrix (2.2) is given by the Jacobi difference expression a_{k−1}f_{k−1} + b_kf_k + a_kf_{k+1}, k ∈ {1, · · · , n} with the boundary conditions

f_0 = bf_1 and f_{n+1} = Bf_n.

Let us note that we assume a_0 = 1 and a_n = 1.

In order to get a unique Jacobi difference expression with boundary conditions for a given Jacobi matrix, we can see the first and the last diagonal entries of the matrix J_n, defined in (2.1), as the boundary conditions at 0 and n + 1 respectively. Therefore let J_n(b, B) denote the Jacobi matrix J_n satisfying b_1 = b and b_n = B.

If we consider the Jacobi difference expression with the Floquet boundary conditions

f_0 = f_ne^{2πiθ} and f_{n+1} = f_1e^{−2πiθ}, θ ∈ [0, π)

then we get the following matrix representation, which we denote by J_n(θ).

(2.3) J_n(θ) := b_1 a_1 0 · · · e^{2πiθ}

a_1 b_2 a_2 .. . 0

0 a_2 b_3 .. . 0 . . ... ... .. . a_{n−1} e^{−2πiθ} 0 · · · a_{n−1} b_n .

Let us denote the discrete Schödinger matrix accordingly, i.e. S_n(b, B) denotes the matrix J_n such that b_1 = b, b_n = B and a_k = 1 for each k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n − 1}. Similarly

S_n(θ) denotes the matrix J_n(θ) such that a_k = 1 for each k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n − 1}. Let us denote the free discrete Schödinger matrix of size n × n by F_n:

F_n =

0 1 0 · · · 0

1 0 1 . .. . . 0 1 0 . .. 0 . . ... ... . .. 1 0 · · · 0 1 0 ,

so F_n(b, B) and F_n(θ) denote the free discrete Schödinger matrices with boundary conditions b at 0, B at n + 1 and Floquet boundary conditions for θ, respectively.

Let us state some basic properties of the free discrete Schödinger matrix. If λ_1, λ_2, ..., λ_n denote the eigenvalues of F_n, they have the following properties:

• For all k, λ_k ∈ [−2, 2].

• The free discrete Schödinger matrix F_n has n distinct eigenvalues, so we can reorder the eigenvalues such that λ_1 < λ_2 < · · · < λ_n.

• Let F_{n−1} be the (n − 1) × (n − 1) submatrix of F_n obtained by removing the last row and the last column of F_n. If μ_1, μ_2, · · · , μ_{n−1} denote the eigenvalues of F_{n−1} taken in increasing order, then we have the interlacing property of eigenvalues, i.e.

λ_1 < μ_1 < λ_2 < μ_2 < ... < λ_{n−1} < μ_{n−1} < λ_n

The second and third properties are valid for any Jacobi matrix J_n. These basic properties can be found in [30], which provides an extensive study of Jacobi operators.

The following results show smoothness of simple eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors of a smooth matrix-valued function. We will use them in Section 4 in order to prove the mixed inverse spectral problem mentioned in Introduction.

Theorem 2.1. ([22], Theorem 9.7 ) Let A(t) be a differentiable square matrix-valued function of the real variable t. Suppose that A(0) has an eigenvalue a_0 of multiplicity one, in the sense that a_0 is a simple root of the characteristic polynomial of A(0). Then for t small enough, A(t) has an eigenvalue a(t) that depends differentiably on t, and which equals a_o at zero, that is, a(0) = a_0.

Theorem 2.2. ([22], Theorem 9.8 ) Let A(t) be a differentiable matrix-valued function of t, a(t) an eigenvalue of A(t) of multiplicity one. Then we can choose an eigenvector X(t) of A(t) pertaining to the eigenvalue a(t) to depend differentiably on t.

Once we obtain smoothness of an eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenvector of a smooth self-adjoint matrix, the Hellmann-Feynman theorem relates the derivatives of the eigenvalue and the matrix with the corresponding eigenvector.

Theorem 2.3 (Hellmann-Feynman). ([28], Theorem 1.4.7 ) Let A(t) be self-adjoint matrix-valued, X(t) be vector-valued and λ(t) be real-valued functions. If A(t)X(t) = λ(t)X(t) and ||X(t)|| = 1, then λ^′(t) = ⟨X(t), A^′(t)X(t)⟩.

3. Ambarzumian problem with various boundary conditions

In addition to the notations we introduced in the previous section, let p_n(x) be the characteristic polynomial of F_n with zeroes λ_1, . . . , λ_n and let q_n(x) be the characteristic polynomial of S_n with zeroes μ_1, . . . , μ_n.

Let us start by obtaining the first three leading coefficients of q_n(x). This is a well-known result, but we give a proof in order make this section self-contained.

Lemma 3.1. The characteristic polynomial q_n(x) of the discrete Schrödinger matrix S_n has the form

q_n(x) = x^n − (_n ∑ i=1 b_i ) x^{n−1} + ( ∑ 1≤i<j≤n b_ib_j − (n − 1) ) x^{n−2} + Q_{n−2}(x), where Q_{n−2}(x) is a polynomial of degree at most n − 2.

Proof. The characteristic polynomial q_n(x) is given by det(xI_n − S_n). Let us consider Liebniz’ formula for the determinants

(3.1) det(A) = ∑ σ∈S_n sgn(σ) n∏ i=1 α_{i,σ(i)}, where A = [α_{i,j}] is an n × n matrix and sgn is the sign function of permutations in the permutation group S_n, which returns +1 and −1 for even and odd permutations, respectively. If we use (3.1) with the identity permutation, then det(xI_n −S_n) becomes ∏_n i=1(x − b_i), so we can get that q_n(x) is a monic polynomial and the coefficient of x^{n−1} is − tr(S_n).

The coefficient of the x^{n−2} term of q_n(x) is formed from the sum of all disjoint pairs of a_i. Hence we obtain ∑ 1≤i<j≤n bibj . The only other permutation that will yield an x^{n−2} term is a transposition. However, if |i−j| ≥ 1, then the product will be zero. Thus we are looking for transpositions where |i − j| = 1. There are n − 1 of these, namely (1, 2), (2, 3), . . . , (n − 2, n − 1), (n − 1, n). The product is of the form n∏ i=1 α_{i,σ(i)} = (−1)(−1)(x − b_1)(x − b_2) · · · (x − b_n) (x − b_i)(x − b_j )

= x^{n−2} + r_{n−3}(x),

where r_{n−3}(x) is a polynomial of degree at most n − 3. Since the signature of a transposition is negative, we derive −x^{n−2} for each product. Summing over all n − 1 permutations and adding to ∑ 1≤i<j≤n bibj yields our desired result. □

Corollary 3.2. The characteristic polynomial p_n(x) of the free discrete Schrödinger matrix F_n has the form

p_n(x) = x^n − (n − 1)x^{n−2} + P_{n−2}(x),

where P_{n−2}(x) is a polynomial of degree at most n − 2.

Proof. Simply set b_i = 0 for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n} and apply Lemma 3.1. □

Let us start by giving a proof of Ambarzumian problem with Dirichlet-Dirichlet boundary conditions, i.e. for the matrix F_n(0, 0) = F_n in our notation.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose S_n shares all of its eigenvalues with F_n. Then S_n = F_n.

Proof. In order for the two matrices to have all the same eigenvalues, they must have equal characteristic polynomials. Comparing the results from Lemma 3.1 to Corollary 3.2, we must have

(3.2) n∑ i=1 b_i = 0 and ∑ 1≤i<j≤n b_ib_j = 0

This leads us to conclude that n∑ i=1 b^2_i = (_n ∑ i=1 b_i )_2 − 2 ( ∑ 1≤i<j≤n b_ib_j ) = 0 which only occurs when all the b_i are zero, i.e. S_n = F_n, since b_i ∈ R for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}. □ A natural question to ask is whether or not we get the uniqueness of the free operator with non-zero boundary conditions. At this point let us recall Borg and Levinson’s famous two-spectra theorem [3,23], which says that two spectra for different boundary conditions of a regular Schrödinger operator on a finite interval uniquely determines the operator. Finite Jacobi analogs of two-spectra theorem were proved by Gesztesy and Simon.

Given a Jacobi matrix J_n, define J^{(b)}n as the Jacobi matrix where all a_k’s and b_k’s are the same as J_n except b_1 is replaced by b_1 + b for b ∈ R, i.e. (3.3) J^{(b)}_n := J_n + b(δ_1, ·)δ_1.

Let us denote the eigenvalues of J^{(b)}n by λ^{(b)}_k for k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}. Note that J_n and J^{(b)}n represent the same Jacobi difference equation with different boundary conditions, namely J_n with boundary conditions b_1 at 0, b_n at n + 1 and J^{(b)}n with boundary conditions b_1 + b at 0, b_n at n + 1. The Jacobi matrix J^{(b)}n can also be seen as a rank-one perturbation of the Jacobi matrix J_n.

Gesztesy and Simon [15] proved that if b is known, then the spectrum of J_n and the spectrum of J^{(b)}n except one eigenvalue uniquely determine the Jacobi matrix.

Theorem 3.4. ([15], Theorem 5.1 ) The eigenvalues λ_1, · · · , λ_n of J_n, together with b and n − 1 eigenvalues λ^{(b)}_1 , · · · , λ^{(b)}_{n−1} of J^{(b)}n , determine J_n uniquely.

Note that it is irrelevant which n−1 eigenvalues from the spectrum of J^{(b)}n are known. Gesztesy and Simon also showed that if two spectra are known, the uniqueness result is obtained without knowing b.

Theorem 3.5. ([15], Theorem 5.2 ) The eigenvalues λ_1, · · · , λ_n of J_n, together with the n eigenvalues λ^{(b)}_1 , · · · , λ^{(b)}n of some J^{(b)}n (with b unknown), determine J_n and b uniquely.

After Theorems 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5 one may expect to get the uniqueness of a free discrete Schrödinger operator from a spectrum with non-zero boundary condition at 0. However, this is not the case because of the following counterexample:

Example 3.6. Let us define the discrete Schrödinger matrices

A :=

2 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 and B :=

−2/(1 + √ 5) 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 (1 + √ 5)/2 . The matrices A and B have the same characteristic polynomial x^3 − 2x^2 − 2x + 2, so they share the same spectrum.

This example shows that Theorem 3.3 was a special case, so in order to get uniqueness of a rank-one perturbation of the free operator, we also need to know the non-zero boundary condition along with the spectrum.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose S_n(b, b_n) shares all of its eigenvalues with F_n(b, 0). Then S_n(b, b_n) = F_n(b, 0).

Proof. Comparing coefficients of characteristic polynomials of S_n(b, b_n) and F_n(b, 0) like we did in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we get

(3.4) b + n∑ i=2 b_i = b and b n∑ j=2 b_j + ∑ 2≤i<j≤n b_ib_j = 0

The first equation of (3.4) gives ∑_n i=2 b_i = 0 and using this in the second equation of (3.4) we get ∑ 2≤i<j≤n bibj = 0. This leads us to conclude that n∑ i=2 b^2_i = (_n ∑ i=2 b_i )_2 − 2 ( ∑ 2≤i<j≤n b_ib_j ) = 0 which only occurs when b_i = 0 for each i ∈ {2, · · · , n}, i.e. S_n(b, b_n) = F_n(b, 0). □

Now, we approach the Ambarzumian problem with Floquet boundary conditions. Let us recall that S_n(θ) and F_n(ϕ) denote a discrete Schrödinger operator and the free discrete Schrödinger Operator with Floquet Boundary Conditions for the angles 0 ≤ θ < 1 and 0 ≤ ϕ < 1, respectively:

S_n(θ) = b_1 1 0 · · · e^{2πiθ} 1 b_2 1 . .. 0

0 1 b_3 . .. 0 . . ... ... . .. 1 e^{−2πiθ} 0 · · · 1 b_n , F_n(ϕ) = 0 1 0 · · · e^{2πiϕ} 1 0 1 ... 0

0 1 0 ... 0 . . ... .. . ... 1 e^{−2πiϕ} 0 · · · 1 0 .

The following theorem shows that with Floquet boundary conditions, the knowledge of the spectrum of the free operator is sufficient for the uniqueness of the operator up to transpose.

Theorem 3.8. Suppose that S_n(θ) shares all of its eigenvalues with F_n(ϕ), including multiplicity, for 0 ≤ θ, ϕ < 1. Then b_1 = · · · = b_n = 0 and θ = ϕ or θ = 1 − ϕ, i.e. S_n(θ) = F_n(ϕ) or S_n(θ) = F^T_n (ϕ)

Proof. Let us define D[k, l] as the following determinant of a (l − k + 1) × (l − k + 1)

matrix for 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n:

D[k, l] :=

| | | | | | | | | | x − b_k −1 0 · · · 0 −1 x − b_{k+1} .. . ... . . 0 .. . .. . ... 0 . . .. . .. . x − b_{l−1} −1 0 · · · 0 −1 x − b_l

| | | | | | | | | |_{(l−k+1)} Let us consider the characteristic polynomial of S_n(θ) by using cofactor expansion on

the first row:

|xI_n − S_n(θ)| = (x − b_1)D[2, n] +

| | | | | | | | | |

−1 −1 0 · · · 0 −1 x − b_3 −1 ... . . 0 −1 .. . ... 0 . . ... .. . x − b_{n−1} −1 −e^{−2πiθ} 0 · · · −1 x − b_n

| | | | | | | | | |_{(n−1)}

+ (−1)^{n+1} ( −e^{2πiθ} ) | | | | | | | |

−1 x − b_2 −1 0 · · · 0 −1 x − b_3 ... ... . . ... ... ... −1 0 · · · 0 −1 x − b_{n−1} −e^{−2πiθ} 0 · · · 0 −1

| | | | | | | | (n−1) Then by using cofactor expansions on the first row of the determinant in the second

term and on the first column of the determinant in the third term we get

|xI_n − S_n(θ)| = (x − b_1)D[2, n] + (−1)D[3, n] +

| | | | | | | | |

0 −1 0 · · · 0

0 x − b_4 −1 . .. . . 0 −1 ... . .. 0 . . ... ... . .. −1 −e^{−2πiθ} 0 · · · −1 x − b_n

| | | | | | | | |_{(n−2)}

+ (−1)^{n+1} ( −e^{2πiθ} ) (−1)

| | | | | | | | | |

−1 x − b_3 −1 0 · · · 0 −1 x − b_4 ... ... . . .. . . .. ... −1 0 · · · . .. −1 x − b_{n−1} 0 · · · · · · 0 −1

| | | | | | | | | |_{(n−2)} + (−1)^{n+1} ( −e^{2πiθ} ) (−1)^n ( −e^{−2πiθ} ) D[2, n − 1]

Now let’s use cofactor expansion on the first column of the determinant in the third term. Also note that the determinant in the fourth term is the determinant of an upper triangular matrix. Therefore,

|xI_n − S_n(θ)| = (x − b_1)D[2, n] − D[3, n]

+ (−1)^{n−1} ( −e^{2πiθ} ) | | | | | | | | |

−1 0 0 · · · 0

x − b_4 −1 ... ... . . −1 x − b_5 ... ... 0

0 ... ... −1 0 −e^{−2πiθ} 0 −1 x − b_{n−1} −1

| | | | | | | | | (n−3) + (−1)^{n+1} ( −e^{2πiθ} ) [ (−1)(−1)^{n−2} + (−1)^n ( −e^{−2πiθ} ) D[2, n − 1] ] Finally, noting again that the determinant in the third term is that of a lower triangular matrix, we get

(3.5)

|xI_n − S_n(θ)| = (x − b_1)D[2, n] − D[3, n] + (−1)^{n−1} ( −e^{2πiθ} ) (−1)^{n−3} + (−1)^{2n} ( −e^{−2πiθ} ) + (−1)^{2n+1}D[2, n − 1] = (x − b_1)D[2, n] − D[3, n] − D[2, n − 1] − e^{2πiθ} − e^{−2πiθ} At this point note that D[k, l] is the characteristic polynomial of the following discrete Schrödinger matrix b_k 1 0 · · · 0

1 b_{k+1} 1 .. . . . 0 1 ... .. . 0 . . ... ... b_{l−1} 1 0 · · · 0 1 b_l .

Therefore using Lemma 3.1 and equation (3.5), we obtain

(3.6)

|xI_n − S_n(θ)| = x^n − (_n ∑ i=1 b_i ) x^{n−1} + ( ∑ 1≤i<j≤n b_ib_j − (n − 1) ) x^{n−2} + f_{n−3}(x) − e^{2πiθ} − e^{−2πiθ} where f_{n−3} is a polynomial of degree at most n − 3, which is independent of θ. Using the same steps for F_n(ϕ), we obtain

(3.7) |xI_n − F_n(ϕ)| = x^n − (n − 1)x^{n−2} + g_{n−3}(x) − e^{2πiϕ} − e^{−2πiϕ}

where g_{n−3} is a polynomial of degree at most n − 3, which is independent of ϕ.

Comparing equations (3.6) and (3.7), like we did in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we can conclude that the diagonal entries {b_i}^n_{i=1} of S_n(θ) must be zero.

Note that the expression consisting of the first three terms in the right end of (3.5), (x − b_1)D[2, n] − D[3, n] − D[2, n − 1] is independent of θ. In addition, we observed that b_1 = · · · = b_n = 0. Therefore using the equivalence of the characteristic polynomials of S_n(θ) and F_n(ϕ), we obtain e^{2πiθ} + e^{−2πiθ} = e^{2πiϕ} + e^{−2πiϕ}, which can be written using Euler’s identity as

(3.8) 2 cos(2πθ) = 2 cos(2πϕ).

Equation (3.8) is valid if and only if θ differs from ϕ or −ϕ by an integer. Since 0 ≤ θ, ϕ < 1, the only possible values for θ are ϕ and 1 − ϕ. This completes the proof. □

4. An Ambarzumian-type mixed inverse spectral problem

Let us introduce the following n × n discrete Schrödinger matrix for 1 ≤ m ≤ n:

S_{n,m} := b_1 1 0 0 . . . 0

1 ... 1 0 . .. 0

0 1 b_m 1 . .. . . 0 0 1 0 . .. 0 . . ... . .. ... . .. 1 0 . . . . . . 0 1 0

Let us also recall that F_n denotes the free discrete Schrödinger matrix of size n × n. In this section our goal is to answer the following Ambarzumian-type mixed spectral problem positively for the m = 2 case.

Inverse Spectral Problem. If S_{n,m} and F_n share m consecutive eigenvalues, then do we get b_1 = · · · = b_m = 0, i.e. S_{n,m} = F_n?

When m = 1, this problem becomes a special case of the following result of Gesztesy and Simon [15]. For a Jacobi matrix given as (2.1), let us consider the sequences {a_k} and {b_k} as a single sequence b_1, a_1, b_2, a_2, · · · , a_{n−1}, b_n = c_1, c_2, · · · , c_{2n−1}, i.e. c_{2k−1} := b_k and c_{2k} := a_k.

Theorem 4.1. ([15], Theorem 4.2 ) Suppose that 1 ≤ k ≤ n and c_{k+1}, · · · , c_{2n−1} are known, as well as k of the eigenvalues. Then c_1, · · · , c_k are uniquely determined.

By letting k = 1, we get the inverse spectral problem stated above for m = 1. Now let us prove the m = 2 case. Let λ_1 < λ_2 < · · · < λ_n denote the eigenvalues of F_n, and let λ̃_1 < λ̃_2 < · · · < λ̃_n denote the eigenvalues of S_{n,2}.

Theorem 4.2. Let λ_k = λ̃_k and λ_{k+1} = λ̃_{k+1} for some k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. Then b_1 = 0 and b_2 = 0, i.e. S_{n,2} = F_n.

Proof. For simplicity, let us use S_n instead of S_{n,2}. We start by proving the following claim.

Claim: If λ_k = λ̃_k and λ_{k+1} = λ̃_{k+1} , then either b_1 = b_2 = 0 or b_1 = λ_k + λ_{k+1} and b_2 = 1/λ_k + 1/λ_{k+1}.

Let us consider the characteristic polynomial of S_n using cofactor expansion on the last row of λI − S_n.

det(λI − S_n) =

(λ − b_1)

| | | | | | | | | λ − b_2 −1 0 . . . 0

−1 λ −1 . .. . . 0 −1 λ . .. 0 . . ... .. . . .. −1 0 . . . 0 −1 λ

| | | | | | | | |_{(n−1)} +

| | | | | | | | |

−1 −1 0 . . . 0 −1 λ −1 ... . . 0 −1 λ ... 0 . . . .. ... ... −1 0 . . . 0 −1 λ

| | | | | | | | |_{(n−1)} Using cofactor expansion on the first row for the first term and the first column for the second term, we get

det(λI − S_n) = (λ − b_1)(λ − b_2) det(λI − F_{n−2})

+ (λ − b_1)

| | | | | | | | | |

−1 −1 0 . . . 0 0 λ −1 ... . . 0 −1 λ ... 0 . . ... .. . ... −1 0 . . . 0 −1 λ

| | | | | | | | | |_{(n−2)} − det(λI − F_{n−2})

Finally, using cofactor expansion on the first column of the second term, we get

(4.1) det(λI − S_n) = [(λ − b_1)(λ − b_2) − 1] det(λI − F_{n−2}) − (λ − b_1) det(λI − F_{n−3}).

Since λ̃_k = λ_k and λ̃_{k+1} = λ_{k+1}, right hand side of (4.1) is zero when λ = λ_k or λ = λ_{k+1}. Therefore for λ = λ_k or λ = λ_{k+1} we get

(4.2)

(λ − b_1)(λ − b_2) − 1 λ − b_1 = det(λI − F_{n−3}) det(λI − F_{n−2}) . Note that equation (4.2) is also valid for F_n, i.e. when b_1 = b_2 = 0, and the right hand side of the equation does not depend on b_1 or b_2 and hence identical for S_n and F_n. Therefore the left hand side of (4.2) should also be identical for S_n and F_n, when λ̃_k = λ_k and λ̃_{k+1} = λ_{k+1}. Hence,

(4.3)

(λ − b_1)(λ − b_2) − 1 λ − b_1 = (λ − 0)(λ − 0) − 1 λ − 0 for λ = λ_k or λ = λ_{k+1}. Therefore,

λ(λ − b_1)(λ − b_2) − λ = (λ^2 − 1)(λ − b_1)

λ^3 − (b_1 + b_2)λ^2 + b_1b_2λ − λ = λ^3 − b_1λ^2 − λ + b_1

−b_2λ^2 + b_1b_2λ − b_1 = 0 for λ = λ_1 or λ = λ_2. If b_2 = 0, then b_1 = 0 from the last equation above, so we can assume b_2 ≠ 0. Then λ^2 − b_1λ + b_1/b_2 = 0 for λ = λ_k or λ = λ_{k+1}.

Since x^2 − b_1x + b_1/b_2 is a monic polynomial with two distinct roots x = λ_k and x = λ_{k+1}, we get

x^2 − b_1x + b_1/b_2 = (x − λ_k)(x − λ_{k+1}) which implies x^2 − b_1x + b_1/b_2 = x − (λ_k + λ_{k+1})x + λ_kλ_{k+1} Comparing coefficients we get our claim, since b_1 = λ_k + λ_{k+1}, and b_1/b_2 = λ_kλ_{k+1} implies

b_2 = b_1 λ_kλ_{k+1} = λ_k + λ_{k+1} λ_kλ_{k+1} = 1 λ_k + 1 λ_{k+1} Now our goal is to get a contradiction for the second case of the claim, i.e. when b_1 = λ_k + λ_{k+1} and b_2 = 1/λ_k + 1/λ_{k+1}, so let us assume

b_1 = λ_k + λ_{k+1} and b_2 = 1/λ_k + 1/λ_{k+1}.

First let us show that b_1 and b_2 have the same sign. If n is even and k = n/2, then λ_k = −λ_{k+1}. Hence b_1 = b_2 = 0. If n is odd and k = (n − 1)/2 or k = (n + 1)/2, then one of the eigenvalues λ_k or λ_{k+1} is zero, so b_2 is undefined. For all other values of k, two consecutive eigenvalues λ_k and λ_{k+1} and hence b_1 and b_2 have the same sign.

Without loss of generality let us assume both λ_k and λ_{k+1} are negative and b_1 ≤ b_2. Let us define the matrices C_n and M_n(t) with the real parameter t as follows:

C_n := b_2 1 0 . . . 0

1 b_2 1 ... . . 0 1 0 ... 0 . . ... ... ... 1 0 . . . 0 1 0 and M_n(t) := −t 1 0 . . . 0 1 −t 1 ... . . 0 1 0 ... 0 . . ... ... ... 1 0 . . . 0 1 0 .

Note that kth eigenvalue of C_n, denoted by λ_k(C_n), is greater than or equal to λ̃_k, since C_n ≥ A_n. Let us also note that M_n(−b_2) = C_n and M_n(0) = F_n. Let us denote the kth eigenvalue of M_n(t) by λ_k(t) and the corresponding eigenvector by X(t), normalized as ||X(t)|| = 1. Since M_n(t) is a smooth function of t around 0, same is true for λ_k(t) and X(t) by Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2. Let us recall that M_n(t) is self-adjoint, ||X(t)|| = 1 and M_n(t)X(t) = λ_k(t)X(t). Therefore by Theorem 2.3, the Hellmann-Feynman Theorem, we get

(4.4) λ^′_k(t) = ⟨X(t), M^′_n(t)X(t)⟩ = −X^2_1 (t) − X^2_2 (t),

where X(t)^T = [X_1(t), X_2(t), · · · , X_n(t)]. Since X(t) is a non-zero eigenvector of the tridiagonal matrix M_n(t), at least one of X_1(t) and X_2(t) is non-zero. Therefore by equation (4.4), there exists an open interval I ⊂ R containing 0 such that λ^′_k(t) < 0 for t ∈ I, i.e. λ_k(t) is decreasing on I. This implies existence of 0 < t_0 < − b_2 satisfying

λ_k < λ_k(t_0) ≤ λ_k(−b_2) = λ_k(C_n) ≤ λ̃_k.

This contradicts with our assumption that λ_k = λ̃_k. Therefore only the first case of the claim is true, i.e. b_1 = b_2 = 0 and hence S_n = F_n. □

Acknowledgement

The authors would like to thank Wencai Liu for introducing them this project and his constant support. This work was partially supported by NSF DMS-2015683 and DMS-2000345.

References

[1] V. Ambarzumian, Über eine frage der eigenwerttheorie, Zeitschrift für Physik 53 (1929), 690–695 (in German).

[2] N. Bebiano and J. da Providência, Inverse problems for pseudo-Jacobi matrices: existence and uniqueness results, Inverse Problems 27 (2011), no. 2, 025005, 12. MR2754350 [3] G. Borg, Eine Umkehrung der Sturm-Liouvilleschen Eigenwertaufgabe. Bestimmung der Differentialgleichung durch die Eigenwerte, Acta Math. 78 (1946), 1–96. MR15185 [4] S. Clark, F. Gesztesy, and W. Renger, Trace formulas and Borg-type theorems for matrix-valued Jacobi and Dirac finite difference operators, J. Differential Equations 219 (2005), no. 1, 144–182. MR2181033 [5] R. del Rio and M. Kudryavtsev, Inverse problems for Jacobi operators: I. Interior mass-spring perturbations in finite systems, Inverse Problems 28 (2012), no. 5, 055007, 18. MR2915295 [6] R. del Rio, M. Kudryavtsev, and L. O. Silva, Inverse problems for Jacobi operators III: Massspring perturbations of semi-infinite systems, Inverse Probl. Imaging 6 (2012), no. 4, 599–621. MR2998707 [7] , Inverse problems for Jacobi operators II: Mass perturbations of semi-infinite mass-spring systems, Zh. Mat. Fiz. Anal. Geom. 9 (2013), no. 2, 165–190, 277, 281. MR3113459 [8] , Inverse problems for Jacobi operators IV: interior mass-spring perturbations of semiinfinite systems, Inverse Problems 33 (2017), no. 5, 055014, 30. MR3634444 [9] R. del Rio and Luis O. Silva, Stability of determinacy and inverse spectral problems for Jacobi operators, Oper. Matrices 12 (2018), no. 3, 619–641. MR3853359 [10] M. Derevyagin, Borg-type theorems for generalized Jacobi matrices and trace formulas, Methods Funct. Anal. Topology 12 (2006), no. 3, 220–233. MR2261576 [11] , Inverse problems for periodic generalized Jacobi matrices, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 384 (2011), no. 2, 444–452. MR2825198 [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, 2007, pp. 741–820. MR2307754 [13] F. Gesztesy, A. Kiselev, and K. A. Makarov, Uniqueness results for matrix-valued Schrödinger, Jacobi, and Dirac-type operators, Math. Nachr. 239/240 (2002), 103–145. MR1905666 [14] F. Gesztesy, M. Krishna, and G. Teschl, On isospectral sets of Jacobi operators, Comm. Math.

Phys. 181 (1996), no. 3, 631–645. MR1414303 [15] F. Gesztesy and B. Simon, m-functions and inverse spectral analysis for finite and semi-infinite Jacobi matrices, J. Anal. Math. 73 (1997), 267–297. MR1616422 [16] B. Hatinoğlu, Mixed data in inverse spectral problems for the Schroedinger operators, J. Spectr.

Theory (2020), accepted for publication.

[17] , Inverse problems for Jacobi operators with mixed spectral data, J. Difference Equ. Appl.

(2021), accepted for publication.

[18] H. Hochstadt, On some inverse problems in matrix theory, Arch. Math. (Basel) 18 (1967), 201– 207. MR213379 [19] , On the construction of a Jacobi matrix from spectral data, Linear Algebra Appl. 8 (1974), 435–446. MR382314 [20] , On the construction of a Jacobi matrix from mixed given data, Linear Algebra Appl. 28 (1979), 113–115. MR549425

[21] H. Hochstadt and B. Lieberman, An inverse Sturm-Liouville problem with mixed given data, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 34 (1978), no. 4, 676–680. MR470319 [22] P. D. Lax, Linear algebra and its applications, Second Edition, Interscience Series of Texts, Wiley, 2007.

[23] N. Levinson, The inverse Sturm-Liouville problem, Mat. Tidsskr. B 1949 (1949), 25–30. MR32067 [24] V. A. Marčenko, Some questions of the theory of one-dimensional linear differential operators of the second order. I, Trudy Moskov. Mat. Obšč. 1 (1952), 327–420. MR0058064 [25] C. Shieh, Some inverse problems on Jacobi matrices, Inverse Problems 20 (2004), no. 2, 589–600.

MR2065442 [26] L. O. Silva and R. Weder, On the two spectra inverse problem for semi-infinite Jacobi matrices, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 9 (2006), no. 3, 263–290 (2007). MR2305710 [27] , The two-spectra inverse problem for semi-infinite Jacobi matrices in the limit-circle case, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 11 (2008), no. 2, 131–154. MR2438732 [28] B. Simon, A comprehensive course in analysis, part 4: Operator theory, American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 2015.

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

196 (1998), no. 1, 175–202. MR1643529 [30] , Jacobi operators and completely integrable nonlinear lattices, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 72, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000. MR1711536 [31] G. Wei and Z. Wei, Inverse spectral problem for Jacobi matrices with partial spectral data, Inverse Problems 27 (2011), no. 7, 075007, 11. MR2806371

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

Email address: jerikeakins@tamu.edu

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

Email address: wfrendreiss@tamu.edu

Department of Mathematics, UC Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz, CA 95064, U.S.A. Email address: bhatinog@ucsc.edu

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

Email address: lucille.lamb@tamu.edu

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

Email address: sithijamanage@tamu.edu

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

Email address: alejandra.puente@tamu.edu