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ISOMORPHIC INVERSE PROBLEMS

EVGENY L. KOROTYAEV

Abstract. Consider two inverse problems for Sturm-Liouville problems on the unit interval.
It means that there are two corresponding mappings F, f from a Hilbert space of potentials
H into their spectral data. They are called isomorphic if F is a composition of f and some
isomorphism U of H onto itself. A isomorphic class is a collection of inverse problems isomor-
phic to each other. We consider basic Sturm-Liouville problems on the unit interval and on
the circle and describe their isomorphic classes of inverse problems. For example, we prove
that the inverse problems for the case of Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions are
isomorphic. The proof is based on the non-linear analysis.

1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Introduction. We consider the Sturm-Liouville problems −y′′ + qy = λy on the unit
interval [0, 1] under basic boundary conditions or on the unit circle S1. Here the potential q is
real and belongs to the space L2(0, 1). There are a lot of results about the inverse problems for
the Sturm-Liouville operators on [0, 1] and on S

1. These inverse problems were investigated
by many authors (G. Borg, I. M. Gel’fand, B. M. Levitan, V. A. Marchenko, E. Trubowitz, ..),
see the monographs [29], [33], [34] and references therein. In general, the study of an inverse
spectral problem consists of the following parts:
(i) Uniqueness: prove that the spectral data (eigenvalues plus some additional parameters)
determine the potential uniquely);
(ii) Reconstruction: reconstruct the potential from spectral data;
(iii) Characterization: describe all spectral data corresponding to fixed classes of potentials.
(iv) Stability estimates: obtain a priori two sided estimates of the potential and spectral data.
We will discuss their additional isomorphic properties.

Definition.Let f and fo be mappings from a Hilbert space K to a set X. They are called
isomorphic if fo = f ◦ U for some isomorphism (in general, non-linear) U of K onto itself.
Note that if some of them is a bijection, then U is a unique canonical automorphism of K.
Consider two inverse problems for Sturm-Liouville problems, when potentials q belong to a

corresponding Hilbert space K. Thus there are two mappings f : K → X and fo : K → X ,
where X is their set of spectral data. They are called isomorphic if fo = f ◦ U for some
isomorphism (in general, it is non-linear) U of K onto itself. If U is an unitary linear operator,
then these two inverse problems are called unitarily equivalent.
Note that if two Sturm-Liouville inverse problems are isomorphic, then we have
1) If the first has some property from (i)-(iv), then the second also has it. For example, the

first has uniqueness iff the second has uniqueness.
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2) Eigenvalues of the first problem have some asymptotics for each potential iff eigenvalues
of the second problem have similar asymptotics.
3) The first problem has some trace formula iff the second problem has a similar trace

formula.
We write our main results:
A) We describe all isomorphic Sturm-Liouville inverse problems on the unit interval under

the basic boundary conditions and on the circle. The corresponding automorphism U is
obtained in explicit form.
B) The same is made for potentials from Sobolev spaces. The needed new sharp asymptotics

of norming constants are determined.
To the best of our knowledge the obtained results have no analogies in existing literature.

Our proof uses observations 1)-3) and also the following results and methods:
� two spectra mapping (Marchenko-Ostrovski [32]),
� the Dirichlet eigenvalues and norming constants mapping (Pöschel-Trubowitz [34]),
� the four spectra mapping (Korotyaev [18]),
� results of Marchenko–Ostrovski [32] and Korotyaev [22] about inverse periodic problems.
We consider four Sturm-Liouville problems on the interval [0, 1] with the Dirichlet and

Neumann boundary conditions:

− f ′′ + qf = λf,
f(0) = f(1) = 0,

f ′(0) = f ′(1) = 0,
(1.1)

and with the so-called mixed boundary conditions:

− f ′′ + qf = λf,
f(0) = f ′(1) = 0,

f ′(0) = f(1) = 0,
(1.2)

where λ ∈ C. Here the potential q belongs to the real Hilbert space L defined by

L =

{
q ∈ L2([0, 1],R) :

∫ 1

0

qdx = 0

}

equipped with the norm ‖q‖2 =
∫ 1

0
q2(x)dx. There are a lot of results about these problems,

see, e.g., the books [29], [33], [34]. Let µn and ν0, νn, n > 1 be eigenvalues of the Dirichlet
and Neumann problems respectively. Let τn, and ̺n, n > 1 be eigenvalues of the first and the
second problem respectively with mixed boundary conditions (1.2), and we say shortly mixed
eigenvalues. All these eigenvalues are simple and satisfy

ν0 < τ1, ̺1 < µ1, ν1 < τ2, ̺2 < µ2, ν2 < ...,

νn, µn = µo
n + o(1), τn, ̺n = τ on + o(1) as n→ ∞,

(1.3)

where u, v denotes min{u, v} 6 max{u, v} for shortness, and νo0 = 0, νon = µo
n = (πn)2 and

τ on = ̺on = π2(n− 1
2
)2, n > 1 are the corresponding unperturbed eigenvalues.

We introduce the fundamental solutions ϕ(x, λ), ϑ(x, λ) of the equation

−f ′′ + q(x)f = λf, λ ∈ C,

under conditions: ϕ′(0, λ) = ϑ(0, λ) = 1 and ϕ(0, λ) = ϑ′(0, λ) = 0. Here and below ( ′) = ∂
∂x

and (˙) = ∂
∂λ
. Note that {µn}, {νn}, {τn} and {̺n} are zeros of ϕ(1, λ), ϑ′(1, λ), ϕ′(1, λ) and
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ϑ(1, λ) respectively. Introduce the real Hilbert spaces ℓ2k = ℓ2k(N), k ∈ R of real sequences
v = (vn)

∞
1 equipped with the norm

‖v‖2k =
∑

n>1

(2πn)2kv2n, and let ℓ2 = ℓ20, ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖0.

Following the book of Pöschel and Trubowitz [34] we define a set Jo of all real, strictly
increasing sequences by

Jo =
{
s=(sn)

∞
1 : s1 < s2 < ....., sn=µ

o
n+ s̃n , s̃ = (s̃n )

∞
1 ∈ℓ2

}
.

Note that the mapping s↔ s̃ is a natural coordinate map between Jo and some open convex

subset J̃o =
{
s̃ = (s̃n)

∞
1 ∈ ℓ2 : µo

1 + s̃1 < µo
2 + s̃2 < .....

}
of ℓ2 . Following [34] we identify

Jo and J̃o using this mapping. As in [34] this identification allows to do analysis on Jo as if
it was an open convex subset of ℓ2. We also define similar sets J1 and J of all real, strictly
increasing sequences by

J1 =
{
t=(tn)

∞
1 : t1 < t2 < ....., tn=τ

o
n+ t̃n , t̃ = (t̃n )

∞
1 ∈ℓ2

}
,

J =
{
t=(tn)

∞
1 : t1 < t2 < ....., tn= (πn

2
)2 + t̃n , t̃ = (t̃n )

∞
1 ∈ℓ2

}
.

Introduce 1-spectra mappings µ and ν from L into Jo and τ and ̺ from L into J1 by

q → µ = (µn)
∞
1 , q → ν = (νn)

∞
1 ,

q → τ = (τn)
∞
1 , q → ̺ = (̺n)

∞
1 .

(1.4)

For two 1-spectra mappings (only for strongly increasing and alternate) we construct standard
2-spectra mappings of strongly increasing sequences. For example, for τ = (τn)

∞
1 ∈ J1 and

µ = (µn)
∞
1 ∈ Jo such that τ1 < µ1 < τ2 < µ2 < ... we define a 2-spectra mapping τ ⋆ µ from

L into J as

q → τ ⋆ µ = (τ1, µ1, τ2, µ,....). (1.5)

The mapping τ ⋆ µ is a bijection between L and J. It is a classical result of Marchenko and
Ostrovski [32].
Following Trubowitz and co-authors [12], [6] we introduce norming constants hs,n, hs,n (as-

sociated with the Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues) and the corresponding mappings by

hs,n = ln |ϕ′(1, µn)|, hs,n = ln |ϑ(1, νn)|, n > 1, hs,0 = ln |ϑ(1, ν0)|,
q → h(s) = (hs,n)

∞
n=1, q → h(s) = (hs,n)

∞
n=1.

(1.6)

It is known that the mappings µ×h(s) is a bijections between L and Jo×ℓ21. This is a classical
result of Pöschel and Trubowitz [34].
We sometimes write µn(q), νn(q), ... instead of µn, νn, ..., when several potentials are being

dealt with. We discuss a mapping q → µ× (Dn)
∞
1 introduce by Marchenko [31], where Dn is

the normalizing constant associated with Dirichlet eigenvalue µn and defined by

Dn(q) =
∫ 1

0
ϕ2(x, µn(q), q)dx, n ∈ N, where Dn(0) =

1
2µo

n
. (1.7)

Marchenko [31] proved that the spectral data µn, Dn, n ∈ N determines the potential uniquely.
Gel’fand and Levitan [9] created a basic method to reconstruct the potential q from µn, Dn, n ∈
N: they determined an integral equation and expressed q in terms of its solution. It is
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convenient to modify constants Dn and define another mapping q → α = (αn)
∞
1 , where the

components αn are given by

αn = log
Dn(q)

Dn(0)
= log

[
2µo

nDn(q)
]
, n ∈ N. (1.8)

We discuss similar mapping q → ν× (Nn)
∞
1 , where Nn is a normalizing constant, associated

with Neumann eigenvalue νn and defined by

Nn(q) =

∫ 1

0

ϑ2(x, νn, q)dx, n ∈ N, where Nn(0) =
1
2
. (1.9)

It is more convenient to modify constants Nn and to define another mapping q → β = (βn)
∞
1 ,

where the components βn are given by

βn = ln[2Nn(q)]. (1.10)

Recall some definitions. We write KC for the complexification of the real Hilbert space K.
Suppose that K,S are real separable Hilbert spaces. The mapping f : K → S is a local real

analytic isomorphism iff for any y ∈K it has an analytic continuation f̃ into some complex

neighborhoodV ⊂KC of y, which is a bijection between V and some open set f̃(V )⊂SC and

if f̃ , f̃−1 are analytic mappings on V , f̃(V ) respectively. The mapping f is a real-analytic
bijection (shortly a RAB) between K and S if it is both a bijection and a local real analytic
isomorphism.

1.2. Short review. We shortly discuss well-known results about inverse problems for Sturm-
Liouville operators on the unit interval under different boundary conditions, which are used
in our paper. We recall only some important steps mainly on the characterization problem.
Marchenko and Ostrovski in [32] solved the inverse problem for the 2-spectra mapping τ ⋆ µ.
Their proof is based on the inverse scattering on the half line (with decreasing potentials) and
sharp asymptotics for eigenvalues µn, τn.
Trubowitz and co-authors ([6], [12], [13], [34]) suggested an analytic approach. It is based

on analyticity of the mapping {potentials} 7→ {spectral data} and an explicit reconstruction
procedure for the special case when only one spectral parameter has been changed. The
excellent book [34] is devoted to the mapping q → µ ⋆ h(s), where the inverse problem is
solved, including the characterization of the spectral data. Also, this approach was applied
to other inverse problems with purely discrete spectrum: for impedance [4], [5], [21]; singular
Sturm-Liouville operators on a finite interval [11]; periodic potentials [8], [16], [22], perturbed
harmonic oscillators [1], vector-valued operators [2], and Birkhoff coordinates for the KdV
equation on the circle [15], and see references therein.
Now we discuss the periodic case. Note that only the periodic eigenvalues do not determine a

potential uniquely and we need to add auxiliary spectral data: Dirichlet (or Neumann) eigen-
values plus sequence of signs ±. There are only two mappings related to the characterization
for inverse periodic problems:
1) in terms of local maxima and minima of the Lyapunov functions on the real line,
2) in terms of gaps.

Marchenko and Ostrovski [32] solved the inverse problems (including characterization and
stability estimates) in terms of the local maxima and minima of Lyapunov functions on the real
line. The proof is based on the inverse scattering on the half line (with decreasing potentials),
sharp asymptotics of periodic eigenvalues and new results about conformal mappings for
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the quasimomentum. A shorter proof was given in [24]. Korotyaev [22], [23] solved the
inverse problems in terms of gap lengths. The proof (including characterization) was based
on analyticity of the mapping and a priori estimate of potentials in terms of gap lengths from
[23].

1.3. Main results on the unit interval. In order to discuss main results we introduce our
basic transformations. We define the 4-spectra mapping f : L → ℓ2 from a recent paper [18]
by

q → f(q) = (fn(q))
∞
1 , f2n−1 = ̺n − τn, f2n = νn − µn, n > 1, (1.11)

which will be basic for us. Recall a result from [18]: the 4-spectra mapping f : L → ℓ2 defined
by (1.11) is a RAB between L and ℓ2, see more in Theorem 2.1. Let S be a set of all diagonal
operators σ = diag(σ1, σ2, ...) on ℓ

2, or shortly σ = (σj)
∞
1 , where σj ∈ {±1}, j ∈ N. This set

S defines so-called the lamplighter group, see [3]. For each σ ∈ S we define a mapping Uσ by

Uσ = f−1σf : L → L, (1.12)

where f is given by (1.11). These mappings have the following properties:

Proposition 1.1. Let Uσ, σ ∈ S be defined by (1.12). Then each Uσ is a RAB of L onto
itself and satisfies

Uσ = U−1
σ , Uσ Uσ′ = Uσσ′ = Uσ′ Uσ, ∀ σ, σ′ ∈ S, (1.13)

‖Uσ(q)‖ = ‖q‖ ∀ q ∈ L. (1.14)

Remark. 1) The mapping f is non-linear, but Uσ keeps the norm on L, see (1.14).
2) To prove Proposition 1.1 we use the bijection of the mapping f from [18]. Its proof is based
on the bijections of the mapping τ ⋆ µ and on inverse problems for periodic potentials [22].
Define two specific mappings, often used in our paper:

U1 = Uσ, where σ = (σj)
∞
1 , σj = −1 ∀ j ∈ N,

Uo = Uσ, where σ = (σj)
∞
1 , σj = (−1)j ∀ j ∈ N.

(1.15)

Below we show that Uo = R, where R is a reflection (unitary) operator on L given by
(Ry)(x) = y(1− x), x ∈ (0, 1). For each n = (nn)

∞
1 ∈ J we define a potential q by

q(x) = −2 d2

dx2 log
(
Γn det Ω(x, n)

)
, x ∈ (0, 1), (1.16)

where Ω(x, n), x ∈ (0, 1) is the infinite matrix whose elements Ωn,j(x, n) are given by

Ωn,j(x, n) =
nn − non
nn − noj

{
cos

√
nnx+

(−1)n − cos 2
√
nn

sin 2
√
nn

sin
√
nnx,

sin πj

2
x

πj

2

}

w

, (1.17)

where {u, v}w = uv′ − u′v and

Γn =
∏

j>n>1

(
nn − non
nn − nj

· n
o
n − nj

non − noj

)
, non =

(πn
2

)2

. (1.18)

Here Ω−I is a trace class operator, so det Ω(x, p) is well defined. A recovering of a potential q
by (1.16) via the 2-spectra mapping n = τ ⋆ µ, n2j−1 = τj , n2j = µj, j ∈ N, was performed
in [18] (see also [34] for even potentials). The first main result describes equivalent inverse
problems on the unit interval.
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Theorem 1.2. Let mappings U0, U1 be defined by (1.15). Then 1-spectra mappings µ =
(µn)

∞
1 , ν = (νn)

∞
1 , and τ = (τn)

∞
1 , ̺ = (̺n)

∞
1 defined by (1.4) satisfies

i) All 2-spectra mappings τ ⋆ µ, ̺ ⋆ ν, ̺ ⋆ µ and τ ⋆ ν acting from L into J are isomorphic.
Moreover, each of them is a RAB between L and J and satisfies

τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ ν) ◦ U1 = (̺ ⋆ µ) ◦ Uo = (τ ⋆ ν) ◦ Uo ◦ U1. (1.19)

ii) Let q ∈ L. Then a potential U1(q) is given by (1.16), where n = ̺ ⋆ ν.
iii) Let q ∈ L. Then a potential (U0U1)(q) is given by (1.16), where n = τ ⋆ ν.

Remark. 1) In the proof we show (1.19), then we obtain i), since the mapping τ ⋆ µ is a
bijection between L and J [32] and U0, U1 are bijections of L onto itself.
2) We connect all 2-spectra mappings by the bijections Uo, U1 and UoU1.

We discuss the mapping q → eigenvalues plus norming (or normalizing) constants.

Theorem 1.3. i) Mappings µ × h(s), ν × h(s), µ × h(s) and ν × h(s) (defined by (1.4), (1.6))
are isomorphic as mappings from L into Jo × ℓ21 and satisfy

µ× h(s) = (ν × h(s)) ◦ U1 = (µ× h(s)) ◦ Uo = (ν × h(s)) ◦ Uo ◦ U1. (1.20)

Moreover, each of them is a RAB between L and Jo × ℓ21.
ii) Each of the mappings µ×α and ν×β (defined by (1.8), (1.10)) acting from L into Jo× ℓ21
is a bijection between L and Jo × ℓ21 and the following trace formula holds true

1

N0
− 1 =

∑

n>1

(
2− 1

Nn

)
, (1.21)

where the series converges absolutely and uniformly on bounded subsets of L.
iii) Define another normalizing mapping q → β̂ = (β̂n)

∞
1 , where β̂n = βn − ln νn−ν0

νon
. Then the

mapping ν × β̂ is a bijection between L and Jo × ℓ21 and satisfies

µ× α = (ν × β̂) ◦ U1. (1.22)

Remark. 1) The mapping ν × h(s) is a bijection between L and J, see [26]. The mapping
ν × h(s) does not use the eigenvalue ν0 and the norming constant hs,0 since νn, hs,n, n > 0 are
dependent, see trace formulas (2.3), (1.21).
2) In order to prove that the mappings in ii) are bijections we show, that they are isomorphic
to the mapping µ× h(s), which is well studied in [34]. Thus the proof is short.

Final Remarks. Below we discuss also following isomorphic inverse problems:
• The case of mixed eigenvalues is considered in Sect. 4.
• The case of smooth potentials is considered in Sect. 5. The needed new sharp asymptotics
for the norming constants for potentials from Sobolev space are obtained in Sect. 7.
• The case of periodic potentials is discussed in Sect. 6 (including stability eliminates).
In Sect. 2 we prove preliminary results about the mappings Uσ, U1, Uo. In Sect. 3 the main

results for Dirichlet and Neumann b.c. are proved. In Sect. 7 we determined some specific
asymptotics for the fundamental solutions, and trace formulas.
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2. Properties of Uσ, U1, Uo

2.1. Preliminaries. We introduce mappings q → t = (tn)
∞
1 and q → r = (rn)

∞
1 , where

the components are norming constants tn, rn (associated with the mixed eigenvalues τn, ̺n,
respectively) and are given by

tn = ln |ϕ(1, τn)
√
τ on|, rn(q) = − ln |ϑ′(1, ̺n)/

√
τ on| = ln |ϕ(1, ̺n)

√
̺on|, (2.1)

where ϑ′(1, ̺n)ϕ(1, ̺n) = −1 has been used. Note that t(q) ∈ ℓ21, see [26]. In the case of mix
boundary conditions y(0)=0, y′(1)=0 the spectral data (τn)

∞
1 , (tn)

∞
1 are not independent since

they satisfy the trace formula (4.4). It turns out that the first eigenvalue τ1 can be uniquely
reconstructed from the other spectral data (τn)

∞
2 and (tn)

∞
1 . It is possible to “exclude” from

the spectral data not the first eigenvalue τ1 but an arbitrary norming constant tm, see [26].
Thus we define the spectral data

J1(2) =
{
t=(tn)

∞
2 : t2 < t3 < ....., tn=τ

o
n+ εn , ε = (εn−1 )

∞
1 ∈ℓ2

}
. (2.2)

We recall known results about a RAB (i.e., a real-analytic bijection) for inverse problems on
a unit interval. We formulate only results needed below.

Theorem 2.1. i) The mapping q 7→ (τ ⋆ µ)(q) defined by (1.4), (1.5) is a RAB between L
and J.
ii) The mapping q 7→ (µ× h(s))(q) defined by (1.4), (1.6) is a RAB between L and Jo × ℓ21.
iii) The mapping (τn)

∞
2 × t from L into J1(2)× ℓ21 is a RAB between L and J1(2)× ℓ21.

iv) The mappings q → (ν × h(s))(q) from L into J1 × ℓ 21 is a RAB between L and J1 × ℓ 21 .
Moreover, all eigenvalues (νn)

∞
0 and norming constants (hs,n)

∞
0 satisfy

e±hs,0

|ϑ̇′(1, ν0)|
− 1 =

+∞∑

n=1

(
2− e±hs,n

|ϑ̇′(1, νn)|

)
, (2.3)

where the series converges absolutely and uniformly on bounded subsets of L.
Remark. A bijection i) was proved in [32], see [34], [18] about a RAB. The results of ii) were
proved in [34]. The results of iii) were proved in [26]. The results of iv) were proved in [26],
the proof is based on [12] and the identities (2.3).
In order to study Uσ, we describe basic properties of the 4-spectra mapping f : L → ℓ2.

Theorem 2.2. i) The 4-spectra mapping f : L → ℓ2 defined by

q → f(q) = (fn(q))
∞
1 , f2n−1 = ̺n − τn, f2n = νn − µn, n > 1, (2.4)

is a RAB between L and ℓ2. Furthermore, the following estimates hold true:

‖q‖ 6 2‖f‖(1 + 2‖f‖ 1

3 ), ‖f‖ 6 2‖q‖(1 + 2‖q‖ 1

3 ), (2.5)

where ‖f‖2 = ∑
n>1(|νn − µn|2 + |τn − ̺n|2).

ii) Let q, q′ ∈ L. Then the following identities hold true:

q(0)−q(1)
2

=
∑

n>1 f2n−1,
q(0)+q(1)

2
= ν0 +

∑
n>1 f2n,

q(0) = ν0 +
∑

n>1

fn, q(1) = ν0 +
∑

n>1

(−1)nf2n.
(2.6)
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Proof. The results of i) were proved in [18]. Identities (2.6) follow from (7.51), (7.50) and
(7.47).
We consider the operator Ty = −y′′ + qy on L2(0, 2) with 2-periodic conditions y(x+ 2) =

y(x), x ∈ R, where the potential q is 1-periodic and belongs to the real space H defined by

H =
{
f ∈ L2(T,R) :

∫ 1

0

fdx = 0
}
, T = R/Z.

The spectrum of T is eigenvalues λ+0 , λ
±
n , n > 1 which satisfy

λ+0 < λ−1 6 λ+1 < .... 6 λ+n−1 < λ−n 6 λ+n < ...,

λ±n = (πn)2 + o(1) as n→ ∞.

These eigenvalues have the known relations (see Fig. 1)

ν0 6 λ+0 , τn, ̺n ∈ (λ+n−1, λ
−
n ), and µn, νn ∈ [λ−n , λ

+
n ], ∀ n > 1. (2.7)

Here the equality λ−n = λ+n means that λ−n is a double eigenvalue. The lowest eigenvalue λ+0 is
simple, and the corresponding eigenfunction has period 1. The eigenfunctions corresponding
to λ±n have period 1 when n is even and they are antiperiodic, y(x+1) = −y(x), x ∈ R, when
n is odd.

r

ν0

λ+0 λ−1
× ×
τ1 ̺1

× ×
µ1 ν1

λ+1 λ−2
× ×
̺2 τ2

× ×
ν2 µ2

λ+2

Figure 1. Periodic λ±
n
, Dirichlet µn, Neumann νn and mixed τn, ̺n eigenvalues.

For each q ∈ L0 we consider the auxiliary Sturm-Liouville problems on the interval [0, 2]
with the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions with even potentials q̃ on [0, 2]:

− f ′′ + q̃f = λf,
f(0) = f(2) = 0,

f ′(0) = f ′(2) = 0,
q̃(x) =

{
q(x), 0 < x < 1

q(2− x), 1 < x < 2
. (2.8)

Let µ̃n and ν̃0, ν̃n, n > 1 be eigenvalues of the Dirichlet and Neumann problems respectively.
For a potential q̃ ∈ L2(0, 2) given by (2.8) we denote by the same letter q̃ its 2-periodic

extension to the real line. Introduce a operator T̃ y = −y′′ + q̃y on L2(0, 4) with 4-periodic

conditions, that is y(x + 4) = y(x), x ∈ R. The spectrum of T̃ is a union of the eigenvalues

λ̃+0 , λ̃
±
n , n > 1 which satisfy

λ̃+0 < λ̃+1 6 λ̃+1 < .... 6 λ̃+n−1 < λ̃−n 6 λ̃+n < ...

λ̃±n = (πn
2
)2 + o(1) as n→ ∞.

Here the equality λ̃−n = λ̃+n means that λ̃−n is a double eigenvalue. The lowest eigenvalue λ̃+0 is
simple, and the corresponding eigenfunction has period 2. The eigenfunctions corresponding

to λ̃±n have period 2 when n is even and they are antiperiodic, y(x+2) = −y(x), x ∈ R, when
n is odd. It is well known the Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues for even potentials q̃ satisfy

ν̃0 = λ̃+0 , {λ̃−n , λ̃+n } = {µ̃n, ν̃n} for all n > 1, (2.9)



ISOMORPHIC INVERSE PROBLEMS 9

see e.g., [8], [16]. Recall standards results, see e.g., [18].

Lemma 2.3. Let q̃ be given by (2.8) for some q ∈ L0. Then Dirichlet µ̃n and Neumann

eigenvalues ν̃n−1 and periodic eigenvalues λ̃±n , n > 1 satisfy

µ̃2n−1 = τn, µ̃2n = µn, (2.10)

ν̃2n−1 = ̺n, ν̃2n = νn, (2.11)

{λ̃−2n−1, λ̃
+
2n−1} = {̺n, τn}, {λ̃−2n, λ̃+2n} = {µn, νn}, (2.12)

where {A,B} is a set of two elements A,B.

The functions ϕ(1, λ), ϕ′(1, λ) and ϑ(1, λ) are entire and have the Hadamard factorizations

ϕ(1, λ) =
∞∏

1

µn − λ

µo
n

, ϕ′(1, λ) =
∞∏

1

τn − λ

τ on
,

ϑ(1, λ) =
∞∏

1

̺n − λ

̺on
, ϑ′(1, λ) = (ν0 − λ)ϑ∗(λ), ϑ∗(λ) =

∞∏

1

νn − λ

νon
,

(2.13)

uniformly in every bounded disk, see e.g., [34], [33].

2.2. Mappings Uσ. Now we describe properties of the mapping Uσ.

Proposition 2.4. Let Uσ = f−1σf : L → L for some operator σ = (σj)
∞
1 ∈ S. Then

i) The 4-periodic eigenvalues {λ̃+0 , λ̃±n , n > 1} are invariant under Uσ and

(λ̃+0 , (λ̃
±
n )

∞
1 ) = (λ̃+0 , (λ̃

±
n )

∞
1 ) ◦ Uσ. (2.14)

ii) If q• = Uσ(q) for some q ∈ L, then for each j ∈ N we have

if n = 2j − 1 ⇒
{
τj(q) = ̺j(q

•), ̺j(q) = τj(q
•) if σn = −1

τj(q) = τj(q
•), ̺j(q) = ̺j(q

•) if σn = 1
, (2.15)

if n = 2j ⇒
{
µj(q) = νj(q

•), νj(q) = µj(q
•) if σn = −1

µj(q) = µj(q
•), νj(q) = νj(q

•) if σn = 1
. (2.16)

iii) Let σn = −1 (or σn = 1) for all odd n > 1. Let σn ∈ {±1} for all even n > 1. Then
2-periodic eigenvalues {λ+0 , λ±n , n > 1} are invariant under Uσ and

(λ+0 , (λ
±
n )

∞
1 ) = (λ+0 , (λ

±
n )

∞
1 ) ◦ Uσ. (2.17)

iv) Neumann ν0 is invariant under the mapping Uσ, i.e., ν0 = ν0 ◦ Uσ for all σ ∈ S.

Proof. The statements i-ii) follow from Lemma 2.3.
iii) Consider the case when σn = −1 for all odd n > 1, the proof for σn = 1 is similar. Let
σn ∈ {±1} for all even n > 1. Then from (2.15) we have

if n = 2j − 1 ⇒ τj(q) = ̺j(q
•), ̺j(q) = τj(q

•), q• = Uσ.

These identities and (2.13) imply

2∆(·, q) = ϕ′(1, ·, q) + ϑ(1, ·, q) = ϑ(1, ·, q•) + ϕ′(1, ·, q•) = 2∆(·, q•),
which yields λ+0 (q) = λ+0 (q

•), λ±n (q) = λ±n (q
•) for all n > 1.

iv) Let q• = Uσ(q) for some q ∈ L. Rewrite a Wronskian in the form

f(λ, q)− g(λ, q) = 1, where f(λ, q) = ϑ(1, λ, q)ϕ′(1, λ, q), g(λ, q) = ϑ′(1, λ, q)ϕ(1, λ, q).
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The function f(·, q) is entire and has zeros ̺n, τn and due to (2.15) we obtain f(·, q) = f(·, q•)
and then g(·, q) = g(·, q•). The function g(·, q) is entire and has zeros ν0(q) and a collection
A(q) = {νn(q), λn(q), n > 1}. Note that due to (2.16) we obtain A(q) = A(q•), which yields
ν0(q

•) = ν0(q).
We discuss properties of a mapping U1 = Uσ = f−1σf, where σn = −1 for all n ∈ N.

Lemma 2.5. Let q(1) = U1(q) for some q ∈ L and q̃ is given by (2.8). Then the eigenvalues
for q, q(1), q̃ satisfy {

µ̃2n = µn = νn(q
(1)),

µ̃2n−1 = τn = ̺
(1)
n

,

{
ν̃2n = νn = µ

(1)
n

ν̃2n−1 = ̺n = τ
(1)
n

, (2.18)

{
{λ̃−2n−1, λ̃

+
2n−1} = {̺n, τn} = {̺(1)n , τ

(1)
n },

{λ̃−2n, λ̃+2n} = {µn, νn} = {µ(1)
n , ν

(1)
n } , (2.19)

(µ, ν, τ, ̺)(q) = (ν, µ, ̺, τ)(q(1)), (2.20)

for all n > 1, where µn = µn(q), µ
(1)
n = µn(q

(1)), ... and µ̃n = µn(q̃), ... for shortness, and

ϕ′(1, ·, q) = ϑ(1, ·, q(1)), ϑ(1, ·, q) = ϕ′(1, ·, q(1)), (2.21)

hs,n(q) = ln |ϑ(1, νn, q)| = ln |ϕ′(1, µ(1)
n , q(1))| = hs,n(q

(1)). (2.22)

Proof. Fix q ∈ L and the corresponding f(q) = (fn(q))
∞
1 . Define a mapping q → f•(q) =

−f(q) ∈ ℓ2. For this case there exists q(1) ∈ L such that f(q(1)) = f• = −f(q), since f is a
homeomorphism. Then we obtain{

−f2n−1(q) = −τn(q) + ̺n(q) = f•2n−1(q
(1)) = τn(q

(1))− ̺n(q
(1)),

−f2n(q) = −µn(q) + νn(q) = f•2n(q
(1)) = µn(q

(1))− νn(q
(1)),

n > 1. (2.23)

Due to Lemma 2.3 we have{
{λ̃−2n−1, λ̃

+
2n−1} = {̺n, τn} = {̺(1)n , τ

(1)
n }

{λ̃−2n, λ̃+2n} = {µn, νn} = {µ(1)
n , ν

(1)
n } , (2.24)

and jointly with (2.10), (2.11), (2.23) we obtain
{
µ̃2n = µn = ν

(1)
n ,

µ̃2n−1 = τn = ̺
(1)
n

,

{
ν̃2n = νn = µ

(1)
n

ν̃2n−1 = ̺n = τ
(1)
n

, ∀ n > 1. (2.25)

These identities give (2.18)–(2.20). Due to (2.9) the eigenvalues ν̃n, µ̃n belong to the ends

of ”gaps” [λ̃−n , λ̃
+
n ] for the even potential q̃. From (2.13), (2.20) we have (2.21), which yields

(2.22).
We discuss properties of a mapping Uo = Uσ, where σj = (−1)j for all j ∈ N.

Lemma 2.6. Let q ∈ L and q̃ be given by (2.8). Then eigenvalues for q, q(o) = Uo(q) and q̃
satisfy {

µn = µ
(o)
n = µ̃2n,

τn = ̺
(o)
n = µ̃2n−1

,

{
νn = ν

(o)
n = ν̃2n

̺n = τ
(o)
n = ν̃2n−1

, (2.26)

{
{λ̃−2n−1, λ̃

+
2n−1} = {̺n, τn} = {̺(o)n , τ

(o)
n },

{λ̃−2n, λ̃+2n} = {µn, νn} = {µ(o)
n , ν

(o)
n } , (2.27)
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(µ, ν, τ, ̺)(q) = (µ, ν, ̺, τ)(q(o)), (2.28)

for all n > 1, where µn = µn(q), µ
(o)
n = µn(q

(o)), ... and µ̃n = µn(q̃), ... for shortness, and

ϕ′(1, ·, q) = ϑ(1, ·, q(o)), ϑ(1, ·, q) = ϕ′(1, ·, q(o)), (2.29)

hs,n(q) = ln |ϑ(1, νn, q)| = ln |ϕ′(1, µ(o)
n , q(o))| = hs,n(q

(o)). (2.30)

Proof. Fix q ∈ L and the corresponding f(q) = (fn(q))
∞
1 . Define a mapping

q → f(o)(q) = ((−1)nfn(q))
∞
1 ∈ ℓ2.

For this case there exists q(o) ∈ L such that f(q(o)) = f•(q(o)), since f is a homeomorphism.
Then we obtain{

−f2n−1(q) = −τn(q) + ̺n(q) = f•2n−1(q
(o)) = τn(q

(o))− ̺n(q
(o)),

f2n(q) = µn(q)− νn(q) = f•2n(q
(o)) = µn(q

(o))− νn(q
(o))

n > 1. (2.31)

Due to Lemma 2.3 we have (2.27)
{
{λ̃−2n−1, λ̃

+
2n−1} = {̺n, τn} = {̺(o)n , τ

(o)
n },

{λ̃−2n, λ̃+2n} = {µn, νn} = {µ(o)
n , ν

(o)
n } , (2.32)

and jointly with (2.10), (2.11), (2.23) we obtain (2.26). These identities give (2.27)–(2.28).

Due to (2.9) the eigenvalues ν̃n, µ̃n belong to the ends of gaps (λ̃−n , λ̃
+
n ) for the even potential

q̃. From (2.13), (2.20) we have (2.29) and then (2.30).
Proof of Proposition 1.1 Due to the estimate (2.5) the mapping Uσ = f−1σf : L → L is
bounded in any ball {‖q‖ 6 R}. The definition Uσ = f−1σf : L → L implies that Uσ = U−1

σ .
The definition Uσ = f−1σf implies Uσ Uσ′ = Uσσ′ = Uσ′ Uσ for all σ, σ′ ∈ S.

Due to (2.14) the 4-periodic eigenvalues {λ̃+0 , λ̃±n , n > 1} are invariant under Uσ and then
the Lyapunov function for the potential q̃(x) given by (2.8) is also invariant under Uσ. Thus

a functional
∫ 2

0
|q̃(x)|2dx is invariant under Uσ (see e.g., [19]) and we obtain for r = Uσ(q):

2

∫ 1

0

|r(x)|2dx =

∫ 2

0

|(r̃)(x)|2dx =

∫ 2

0

|q̃(x)|2dx = 2

∫ 1

0

|q(x)|2dx,

which yields ‖Uσ(q)‖ = ‖q‖.

3. Proof of main results for the unit interval

We discuss main results about 2-spectra mappings.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. i) From (2.20) we obtain (τ ⋆µ)(q) = (̺⋆ν)(q(1)), where q(1) = U1q,
which yields τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ ν) ◦U1. By Theorem 2.1, the mapping q 7→ (τ ⋆ µ)(q) from L to J is
a RAB between L and J. Then the mapping q 7→ (̺ ⋆ ν)(q) from L to J is a RAB between L
and J, since due to Proposition 1.1 U1 is a RAB of L onto itself.
From (2.28) we obtain (τ ⋆µ)(q) = (̺⋆µ)(q(o)), where q(o) = Uoq. Then due to Theorem 2.1

the mapping q 7→ (̺ ⋆ µ)(q) from L to J is a RAB between L and J, since due to Proposition
1.1 Uo is an unitary operator on L.
Above we have obtained τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ ν) ◦ U1. From (2.28) we have ̺ ⋆ ν = (τ ⋆ ν) ◦ Uo. A

combination of these identities gives τ ⋆ µ = (τ ⋆ ν) ◦ Uo ◦ U1. Then due to Theorem 2.1 the
mapping q 7→ (̺ ⋆ ν)(q) from L to J is a RAB between L and J, since due to Proposition 1.1
Uo, U1 are RABs of L onto itself. Collecting all identities we obtain (1.19).
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ii) Let q ∈ L and let n = ̺ ⋆ ν, n2j−1 = ̺j, n2j = νj be given. Above we have obtained
(τ ⋆ µ)(q) = (̺ ⋆ ν)(q(1)), where q(1) = U1q. This yields τ(q) = ̺(q(1)) and µ(q) = ν(q(1)),
which implies τ(q(1)) = ̺(q), µ(q(1)) = ν(q), since U2

1 = I. Recall that the recovering of a
potential q by (1.16) via the 2-spectra mapping n = τ ⋆ µ, n2j−1 = τj , n2j = µj , j ∈ N, was
obtained in [18]. Then we obtain the recovering a potential q(1) by (1.16) via the 2-spectra
mapping n = ̺ ⋆ ν, n2j−1 = ̺j , n2j = νj . The proof of iii) is similar.
Below we need identities, see e.g. [34]: let y be a solution to the equation −y′′ + qy = λy,

then ∫ 1

0
y2(x, λ)dx = {ẏ, y}w

∣∣1
0
, where {f, y}w = fy′ − f ′y, ẏ = ∂y

∂λ
. (3.1)

We discuss results about mappings with eigenvalues plus norming (or normolizing) constants.
Proof of Theorem 1.3. i) From (2.20), (2.22) we obtain µ×h(s) = (ν×h(s))◦U1. Then due
to Theorem 2.1 the mapping q 7→ ν × h(s) from L to Jo × ℓ21 is a RAB between L and Jo × ℓ21,
since by Proposition 1.1, U1 is a RAB of L onto itself and µ× h(s) : L → Jo × ℓ21 is a RAB.
From (2.28), (2.30) we obtain µ×h(s) = (µ×h(s))Uo. Then due to Theorem 2.1 the mapping

q 7→ (µ× h(s))(q) from L to Jo × ℓ21 is a RAB between L and Jo × ℓ21, since due to Proposition
1.1 Uo is an unitary operator on L.
Above we have obtained µ×h(s) = (ν×h(s))◦U1. From (2.28) we have ν×h(s) = (ν×h(s))◦Uo.

A combination of these identities gives

µ× h(s) = (ν × h(s)) ◦ U1 = (ν × h(s)) ◦ Uo ◦ U1.

Then due to Theorem 2.1 the mapping q 7→ (ν × h(s))(q) from L to Jo × ℓ21 is a RAB between
L and Jo × ℓ21, since due to Proposition 1.1 Uo, U1 are RABs of L onto itself. Collecting all
identities we obtain (1.20).
ii) Consider the mapping µ× α. The identity (3.1) implies

Dn = ϕ̇(1, µn)ϕ
′(1, µn), ∀ n ∈ N. (3.2)

Thus using (3.2), Dn(0) =
1

2µo
n
and (−1)nϕ′(1, µn) = ehs,n we rewrite αn in the form

eαn = Dn(q)
Dn(0)

= [(−1)n2µo
nϕ̇(1, µn)] [(−1)nϕ′(1, µn)] = eMn+hs,n, (3.3)

where Mn ∈ R is defined by 0 < (−1)n2µo
nϕ̇(1, µn) = eMn and due to (7.1) the sequence

(Mn)
∞
1 ∈ ℓ21. Thus we obtain

αn = hs,n +Mn, ∀ n ∈ N. (3.4)

Due to Theorem 2.1 the mapping q 7→ µ × h(s) is a bijection between L and Jo × ℓ21 and the
mapping µ × h(s) → µ × α is a bijection from Jo × ℓ21 onto itself, since αn, hs,n satisfy (3.4).
This gives that the mapping q 7→ (µ× α)(q) is a bijection between L and Jo × ℓ21.
Consider the mapping ν × β. The identity (3.1) implies

Nn(q) = −ϑ̇′(1, νn, q)ϑ(1, νn, q). (3.5)

At q = 0 we have

Nn(0) =
1
2
, ϑ̇′(1, νon, 0) = − (−1)n

2
, ϑ(1, νon, 0) = (−1)n. (3.6)

Then due to the definition (1.10) of βn, and (3.5),(3.6) and (−1)nϑ(1, νn, q) = ehs,n we get

eβn = 2Nn = −2ϑ̇′(1, νn)(−1)nehs,n = bn[2(−1)nνonϑ∗(νn)]e
hs,n = ehs,n+Kn+Ko

n , (3.7)
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where Ko
n, Kn ∈ R are defined by bn = νn−ν0

νon
= eK

o
n and 0 < (−1)n+12νonϑ̇∗(νn) = eKn and

we have used the Hadamard factorization of ϑ′(1, λ) = −(λ− ν0)ϑ∗(λ) from (2.13). Thus we
obtain

βn = hs,n +Kn +Ko
n, Ko

n = ln νn−ν0
νon

= O(1)
n2 , (3.8)

and (7.3) gives (Kn)
∞
1 ∈ ℓ21. Repeating arguments from the proof for α we obtain that the

mapping q 7→ (µ× β)(q) is a bijection between L and Jo × ℓ21.

We show the trace formulas (1.21). The identity (3.7) yields e−hs,n = |ϑ̇′(1, νn)|/Nn and
substituting one into (2.3) we obtain 1

N0
− 1 =

∑∞
1

(
2 − 1

Nn

)
, i.e., we have (1.21), where the

series converges absolutely and uniformly on bounded subsets of L.
iii) Let q• = U1(q) and let µn = µn(q), αn = αn(q), ... and µ

•
n = µn(q

•), α•
n = αn(q

•), .... From
(2.18), (3.3), (3.7) we obtain for all n ∈ N:

µ•
n = νn(q), eM

•

n = (−1)n2µo
nϕ̇(1, µ

•
n, q

•) = (−1)n2νonϑ̇∗(νn, q) = eKn .

From (2.22) we have h•s,n = hs,n. Then these identities and (3.8) imply

α•
n = h•s,n +M•

n = hs,n +Kn = βn −Ko
n = β̂n,

which yields (µ×α) ◦U1 = (ν× β̂). This gives that the mapping q 7→ (ν× β̂)(q) is a bijection
between L and Jo × ℓ21, since all other mappings µ× α and U1 are bijections.

Remark. In [36] the inverse problem for the mapping q → µ × (D̃n)
∞
1 is discussed, where

D̃n is the normalizing constant given by D̃n = µnDn(q). But the presentation and the proof
is not entirely clear.
We discuss a new type of inverse problems. Let the Dirichlet mapping q → µ = (µn)

∞
1

be given and replace some µn by the Neumann eigenvalues νn. Then we obtain a replacing
mapping c. For example, we have c = (µ1, ν2, ν3, µ4, µ5, ...). There is a question: it is a good
1-spectra mapping? We discuss replacing mappings.

Corollary 3.1. (Replacing mappings.) Let σ = (σn)
∞
1 , where σn ∈ {±1}. Define replacing

mappings q → a = (an)
∞
1 , q → b = (bn)

∞
1 and q → c = (cn)

∞
1 and their components by

an =

{
τn, if σ2n−1 = 1

̺n, if σ2n−1 = −1
, bn =

{
µn, if σ2n = 1

νn, if σ2n = −1
, cn =

{
hs,n, if σ2n−1 = 1

hs,n, if σ2n−1 = −1
. (3.9)

i) Then the mapping a ⋆ b : L → J is a RAB between L and J and satisfies

(a ⋆ b) ◦ Uσ = τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ ν) ◦ U1 = (̺ ⋆ µ) ◦ Uo = (τ ⋆ ν) ◦ Uo ◦ U1, (3.10)

and all 2-spectra mappings a⋆b, ̺⋆ν, τ ⋆ν, ̺⋆µ and τ ⋆µ acting from L into J are isomorphic.
ii) The mapping b× c : L 7→ Jo × ℓ21 is a RAB between L and Jo × ℓ21 and satisfies

(b× c) ◦ Uσ = µ× h(s) = (ν × h(s)) ◦ U1 = (µ× h(s)) ◦ Uo = (ν × h(s)) ◦ Uo ◦ U1, (3.11)

and all these mappings are isomorphic.

Proof. i) Let qσ = Uσ(q), where q ∈ L. From (2.15) we deduce that
if σ2n−1 = 1 then the eigenvalues an(q

σ) = τn(q
σ) = τn(q),

if σ2n−1 = −1 then the eigenvalues an(q
σ) = ̺n(q

σ) = τn(q).
From (2.16) we deduce that
if σ2n = 1 then the eigenvalues bn(q

σ) = µn(q
σ) = µn(q),

if σ2n = −1 then the eigenvalues bn(q
σ) = νn(q

σ) = µn(q).
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Thus all these identities give a ⋆ b = (τ ⋆ µ) ◦ Uσ. Then due to Theorem 2.1 the mapping
q 7→ (a ⋆ b)(q) from L to J is a RAB between L and J, since the mapping Uσ : L → L is a
RAB from L onto itself. Moreover, we have (3.10). The proof of ii) is similar.

4. Mixed boundary conditions

We discuss isomorphic inverse problems for mixed eigenvalues. Recall that we have intro-
duced norming constants tn, rn (associated with mixed eigenvalues τn, ̺n respectively) and the
corresponding mappings by

tn = ln |ϕ(1, τn)
√
τ on|, rn(q) = − ln |ϑ′(1, ̺n)/

√
τ on| = ln |ϕ(1, ̺n)

√
̺on|,

q → t = (tn)
∞
1 , q → r = (rn)

∞
1 ,

(4.1)

where t(q) ∈ ℓ21 if q ∈ L, see [26]. We consider the known facts about properties of Sturm-
Liouville problems under the reflection (unitary) operator R : L → L defined by (Ry)(x) =
y(1 − x), x ∈ (0, 1). Let yn(x, q), n > 1 be the eigenfunction corresponding be the Dirichlet
eigenvalue µn(q):

−y′′n + qyn = µnyn, q ∈ L.
Then the function un = Ryn satisfies −u′′n + q•un = µnun, where q

• = Rq and then µn(q) =
µn(q

•). We apply similar arguments for the Neumann and mixed eigenvalues and we obtain

(µn, νn, τn, ̺n) = (µn, νn, ̺n, τn) ◦ R ∀ n > 1. (4.2)

In particular, it gives that the two mappings τ × t and τ × r acting from L into J1(2)× ℓ21 are
unitarily equivalent. We discuss the mappings q → τ (2) = (τn)

∞
2 and q → ̺(2) = (̺n)

∞
2 and

formulate results based on [26] about inverse problems for mixed eigenvalues. In this case we
obtain unitarily equivalent mappings.

Proposition 4.1. i) The operator Uo = R and satisfies

̺× r =
(
τ × t

)
◦ Uo. (4.3)

The two mappings τ × t and τ × r acting from L into J1(2)× ℓ21 are unitarily equivalent.
ii) Let J1(2) be defined by (2.2). Define a mapping q → ̺(2) = (̺n)

∞
2 . Then a mapping ̺(2)×r

is a RAB between L and J1(2)× ℓ21. Moreover, the following trace formulas hold true

∞∑

n=1

(
2− etn

√
τ on | ϕ′

∂λ
(1, τn)|

)
= 0,

+∞∑

n=1

(
2− ern(q)√

τ on|∂ϑ∂λ(1, ρn, q)|

)
= 0. (4.4)

Proof. i) Due to (4.2) the mappings ̺ and τ from L into J1 are unitarily equivalent and
satisfy ̺ = τ ◦R. From (4.2), (1.19) we obtain τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ µ) ◦Uo = (̺ ⋆ µ) ◦R, which yields
that R = U0, since due to Theorem 1.2 the mappings τ ⋆ µ and ̺ ⋆ µ are bijections.
From R = Uo and (4.2) we have µn(q) = µn(q

•), q• = Uoq, which jointly with (2.13) yield
ϕ(1, λ, q) = ϕ(1, λ, q•). Then the definitions (4.1) and (4.2) imply

tn(q) = ln |ϕ(1, τn(q), q)
√
τ on| = ln |ϕ(1, ̺n(q•), q•)

√
τ on| = rn(q

•), ∀ n > 1, (4.5)

which jointly with R = U0, and (4.2) yield (4.3).
ii) Due to Theorem 2.1 and (4.3) the mapping ̺(2) × r is a RAB between L and J1(2)× ℓ21,

since Uo = R is an unitary operator on L.
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The first trace formula in (4.4) was proved in [26]. We show the second one. Identities
(2.29) give ϕ′(1, λ, q) = ϑ(1, λ, q•). Then substituting this identity, τn(q) = ̺n(q

•) from (4.2)
and (4.5) into the first trace formula in (4.4) we obtain the second one in (4.4).
Consider inverse problems for a mapping q → τ×(Dn)

∞
1 , where Dn is a normalizing constant

defined by

Dn(q) =
∫ 1

0
ϕ2(x, τn, q)dx, n ∈ N, where Dn(0) =

1
2τon
. (4.6)

It is more convenient to modify constants Dn and define another mapping q → η = (ηn)
∞
1 ,

where the components ηn are given by

ηn = log Dn(q)
Dn(0)

= log
[
2τ onDn(q)

]
, n ∈ N. (4.7)

Consider inverse problems for a mapping q → ̺× (Nn)
∞
1 , where Nn is a normalizing constant

defined by

Nn(q) =
∫ 1

0
ϑ2(x, ̺n, q)dx, n ∈ N, where Nn(0) =

1
2
. (4.8)

It is more convenient to define modified normalizing constant χn given

χn = − log Nn(q)
Nn(0)

= − log
[
2Nn(q)

]
, n ∈ N. (4.9)

and introduce a mapping q → χ = (χn)
∞
1 . We discuss results about inverse problems for

mixed boundary conditions.

Theorem 4.2. i) Let σ2n = 1 and σ2n−1 ∈ {±1} for all n ∈ N. Define replacing mappings
q → a = (an)

∞
2 and q → c = (cn)

∞
1 , where the components are given by

an =

{
τn, if σ2n−1 = 1

̺n, if σ2n−1 = −1
, cn =

{
tn, if σ2n−1 = 1

rn, if σ2n−1 = −1
. (4.10)

Then the two mappings a × c and τ (2) × t from L → J1(2) × ℓ21 are isomorphic. Moreover,
each of them is a RAB between L and J1(2)× ℓ21 and satisfies

a× c = (τ (2) × t) ◦ Uσ. (4.11)

ii) Each of two mappings τ (2) × η and ̺(2) × χ acting from L into J1(2) × ℓ21 is a bijection
between L and J1(2)× ℓ21.

Remark. 1) The mapping q → τ × (Dn)
∞
1 is considered in [35], but the authors do not see

that spectral data τ, (Dn)
∞
1 are dependent due to (4.4).

Proof. i) Let qσ = Uσ(q). Consider a. From (2.15) we deduce that the eigenvalues

an(q
σ) =

{
τn(q

σ) = τn(q) if σ2n−1 = 1

̺n(q
σ) = τn(q) if σ2n−1 = −1

. (4.12)

This yields an(q
σ) = τn(q) for all n > 2.

Consider the mapping c: if σ2n−1 = 1, then due to (2.13), (4.12) the norming constant

cn(q
σ) = tn(q

σ) = ln |ϕ(1, τn(qσ), qσ)
√
τ on| = ln |ϕ(1, τn(qσ), q)

√
τ on|

= ln |ϕ(1, τn(q), q)
√
τ on| = tn(q),

if σ2n−1 = −1 then due to (2.13), (4.12) the norming constant

cn(q
σ) = rn(q

σ) = ln |ϕ(1, τn(qσ), qσ)
√
τ on| = ln |ϕ(1, ̺n(q), q)

√
τ on| = tn(q).
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This yields cn(q
σ) = tn(q) for all n ∈ N. Collecting the identities we obtain (4.11). Then due

to Theorem 2.1 the mapping q 7→ (a × c)(q) from L to J1(2) × ℓ21 is a RAB between L and
J1(2)× ℓ21, since due to Proposition 1.1 Uσ is a RAB of L onto itself.
ii) Consider the mapping τ (2) × η. The identity (3.1) implies

Dn = −ϕ̇′(1, τn)ϕ(1, τn), ∀ n ∈ N. (4.13)

Then using (−1)n+1ϕ(1, τn)
√
τ on = etn we rewrite ηn in the form

eηn = Dn(q)
Dn(0)

= [(−1)n2
√
τ on ϕ̇

′(1, τn)] [(−1)n+1√τ onϕ(1, τn)] = eMn+tn, (4.14)

where Mn ∈ R is defined by 0 < (−1)n2
√
τ on ϕ̇

′(1, τn) = eMn and due to (7.2) the sequence
(Mn)

∞
1 ∈ ℓ21. Thus we obtain

ηn = tn +Mn, ∀ n ∈ N. (4.15)

The mapping q 7→ τ (2) × t is a bijection between L and J1(2)× ℓ21 and the mapping τ (2) × t →
τ (2) × η is a bijection from J1(2)× ℓ21 onto itself, since ηn, tn satisfy (4.15). This gives that the
mapping q 7→ (τ (2) × η)(q) is a bijection between L and J1(2)× ℓ21.
• Consider the mapping τ (2) × χ. The identity (3.1) implies

Nn = ϑ̇(1, ̺n)ϑ
′(1, ̺n), ∀ n ∈ N. (4.16)

Then using e−rn = (−1)n+1ϑ′(1, ̺n)/
√
̺on we rewrite χn in the form

e−χn = Nn(q)
Nn(0)

= [(−1)n2
√
̺on ϑ̇(1, ̺n)] [(−1)nϑ′(1, ̺n)/

√
̺on] = e−Kn−rn, (4.17)

where Kn ∈ R is defined by e−Kn = (−1)n2
√
̺on ϑ̇(1, ̺n) > 0 and due to (7.3) the sequence

(Kn)
∞
1 ∈ ℓ21. Thus we obtain

χn = rn +Kn, ∀ n ∈ N. (4.18)

The mapping q 7→ ̺(2)×r is a bijection between L and J1×ℓ21 and the mapping ̺(2)×r → ̺(2)×η
is a bijection from J1(2)×ℓ21 onto itself, since ηn, rn satisfy (4.15). This gives that the mapping
q 7→ (̺(2) × χ)(q) is a bijection between L and J1(2)× ℓ21.

5. Smooth potentials

5.1. Smooth potentials. Consider the case of potentials from Sobolev spaces Lk given by

Lk = {q, q(k) ∈ L}, k > 0, L = L0.

Following the book of Pöschel and Trubowitz [34] in analogy to the notation O(1/n), we use
the notation ℓ2k(n) for an arbitrary sequence of numbers which is an element of ℓ2k:

yn = yon + ℓ2k(n) ⇐⇒
∑

n>1

n2k|yn − yon|2 <∞.

We define the spectral data Jk for potentials from Lk, k ∈ N by

Jk =
{
(sn)

∞
1 ∈ J :

√
sn = πn

2
+

∑

16j6d

aj
(πn)2j+1

+ ℓ2k+1(n), (aj)
d
1 ∈ R

d
}
, d = [k+1

2
],
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here [r] is the integer part of r ∈ R and the coefficients aj depend on a sequence s =(sn)
∞
1 .

We define two sets Jo
k and J1

k of all real, strictly increasing sequences by

Jo
k =

{
s=(sn)

∞
1 ∈ Jo :

√
sn = πn+

∑

16j6d

ajε
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n), (aj)

d
1 ∈ R

d
}
, ε = 1

2πn
,

J1
k =

{
(sn)

∞
1 ∈ J1 :

√
sn = π(n− 1

2
) +

∑

16j6d

bjδ
2j+1
n + ℓ2k+1(n), (bj)

d
1 ∈ R

d
}
, δn = 1

2π(n− 1

2
)
,

Note that the coefficients aj, bj depend on a sequence s =(sn)
∞
1 . Recall results from [32]: if

q ∈ Lk, then we have asymptotics of the Dirichlet eigenvalues µn:
√
µn = πn+

∑

16j6d

ajε
2j+1 + εk+1r̃n, r̃n = q(k)• (n) + ℓ21(n), (r̃n)

∞
1 ∈ ℓ2, (5.1)

where the coefficients (aj)
d
1 ∈ R

d depend on q, d =
[
k+1
2

]
, and r̃n has the form

q(k)• (n) = (−1)1+[ k
2
]

∫ 1

0

q(k)(x)Fk(nx)dx, Fk(nx) =

{
sin[2πnx], k + 1 ∈ 2N

cos[2πnx], k ∈ 2N
, (5.2)

and asymptotics of the mixed eigenvalues τn:
√
τn = πn′ +

∑

16j6d

τ̃jδ
2j+1
n + q̃(k)• (n)δk+1

n + ℓ2k+2(n) as n→ ∞, n′ = n− 1
2
,

q̃(k)• (n) = (−1)1+[ k
2
]

∫ 1

0

q(k)(x)Fk(n
′x)dx, Fk(nx) =

{
sin[2πn′x], k + 1 ∈ 2N

cos[2πn′x], k ∈ 2N
,

(5.3)

where the coefficients τ̃j ∈ R, j ∈ Nd depend on q. We recall the famous results of Marchenko
and Ostrovski (Corollary 5.1 from [32]) about the mapping τ ⋆ µ from Lk to Jk.

Theorem 5.1. Each 2-spectra mapping q 7→ (τ ⋆µ)(q) is a bijection between Lk and Jk, k ∈ N.

Asymptotics (5.1), (5.3) give a 2-spectra mapping q → τ ⋆ µ from Lk to Jk for any k ∈ N.
We show that the mappings τ ⋆ µ, ̺ ⋆ ν, τ ⋆ ν and ̺ ⋆ µ are isomorphic bijections between Lk

and Jk. Moreover, we show that the mappings µ×h(s), ν×h(s), µ×h(s), ν×h(s) are isomorphic
bijections between Lk and Jo

k × Je
k.

Theorem 5.2. i) The mappings U1, Uo are bijections of Lk onto itself for any k ∈ N.
ii) All 2-spectra mappings ̺ ⋆ ν, τ ⋆ ν, ̺ ⋆ µ and τ ⋆ µ acting from Lk into Jk are isomorphic
for any k ∈ N, and each of them is a bijection between Lk and Jk and satisfy (1.19).
iii) Mappings µ× h(s), ν × h(s), µ× h(s) and ν × h(s) (defined by (1.4), (1.6)) acting from Lk

into Jo
k × Je

k are isomorphic for any k ∈ N, and each of them is a bijection between Lk and
Jo
k × Je

k and satisfy

µ× h(s) = (ν × h(s)) ◦ U1 = (µ× h(s)) ◦ Uo = (ν × h(s)) ◦ Uo ◦ U1. (5.4)

Proof. i) Let q ∈ Lk for some k > 1. Repeating arguments from [32] for the case (5.1), (5.3)
we determine asymptotics the eigenvalues (νn)

∞
1 and (̺n)

∞
1 of the boundary value problems

y′(0) = y′(1) = 0 and y′(0) = y(1) = 0:
√
νn = πn +

∑

16j6d

ãjε
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n), ε = 1

2πn
, (5.5)
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√
̺n = πn′ +

∑

16j6d

b̃jδ
2j+1
n + ℓ2k+1(n), δn = 1

2πn′
, n′ = n− 1

2 (5.6)

for some constants (ãj)
d
1, (̃bj)

d
1 ∈ Rd depending on q.

Due to (1.19) the Dirichlet µn, Neumann νn and mixed τn, ̺n eigenvalues satisfy

(µn, νn, τn, ̺n)(q) = (νn, µn, ̺n, τn)(q
•), ∀ n > 1, where q• = U1(q). (5.7)

Then the Dirichlet µn(q
•), and mixed τn(q

•) eigenvalues have the corresponding asymptotics
(5.1), (5.3). Thus from Theorem 5.1 we deduce that q• = U1(q) ∈ Lk, i.e., U1Lk ⊂ Lk, and
U2
1 = I gives U1Lk = Lk.

ii) We will show that 2-spectra mappings ̺⋆ν, τ ⋆ ν, ̺⋆µ and τ ⋆µ acting from Lk into Jk are
isomorphic. Consider the 2-spectra mapping ̺⋆ ν acting from Lk into Jk. The proof for other
mappings is similar. In i) we have obtained that if q ∈ Lk, then the eigenvalues (νn)

∞
1 and

(̺n)
∞
1 alternate and the asymptotics (5.5), (5.6) hold true, this yields q → ̺ ⋆ ν is a mapping

from Lk into J•
k.

In (5.7) we have an identity τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ ν) ◦ U1, which yields (τ ⋆ µ) ◦ U1 = ̺ ⋆ ν. Then
the mapping ̺ ⋆ ν : Lk → Jk is a bijection between Lk and Jk, since due to Theorem 5.1 the
mapping τ ⋆ µ : Lk → Jk is a bijection between Lk and Jk and U1 : Lk → Lk is a bijection
from Lk onto itself. Moreover, due to the identity τ ⋆ µ = (̺ ⋆ ν) ◦U1 the mappings τ ⋆ µ and
̺ ⋆ ν are isomorphic.
iii) Due to (5.7), (7.13) we have a mapping q 7→ (µ × h(s))(q) from Lk into Jo

k × Je
k for any

integer k ∈ N. Theorem 1.3 gives an injection of this mapping.
In order to show a surjection of this mapping we use arguments from the proof of Theorem

5.1 from [32]. Let µ� × h�(s) ∈ Jo
k × Je

k be given for some k > 1. Then due to Theorem 2.1,

ii) there exist unique q ∈ L0 such that µ(q) × h(s)(q) = µ� × h�(s). Assume that q ∈ Lm

but q /∈ Lm+1, where m < k. Further we actually repeat the proof from [32] verbatim and
using sharp asymptotics (7.13) of hs,n and (5.1) of µn show that q ∈ Lm+1, which gives a
contradiction. Here it is important to determine the new sharp asymptotics of hs,n from
(7.13) with the Fourier coefficients (7.14).
Using the identities (1.20), and the bijection of the mapping q → µ(q)× h(s)(q) acting from

Lk into Jo
k× we have the proof of iii), since by i), the mappings U1, Uo are bijections of Lk

onto itself for any k ∈ N.
We discuss inverse problems for mixed eigenvalue mapping τ (2) = (τn)

∞
2 for potentials

q ∈ Lk, k ∈ N. In this case we define the corresponding spectral data J1
k(2) by

J1
k(2) =

{
s=(sn)

∞
2 ∈ J1 : sn =

∑

16j6d

aj
(2πn)2j+1

+ ℓ2k+1(n), (aj)
d
1 ∈ R

d
}
, k ∈ N, (5.8)

and a set of all possible norming constants t = (tn)
∞
1 by

Je
k =

{
s=(sn)

∞
1 ∈ ℓ21 : sn =

∑

16j6d

ãj
(2π(n− 1

2
)2j

+ ℓ2k+1(n), (ãj)
d
1 ∈ R

d
}
, k ∈ N,

Note that (aj)
d
1 ∈ Rd and (ãj)

d
1 ∈ Rd depends on q.

Theorem 5.3. Let τ (2) = (τn)
∞
2 . The mapping τ (2) × t from Lk into J1

k(2)× Je
k is a bijection

between Lk and J1
k(2)× Je

k.
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Proof. Due to (5.3), (7.25) we have a mapping q 7→ (τ (2) × t)(q) from Lk into J1
k(2)× Je

k for
any integer k ∈ N. Theorem 2.1 iii) gives an injection of this mapping.
In order to show a surjection of this mapping we use arguments from the proof of Theorem

5.1 from [32]. Let τ� × t� ∈ J1
k(2) × Je

k be given for some k > 1. Then due to Theorem 2.1,
ii) there exist unique q ∈ L0 such that (τ (2) × t)(q) = τ� × t�. Assume that q ∈ Lm but
q /∈ Lm+1, where m < k. Further we actually repeat the proof from [32] verbatim and using
sharp asymptotics (5.3) of τn and (7.25) of tn show that q ∈ Lm+1, which gives a contradiction.
Here it is important to have the sharp asymptotics of τn, tn from (5.3), (7.25) with the Fourier
coefficients.
The identities (4.3), i.e., ̺(2) × r =

(
τ (2) × t

)
◦ Uo, and the bijection of the mapping q →

(τ (2)× t)(q) between Lk and J1
k(2)×Je

k imply that the mapping q → (̺(2)× r)(q) is a bijection
between Lk and J1

k(2)× Je
k, since Uo = R is an unitary operator on Lk for any k ∈ N.

6. Periodic problems

6.1. Periodic potentials. We consider inverse problems on the circle. Firstly we define the
gap mapping q → ψ = (ψn)

∞ acting from H into ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 from [22]. The components ψn ∈ R2

are constructed via the periodic plus Dirichlet eigenvalues plus signs by

ψn = (pc,n, ψs,n) ∈ R2, |ψn|2 = ψ2
c,n + ψ2

s,n = 1
4
(λ+n − λ−n )

2,

ψc,n = 1
2
(λ+n + λ−n )− µn, ψs,n =

∣∣|ψn|2 − ψ2
c,n

∣∣ 12 sign hs,n, hs,n = log |ϕ′(1, µn)|.
(6.1)

The mapping ψ is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2, see Theorem 6.1 below.
We define another gap mapping p : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 by q → p = (pn)

∞
1 . The components

pn ∈ R2 are constructed via the periodic plus Neumann eigenvalues plus signs by

pn = (pc,n, ps,n) ∈ R2, |pn|2 = p2c,n + p2s,n = 1
4
(λ+n − λ−n )

2,

pc,n = 1
2
(λ+n + λ−n )− νn, ps,n =

∣∣∣|pn|2 − (pc,n)
2
∣∣∣
1

2

sign hs,n, hs,0 = ln |ϑ(1, ν0)|.
(6.2)

Secondly we consider inverse problems in terms of local maxima and minima of the Lyapunov
function, given by ∆(λ) = 1

2
(ϕ′(1, λ) + ϑ(1, λ)). The Lyapunov function on the real line has

local maxima and minima at points λn ∈ [λ−n , λ
+
n ] for all n ∈ N, where (−1)n∆(λ±n ) = 1

and (−1)n∆(λn) > 1. Define the corresponding mapping h : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 as h : q → h =
([2πn]hn)

∞
1 from [32]. The components hn ∈ R2 are constructed via maxima and minima of

the Lyapunov function plus Dirichlet eigenvalues plus signs by

hn = (hc,n, hs,n) ∈ R
2, |hn|2 = h2c,n + h2s,n,

hc,n =
∣∣∣|hn|2 − h2s,n

∣∣∣
1

2

sign(λn − µn), hs,n = log |ϕ′(1, µn)|,
(6.3)

here the value |hn| > 0 is uniquely defined by the equation cosh |hn| = |∆(λn)| > 1. Recall
that (−1)n∆(µn) = cosh hs,n for all n > 1 and |hn| > |hs,n|, since (−1)n∆ has the maximum
at λn on the segment [λ−n , λ

+
n ]. The mapping h is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2, see below.

We introduce similar mapping h : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 as h : q → h(q) = ([2πn]hn(q))
∞
1 . The

components hn ∈ R2 are constructed via maxima and minima of the Lyapunov function plus



20 EVGENY KOROTYAEV

Neumann eigenvalues plus signs by

hn = (hc,n, hs,n) ∈ R
2, |hn| = |hn|,

hc,n =
∣∣∣|hn|2 − h2s,n

∣∣∣
1

2

sign(λn − νn), hs,n = log |ϑ(1, νn)|.
(6.4)

Recall that (−1)n∆(νn) = cosh hs,n for all n > 1 and |hn| > |hs,n|, since (−1)n∆ has the
local maximum at λn on the segment [λ−n , λ

+
n ]. We describe well-known results about inverse

problems on the circle.

Theorem 6.1. i) The mapping h = ([2πn]hn)
∞
1 : H → ℓ2⊕ℓ2 given by (6.3) is a RAB between

H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2. Furthermore, the following estimates hold true:

‖q‖ 6 3‖h‖(6 + h+)
1

2 , ‖h‖ 6 2‖q‖(1 + ‖q‖ 1

3 ), (6.5)

where ‖q‖2 =
∫ 1

0
q2(x)dx and ‖h‖2 = ∑

n>1 |2πnhn|2 and h+ = supn>1 |hn|.
ii) The mapping ψ : H → ℓ2⊕ℓ2 given by (6.1) is a RAB between H and ℓ2⊕ℓ2. Furthermore,
the following estimates hold true:

‖q‖ 6 2‖ψ‖(1 + ‖ψ‖ 1

3 ), ‖ψ‖ 6 ‖q‖(1 + ‖q‖ 1

3 ), (6.6)

where ‖ψ‖2 = ∑
n>1(ψ

2
c,n + ψ2

s,n) =
1
4

∑
n>1 |λ+n − λ−n |2.

Remark. 1) A bijection in i) was proved in [32]. It was reproved in [24], including the RAB.
The proof in [24] is simpler and is based on analytic approach from [16], [34].
2) A bijection of ψ was proved in [22]. The proof is sufficiently short, since the estimates (6.6)
from [23] were used. Note that there is a unique way of placing the sequence of open tiles of
lengths λ+n − λ−n , n > 1, in order on the half line [λ+0 ,∞) so that the compliment is the set of
bands for a function q ∈ H, so that they are genuine gaps, see [22]. It does not depend on the
positions of the Dirichlet spectrum {µn} and {sign hs,n}.
3) The estimates (6.5), (6.6) were obtained in [23], [20] (some estimates of h were determined
in [32]). Their proof is based on the conformal mapping theory and trace formulas [24].
We describe inverse problems on the circle.

Theorem 6.2. i) The mappings p : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 and ψ : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 given by (6.2), (6.1)
are isomorphic. Moreover, p is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 and satisfies

p = ψ ◦ U1. (6.7)

ii) The mappings h : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 and h : H → ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 given by (6.4), (6.3) are isomorphic.
Moreover, h is a RAB between H and ℓ21 ⊕ ℓ21 and satisfies

h = h ◦ U1. (6.8)

iii) Let σ = (σn)
∞
1 , where σ2n ∈ {±1} and σ2n−1 = −1 for all n ∈ N. Define replacing

mappings q → φ = (φn)
∞
1 and q → ω = ([2πn]ωn)

∞
1 , where

φn =

{
ψn

pn
, ωn =

{
hn, if σ2n = 1

hn, if σ2n = −1
. (6.9)

Then φ is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 and ω is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2 and satisfy

φ = ψ ◦ Uσ, ω = h ◦ Uσ. (6.10)
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Remark. 1) The mapping U1 from this theorem is iso-spectral for the periodic eigenvalues,
but not for the Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues, see Lemma 2.5. Proof. i) Let q ∈ H.
Due to (2.14) 2-periodic eigenvalues {λ+0 , λ±n , n > 1} are invariant under U1 and (2.18) gives
µn(q) = νn(q

(1)) for all n ∈ N, where q(1) = U1q. This yields

pc,n(q) =
(

λ−

n+λ+
n

2
− µn

)
(q) =

(
λ−

n +λ+
n

2
− νn

)
(q(1)) = pc,n(q

(1)),

ps,n(q) =
(∣∣|pn|2 − (pc,n)

2
∣∣ 12 sign hs,n

)
(q) =

(∣∣|pn|2 − (pc,n)
2
∣∣ 12 sign hs,n

)
(q(1)) = ps,n(q

(1)),

since (2.22) gives hs,n(q) = hs,n(q
(1)). Then p = p ◦ U1 and from Theorem 6.1 we deduce that

p is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2, since due to Proposition 1.1 U1 is a RAB of L onto itself.
The proof of ii) is similar to the case i).
iii) Let q• = Uσ(q), where q ∈ H. Let n = 2j − 1 > 1 for all j ∈ N and σn = −1. Due to
(2.15) under the mapping Uσ all mixed eigenvalues satisfy

τn(q) = ̺n(q
•), ̺n(q) = τn(q

•), (6.11)

and then the identities (2.13) imply

ϕ′(1, ·, q) = ϑ(1, ·, q•), ϑ(1, ·, q) = ϕ′(1, ·, q•), (6.12)

which jointly with (1.6) yields hs,n(q) = hs,n(q
•) for all n > 1.

Let n = 2j for all j ∈ N. Then (2.16), (2.15) yields
{
µj(q) = µj(q

•), νj(q) = νj(q
•), if σ2j = 1

µj(q) = νj(q
•), νj(q) = µj(q

•), if σ2j = −1
. (6.13)

Thus we have two cases:
A) If σ2j = 1, then from (6.13), (6.12) we have φj(q

•) = pj(q
•), where

hs,j(q
•) = ln |ϕ′(1, µj(q

•), q•)| = ln |ϕ′(1, µj(q), q)| = hs,j(q),

pcj(q
•) =

(
λ−

n+λ+
n

2
− µn

)
(q•) =

(
λ−

n+λ+
n

2
− µn

)
(q) = pcj(q),

psj(q
•) =

(∣∣|pj |2 − (pc,j)
2
∣∣ 1

2 sign hs,j

)
(q•) =

(∣∣|pj|2 − (pc,j)
2
∣∣ 12 sign hs,j

)
(q) = ps,j(q).

B) If σ2j = −1, then from (6.13), (6.12) we have φj(q
•) = pj(q

•), where

hs,j(q
•) = ln |ϑ(1, νj(q•), q•)| = ln |ϕ′(1, µj(q), q)| = hs,j(q),

pcj(q
•) =

(
λ−

n+λ+
n

2
− νn

)
(q•) =

(
λ−

n+λ+
n

2
− µn

)
(q) = pcj(q),

psj(q
•) =

(∣∣|pj|2 − (pc,j)
2
∣∣ 12 sign hs,j

)
(q•) =

(∣∣|pj|2 − (pc,j)
2
∣∣ 12 sign hs,j

)
(q) = ps,j(q).

From A and B we obtain p = φ ◦ Uσ and φ is a RAB between H and ℓ2 ⊕ ℓ2, since due to
Proposition 1.1 Uσ is a RAB of L onto itself. The proof for mapping ω is similar.
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6.2. Smooth periodic potentials. We discuss isomorphic inverse problems for the case of
smooth periodic potentials from Sobolev spaces Hk defined by

Hk = {q, q(k) ∈ H}, k > 0.

Theorem 6.3. i) The mappings ψ : Hk → ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k and p : Hk → ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k given by (6.1), (6.2)
are isomorphic and are bijections between Hk and ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k. They satisfy p = ψ ◦ U1 and

‖ψ‖k 6 C1‖q‖(k)
(
1 + ‖q‖(k)

)2s+1
,

‖q‖(k) 6 C2‖ψ‖k
(
1 + ‖ψ‖k

)2m(1+s)+s
,

(6.14)

where ‖q‖2(k) =
∫ 1

0
|q(k)|2dx and ‖ψ‖2k =

∑
n>1(2πn)

2k|ψn|2, |ψn| = λ+
n−λ−

n

2
and

s = 2k+1
3
, m = k+1

3

(
1 + tk + t2k(k − 1) + · · ·+ tk+1k!

)
, t = 2

3
. (6.15)

ii) The mappings h : Hk → ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k and h : Hk → ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k given by (6.1), (6.2) are isomorphic
and are bijections between Hk and ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k. They satisfy h = h ◦ U1 and

‖h‖k 6 C3‖q‖(k)
(
1 + ‖q‖(k)

)2s+1
,

‖q‖(k) 6 C4‖h‖k(1 + ‖h‖k)m(1 + sup
j∈N

|hj|)(k+1)(1+m).
(6.16)

The constants C1, .., C4 depend on k only and ‖h‖2k =
∑

n>1(2πn)
2k|2πnhn|2.

Remark. The mapping h : Hk → ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k, k ∈ N is a bijection, see [32]. All estimates (6.14),
(6.16) are new. There is an open problem about their sharpness, even for potentials q ∈ H.
Proof. i) If q ∈ Hk, then estimates (6.14) yield that ψ(q) ∈ ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k. The mapping ψ : Hk →
ℓ2k⊕ℓ2k is an injection, since due to Theorem 6.1, ii) the mapping ψ : H → ℓ2⊕ℓ2 is a bijection.
Let b ∈ ℓ2k ⊕ ℓ2k. Then due to Theorem 6.1, ii) there exists a unique q ∈ H0, such that

ψ(q) = b. Thus using the following results: if q ∈ H and k ∈ N, then

(|ψn|)∞1 ∈ ℓ2k or h ∈ ℓ2k ⇔ q ∈ Hk. (6.17)

see e.g., Corollary 3.4 in [32] or [19], we deduce that q ∈ Hk.
We show (6.14). We need estimates (see Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.6 from [19])

Qk 6 c21‖ψ‖2k
(
1 + ‖ψ‖2sk

)
, (6.18)

‖γ‖2k 6 c22Qk

(
1 +Qk

)
, (6.19)

where Qk > 0 is some non-linear functional of q, q′, ..., q(k) and

Qk 6 c23‖q(k)‖2
(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)2s
, (6.20)

‖q(k)‖ 6 c24Q
1

2

k

(
1 +Qm

k

)
, (6.21)

for some constants c1, .., c4 depending on k only. Let A = Q
1

2

k > 0. Due to an inequality

(1 + x)
1

2 6 1 + x
1

2 for x > 0 we rewrite these estimates in the form:

A 6 c1‖ψ‖k
(
1 + ‖ψ‖k

)s
, (6.22)

‖ψ‖k 6 c2A
(
1 + A

)
, (6.23)

and
A 6 c3‖q(k)‖

(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)s
, (6.24)

‖q(k)‖ 6 c4A
(
1 + A2m

)
, (6.25)
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• Let A < 1. Then (6.23), (6.25) and (6.22) yield

‖ψ‖k 6 2c2A 6 2c2c3‖q(k)‖
(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)s
,

‖q(k)‖ 6 2c4A 6 2c4c1‖ψ‖k
(
1 + ‖ψ‖k

)s
.

(6.26)

• Let A > 1. Then (6.23), (6.25) and (6.22) yield

‖ψ‖k 6 2c2A
2
6 2c2c

2
3‖q(k)‖2

(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)2s
6 2c2c

2
3‖q(k)‖

(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)2s+1
,

‖q(k)‖ 6 2c4A
1+2m

6 2c4c
1+2m
1 ‖ψ‖k

(
1 + ‖ψ‖k

)s(1+2m)+2m
.

(6.27)

Estimates (6.26), (6.27) imply (6.14).
ii) The proof for mappings h and h is similar, we need only to show (6.16). Let q ∈ Hk, k ∈ N.
We need the following estimates (see Theorem 2.1 from [19]):

‖h‖2k 6 b2Qk(1 +Qk), b2 = 48k+11,

Qk 6
1

π(k + 1)
h
2(k+1)
+ ‖h‖2k, h+ = sup

j∈N
|hj|.

(6.28)

Due to an inequality (1 + A2)
1

2 6 1 + A for A = Q
1

2

k > 0 we rewrite (6.28) in the form:

‖h‖k 6 bA(1 + A),

A 6 σ∗‖h‖khk+1
+ , σ∗ = (π(k + 1))−

1

2 .
(6.29)

• Let A < 1. Then (6.29), (6.24) and (6.25) yield

‖h‖k 6 2bA 6 2bc3‖q(k)‖
(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)s
,

‖q(k)‖ 6 2c4A 6 2c4σ∗‖h‖khk+1
+ .

(6.30)

• Let A > 1. Then (6.29), (6.24) and (6.25) yield

‖h‖k 6 2bA2
6 2bc23‖q(k)‖2

(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)2s
6 2bc23‖q(k)‖

(
1 + ‖q(k)‖

)1+2s
,

‖q(k)‖ 6 2c4A
1+m

6 2c4σ
1+m
∗ ‖h‖1+m

k h
(k+1)(1+m)
+ .

(6.31)

Estimates (6.30), (6.31) imply (6.16).

7. Appendix: asymptotics and trace formulas

7.1. Asymptotics. We discuss asymptotics of fundamental solutions.

Proposition 7.1. Let q ∈ L. Then following asymptotics as n→ ∞ hold true:

ln
[
(−1)n2µo

nϕ̇(1, µn)
]
= ℓ21(n), (7.1)

ln
[
(−1)n2

√
τ on ϕ̇

′(1, τn)
]
= ℓ21(n), (7.2)

ln
[
(−1)n2

√
̺on ϑ̇(1, ̺n)

]
= ℓ21(n). (7.3)

Proof. Asymptotics (7.1) was proved in [2]. We show (7.2). Recall that the sequence

τ̂n = τn − τ on, n > 1 belongs to ℓ2. Using (2.13) and ϕ̇′
o(1, τ

o
n) =

(−1)n

2
√
τon

at q = 0 we obtain

ϕ̇′(1, τn) =
−1

τ on

+∞∏

j 6=n

τj−τn
τ oj

=
(−1)n

2
√
τ on

+∞∏

j 6=n

τj−τn
τ oj − τ on

=
(−1)n

2
√
τ on

+∞∏

j 6=n

[
1 +

τ̂j − τ̂n
τ oj − τ on

]
. (7.4)
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Then

log(−1)n2
√
τ onϕ̇

′(1, τn) = log

+∞∏

j 6=n

[
1 +

τ̂j − τ̂n
τ oj − τ on

]
=

+∞∑

j 6=n

[
τ̂j − τ̂n
τ oj − τ on

+
O(1)

(τ oj − τ on)
2

]

=
+∞∑

j 6=n

τ̂j − τ̂n
τ oj − τ on

+
O(1)

n2
=

+∞∑

j 6=n

τ̂j
τ oj − τ on

− τ̂n
4τ on

+
O(1)

n2
=

+∞∑

j 6=n

τ̂j
τ oj − τ on

+
O(1)

n2
,

(7.5)

since due to 1
τoj −τon

= 1
2π

√
τon

(
1

j−n
− 1

j+n−1

)
and 1

2n−1
= π

2
√
τon

we have

+∞∑

j 6=n

1

τ oj − τ on
= lim

m→∞

m∑

j 6=n

1

τ oj − τ on
=

1

2π
√
τ on

lim
m→∞

Am, Am =
m∑

j=1,j 6=n

(
1

j−n
− 1

j+n−1

)
,

Am =
1

2n− 1
+

m∑

j=−m,j 6=n

1

j − n
=

π

2
√
τ on

+ o(1) as m→ ∞.

(7.6)

Let τ̂ = (τ̂j)j∈Z, where τ̂±j = τ̂j for j ∈ N and τ̂0 = 0. The last sum in (7.5) satisfies

+∞∑

j 6=n

τ̂j
τ oj − τ on

=
1

2π
√
τ on

+∞∑

j 6=n

( τ̂j
j − n

− τ̂j
j + n− 1

)

=
1

2π
√
τ on

[
πτ̂n
2
√
τ on

+
∑

j∈Z\{n}

τ̂j
j − n

]
=

τ̂n
4τ on

+
1

2π
√
τ on

(F τ̂)n
(7.7)

where F is the linear operator on ℓ2(Z) and given by (F τ̂)n =
∑

j∈Z\{n}
τ̂j

j−n
. Due to the

identity
∑

j 6=0
ei2πjt

j
= −i(t− 1

2
), t ∈ (0, 1) and the Fourier transform we deduce that F is the

bounded operator in ℓ2(Z). Thus jointly (7.5), (7.7) it gives (7.2).
We show (7.3). Let qo = Uo(q). From (2.29) we obtain ϑ(1, ·, q) = ϕ′(1, ·, qo). Then (2.28)

gives ϑ(1, ̺n(q), q) = ϕ′(1, τn(qo), qo) and Theorem 2.1 iii) implies (7.3).
In order to determined asymptotics of norming constants we need asymptotics of funda-

mental solutions. Recall that a solution of −y′′ + qy = z2y, z > 1 has the form

y(x, z) = eizxY (x, z), Y (x, z) = 1 +
∑k

1
uj(x)

ςj
+ ũk(x,z)

ςk+1 , ς = i2z, (7.8)

see Sect. 3 in [32], where u1(x) =
∫ x

0
q(t)dt, .... and

ũk ∈ L2, ũk(0, z) = ũ′k(0, z) = uj(0) = 0, uj ∈ L2, j ∈ Nk+1, (7.9)

ũk(1, z) = uk+1(1)− qk∗(z) +
1
ς
(Cq + cqe

−i2z + K̂(z)), cq, Cq ∈ R,

qk∗(z) = (−1)ke−i2z

∫ 1

0

ei2ztq(k)(t)dt, K̂(z) =

∫ 1

0

e−i2ztg(t)dt, K ∈ L2(0, 1),
(7.10)

We can rewrite ϕ, ϑ in terms of y(x,±z). For example, we compute the identities

ϑ(1, z) = 1
w(z)

(y′0(z)y1(−z)− y′0(−z)y1(z)), ϕ(1, z) = 1
w(z)

(y1(z)− y1(−z)),
where y′0(z) = y′(0, z), y1(z) = y(1, z), w(z) = y′0(z)− y′0(−z).

(7.11)
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We rewrite the function y′0(z), the Wronskian w(z) due to (7.8), (7.9) in terms of 1/ς:

y′0(z) = iz +
∑k

1

u′

j(0)

ςj
= ςy�(z), y�(ς) =

1
2
+
∑k

1

2u′

j(0)

ςj+1 ,

w(z) = ς +
∑k

1

u′

j(0)

ςj

(
1− (−1)j

)
= ςw�(ς), w�(ς) = 1 +

∑
262j6k+1

2u′

2j−1
(0)

ς2j
.

(7.12)

Lemma 7.2. Let q ∈ Lk, k ∈ N. Then the norming constants hs,n = ln |ϕ′(1, µn, q)| satisfy

hs,n =
∑

16j6d

ϕ̃jε
2j + Enε

k+1 + ℓ2k+2(n) as n→ ∞, (7.13)

where ε = 1
2πn

, the coefficients ϕ̃j ∈ R, j ∈ Nd, d =
[
k+1
2

]
depend on q and

En = (−1)1+[ k
2
]

∫ 1

0

q(k)(x)Gk(nx)dx, Gk(nx) =

{
sin[2πnx], k ∈ 2N

cos[2πnx], k + 1 ∈ 2N
. (7.14)

Proof. From (5.1) we deduce that the eigenvalues zn =
√
µn have asymptotics

zn = πn+ rn, rn =
∑

16j6d

ajε
2j+1 + εk+1r̃n, (r̃n)

∞
1 ∈ ℓ2,

zn = πnvn, vn = 1 + 2rnε = 1 +
∑

16j6d

2ajε
2j+2 + ℓ2k+2(n),

(7.15)

where (aj)
d
1 ∈ Rd. Moreover, the function vn = 1 + 2rnε and 1/(i2zn) satisfy

1

vs
n

=
1

(1 + 2rnε)s
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

cj(s)ε
2j+2 + ℓ2k+2(n),

1

(i2zn)s
=

(−i)sεs
vs
n

= (−i)s
∑

16j6d

Cj(s)ε
2j+2+s + ℓ2k+1+s(n), ∀ s ∈ N,

(7.16)

where Cj(s), cj(s) are polynomial of aj . The asymptotics of (i2zn)
−s has two terms. The first

is εsΨ, where Ψ is a polynomial in ε with even power 2j + 2 6 d + 2. The second term is a
remainder ℓ2k+1+s(n). It is a crucial fact in our proof. Using (7.12), (7.15),(7.16) we obtain

w�(zn) = 1 +
∑

16j6d

w̃jε
2j + ℓ2k+3(n), y�(zn) =

1
2
+

∑

16j62k

ỹjε
j + ℓ2k+3(n),

1

w�(zn)
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

ŵjε
2j + ℓ2k+3(n),

(7.17)

for some coefficients w̃j, ỹj, ŵj and thus (7.8)-(7.10) imply

Y (1, zn) = 1 +
k∑

1

uj(1)

(2izn)j
+

ũk(1, z)

(2izn)k+1
= 1 +

k+2∑

1

pjε
j + εk+1q•k(n) + ℓ2k+2(n), (7.18)

for some coefficients pj depending on q.
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From the Wronskian we get ϑ(1, µn)ϕ
′(1, µn) = 1. Then in order to get (7.13) we can study

the asymptotics of ehs,n = (−1)nϑ(1, µn) given by (7.11). From (7.11), (7.8), (7.18) we have

ehs,n =
y′0(z)e

−izY1(−z)− y′0(−z)eizY1(z)
(−1)nw(z)

∣∣∣
zn

=
y�(z)e

−irnY1(−z) + y�(−z)eirnY1(z)
w�(z)

∣∣∣
zn

=
2k∑

m=0

im

m!
Am(zn) +O(r2k+1

n ) =
2k∑

m=0

im

m!
Am(zn) +O(ε6k+3),

(7.19)

since due to (7.15) we have rn = O(ε3) and where

Am(zn) =
rmn

w�(zn)
Bm(zn), Bm(z) = (−1)my�(z)Y1(−z) + y�(−z)Y1(z). (7.20)

Consider the main term A0(z). Since B0(z) is even in z, then (7.17), (7.18) give

B0(zn) = y�(zn)Y1(−zn) + y�(−zn)Y1(zn) = 1 +
∑

16j6d

bjε
2j + Enε

k+1 + ℓ2k+2(n),

A0(zn) =
B0(zn)

w�(zn)
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

b̃jε
2j + Enε

k+1 + ℓ2k+2(n),
(7.21)

where bj , b̃j polynomials from aj, u
′
j(0), uj(1), j ∈ Nk and En = − q•

k
(n)+(−1)k+1q•

k
(−n)

ik+12
satisfies

if k
2
∈ N ⇒ En =

∫ 1

0
q(k)(t)(ei2πnt − e−i2πnt)dt

(−1)1+
k
2 2i

= (−1)1+
k
2

∫ 1

0

q(k)(t) sin[2πnt]dt, (7.22)

which yields (7.14) for even k. Similar arguments imply (7.14) for odd k.
Consider Am(z) with even m > 2. Then the asymptotics (7.21), (7.15) imply

Am(zn) = rmA0(z) = rm
(
1 +

∑

16j6d

b̃jε
2j + ℓ2k+1(n)

)
=

∑

36j61+d+3m

b′jε
2j + ℓ2k+1+3m(n). (7.23)

Thus Am(zn) is an even polynomial of ε with order 6 2(1+d+3m) plus a reminder ℓ2k+1+3m(n).
Let m be odd. Then Bm(z) = y�(−z)Y1(z)− y�(z)Y1(−z) is odd in z. Then (7.18), (7.17) give

B1(zn) = y�(−z)Y1(zn)− y�(zn)Y1(−zn) =
∑

162j+16d

tjε
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n),

B1(zn)

w�(zn)
=

1

w�(zn)

( ∑

162j+16d

tjε
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n)

)
=

∑

162j+16d

t̃jε
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n),

where the constants tj , t̃j are polynomials from aj, u
′
j(0), uj(1), j ∈ Nk, and using (7.15) we

obtain

Am(zn) = rmn
B1(z)

w�(z)
= rmn

(∑

16j6d

t̃jε
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n)

)
=

∑

36j6d+3m

t′jε
2j + ℓ2k+2(n), (7.24)

for some constants t′j . Collecting estimates (7.21), (7.23), (7.24) we obtain

ehs,n = 1 + P (ε) + εk+1En + ℓ2k+2(n),

where P (ε) is a polynomial in ε with even power 2j + 2 6 d+ 2, which yields (7.13).
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Lemma 7.3. Let q ∈ Lk, k ∈ N. Then the norming constants tn = ln |ϕ(1, τn)
√
τ on| satisfy

tn =
∑

16j6d

tj,nδ
2j + Enε

k+1 + ℓ2k+2(n) as n→ ∞, (7.25)

where δ = 1
2π(n− 1

2
)
, the coefficients tj,n ∈ R, j ∈ Nd, d =

[
k+1
2

]
depend on q and

En = (−1)1+[ k
2
]

∫ 1

0

q(k)(x)Gk(n
′x)dx, Gk(nx) =

{
sin[2πnx], k ∈ 2N

cos[2πnx], k + 1 ∈ 2N
. (7.26)

Proof. From (5.3) we deduce that the eigenvalues zn =
√
τn have asymptotics

zn = πn′ + rn, n′ = n− 1
2
, rn =

∑

16j6d

ajδ
2j+1 + δk+1r̃n, (r̃n)

∞
1 ∈ ℓ2,

zn = πn′vn, vn = 1 + 2rnδ = 1 +
∑

16j6d

2ajδ
2j+2 + ℓ2k+2(n),

(7.27)

where (aj)
d
1 ∈ Rd. Moreover, the function vn = 1 + 2rnδ and ς = i2z satisfies

1

vs
n

=
1

(1 + 2rnδ)s
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

cj(s)δ
2j+2 + ℓ2k+2(n),

1

(i2zn)s
=

(−i)sδs
vs
n

= (−i)s
∑

16j6d

Cj(s)δ
2j+2+s + ℓ2k+1+s(n), ∀ s ∈ N,

(7.28)

where Cj(s), cj(s) are polynomial of aj. The asymptotics of z−s
n has two terms. The first

is εsP, where P a polynomial in ε with even power 2j + 2 6 d + 2. The second term is a
remainder ℓ2k+1+s(n). It is a crucial fact in our proof.
Recall that due to (7.8) a solution to −y′′ + qy = z2y, z > 1 has the form

y(x, z) = eizxY (x, z), Y (x, z) = 1 +
∑k

1
uj(x)

ςj
+ ũk(x,z)

ςk+1 , ς = i2z. (7.29)

We need also the Wronskian w(z) = {y(·,−z), y(·, z)} = y′0(z) − y′0(−z), where the function
y′0(z) = y′(0, z). The function ϕ has the form

ϕ(1, z) = 1
w(z)

(y1(z)− y1(−z)), where y1(z) = y(1, z). (7.30)

Using (7.12), (7.15),(7.16) we obtain

w�(z) = 1 +
∑

16j6d

w̃jδ
2j + ℓ2k+3(n), y�(z) =

1
2
+

∑

16j62k

ỹjδ
j + ℓ2k+3(n),

1

w�(z)
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

ŵjδ
2j + ℓ2k+3(n),

(7.31)

for some coefficients w̃j, ỹj, ŵj and (7.8)-(7.10) imply

Y (1, zn) = 1 +

k∑

1

uj(1)

(2izn)j
+

ũk(1, z)

(2izn)k+1
= 1 +

k+1∑

1

pjδ
j + δk+1q•k(n) + ℓ2k+2(n),

qk∗ (z) = (−1)k+1

∫ 1

0

ei2πn
′xq(k)(x)dx

(7.32)
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for some coefficients pj depending on q. From (7.15), (7.30), (7.32) we have that the norming
constant etn = (−1)n(πn′)ϕ(1, zn) satisfies

etn = (πn′)
e−iznY1(−zn)− eiznY1(zn)

(−1)n(2izn)w�(zn)
=
e−irnY1(−zn) + eirnY1(zn)

2vnw�(zn)

=

2k∑

m=0

im

m!
Am(zn) +O(r2k+1

n ) =

2k∑

m=0

im

m!
Am(zn) +O(δ6k+3),

(7.33)

since due to (7.27) we have rn = O(δ3) and where

Am(zn) =
rm

vnw�(zn)
Bm(zn), Bm(zn) =

(−1)mY1(−zn) + Y1(zn)

2
. (7.34)

Consider the main term A0(zn). Since B0(z) is even in z, then (7.17), (7.32) give

B0(zn) =
Y1(−zn) + Y1(zn)

2
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

bjδ
2j + Enδ

k+1 + ℓ2k+2(n),

A0(zn) =
B0(z)

vnw�(z)
= 1 +

∑

16j6d

b̃jδ
2j + Enδ

k+1 + ℓ2k+2(n),

(7.35)

where bj , b̃j polynomials from aj, u
′
j(0), uj(1), j ∈ Nk and En = − q•

k
(n)+(−1)k+1q•

k
(−n)

ik+12
satisfies

if k
2
∈ N ⇒ En =

∫ 1

0
(ei2πnt − e−i2πnt)q(k)(t)dt

(−1)1+
k
2 i2

= (−1)1+
k
2

∫ 1

0

sin[2πnt]q(k)(t)dt, (7.36)

which yields (7.14) for even k. Similar arguments imply (7.14) for odd k.
Consider Am(z) with even m > 2. Then the asymptotics (7.21), (7.15) imply

Am(zn) = rmA0(z) = rm
(
1 +

∑

16j6d

b̃jδ
2j + ℓ2k+1(n)

)
=

∑

36j61+d+3m

b′jδ
2j + ℓ2k+1+3m(n). (7.37)

Thus Am(zn) is an even polynomial of ε with order 6 2(1+d+3m) plus a reminder ℓ2k+1+3m(n).
Let m ∈ N be odd. Then B1(z) = y�(−z)Y1(z)− y�(z)Y1(−z) is odd in z and (7.28), (7.32),

(7.31) give

B1(zn) = y�(−z)Y1(zn)− y�(zn)Y1(−zn) =
∑

162j+16d

tjδ
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n),

B1(zn)

vnw�(zn)
=

1

vnw�(zn)

( ∑

162j+16d

tjδ
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n)

)
=

∑

162j+16d

t̃jδ
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n),

where the constants tj , t̃j are polynomials from aj, u
′
j(0), uj(1), j ∈ Nk, and using (7.27) we

obtain

Am(zn) = rmn
B1(zn)

vnw�(z)
= rmn

(∑

16j6d

t̃jδ
2j+1 + ℓ2k+1(n)

)
=

∑

36j6d+3m

t′jδ
2j + ℓ2k+2(n), (7.38)

for some constants t′j . Collecting estimates (7.35), (7.37), (7.38) we obtain

ehs,n = 1 + P (ε) + εk+1En + ℓ2k+2(n),

where P (ε) is a polynomial in ε2 with even power 2j + 2 6 d+ 2, which yields (7.25).
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7.2. Trace formulas. We discuss trace formulas for Sturm-Liouvill problem for q ∈ L1.
• Gel’fand and Levitan determined trace formulas [10] for Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues

q(0)+q(1)
4

=
∑

n>1(µ
o
n − µn),

q(0)+q(1)
4

=
∑

n>0(νn − νon),
(7.39)

and mixed eigenvalues
q(0)−q(1)

4
=

∑
n>1(τ

o
n − τn), (7.40)

q(0)−q(1)
4

=
∑

n>1(̺n − τ on). (7.41)

• Magnus and Winkler [30] determined trace formulas for periodic case:

0 =
∑
n∈N

(λ+2n−1 + λ−2n−1 − 2µo
2n−1),

λ+0 = −∑
n>1(λ

+
2n + λ−2n − 2µo

2n).
(7.42)

• Another trace formula for periodic case was obtained (see e.g., [14], [37])

q(0) = λ+0 +
∑

n>1(λ
+
n + λ−n − 2µn), q ∈ H1. (7.43)

In fact summing (7.39) for Dirichlet eigenvalues and (7.42) we obtain (7.43). Similar arguments
imply the trace formula for periodic case via the Neumann eigenvalues in (7.39):

q(0) = 2ν0 − λ+0 −∑
n>1(λ

+
n + λ−n − 2νn). (7.44)

We recall the known facts from the theory of Fourier series.

Lemma 7.4. Let q = qod + qev for some q ∈ L1, where

qod(x) =
∑

n>1 2qc,2n−1 cosπ(2n− 1)x, qev(x) =
∑

n>1 2qc,2n cos π2nx, x ∈ (0, 1), (7.45)

and qc,n =
∫ 1

0
q(x) cosπnxdx. Then the following formulas hold true:

qev(0) =
q(0)+q(1)

2
, qod(0) =

q(0)−q(1)
2

. (7.46)

Proof. There is a Fourier series q(x) =
∑

n>1 2qc,n cosπnx, where due to q ∈ L1 a sequence

(qc,n)
∞
1 ∈ ℓ21(N). Then we obtain q(0) = qod(0)+ qev(0), since here all functions are continuous

on [0, 1]. The first identity in (7.46) is well known. Thus these two facts imply (7.46).
We discuss trace formulas associated with the mappings τ ⋆µ and f, defined by (1.11). Here

also we show (7.40), (7.41), since we can not find a reference for them.

Proposition 7.5. Let q ∈ L1. Then the trace formulas (7.40), (7.41) and

q(0) = ν0 +
∑

n>1

(
(νn − µn) + (̺n − τn)

)
,

q(1) = ν0 +
∑

n>1

(
(νn − µn)− (̺n − τn)

)
,

(7.47)

and

q(0) = 2
∑

n>1

(
(µo

n − µn) + (τ on − τn)
)
= 2ν0 + 2

∑
n>1

(
(νn − νon) + (̺n − ̺on)

)
,

q(1) = 2
∑

n>1

(
(µo

n − µn)− (τ on − τn)
)
= 2ν0 + 2

∑
n>1

(
(νn − νon)− (̺n − ̺on)

)
.

(7.48)

hold true, where all series converge absolutely.
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Proof. Firstly we discuss the trace formulas for mixed eigenvalues τn, since I can find their
proofs. We show (7.40) shortly repeating well-known arguments [10], [7]. The standard
arguments from the papers of Gel’fand and Levitan [10] and Dikiy [7] (see also a book [29])
imply the identity

∑

n>1

(
(τ on − τn) + 2

∫ 1

0

q(x) sin2 knxdx
)
= 0, kn =

√
τ on > 0, (7.49)

where
√
2 sin knx is the unperturbed eigenfunction corresponding to the unperturbed eigen-

value τ on. The identity (7.46) gives

−
∑

n>1

∫ 1

0

q(x)2 sin2 knxdx =
∑

n>1

∫ 1

0

q cos 2knxdx =
q(0)− q(1)

4
,

which jointly with (7.49) yields (7.40). The proof of (7.41) for ̺n is similar.
Summing trace formulas in (7.39), (7.40), (7.41) we have the first identity in (7.47).
Summing trace formulas in (7.39), summing trace formulas in (7.40), (7.41) and take their

deferens we obtain the second identity in (7.47).
Summing the first trace formula in (7.39) and (7.40) and take the deferens we have the first

trace formula in (7.48).
Summing the second trace formula in (7.39) and (7.41) and take the deferens we have the

second trace formula in (7.48).
• Summing trace formulas in (7.40), (7.41) and take the deferens we have

∑
n>1(̺n − τn) =

q(0)−q(1)
2

,
∑

n>1(̺n + τn − 2τ on) = 0. (7.50)

Similar arguments and identities (7.47), (7.50) imply

ν0 +
∑

n>1(νn − µn) =
q(0)+q(1)

2
, ν0 +

∑
n>1(νn + µn − 2µo

n) = 0. (7.51)
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