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Spectral data asymptotics for the higher-order

differential operators with distribution coefficients

Natalia P. Bondarenko

Abstract. In this paper, the asymptotics of the spectral data (eigenvalues and weight
numbers) are obtained for the higher-order differential operators with distribution coefficients
and separated boundary conditions. Additionally, we consider the case when, for the two
boundary value problems, some coefficients of the differential expressions and of the boundary
conditions coincide. We estimate the difference of their spectral data in this case.

Although the asymptotic behaviour of spectral data is well-studied for differential opera-
tors with regular (integrable) coefficients, to the best of the author’s knowledge, there were no
results in this direction for the higher-order differential operators with distribution coefficients
(generalized functions) in a general form. The technique of this paper relies on the recently ob-
tained regularization and the Birkhoff-type solutions for differential operators with distribution
coefficients. Our results have applications to the theory of inverse spectral problems as well as
a separate significance.
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1 Introduction

Consider the differential expression

ℓ2m+τ (y) :=y(2m+τ) +

m−1
∑

k=0

(−1)i2k+k(σ
(i2k)
2k (x)y(k))(k)

+

m+τ−2
∑

k=0

(−1)i2k+1+k+1
[

(σ
(i2k+1)
2k+1 (x)y(k))(k+1) + (σ

(i2k+1)
2k+1 (x)y(k+1))(k)

]

, (1.1)

where m ∈ N, τ = 0, 1, n = 2m + τ ; (iν)
n−2
ν=0 are integers such that 0 ≤ i2k+j ≤ m − k − j,

j = 0, 1; (σν)
n−2
ν=0 are complex-valued functions satisfying

σν ∈ L1(0, 1), ν = 0, n− 2,
σ2k+j ∈ L2(0, 1) if n = 2m, i2k+j = m− k − j, j ∈ {0, 1}, (1.2)

and the derivatives σ
(iν)
ν are understood in the sense of distributions.

The paper aims to study spectral data asymptotics for the differential equation

ℓn(y) = λy, x ∈ (0, 1), (1.3)

subject to separated boundary conditions. The results of this paper are applied in [1] to the
inverse problem theory and also have a separate significance.
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If the functions σν(x) are sufficiently smooth, then the differential expression (1.1) can be
represented in the form

y(n) +
n−2
∑

k=0

qk(x)y
(k), (1.4)

where (qk)
n−2
k=0 are some integrable functions. However, for differential operators with distribu-

tion coefficients, it is more convenient to consider the divergent form (1.1) following [2–4].
For regular differential operators (1.4), the standard approach to obtaining eigenvalue

asymptotics is described in the classical monograph by Naimark [5]. In recent years, eigen-
value asymptotics of higher-order differential operators with non-smooth coefficients attract
considerable attention (see, e.g., [6–9]).

For differential operators with distribution coefficients, the asymptotic behavior of the eigen-
values has been studied much less. In [10,11], asymptotic formulas have been obtained for the
eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville operators with potentials of class W−1

2 (0, 1) (i.e. n = 2,
i0 = 1 in (1.1)). In [12, 13], the eigenvalue asymptotics were studied for the even-order oper-
ator d2m

dx2m perturbed by distribution potential. For the higher-order differential operators with
distribution coefficients of the general form (1.1), to the best of the author’s knowledge, the
asymptotic behaviour of the eigenvalues has not been investigated before.

Our treatment of the differential expression (1.1) relies on the regularization methods of
[2,3,14]. Mirzoev and Shkalikov have developed the regularization approach to the differential
expression (1.1) with i2k+j = m− k − j, j ∈ {0, 1} for an even order n = 2m in [2] and for an
odd order n = 2m+ 1 in [3]. Vladimirov [14] has obtained an alternative construction, which
can be used a wider class of differential operators than the results of [2, 3]. In particular, the
approach of [14] has been applied to the differential expression of form (1.1) in [4]. It is worth
mentioning that, in [2,3,14], the coefficients at y(n) and y(n−1) in the differential expression can
be arbitrary functions of some classes. In this paper, we confine ourselves to the coefficients
1 and 0 at y(n) and y(n−1), respectively, because this case is natural for the inverse problem
theory (see [1, 4, 15]).

Let is briefly describe the regularization of the differential expression (1.1). The matrix func-
tion F (x) = [fk,j(x)]

n
k,j=1 associated with ℓn(y) is constructed: F = Fi0,i1,...,in−2

(σ0, σ1, . . . , σn−2).
The certain formulas for the associated matrix entries fk,j(x) are provided in Section 2. By
using the quasi-derivatives

y[0] := y, y[k] := (y[k−1])′ −
k
∑

j=1

fk,jy
[j−1], k = 1, n, (1.5)

equation (1.3) is reduced to the equivalent system

~y ′ = (F (x) + Λ)~y, x ∈ (0, 1), (1.6)

where ~y(x) = col(y[0](x), y[1](x), . . . , y[n−1](x)), Λ is the (n × n) matrix whose entry at the
position (n, 1) equals λ and all the other entries equal 0.

Define the boundary conditions

Us(y) := y[ps](0) +
ps
∑

j=1

us,jy
[j−1](0) = 0, s = 1, r,

Us(y) := y[ps](1) +
ps
∑

j=1

us,jy
[j−1](1) = 0, s = r + 1, n,















(1.7)
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where r ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} is fixed, ps ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} for s = 1, n, ps 6= pk for 1 ≤ s < k ≤ r
and for r + 1 ≤ s < k ≤ n. It can be easily shown that the spectrum of the boundary value
problem (1.3),(1.7) is a countable set of eigenvalues (see [15]). In [15], the spectra of several
problems of form (1.3),(1.7) have been used as the spectral data of the inverse problem.

The first result of this paper is the following theorem, which describes the asymptotic
behaviour of the eigenvalues.

Theorem 1.1. The eigenvalues {λl}l≥1 of the boundary value problem (1.3),(1.7) satisfy the

relation

λl = (−1)n−r

(

π

sin πr
n

(l + χ + εl)

)n

, l ∈ N, {εl} ∈ l2, (1.8)

where the constant χ depend only on n, r, (ps)
n
s=1 and do not depend on (σν)

n−2
ν=0 and us,j,

s = 1, n, j = 1, ps.

In the inverse problem theory [1], it is convenient to recover the coefficients σn−2, σn−3, . . . ,
σ1, σ0 one-by-one. Therefore, the question arises:

If (σν)
n−2
ν=ν0

are known, then what can be said about the eigenvalue asymptotics?

We give a rigorous answer to this question in Theorem 1.2. Denote by L the boundary
value problem (1.3),(1.7) and by L̃ the boundary value problem of the same form but with the
coefficients (σν) and (us,j) replaced by (σ̃ν) and (ũs,j), respectively. The numbers n, r, (iν),
and (ps) for the problems L and L̃ are the same. Throughout the paper, if a symbol γ denotes
an object related to the problem without tilde, then γ̃ denotes the similar object related to the
problem with tilde, and γ̂ = γ − γ̃. Consider the values ρl and ρ̃l from the asymptotics (1.8)
for the problems L and L̃, respectively.
Theorem 1.2. Suppose that σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) for a.e. x ∈ (0, 1), ν = ν0, n− 2. Denote

d := n− 1− max
ν=0,ν0−1

(ν + iν), (1.9)

Nd := {ν = 0, ν0 − 1: d = n− 1− (ν + iν)}, N 0
d := {ν ∈ Nd : iν = 0},

and assume that us,ps−j = ũs,ps−j for j = 0, d− 2, s = 1, n. Then

ρl − ρ̃l = l−d(ĉ+ δl), δl = o(1), l → ∞,

where the constant ĉ depends on the numbers

∫ 1

0

σ̂ν(x) dx, ν ∈ N 0
d , and ûs,ps−d+1, s = 1, n. (1.10)

In particular, ĉ = 0 if all the numbers (1.10) equal zero. If σ̂ν ∈ L2(0, 1), ν ∈ Nd, then

{δl} ∈ l2.

Theorem 1.2 helps to improve the asymptotics of Theorem 1.1 for odd n and so leads to the
following result.

Corollary 1.3. For n = 2m+ 1, the remainder εl in (1.8) has the form

εl =
χ1

l
+

εl,1
l
, εl,1 = o(1), l → ∞, (1.11)

and the constant χ1 depends on
1
∫

0

σn−2(x) dx and us,ps, s = 1, n. If σn−2 ∈ L2(0, 1) and

(σn−3 ∈ L2(0, 1), in−3 = 1 or in−3 = 0), then {εl,1} ∈ l2.
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In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we use the approach of Naimark [5] and the Birkhoff-type
solutions constructed by Savchuk and Shkalikov [16]. The proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on the
special structure of the matrix function F (x) associated with the differential expression ℓn(y).
We develop the technique of [16] to study the difference of the corresponding Birkhoff-type
solutions for the problem L and L̃. Further, we follow the proof strategy of Theorem 1.1 to
analyze the difference of the eigenvalues.

In addition, we obtain the analogs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 for the weight numbers defined
in Section 6. The weight numbers together with the eigenvalues are used as spectral data for
recovering higher-order differential operators with distribution coefficients in [1].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, equation (1.3) is transformed to the first-
order system (1.6) and then (1.6) is reduced to a more convenient form for studying solution
asymptotics. Section 3 is devoted to the Birkhoff-type solutions of equation (1.3) with the
certain asymptotic behavior for large values of the spectral parameter. We formulate the
necessary propositions from [16] and study the difference of the Birkhoff-type solutions for
the problems L and L̃ satisfying the conditions of Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, the proofs
of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and Corollary 1.3 are provided. In Section 5, the main results on the
eigenvalue asymptotics are illustrated by several examples. Section 6 contains the definition of
the weight numbers and the analogs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 for the weight numbers supplied by
the proofs.

Throughout the paper, we use the following notations.

• The same symbol C denotes various constants independent of x, ρ, etc.

• I denotes the (n× n) unit matrix.

• δjk is the Kronecker delta.

• We use the following vector and matrix norms:

‖a‖ = max
i

|ai|, a = [ai]
n
i=1, ‖A‖ = max

i,j
|aij|, A = [aij ]

n
i,j=1.

• diag{d1, d2, . . . , dn} is the diagonal matrix with the entries (dk)
n
k=1 on the main diagonal.

• For a matrix A = [akj]
n
k,j=1, we denote by diag(A) the diagonal matrix

diag{a11, a22, . . . , ann}.

• We use the same notation Lµ(0, 1), µ ∈ [1,∞], for the space of scalar functions, for the
space of vector functions

Y = [yj]
n
j=1, yj ∈ Lµ(0, 1), ‖Y ‖Lµ

= max
j

‖yj‖Lµ
,

and for the space of matrix functions

A = [akj ]
n
k,j=1, akj ∈ Lµ(0, 1), ‖A‖Lµ

= max
k,j

‖akj‖Lµ
.

• The notation {κl} is used for various sequences of l2.

• λ = ρn, ḟ(ρ) = d
dρ
f(ρ).
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2 Reduction to first-order systems

In this section, equation (1.3) is reduced to the system (1.6) and then to the form (2.6), which is
more convenient for studying the asymptotics of solutions. This section is based on the results
of [2, 4, 14, 16].

The associated matrix F (x) defined by the coefficients (σν)
n−2
ν=0 of the differential expression

(1.1) as follows.

Definition 2.1. Define the matrix Q(x) = [qξ,j(x)]
m
ξ,j=0 by the following formulas:

Q(x) :=

n−2
∑

ν=0

σν(x)χν,iν , χν,i = [χν,i;ξ,j]
m
ξ,j=0,

χ2k,i;s+k,i−s+k = Cs
i , s = 0, i,

χ2k+1,i;s+k,i+1−s+k = Cs
i+1 − 2Cs−1

i , s = 0, i+ 1,

and all the other entries χν,i;ξ,j equal zero. Here and below, Cs
i =

i!

s!(i− s)!
are the binomial

coefficients, C−1
i := 0. Then, by using the elements qξ,j, define the elements of the matrix

function F (x) = [fk,j]
n
k,j=1 as follows:

n = 2m :











fm,j := (−1)m+1qj−1,m, j = 1, m,

fk,m+1 := (−1)k+1qm,2m−k, k = m+ 1, 2m,

fk,j := (−1)k+1qj−1,2m−k + (−1)m+kqj−1,mqm,2m−k, k = m+ 1, 2m, j = 1, m,

n = 2m+ 1: fk,j := (−1)kqj−1,2m+1−k, k = m+ 1, 2m+ 1, j = 1, m+ 1.

The other elements are defined as fk,j = δk+1,j.

Definition 2.1 together with the condition (1.2) imply

fk,j ∈ L1(0, 1), fk,k ∈ L2(0, 1), 1 ≤ j ≤ k ≤ n, trace(F (x)) = 0. (2.1)

Suppose that y ∈ Wm
2,loc(0, 1) if for some indices ν ∈ {0, . . . , n−2} the condition (1.2) implies

σν ∈ L2(0, 1) and y ∈ Wm
1,loc(0, 1) otherwise. Then ℓn(y) is correctly defined in the space D

′ of
the linear functionals (generalized functions) on D = C∞

0 (0, 1) (see [4, Lemma 2.1]). If y ∈ DF ,

DF := {y : y[k] ∈ ACloc(0, 1), k = 0, n− 1},

then ℓn(y) is a regular function and ℓn(y) = y[n] (see [4, Theorem 2.2]). Then, instead of
equation (1.3), one can consider the system (1.6). Indeed, in view of (1.5), the first (n − 1)
rows of (1.6) coincide with the definition of the quasi-derivatives y[k], k = 1, n− 1, and the last
row is y[n] = λy. Below, we say that y is a solution of equation (1.3) if y ∈ DF and the vector
function ~y(x) = col(y[0](x), y[1](x), . . . , y[n−1](x)) satisfies (1.6).

Let λ = ρn. The change of variables ~y(x) = diag{1, ρ, . . . , ρn−1}u(x) transforms the system
(1.6) into

u′(x) = F (x, ρ)u, x ∈ (0, 1), (2.2)

where

F (x, ρ) = ρF−1 + F0(x) +
n−1
∑

k=1

ρ−kFk(x),
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F−1 =

















0 1 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 1 . . . 0 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
0 0 0 . . . 1 0
0 0 0 . . . 0 1
1 0 0 . . . 0 0

















,

and the matrix functions Fk(x) are formed by the corresponding lower diagonals of F (x). The
relations (2.1) imply F0 ∈ L2(0, 1), Fk ∈ L1(0, 1), k = 1, n− 1.

Following the standard ideas described in the book of Naimark [5], we consider the partition
of the ρ-plane into the sectors

Γκ =

{

ρ :
π(κ− 1)

n
< arg ρ <

πκ

n

}

, κ = 1, 2n. (2.3)

Fix a sector Γκ. Denote by {ωk}nk=1 the roots of the equation ωn = 1 numbered so that

Re (ρω1) < Re (ρω2) < · · · < Re (ρωn), ρ ∈ Γκ. (2.4)

We also define the extended sector (see Fig. 1):

Γκ,h :=
{

ρ ∈ C : ρ+ h exp
( iπ(κ−1/2)

n

)

∈ Γκ

}

, h > 0. (2.5)

Γκ

Γκ,h

Figure 1. Sectors

Put B := diag{ω1, ω2, . . . , ωn}, Ω := [ωj−1
k ]nj,k=1. Obviously, Ω−1F−1Ω = B. By changing

the variables w(x) := Ω−1u(x), we reduce the system (2.2) to the form

w′ = ρBw + A(x, ρ)w, x ∈ (0, 1), (2.6)

where

A(x, ρ) = A0(x) +

n−1
∑

k=1

ρ−kAk(x), (2.7)

Ak(x) = Ω−1Fk(x)Ω, k = 0, n− 1.

Thus, instead of equation (1.3), one can consider the system (2.6). It follows from (2.1) and
(2.7) that A0 ∈ L2(0, 1), Ak ∈ L1(0, 1), k = 1, n− 1, diag(A0(x)) ≡ 0.
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3 Birkhoff-type solutions

In this section, we study the Birkhoff-type solutions with certain asymptotic behavior as |ρ| →
∞ for the system (2.6) and for equation (1.3). The Birkhoff-type fundamental systems of
solutions (FSS) for the first-order systems which generalize (2.6) have been constructed in
[16, 17]. In this paper, we use the approach of Savchuk and Shkalikov [16]. First, we provide
the necessary notations and results of [16] specified for the system (2.6). Second, we consider
the problems L and L̃ satisfying the conditions of Theorem 1.2 and investigate the difference of
the corresponding Birkhoff-type solutions. The main results for the latter case are formulated
in Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.6.

Suppose that A(x, ρ) is an arbitrary matrix function of form (2.7), where Ak ∈ L1(0, 1),
k = 0, n− 1, diag(A0(x)) ≡ 0, Γκ,h is a fixed sector of form (2.5), {ωj}nj=1 are the roots of the
equation ωn = 1 numbered in the order (2.4).

Denote the elements of the matrices Ak(x) and A(x, ρ) by ak,jl and vjl(x, ρ) = a0,jl(x) +
rjl(x, ρ), j, l = 1, n, respectively. Put

vjkl(s, x, ρ) := (±)jk(±)lk

∫

a0,jl(t) exp(ρ[(ωl − ωk)(t− s) + (ωj − ωk)(x− t)]) dt, (3.1)

̺jkl(s, x, ρ) := (±)jk(±)lk

∫

rjl(t, ρ) exp(ρ[(ωl − ωk)(t− s) + (ωj − ωk)(x− t)]) dt, (3.2)

where (±)jk =

{

−1, j < k
1, j ≥ k

, the integration is taken over the intervals















(x, s), if j, l < k,
(max{x, s}, 1), if j < k ≤ l,
(0,min{x, s}), if l < k ≤ j,
(s, x), if k ≤ j, l,

and the integrals are assumed to be zero if the upper limit is less than the lower one. In view
of (2.4), the exponents in (3.1) and (3.2) are bounded:

| exp(ρ[(ωl − ωk)(t− s) + (ωj − ωk)(x− t)])| ≤ C, ρ ∈ Γκ,h.

Introduce the region G := {ρ ∈ Γκ,h : |ρ| ≥ ρ∗} for some ρ∗ > 0. In view of (2.7), we have

‖rjl(., ρ)‖L1
≤ C|ρ|−1, ρ ∈ G,

and so
max
j,k,l,s,x

|̺(s, x, ρ)| ≤ C|ρ|−1. (3.3)

Denote
Υ(ρ) := max

j,k,l,s,x
|vjkl(s, x, ρ)|. (3.4)

Proposition 3.1 ( [16]). For any fixed sector Γκ,h and some ρ∗ > 0, the system (2.6) has a

fundamental solution matrix w(x, ρ) of form

w(x, ρ) = (I + E(x, ρ)) exp(ρBx), (3.5)

where E(x, ρ) is continuous for x ∈ [0, 1], ρ ∈ G, analytic in ρ for each fixed x ∈ [0, 1], ρ ∈ G,
and

max
x

‖E(x, ρ)‖ ≤ C(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1), ρ ∈ G. (3.6)

7



Proposition 3.2 ( [16]). Υ(ρ) → 0 as |ρ| → ∞, ρ ∈ Γκ,h.

We call a sequence {ρk}∞k=1 non-condensing if

β :=
∑

(N(t + 1)−N(t)) < ∞, N(t) := #{k ∈ N : |ρk| ≤ t}.

Proposition 3.3 ( [18]). Suppose that A0 ∈ Lµ(0, 1), µ ∈ (1, 2], and {ρk}∞k=1 is a non-

condensing sequence in G. Then the sequence {Υ(ρk)}∞k=1 belongs to lµ′, 1
µ
+ 1

µ′
= 1, and

‖{Υ(ρk)}‖lµ′ ≤ C‖A0‖Lµ
,

where the constant C depends only on h, ρ∗, and β.

Along with the system (2.6), consider the system

w̃′ = ρBw̃ + Ã(x, ρ)w̃, x ∈ (0, 1), (3.7)

Ã(x, ρ) = Ã0(x) +

n−1
∑

k=1

ρ−kÃk(x).

Suppose that Ãk ∈ L1(0, 1), k = 0, n− 1, and diag(Ã0(x)) ≡ 0.
Consider the difference ŵ(x, ρ) = w(x, ρ)− w̃(x, ρ) of the fundamental solutions defined by

Proposition 3.1 for the systems (2.6) and (3.7).

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that

Ak(x) = Ãk(x) a.e. on (0, 1), k = 0, d− 1, (3.8)

for a fixed d ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}. Then

ŵ(x, ρ) = Ê(x, ρ) exp(ρBx),

max
x

∥

∥

∥

∥

ρdÊ(x, ρ)−
∫ x

0

diag(Âd(t)) dt

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ C(Υ(ρ) + Υd(ρ) + |ρ|−1), ρ ∈ G, (3.9)

where

Υ(ρ) := max
j,k,l,s,x

{|vjkl(s, x, ρ)|, |ṽjkl(s, x, ρ)|}, (3.10)

Υd(ρ) := max
j 6=k;x

|αjk(x, ρ)|, αjk(x, ρ) :=

∫ x

bjk

âd,jk(t) exp(ρ(ωj − ωk)(x− t)) dt, (3.11)

bjk :=

{

0, j ≥ k,

1, j < k.
(3.12)

Clearly, Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 are valid for Υ(ρ) defined by (3.10). Proposition 3.2 can
be similarly proved for Υd(ρ). Proposition 3.3 is valid for Υd(ρ) if A0 is replaced with Ad.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. In this proof, we apply the technique of [16]. By changing the variables
w(x, ρ) = z(x, ρ) exp(ρBx), z(x, ρ) = [zjk(x, ρ)]

n
j,k=1, we reduce the system (2.6) to the form

z′ = ρ(Bz − zB) + A(x, ρ)z, x ∈ (0, 1).

By integrating the latter system with the initial conditions

zjk(1, ρ) = 0, j < k, zjk(0, ρ) = δjk, j ≥ k,

8



we obtain the integral equations

zjk(x, ρ)− δjk =
n
∑

l=1

∫ x

bjk

vjl(t, ρ) exp(ρ(ωj − ωk)(x− t))zlk(t, ρ) dt, j, k = 1, n, (3.13)

where bjk are defined by (3.12). The matrix function w(x, ρ) = z(x, ρ) exp(ρBx) that is con-
structed by the solution z(x, ρ) of the system (3.13) is the fundamental matrix of Proposi-
tion 3.1.

For each fixed k, the system (3.13) implies

zk = z0k + Vkzk, (3.14)

where zk = zk(x, ρ) is the k-th column of z(x, ρ), z0k is the k-th column of I, and Vk = Vk(ρ)
is the integral operator given by the right-hand side of (3.13). The similar relation can be
obtained for the system (3.7):

z̃k = z0k + Ṽkz̃k. (3.15)

Subtracting (3.15) from (3.14), we get

ẑk = V̂kzk + Ṽkẑk,

where ẑk = zk − z̃k, V̂k = Vk − Ṽk. Formal calculations show that

ẑk = V̂kzk +

∞
∑

ν=0

Ṽ ν
k V̂kzk

= V̂kz
0
k + V̂kVkz

0
k + V̂kV

2
k zk +

∞
∑

ν=0

Ṽ 2ν
k (ṼkV̂kzk + Ṽ 2

k V̂kzk). (3.16)

It has been proved in [16] that

‖zk‖ ≤ C, (3.17)

‖Vkz
0
k‖L∞

≤ C(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1), (3.18)

‖V 2
k ‖L∞→L∞

, ‖Ṽ 2
k ‖L∞→L∞

≤ C(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1), (3.19)

for ρ ∈ Γκ,h, |ρ| ≥ ρ∗. We suppose that ρ belongs to this region everywhere below in this
proof. Here and below, the notation ‖.‖L∞→L∞

is used for the operator norm in the vector
space Lµ(0, 1).

By virtue of (3.8), we have

Â(x, ρ) =
∞
∑

k=d

ρ−kÂk(x).

Hence
‖v̂jl(., ρ)‖L1

≤ C|ρ|−1. (3.20)

Using this estimate together with (3.1) and (3.13), we obtain

‖V̂k‖L∞→L∞
≤ C|ρ|−d. (3.21)

The estimates (3.18) and (3.19) together imply

‖V̂kVkz
0
k‖L∞

≤ C|ρ|−d(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1). (3.22)
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By using (3.17), (3.19), and (3.21), we get

‖V̂kV
2
k zk‖L∞

, ‖Ṽ 2
k V̂kzk‖L∞

≤ C|ρ|−d(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1). (3.23)

It remains to estimate the term ṼkV̂kzk. For this purpose, we will show that

‖V̂kVk‖L∞→L∞
≤ C|ρ|−d(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1). (3.24)

Let f be an arbitrary vector function of L∞(0, 1) and g = ṼkV̂kf . In the element-wise form

gj(x, ρ) =

n
∑

l,m=1

∫ x

bjk

ṽjl(t, ρ) exp(ρ(ωj − ωk)(x− t))

×
∫ t

blk

v̂lm(s, ρ) exp(ρ(ωl − ωk)(t− s))fm(s) ds dt.

By changing the integration order and taking (3.1), (3.2) into account, we derive

gj(x, ρ) =

n
∑

ξ=1

∫ 1

0

(

n
∑

l=1

v̂lξ(s, ρ)(ṽjkl(s, x, ρ) + ˜̺jkl(s, x, ρ))

)

fξ(s) ds.

By using (3.3) for ˜̺jkl, (3.10), and (3.20), we obtain the estimate

max
x,j

|gj(x, ρ)| ≤ C|ρ|−d(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1)max
ξ,s

|fξ(s)|,

which yields (3.24).
In view of (3.19) and Proposition 3.2, one can choose ρ∗ so that

‖Ṽ 2
k (ρ)‖L∞→L∞

≤ 1

2
, |ρ| ≥ ρ∗. (3.25)

Combining (3.16), (3.21)–(3.25), we obtain

‖ẑk − V̂kz
0
k‖L∞

≤ C|ρ|−d(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1). (3.26)

Now consider the vector function εk = V̂kz
0
k with the elements

εjk(x, ρ) =

∫ x

bjk

v̂jk(t, ρ) exp(ρ(ωj − ωk)(x− t)) dt

Since
max
j,k

‖ρdv̂jk(., ρ)− âd,jk(., ρ)‖L1
≤ C|ρ|−1,

we have

max
j,x

|ρdεjj(x, ρ)− âd,jj(x)| ≤ C|ρ|−1, max
j 6=k;x

|εjk(x, ρ)| ≤ C|ρ|−d(Υd(ρ) + |ρ|−1).

Combining the latter estimates with (3.26), we obtain (3.9) for Ê(x, ρ) = ẑ(x, ρ).

Now, we apply the obtained results to equation (1.3). Returning from the system (2.6)
back to (2.2) and then to (1.6) (which is equivalent to (1.3)), we arrive at Proposition 3.5,
which is an immediate corollary of Proposition 3.1. For the Mirzoev-Shkalikov case n = 2m,
i2k+j = m− k − j, j = 0, 1, Proposition 3.5 has been obtained in [16].
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Proposition 3.5. For any fixed sector Γκ,h and some ρ∗ > 0, equation (1.3) has a FSS

{yk(x, ρ)}nk=1 whose quasi-derivatives y
[j]
k (x, ρ), k = 1, n, j = 0, n− 1, are continuous for

x ∈ [0, 1], ρ ∈ G, analytic in ρ ∈ G, for each fixed x ∈ [0, 1], and satisfy the relation

y
[j]
k (x, ρ) = (ρωk)

j exp(ρωkx)(1 + ζjk(x, ρ)), (3.27)

where

max
j,k,x

|ζjk(x, ρ)| ≤ C(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1), ρ ∈ G, (3.28)

and Υ(ρ) is defined by (3.4).

Consider the differential expressions ℓn(y) and ℓ̃n(y) of form (1.1) with the coefficients (σν)
and (σ̃ν), respectively, and iν = ĩν , ν = 0, n− 2. Suppose that

σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) a.e. on (0, 1), ν = ν0, n− 2, (3.29)

for a fixed ν0 ∈ {1, . . . , n − 2}. Let us study the influence of this condition on the matrices
F (x) and F̃ (x).

According to Definition 2.1, the coefficient σν influences on the lower diagonal of the matrix
F (x) with the index dν = n − 1 − (ν + iν) and, in some cases, on the diagonals with greater
indices. We mean that the diagonal containing the entry fk,j, k ≥ j, has the index (k − j).
That is, the main diagonal has index 0, the next lower diagonal, index 1, etc. (see Fig. 2).
Consequently, the condition (3.29) implies that the corresponding diagonals of the matrices
F (x) and F̃ (x) with indices 0, 1, . . . , (d− 1) coincide, where

d := n− 1− max
ν=0,ν0−1

(ν + iν). (3.30)

0

1

2

3

Figure 2. Indices of diagonals

The d-th diagonal of F̂ (x) = F (x)− F̃ (x) contains linear combinations of σ̂ν(x) with indices
ν ∈ Nd,

Nd = {ν = 0, ν0 − 1: n− 1− (ν + iν) = d}.
Transforming the systems of form (1.6) to the form (2.6), we conclude that (3.8) holds and

Âd depends on σ̂ν with ν ∈ Nd. More precisely,

Âd(x) = Ω−1F̂d(x)Ω.

Hence

âd,ii(x) =
1

n

∑

k+j=d

f̂k,j(x)ω
j−k
i , i = 1, n.
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By using Definition 2.1, we obtain the relation

∑

k+j=d

f̂k,j(x) =
∑

ν∈Nd

Sν σ̂ν(x),

where

Sν =















(−1)k+1
iν
∑

s=0

(−1)sCs
iν , ν = 2k,

(−1)k+1
iν+1
∑

s=0

(−1)sCs
iν+1 + 2(−1)k+1

iν
∑

s=0

(−1)sCs
iν , ν = 2k + 1.

Clearly, Sν = 0 if iν > 0. Therefore, diag(Âd(x)) is a linear combination of σν(x), ν ∈ N 0
d :

N 0
d = {ν ∈ Nd : iν = 0}.

The above arguments allow us to estimate ζ̂jk(x, ρ) = ζjk(x, ρ)− ζ̃jk(x, ρ) for the remainders
from Proposition 3.5, by using Theorem 3.4. Thus, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose that (3.29) holds for the coefficients of the differential expressions ℓn(y)
and ℓ̃n(y). Then the difference ζ̂jk(x, ρ) of the corresponding Birkhoff-type solution remainders

in formula (3.27) satisfies the estimate

max
x

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρdζ̂jk(x, ρ)−
∫ x

0

θ̂jk(t) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(Υ(ρ) + Υd(ρ) + |ρ|−1), ρ ∈ G, (3.31)

where d is defined by (3.30), Υ(ρ) and Υd(ρ), by (3.10) and (3.11), respectively, and the func-

tions θ̂jk(x) are some linear combinations of σ̂ν(x), ν ∈ N 0
d .

Note that, if σ̂ν ∈ Lµ(0, 1) for all ν ∈ N 0
d , then θ̂jk ∈ Lµ(0, 1). If N 0

d = ∅, then θ̂jk = 0,
j, k = 1, n.

4 Eigenvalue asymptotics

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 on the eigenvalue asymptotics. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 is based on the standard approach of Naimark [5]. An important difference from
the regular case is the usage of the remainder estimates (3.31) and the specific properties of
the function Υ(ρ) given by Propositions 3.2, 3.3. In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we analyze
the difference between the eigenvalues of the two boundary value problems L and L̃ by using
the difference of the corresponding Birkhoff-type solutions (Corollary 3.6).

Consider the boundary value problem L for equation (1.3) with the boundary conditions
(1.7). For k = 1, n, denote by Ck(x, λ) the solution of equation (1.3) under the initial conditions

C
[j−1]
k (0, λ) = δj,k, j = 1, n. The solutions {Ck(x, λ)}nk=1 form a FSS of (1.3). Therefore, the

eigenvalues of the problem L coincide with the zeros of the characteristic function ∆(λ) =
det[Us(Ck)]

n
s,k=1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Step 1. Expansion in the Birkhoff FSS. Fix a sector Γκ with the
property (2.4). Then, for ρ ∈ Γκ,h, |ρ| ≥ ρ∗, equation (1.3) with λ = ρn has a FSS {yk(x, ρ)}nk=1

from Proposition 3.5.
Consider the matrix functions C(x, λ) := [C

[j−1]
k (x, λ)]nj,k=1 and Y (x, ρ) := [y

[j−1]
k (x, ρ)]nj,k=1.

Obviously,
C(x, λ) = Y (x, ρ)A(ρ), (4.1)
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where A(ρ) is an (n× n) matrix of coefficients. Consequently,

∆(λ) = D(ρ) detA(ρ), D(ρ) := det[Us(yk)]
n
s,k=1. (4.2)

By virtue of Propositions 3.1 and 3.5,

Y (x, ρ) = diag{1, ρ, . . . , ρn−1}Ω(I + E(x, ρ)) exp(ρBx), (4.3)

where E(x, ρ) satisfies (3.6). In particular, Proposition 3.2 implies E(0, ρ) → 0 as |ρ| → ∞,
ρ ∈ Γκ,h. Consequently, using (4.1), (4.3), the initial condition C(0, λ) = I, we derive

detA(ρ) = (det Ω)−1ρ−n(n−1)/2(1 + o(1)), |ρ| → ∞, ρ ∈ Γκ,h. (4.4)

Hence, for sufficiently large |ρ|, we have detA(ρ) 6= 0.
Consider values of ρ ∈ Γκ,h with sufficiently large |ρ|. In view of (4.2), a number λ = ρn is

a zero the characteristic function ∆(λ) if and only if ρ is a zero of D(ρ).

Step 2. Asymptotics of D(ρ). Introduce the notation [1] = 1 + ε(ρ), where ε(ρ) can
denote various functions satisfying

|ε(ρ)| ≤ C(Υ(ρ) + |ρ|−1), ρ ∈ G. (4.5)

Substituting (3.27) into (1.7) and taking (3.31) into account, we obtain

Us(yk) =

{

(ρωk)
ps[1], s ≤ r,

(ρωk)
ps exp(ρωk)[1], s > r.

Thus

D(ρ) = ρp

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ωp1
1 [1] ωp1

2 [1] . . . ωp1
n [1]

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
ωpr
1 [1] ωpr

2 [1] . . . ωpr
n [1]

ω
pr+1

1 exp(ρω1)[1] ω
pr+1

2 exp(ρω2)[1] . . . ωpr+1

n exp(ρωn)[1]
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
ωpn
1 exp(ρω1)[1] ωpn

2 exp(ρω2)[1] . . . ωpn
n exp(ρωn)[1]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, p :=
n
∑

s=1

ps. (4.6)

For definiteness, consider the case when (n − r) is even and κ = 1. The other cases can
be treated similarly. It is worth noting that one has to study two neighbouring sectors Γκ and
Γκ+1 in order their images cover the whole λ-plane. By analyzing the asymptotics of D(ρ) as
|ρ| → ∞, one can show that all its zeros in Γ1,h for sufficiently large |ρ| lie in the strip

SR := {ρ : Re ρ > 0, |Im ρ| < R} ⊂ Γ1,h, (4.7)

if h and R are chosen to be sufficiently large (see Fig. 3).
For ρ ∈ SR, we have the asymptotics

D(ρ) = ρp exp(ρω)D1(ρ), (4.8)

D1(ρ) = D0
1(ρ) + ε(ρ), D0

1(ρ) := (c1 − c2 exp(ρ(ωr − ωr+1))), (4.9)

ω :=

n
∑

k=r+1

ωk, c1 := det[ωps
k ]rs,k=1 · det[ωps

k ]ns,k=r+1 6= 0,

c2 := det[ωps
k ]s=1,r,k=1,r−1,r+1 · det[ωps

k ]s=r+1,n,k=r,r+2,n 6= 0.
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Γ1,h

SR

Figure 3. Regions for the proof of Theorem 1.1

Step 3. Asymptotics of zeros for large |ρ|. Clearly, the zeros of D0
1(ρ) have the

form

ρ0l =
π

sin πr
n

(l + χ), χ := − 1

2πi
log(c1/c2), l ∈ Z.

By using (4.8), (4.9) and the standard method based on Rouche’s Theorem, we conclude that
the zeros of D1(ρ) and of D(ρ) for sufficiently large |ρ| are simple and have the asymptotics

ρl =
π

sin πr
n

(l + χ+ εl), εl = o(1), l → +∞. (4.10)

Substituting (4.10) into the relation D1(ρl) = 0 and using (4.9), we derive εl = ε(ρl), where
ε(ρ) satisfies (4.5). Clearly, {ρl} is a non-condensing sequence in G. Recall that A0 ∈ L2(0, 1).
It follows from (4.5) and Proposition 3.3 with µ = 2 that {εl} ∈ l2. In this way, we consider
the two neighbouring sectors Γ1 and Γ2. Returning to the λ-plane, we conclude that, in our
case, the eigenvalues have the form λl = ρnl , l ≥ l0, where ρl satisfy (4.10). It remains to prove
that l0 depends only on n, r, and (ps)

n
s=1.

Step 4. Estimate of |∆(λ)| from below. Consider the region

Gδ := {ρ ∈ G : |ρ− ρl| ≥ δ, l ≥ l0}, δ > 0.

Using (4.6)–(4.10), we obtain the estimate

|D(ρ)| ≥ Cδ|ρ|p exp(Re (ρω)), ρ ∈ Gδ, (4.11)

where Cδ is a constant depending on δ and G. By using (4.4) and (4.11), we get

|∆(ρn)| ≥ Cδ|ρ|p−n(n−1)/2 exp(Re (ρω)), ρ ∈ Gδ. (4.12)

Step 5. Difference (∆(λ) − ∆0(λ)). Consider the problem L0 of the same form as L
with the zero coefficients σ0

ν = 0, ν = 0, n− 2, u0
s,j = 0, j = 1, ps, s = 1, n. Let ∆0(λ) be the

characteristic function of L0. By using the formulas (4.2) and (4.6), we obtain

∆(ρn)−∆0(ρn) = o
(

ρp−n(n−1)/2 exp(ρω)
)

, ρ ∈ Γκ,h, |ρ| → ∞. (4.13)

Combining (4.12) and (4.13), we get

|∆(λ)−∆0(λ)| < |∆(λ)|, (4.14)
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for λ = ρn, ρ ∈ Gδ, and sufficiently large |ρ|. Clearly, the inequality (4.14) can be obtained
for the two neighbouring sectors Γκ,h and Γκ+1,h, whose images cover the whole λ-plane. Con-
sequently, (4.14) holds on some contour {λ : |λ| = R} with a sufficiently large R. Since the
functions ∆(λ) and ∆0(λ) are entire in λ, then, by virtue of Rouche’s Theorem, these two
functions have the same number of zeros in the circle {λ : |λ| < R}. Thus, the numeration of
the zeros {λl} and {λ0

l } of ∆(λ) and ∆0(λ), respectively, starts from the same index l0. The
shift of numeration leads to (1.8).

Further, we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let D1(ρ) be a function of form (4.9), where ε(ρ) is analytic function in G
satisfying (4.5), and {ρl}l≥l0 ⊂ G be an arbitrary sequence of form (4.10) with {εl} ∈ l2. Then

Ḋ1(ρl) = c+ κl, c ∈ C, {κl} ∈ l2,

where Ḋ1(ρ) =
d
dρ
D1(ρ).

Proof. It follows from (4.9) that

Ḋ1(ρl) = Ḋ0
1(ρl) + ε̇(ρl).

Obviously, Ḋ1(ρl) = c+ κl. The Cauchy formula yields

ε̇(ρl) =
1

2πi

∫

|ρ−ρl|=δ

ε(ρ)

(ρ− ρl)2
dρ,

where δ > 0 is so small that {ρ : |ρ− ρl| = δ} ⊂ G. Hence

|ε̇(ρl)| ≤ δ−1 max
|ρ−ρl|=δ

|ε(ρ)|.

Denote by {ρ⋄l } the points such that

|ρ⋄l − ρl| = δ, |ε(ρ⋄l )| = max
|ρ−ρl|=δ

|ε(ρ)|.

Clearly, {ρ⋄l }l≥l0 is a non-condensing sequence in G. Therefore, it follows from (4.5) and Propo-
sition 3.3 that {ε(ρ⋄l )} ∈ l2. Consequently, {ε̇(ρl)} ∈ l2. This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the problems L and L̃ satisfy the conditions of Theo-
rem 1.2, that is, σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) a.e. on (0, 1), ν = ν0, n− 2, us,ps−j = ũs,ps−j , j = 0, d− 2,
d := n − 1 − max

ν=0,ν0−1
(ν + iν). By virtue of Theorem 1.1, the eigenvalues have the form

λl = (−1)n−rρnl and λ̃l = (−1)n−rρ̃nl , l ≥ 1, where ρl and ρ̃l have the asymptotics (4.10)
with χ = χ̃. For definiteness, consider the case of even (n − r) and κ = 1. According to
the proof of Theorem 1.1, the numbers ρl and ρ̃l for sufficiently large l are the zeros of the
functions D1(ρ) and D̃1(ρ), respectively, defined by (4.9). In order to estimate ρ̂l, we analyze
the difference D̂1(ρ).

Using the conditions of Theorem 1.2, Corollary 3.6, and (1.7), we obtain

Us(yk)− Ũs(ỹk) =

{

(ρωk)
psρ−d(ĉsk + ε̂(ρ)), s ≤ r,

(ρωk)
ps exp(ρωk)ρ

−d(ĉsk + ε̂(ρ)), s > r.
(4.15)
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Here and below in this proof, we denote by ε̂(ρ) various functions satisfying

|ε̂(ρ)| ≤ C(Υ(ρ) + Υd(ρ) + |ρ|−1),

and by ĉ with and without indices constants depending on the values
∫ 1

0

θ̂jk(t) dt, j = 0, n− 1, k = 1, n, and ûs,ps−d+1, s = 1, n, (4.16)

where θjk(t) are the functions from (3.31).
Repeating the arguments of Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we obtain

D̂1(ρ) = ρ−d(ĉ1 − ĉ2 exp(ρ(ωr − ωr+1)) + ε̂(ρ)), ρ ∈ SR, (4.17)

for sufficiently large |ρ|.
It follows from D1(ρl) = 0 and D̃1(ρ̃l) = 0 that

D1(ρl)−D1(ρ̃l) + D̂1(ρ̃l) = 0. (4.18)

The complex Taylor formula implies

D1(ρ̃l)−D1(ρl) = Ḋ1(ρl)(ρ̃l − ρl) +R(ρl, ρ̃l), (4.19)

where

R(ρl, ρ̃l) =
(ρ̃l − ρl)

2

2πi

∫

|ρ−ρl|=δ

D1(w) dw

(w − ρl)2(w − ρ̃l)
.

Using (4.9) and (4.10), one can easily show that

|R(ρl, ρ̃l)| ≤ C|ρl − ρ̃l|2,
for sufficiently large l. The latter estimate together with (4.18), and (4.19) imply

ρl − ρ̃l = D̂1(ρ̃l)(Ḋ1(ρl) + O(ρl − ρ̃l)). (4.20)

Let us estimate the right-hand side of (4.20). According to Proposition 3.2, ε̂(ρ) → 0 as
|ρ| → ∞, ρ ∈ SR. Therefore, (4.17) and (4.10) imply

D̂1(ρ̃l) = l−d(ĉ0 + ηl), ηl = o(1), l → ∞. (4.21)

Using (4.20), (4.21), and Lemma 4.1, we derive the asymptotics

ρl − ρ̃l = l−d(ĉ+ δl), δl = o(1), l → ∞.

Consider the following special cases.

(i) Suppose that
∫ 1

0
σ̂ν(x) dx = 0, ν ∈ N 0

d , and ûs,ps−d+1 = 0, s = 1, n. Then, according to
Corollary 3.6, all the values (4.16) equal zeros, so ĉ = 0.

(ii) If σν ∈ L2(0, 1), ν ∈ Nd, then Ad ∈ L2(0, 1). Applying Proposition 3.3 to Υ(ρ) and
Υd(ρ), we obtain {δl} ∈ l2.

The proof is complete.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let us apply Theorem 1.2 to an arbitrary problem L with n = 2m+1,
L̃ = L0 and ν0 = n − 1. The inequality i2k+j ≤ m − k − j implies that the minimal value
of d equals 1. In other words, the main diagonal in the corresponding matrix F (x) always
equal zero in the odd case. We have in−2 = 0 and in−3 ∈ {0, 1}. For in−3 = 0, we have
Nd = N 0

d = {(n − 2)}, and for in−3 = 1, Nd = {(n − 3), (n − 2)}, N 0
d = {(n − 2)}. Thus,

Theorem 1.2 immediately yields the claim.
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5 Examples

This section illustrates the application of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to various classes of differential
operators with distribution coefficients.

Example 5.1. Suppose that n = 3, i0 = 1, i1 = 0, σν ∈ L1(0, 1), ν = 0, 1. Then the differential
expression (1.1) takes the form

ℓ3(y) = y(3) − (σ1(x)y)
′ − σ1(x)y

′ − σ′
0(x)y, x ∈ (0, 1),

and the associated matrix equals

F (x) =





0 1 0
(σ0 + σ1) 0 1

0 −(σ0 − σ1) 0



 .

Clearly,

F0(x) ≡ 0, F1(x) =





0 0 0
(σ0 + σ1) 0 0

0 −(σ0 − σ1) 0



 . (5.1)

Consider the sector Γ1 = {ρ : 0 < arg ρ < π/3}. Then ω1 = exp(−2πi/3), ω2 = exp(2πi/3),
ω3 = 1. It follows from (5.1) that A0(x) ≡ 0 and

diag(A1(x)) = diag(Ω−1F1(x)Ω) =
2

3
σ1(x)





ω−1
1 0 0
0 ω−1

2 0
0 0 ω−1

3



 .

Applying Theorem 3.4 to the systems (2.6) and (3.7) with Ã(x, ρ) ≡ 0 and d = 1, we obtain
the following asymptotics for the fundamental solution matrix:

w(x, ρ) =

(

I +
2

3ρ

∫ x

0

σ1(t) dtB
−1 +

γ(x, ρ)

ρ

)

exp(ρBx),

where
max

x
‖γ(x, ρ)‖ ≤ C(Υ(ρ) + Υ1(ρ) + |ρ|−1), ρ ∈ G. (5.2)

Passing to the FSS {yk(x, ρ)}3k=1 of the equation ℓ3(y) = ρny, we obtain the asymptotics

y
[j]
k (x, ρ) = (ρωk)

j exp(ρωkx)

(

1+
2

3ρωk

∫ x

0

σ1(t) dt+
γjk(x, ρ)

ρ

)

, k = 1, n, j = 0, n− 1, (5.3)

where scalar functions γjk(x, ρ) satisfy the same estimate (5.2) as the matrix function γ(x, ρ).
Consider the differential equation ℓ3(y) = λy with the following boundary conditions (r = 1):

y(0) = 0, y(1) = 0, y[1](1) = 0.

By virtue of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.3, the eigenvalues of this problem have the asymp-
totics

λl =

(

2π√
3

(

l + χ+
χ1

l
+

δl
l

))n

, δl = o(1), l → ∞, (5.4)

where χ1 depends on
∫ 1

0
σ1(x) dx and, if σν ∈ L2(0, 1), ν = 0, 1, then {δl} ∈ l2.
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The function D(ρ) defined by (4.2) has the form

D(ρ) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

y1(0, ρ) y2(0, ρ) y3(0, ρ)
y1(1, ρ) y2(1, ρ) y3(1, ρ)

y
[1]
1 (1, ρ) y

[1]
2 (1, ρ) y

[1]
3 (1, ρ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (5.5)

Substituting the asymptotics (5.3) into (5.5) and finding the asymptotics of the zeros {ρl} of
D(ρ) in the strip SR, we obtain the values

χ =
1

6
, χ1 =

1

π2

∫ 1

0

σ1(x) dx

of the constants in (5.4).

In the next examples, for the sake of simplicity, we assume that us,j = ũs,j, s = 1, n,
j = 1, ps.

Example 5.2. Suppose that n = 2m, iν = 0, σν ∈ L1(0, 1), ν = 0, n− 2. Due to Definition 2.1,
the entries of the associated matrix F (x) = [fk,j(x)]

n
k,j=1 are given by the relations

fn−k,k+1 = (−1)k+1σ2k, k = 0, m− 1,

fn−k−1,k+1 = fn−k,k+2 = (−1)kσ2k+1, k = 0, m− 2,

and all the other entries are defined as fk,j = δk+1,j. For instance,

ℓ6(y) = y(6) + (σ4y
′′)′′ + [(σ3y

′′)′ + (σ3y
′)′′]− (σ2y

′)′ − [(σ1y)
′ + σ1y

′] + σ0y,

and the associated matrix is

0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0

0 −σ3 −σ4 0 1 0

σ1 σ2 −σ3 0 0 1

−σ0 σ1 0 0 0 0













































Clearly, for each d = 1, n− 1, the d-th diagonal contains only σn−d−1. Since the main
diagonal is zero, the remainder term εl of the asymptotics (1.8) has the form (1.11), similarly
to the case of odd n.

Consider problems L and L̃ such that σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) a.e. on (0, 1) for ν = ν0, n− 2,
ν0 ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}. Then, in Theorem 1.2, d = n− ν0, Nd = N 0

d = {(ν0 − 1)}. Hence

ρ̂l = l−(n−ν0)(ĉ+ δl), δl = o(1),

and the constant ĉ linearly depends on
1
∫

0

σ̂ν0−1(x) dx. In addition, if σ̂ν0−1 ∈ L2(0, 1), then

{δl} ∈ l2.
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Example 5.3. Suppose that n = 2m, iν = 1, σν ∈ L2(0, 1), ν = 0, n− 2, ν0 ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.
For instance,

ℓ4(y) = y(4) + (σ′
2y

′)′ + [(σ′
1y)

′ + σ′
1y

′]− σ′
0y

and the associated matrix equals

F (x) =









0 1 0 0
−σ1 −σ2 1 0

(σ0 − σ1σ2) −σ2
2 σ2 1

−σ2
1 (−σ0 − σ1σ2) σ1 0









.

Suppose that, for the problems L and L̃, we have σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) a.e. on (0, 1) for ν =
ν0, n− 2. Then d = n − ν0 − 1, Nd = {(ν0 − 1)}, N 0

d = ∅. Therefore, Theorem 1.2 implies
ρ̂l = l−(n−ν0−1)κl, {κl} ∈ l2.

Example 5.4. Consider the case of Mirzoev and Shkalikov [2]: n = 2m, i2k+j = m − k − j,
j ∈ {0, 1}, σν ∈ L2(0, 1), ν = 0, n− 2. The structure of the associated matrix F (x) is provided
in [2]. Suppose that for the problems L and L̃, we have σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) a.e. on (0, 1) for
ν = 2ν1, n− 2. Then d = m − ν1, Nd = {(2ν1 − 2), (2ν1 − 1)}, N 0

d = ∅. Hence, Theorem 1.2
implies ρ̂l = l−(m−ν1)κl, {κl} ∈ l2.

The cases similar to Examples 5.2–5.4 can be considered for odd n.

6 Asymptotics of weight numbers

In this section, we define the weight numbers {βl} and obtain for them results analogous to
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 for the eigenvalues.

Together with Us(y), s = 1, n, consider the linear form

U0(y) = y[p0](0) +

p0
∑

j=1

u0,jy
[j−1](0), p0 6= ps, s = 1, r.

Denote by L• the boundary value problem for equation (1.3) with the boundary conditions
Us(y) = 0, s = 0, n \ r. The eigenvalues of L• coincide with the zeros of the characteristic
functions ∆•(λ) := det[Us(Ck)]s=0,n\r, k=1,n.

Define the weight numbers {βl} as follows:

βl := Res
λ=λl

∆•(λ)

∆(λ)
.

By Theorem 1.2, for sufficiently large l, the eigenvalues {λl} of the problem L are simple.
Therefore,

βl =
∆•(λl)
d
dλ
∆(λl)

(6.1)

for such values of l. It is worth considering the weight numbers only for sufficiently large indices
l.

Example 6.1. Let n = 2, r = 1, p1 = p2 = 0, p0 = 1, u0,1 = 0. Then L and L• are the
boundary value problems for the Sturm-Liouville equation

y′′ − q(x)y = λy, x ∈ (0, 1), (6.2)
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with the boundary conditions y(0) = y(1) = 0 and y[1](0) = y(1) = 0, respectively. Hence

βl =
C1(1, λl)
d
dλ
C2(1, λl)

,

where Ck(x, λ) are the solutions of (6.2) under the initial conditions C
[j−1]
k (0, λ) = δj,k, j, k =

1, 2. One can easily show that C2(x, λl) are the eigenfunctions of L and

βl = −α−1
l , αl :=

1
∫

0

C2
2(x, λl) dx. (6.3)

For a real-valued potential q ∈ L2(0, 1), the numbers {λl, αl}l≥1 are the classical spectral data
of the inverse Sturm-Liouville problem (see, e.g., [19, 20]). For the case of complex-valued
q ∈ L2(0, 1), the so-called generalized spectral data have been introduced in [21]. In the
Dirichlet-Dirichlet case, the generalized weight numbers coincide with αl defined by (6.3) for
sufficiently large l (see [22]).

Theorem 6.2. For sufficiently large l, the following relation holds:

βl = ln−1+p0−pr(β0 + κl), {κl} ∈ l2, (6.4)

where the constant β0 depends only on n, r, and (ps)
n
s=0.

Proof. For definiteness, consider the case of even (n− r). Recall that the eigenvalues of L have
the form λl = ρnl , where {ρl} for sufficiently large l belong to SR and fulfill (4.10).

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the formulas for ρ ∈ SR:

∆•(λ) = D•(ρ) detA(ρ), D•(ρ) = det[Us(Ck)]s=0,n\r, k=1,n, (6.5)

D•(ρ) = ρp−pr+p0 exp(ρω)D•
1(ρ), (6.6)

D•
1(ρ) = D•,0

1 (ρ) + ε(ρ), D•,0
1 (ρ) = c•1 − c•2 exp(ρ(ωr − ωr+1)), (6.7)

where ε(ρ) is a function satisfying (4.5), not necessarily equal to ε(ρ) in (4.9), and c•1, c
•
2 are

some constants different from c1, c2. Substituting (4.2), (4.8), (6.5), (6.7) into (6.1), we derive

βl =
nρn−1

l D•(ρl)
d
dρ
D(ρl)

= nρn−1+p0−pr
l

D•
1(ρl)

d
dρ
D1(ρl)

. (6.8)

Using (4.9), (4.10), Lemma 4.1 for D•
1(ρl) and taking into account that {ε(ρl)} ∈ l2, we obtain

D•
1(ρl) = s1 + κl,1,

d
dρ
D1(ρl) = s2 + κl,2,

where s1, s2 6= 0 are constants and {κl,1}, {κl,2} ∈ l2. Hence, we arrive at (6.4).

Remark 6.3. Theorems 1.1 and 6.2 are valid for the eigenvalues and the weight numbers, respec-
tively, of the boundary value problems for the system ~y′ = (F (x) + Λ)~y with the appropriate
boundary conditions generated by the linear forms Us(y), s = 0, n, and with an arbitrary matrix
function F (x) = [fk,j]

n
k,j=1 (not necessarily related to the differential expression ℓn(y)) satisfying

the conditions:

fk,j = δk+1,j, k < j, fk,k ∈ L2(0, 1), fk,j ∈ L1(0, 1), k > j, trace(F (x)) ≡ 0.
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Further, we formulate and prove the theorem for the weight numbers {βl} similar to Theo-
rem 1.2 for the eigenvalues.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that σν(x) = σ̃ν(x) for a.e. x ∈ (0, 1), ν = ν0, n− 2, and us,ps−j =
ũs,ps−j,j = 0, d− 2, s = 0, n, where d is defined by (1.9). Then

βl − β̃l = ln−1+p0−pr−d(ĉ+ δl), δl = o(1), l → ∞,

where ĉ and δl have the properties similar to the ones in Theorem 1.2, where s = 1, n in (1.10)
is replaced with s = 0, n.

The notations ĉ and δl in Theorems 1.2 and 6.4 are used for different values. However, we
use the same notations in the both cases to emphasize the similar remainder properties.

Proof of Theorem 6.4. Assume that the conditions of the theorem holds for L and L̃. Similarly
to the previous proofs, we consider the case of even (n− r). The odd case is analogous. Let us
use the formula (6.8) for βl and β̃l. For shortness, put q := n− 1 + p0 − pr. Then

βl − β̃l

n
= ρql

D•
1(ρl)

d
dρ
D1(ρl)

− ρ̃ql
D̃•

1(ρ̃l)
d
dρ
D̃1(ρ̃l)

= ρql
D•

1(ρl)− D̃•
1(ρ̃l)

d
dρ
D1(ρl)

+ ρql D̃
•
1(ρl)

d
dρ
D̃1(ρ̃l)− d

dρ
D1(ρl)

d
dρ
D1(ρl)

d
dρ
D̃1(ρ̃l)

+ (ρql − ρ̃ql )
D•

1(ρl)
d
dρ
D1(ρl)

(6.9)

for sufficiently large l.
Consider the first term in (6.9). Obviously,

D•
1(ρl)− D̃•

1(ρ̃l) = D•
1(ρl)−D•

1(ρ̃l) + D̂•
1(ρ̃l).

For D•
1(ρ̃l), the asymptotics similar to (4.21) holds. Using the Taylor formula, we obtain

D•
1(ρ̃l)−D•

1(ρl) = Ḋ•
1(ρl)(ρ̃l − ρl) +R•(ρl, ρ̃l),

|R•(ρl, ρ̃l)| ≤ C|ρl − ρ̃l|2.

Thus, similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.2, we obtain

D•
1(ρl)− D̃•

1(ρ̃l) = l−d(ĉ+ δl), δl = o(1), l → ∞.

Using (4.10) and Lemma 4.1, we arrive at the asymptotics lq−d(ĉ+δl) for the first term of (6.9).
For the second and the third terms, the same asymptotics can be obtained analogously. This
completes the proof of Theorem 6.4.
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