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Abstract. An overview of the author’s results is given. Property C
stands for completeness of the set of products of solutions to homoge-
neous linear Sturm-Liouville equations. The inverse problems discussed
include the classical ones (inverse scattering on a half-line, on the full
line, inverse spectral problem), inverse scattering problems with incom-
plete data, for example, inverse scattering on the full line when the
reflection coefficient is known but no information about bound states
and norming constants is available, but it is a priori known that the
potential vanishes for x < 0, or inverse scattering on a half-line when
the phase shift of the s-wave is known for all energies, no bound states
and norming constants are known, but the potential is a priori known to
be compactly supported. If the potential is compactly supported, then
it can be uniquely recovered from the knowledge of the Jost function
f(k) only, or from f(0,k), for all k € A, where A is an arbitrary subset
of (0,00) of positive Lebesgue measure.

Inverse scattering problem for an inhomogeneous Schrédinger equa-
tion is studied.

Inverse scattering problem with fixed-energy phase shifts as the data
is studied.

Some inverse problems for parabolic and hyperbolic equations are
investigated.

A detailed analysis of the invertibility of all the steps in the inversion
procedures for solving the inverse scattering and spectral problems is
presented.

An analysis of the Newton-Sabatier procedure for inversion of fixed-
energy phase shifts is given.

Inverse problems with mixed data are investigated.

Representation formula for the I-function is given and properties of
this function are studied.

Algorithms for finding the scattering data from the I-function, the
I-function from the scattering data and the potential from the I-function
are given.

A characterization of the Weyl solution and a formula for this so-
lution in terms of Green’s function are obtained.
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1 Property C for ODE

In this paper a review of the author’s results is given and some new results are
included. The bibliography is not complete. Only the papers and books used in
the work on this paper are mentioned. The contents of this paper are clear from
the table of contents.

The results presented in this paper include:

1.

Property C for ordinary differential equations (ODE), that is, theorems
about completeness of the sets of products of solutions to homogeneous
ODE.

. Uniqueness theorems for finding the potential

a) from the I-function (which equals the Weyl function),

b) from the classical scattering data for the half-axis problem (a new
very short proof which does not use the Marchenko method),

c¢) from the phase shift of s-wave in the case when the potential ¢ is
compactly supported and no bound states or norming constants are known,

d) from the reflection coefficient only (when g = 0 for = < x),

e) from mixed data: part of the set of eigenvalues and the knowledge of
q(x) on a part of a finite interval,

f) from overdetermined Cauchy data,

g) from part of the fized-energy phase shifts,

h) from various type of data which are typical in PDE problems,

i) from f(k) or f/(0, k) when ¢ is compactly supported,

j) from the scattering data for a solution to an inhomogeneous Schrodinger
equation.
Reconstruction algorithms for finding the potential from overdetermined
Cauchy data, for finding f(k) and f’(0,k) from the scattering data, for
finding the scattering data from the I-function and the I-function from the
scattering data.
Properties of the I-function and a representation formula for it.
Stability estimate for the solution of the inverse scattering problem with
fixed-energy data. Example of two compactly supported real-valued piecewise-
constant potentials which produce practically the same phase shifts for all
values of /.
Discussion of the Newton-Sabatier procedure for inversion of the fixed-energy
phase shifts. Proof of the fact that this procedure cannot recover generic
potentials, for example, compactly supported potentials.
Detailed analysis and proof of the invertibility of each of the steps in the
inversion schemes of Marchenko and Gelfand-Levitan.
Representation of the Weyl solution via the Green function and a charac-
terization of this solution by its behavior for large complex values of the
spectral parameter and z running through a compact set.

Completeness of the set of products of solutions to ODE has been used for
inverse problems on a finite interval in the works of Borg [2] and Levitan [12], [13].

Completeness of the set of products of solutions to homogeneous partial dif-
ferential equations (PDE) was introduced and used extensively under the name
property C in [26]-[31], and [17]. Property C in these works differs essentially from
the property C defined and used in this paper: while in [26]-[31], and [17] property
C means completeness of the set of products of solutions to homogeneous PDE with
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fixed value of the spectral parameter, in this paper we prove and use completeness
of the sets of products of solutions to homogeneous ordinary differential equations
(ODE) with variable values of the spectral parameter. Note that the dimension of
the null-space of a homogeneous PDE (without boundary conditions) with a fixed
value of the spectral parameter is infinite, while the dimension of the null-space
of a homogeneous ODE (without boundary conditions) with a fixed value of the
spectral parameter is finite. Therefore one cannot have property C for ODE in the
sense of [26]-[31], and [17], because the set of products of solutions to homogeneous
ODE with fixed value of the spectral parameter is finite-dimensional.

In this paper property C for ordinary differential equations is defined, proved
and used extensively. Earlier papers are [38] and [18].

Let

tu =" + k*u — q(x)u = 0, z € R=(—00,00). (1.1)

Assume

oo

GE€Lny, Limi={d:q=7 / (1+ |2)™g(@) e < 00} (1.2)

— 00

It is known [14], [17] that there is a unique solution (the Jost solution) to (1.1)
with the asymptotics

f(x, k) =™ 4 0(1), z— +oo. (1.3)

We denote fy(z, k) := f(z,k), f-(z,k) := f(z,—k), k € R. The function f(0,k) =
f (k) is called the Jost function. The function f(k) is analytic in C; := {k : Imk >
0} and has at most finitely many zeros in C; which are located at the points
tkj,k; > 0,1 < j < J. The numbers fk]z are the negative eigenvalues of the
selfadjoint operator defined by the differential expression L, := f% + ¢(z) and
the boundary condition u(0) = 0 in L?(R,), Ry = (0,00). The function f(k) may
have zero at k = 0. This zero is simple: if f(0) = 0 then f(0) #0, f := %.
Let ¢ and % be the solutions to (1.1) defined by the conditions

90(07 k) =0, 90,(07 k) =1 1/)(07 k) =1, 1/)'(0» k) =0, (14)

where ¢ := g—i. It is known [14], [17], that ¢(z, k) and ¢ (z, k) are even entire

functions of k of exponential type < |z|.
Let g4 (x, k) be the unique solution to (1.1) with the asymptotics

gi(z, k) = e 4 o(1), z— —o0 (1.5)
Definition 1.1 Let p(z) € L11(Ry) and assume

/ p@) F1 (@, K)oz, k) dz = 0, Wk >0, (1.6)
0

where fj(z, k) is the Jost solution to (1.1) with q(x) = g¢;(z), j = 1,2. If (1.6)
implies p(x) = 0, then we say that the pair {L1, Lo}, Lj := Ly, := —;;—22 +q;j(z) has

property Cy .
Ifpe L11(R_) and

0
/ p(x)g1(x, k)go(x, k)dz =0 vk > 0, (1.7)

— 00

implies p(x) = 0, then we say that the pair {L1, Lo} has property C_.
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In (1.7) g; := gj+ (2, k).
Fix an arbitrary b > 0. Assume that

b
/0 p(x)p1(z, k)pa(x, k)de =0 Yk >0 (1.8)

implies p(z) = 0. Then we say that the pair {L1, Lo} has property C,, and similarly
Cy is defined, 1; replacing ¢; in (1.8).

Theorem 1.1 The pair {L1, Lo}, where L; := —%—i—qj(x), g € L11(Ry),j=
1,2, has properties Cy,Cy, and Cy. If q; € L1 1(R_), then {Ly, L2} has property
C_.

Proof Proof can be found in [18]. We sketch only the idea of the proof of
property C .
Using the known formula

fj($7 k) = eikz +/ Aj($7y)6ikydy7 ] = 17 27 (19)

where Aj(x,y) is the transformation kernel corresponding to the potential g;(x),
j = 1,2, see also formula (2.17) below, and substituting (1.9) into (1.6), one gets
after a change of order of integration a homogeneous Volterra integral equation for
p(z). Thus p(z) = 0. m|

The reason for taking b < co in (1.8) is: when one uses the formula

k (k
(k) = D) / e i LR IE R

for the solution ¢; to (1.1) (with ¢ = ¢;) satisfying first two conditions (1.4),
then the Volterra-type integral equation for p(z) contains integrals over the infinite
interval (x,00). In this case the conclusion p(x) = 0 does not hold, in general.
If, however, the integrals are over a finite interval (z,b), then one can conclude

p(x) = 0.
The same argument holds when one proves property Cy, but formula (1.10) is
replaced by

¥;(z, k) = cos(kz) +/ K, (x,y) cos(ky)dy, j=1,2, (1.11)
0
with a different kernel IA(;(:U, Y).

2 Applications of property C

2.1 Uniqueness of the solution inverse scattering problem with the
data I-function. The I-function I(k) is defined by the formula

/(0 k)
fk)

This function is equal to the Weyl function m(k) which is defined as the function
for which

I(k) :=

(2.1)

Wz, k) := (x, k) +m(k)e(x, k) € L*(Ry), Imk >0, (2.2)
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where W(z, k) is the Weyl solution, W(0,k) = 1, W/(0,k) = m(k). Note that
Wz, k) = f}f,;])c), as follows from formulas (1.3), (2.1) and from formula (2.3)
which says I(k) = m(k).

To prove that

I(k) = m(k), (2.3)
one argues as follows. If ¢ € L1 1 (R, ), then there is exactly one, up to a constant
factor solution to (1.1) belonging to L*(R;) when I'mk > 0.

Since f(z, k) is such a solution, one concludes that

f(@, k) = c(k)[¥(x, k) + m(k)e(z, k)], c(k) # 0. (2.4)
Therefore,
Y'(0, k) + m(k)¢' (0, k)
I(k) = =m(k),
=50 m T mme0r "
as claimed, because 9(0,k) =1, ¢(0,k) =0, ¥'(0,k) = 0 and ¢'(0,k) = 1.
In sections 11 and 12 the I-function is studied in more detail.
The inverse problem (IP1) is:

Given I(k) for all k > 0, find g(x).

Theorem 2.1 The IP1 has at most one solution.

Proof Theorem 2.1 can be proved in several ways. One way [19] is to recover
the spectral function p(\) from I(k), k = Az. This is possible since Im I(k) =

k
TFRZ k> 0, and
D A>0
dp(\) =  ZUHVIIE ’ (2.5)
> =1 GO+ kf) d\, A<0, k; >0,
where —kf— are the bound states of the Dirichlet operator L, = —% +¢q(x) in

L*(Ry), f(ik;) = 0, §() is the delta-function, and
2k, (0, ik, . Of
Cj:—ij. ( ]), f:Z —_—. (26)
[ (ik;) Ok
Note that ik; and the number J in (2.5) can be found as the simple poles of I(k)
in C4 and the number of these poles, and

¢j = ~2ik; Res I(k) = 2k;r;, (2.7)

k=ik;

where ir; := Resp—i, I(k), so rj = ;TJJ

It is well known that dp()) determines ¢(x) uniquely [14], [17]. An algorithm
for recovery of ¢(x) from dp is known (Gelfand-Levitan). In [19] a characterization
of the class of I-functions corresponding to potentials in Cj7.(R4), m > 0 is given.

Here we give a very simple new proof of Theorem 2.1 (cf [18]):

Assume that ¢; and g generate the same I(k), that is, I (k) = Is(k) := I(k).
Subtract from equation (1.1) for fi(z, k) this equation for fa(z, k) and get:

Llw:pra p('T’) = QI(:E) —QQ(JU), w = fl(QTJC)—fz(l‘,k) (28)

Multiply (2.8) by fi1 and integrate by parts:

/O " p(@) fales K)o ) = (uf fy —w )| = (fufs — Fif2)]
= fifo(li(k) — I(k)) =0  Vk >0, (2.9)
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where we have used (1.3) to conclude that at infinity the boundary term vanishes.
From (2.9) and property C; (Theorem 1.1) it follows that p(z) = 0. Theorem 2.1

is proved.
O

2.2 Uniqueness of the solution to inverse scattering problem on the
half axis. This is a classical problem [14], [17]. The scattering data are

S = {S(k‘), kij, S5, 1 S] < J} (2.10)
Here )
S(k) == NioR (2.11)

is the S-matrix, k; > 0 are the same as in section 2.1, and the norming constants
s; are the numbers

fik;) f/(0, ik;)
Note that (2.6) implies
Cj = Sj [f’(O,ikj)]Q. (213)

Theorem 2.2 Data (2.10) determine q(x) € L1 1(R4) uniquely.

Proof This result is due to Marchenko [14]. We give a new short proof based
on property C ([18]). We prove that data (2.10) determine (k) uniquely, and then
Theorem 2.2 follows from Theorem 2.1. To determine I(k) we determine f(k) and
(0, k) from data (2.10).

First, let us prove that data (2.10) determine uniquely f(k). Suppose there are
two different functions f(k) and h(k) with the same data (2.10). Then

fk) _ f(=Fk)
TOTE A (2.14)

The left-hand side in (2.14) is analytic in C since f(k) and h(k) are, and the
zeros of h(k) in C, are the same as these of f(k), namely ik;, and they are simple.

The right-hand side of (2.14) has similar properties in C_. Thus % is an entire

function which tends to 1 as |k| — oo, so, % =1 and f(k) = h(k). The relation

lim  f(k) =1 (2.15)

|k|—o00,keC

follows from the representation

f(k)y=1 +/OOO A0, y)e*¥dy,  A(0,y) € L1(Ry). (2.16)
Various estimates for the kernel A(x,y) in the formula
flx, k) =™ 4 /00 Az, y)e*vdy (2.17)
are given in [14]. We mention the following:
A < oo (52 ata) = [ latola 219

‘W*iq <""”;Ly>’ < co(a)o <““2Ly> (2.19)
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where ¢ > 0 here and below stands for various estimation constants.
From (2.17) and (2.18) formula (2.16) follows.
Thus, we have proved

S = f(k). (2.21)
Let us prove
S = f'(0,k). (2.22)
We use the Wronskian:

F/(0,k) F(—k) = f'(0,~k)f (k) = 2ik, k€ER. (2.23)

The function f(k) and therefore f(—k) = f(k), where the overbar stands for
complex conjugate, we have already uniquely determined from data (2.10). Assume
there are two functions f/(0, k) and 2'(0, k) corresponding to the same data (2.10).
Let

w(k) == f'(0,k) — h'(0, k). (2.24)

Subtract (2.23) with A’(0,+k) in place of f/(0,%k) from equation (2.23) and

get
w(k)f(=k) —w(=k)f(k) =0,
or

w(k) _ w(=k)

fk) — f(=k)
(1)

Claim % is analytic in Cy and vanishes at infinity and
C_ and vanishes at infinity.

vk eR (2.25)

?Z((:;z)) is analytic in

If this claim holds, then % =0,k € C, and therefore w(k) =0, so f'(0,k) =
(0, k).

To complete the proof, let us prove the claim.

From (2.17) one gets:

F0, k) = ik — A(0,0) + / A,(0,y)e*vdy. (2.26)
0
Taking k£ — 400 in (2.16), integrating by parts and using (2.20), one gets:
A(0,0) 1 [* "
k)=1 - — A Y dy. 2.2
1(k) - [ Ay (227)
Thus
A(0,0) = — klim ik[f (k) —1]. (2.28)
— 0

Since f(k) is uniquely determined by data (2.10), so is the constant A(0,0) (by
formula (2.28)).
Therefore (2.24) and (2.28) imply:

w(k) = 0. (2.29)

lim
|k|—o0, KeEC4
It remains to be checked that (2.10) implies
w(tk;) = 0. (2.30)
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This follows from formula (2.12): if f(k) and s; are the same, so are f’(0,ik;), and
w(ik;) = 0 as the difference of equal numbers

2ik;
K (0,ik;) = £(0,ik;) = _f(zZTj)s
77°79

Theorem 2.2 is proved. O

In this section we have proved that the scattering data (2.10) determines the I-
function (2.1) uniquely. The converse is also true: implicitly it follows from the
fact that both sets of data (2.1) and (2.10) determine uniquely the potential and
are determined by the potential uniquely. A direct proof is given in section 12
below.

2.3 Compactly supported potential is uniquely determined by the
phase shift of s-wave. Consider the inverse scattering on half-line and assume
q(z) =0 for > a > 0, where a > 0 is an arbitrary fixed number.

The phase shift of s-wave is denoted by d(k) and is defined by the formula

F(k) = £ (k)|e™ ™), (2.31)
so the S-matrix can be written as
F(=k) o)
S(k) = == = =\, 2.32
=1 (232
If ¢(x) is real-valued, then
0(—k)=-d(k), keR, (2.33)
and if ¢ € Ly 1(R4), then
d(00) = 0. (2.34)
Note that S-matrix is unitary:
S(—k)=S(k), |Sk)=1ifkeR. (2.35)
Define index of S(k):
. 1 o 1
v:=1indS(k) := 5 _Oodln S(k) = ﬁARarg S(k). (2.36)
From (2.32), (2.33) and (2.34) one derives a formula for the index:
1 1
v :;ARé(k) = ;[6(—0) — 0(—00) + §(+00) — 6(+0)]
29 {72 IO 20 (2:37)
oo | —2J -1 if f(0)=0.
Here we have used the formula:
1 1
=4(+0) = #{zeros of f(k) in CL} + 560, (2.38)
T

which is the argument principle. Here §p := 0 if f(0) # 0 and Jp := 1 if f(0) = 0.
The zero of f(k) at k =0 is called a resonance at zero energy.
Let us prove the following result [22]:

Theorem 2.3 If ¢ € L11(Ry) decays faster than any exponential: |q(x)| <
ce "y > 1, then the data {5(k) Vk > 0} determines q(x) uniquely.
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Proof Our proof is new and short. We prove that, if ¢ is compactly supported
or decays faster than any exponential, e.g. |¢(z)] < ce=l*I"| 4 > 1, then §(k)
determines uniquely k; and s;, and, by Theorem 2.2, g(z) is uniquely determined.

We give the proof for compactly supported potentials. The proof for the poten-
tials decaying faster than any exponentials is exactly the same. The crucial point
is: under both assumptions the Jost function is an entire function of k.

If g(z) is compactly supported, g(z) = 0 for © > a, then f(k) is an entire
function of exponential type < 2a, that is |f(k)| < ce2?*l ([17, p. 278]). Therefore
S(k) is meromorphic in C4 (see (2.32)). Therefore the numbers k;, 1 < j < J, can
be uniquely determined as the only poles of S(k) in C. One should check that

F(—ikj) #£0 if f(ik;) = 0. (2.39)
This follows from (2.23): if one takes k = ik; and uses f(ik;) = 0, then (2.23)
yields
f’(O,z’kj)f(—ikj) = —2/€j < 0. (240)
Thus f(—ik;) # 0. Therefore §(k) determines uniquely the numbers k; and J.
To determine s;, note that

—ik; 1
Res S(k) = f( iky) = -5y, (2.41)
as follows from (2.12) and (2.40). Thus the data (2.10) are uniquely determined
from S(k) if ¢ is compactly supported, and Theorem 2.2 implies Theorem 2.3. O

Corollary 2.1 If q(r) € L1 1(Ry) is compactly supported, then the knowledge
of f(k) on an arbitrary small open subset of Ry (or even on an infinite sequence
kn >0, ky #km if m#n, ky, =k asn — 0o, k> 0) determines q(r) uniquely.

In section 4 we prove a similar result with the data f'(0,k) in place of f(k).

2.4 Recovery of ¢ € Ly 1(R) from the reflection coefficient alone. Con-
sider the scattering problem on the full line: « solves (1.1) and

u~ t(k)e™™  x — 400, (2.42)
u~ e pr(k)e” Tz —oo. (2.43)
The coefficients t(k) and r(k) are called the transmission and reflection coefi-
cients (see [14] and [17]). In general r(k) alone cannot determine ¢(x) uniquely.
We assume
q(z) =0 for x < 0, (2.44)
and give a short proof, based on property C, of the following:

Theorem 2.4 If g € L1 1(R) and (2.44) holds, then r(k), Yk > 0, determines
q(x) uniquely.

Proof We claim that r(k) determines uniquely I(k) if (2.44) holds. Thus,
Theorem 2.4 follows from Theorem 2.1. To check the claim, note that u(z, k) =
t(k)f(x, k), so

u'(0, k)
(k) = —— 2.4
() = (2.45)
and use (2.44), (2.43) to get u = e*** + r(k)e~** for x < 0, so
/! - 1 _
W(0.k) _ik(L— (k) 0.1
u(0, k) 1+ r(k)
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From (2.45) and (2.46) the claim follows. Theorem 2.4 is proved. a

2.5 Inverse scattering with various data. Consider scattering on the full
line (1.1), (2.42)-(2.43), assume g(x) = 0 if « ¢ [0,1], and take as the scattering
data the function

u(0, k) := ug(k), Yk > 0. (2.47)

Theorem 2.5 Data (2.47) determine g(x) uniquely.

Proof If ¢ = 0 for x < 0, then u(z, k) = e + r(k)e=%*2 for z < 0, u(0,k) =
1+ r(k), so data (2.47) determine r(k) and, by Theorem 2.4, ¢(x) is uniquely
determined. Theorem 2.5 is proved. Of course, this theorem is a particular case of
Theorem 2.4. m|

Remark 2.1 Other data can be considered, for example, u'(0, k) := v(k). Then
u'(0,k) = ik[l — r(k)], and again v(k) determines r(k) and, by Theorem 2.4, q(x)
is uniquely determined.

However, if the data are given at the right end of the support of the potential,
the inverse problem is more difficult. For example, if u(1,k) := u;(k) is given for
all k > 0, then uy (k) = t(k)e*, so t(k) is determined by the data uniquely.

The problem of determining ¢(x) from ¢(k) does not seem to have been studied.
If ¢(x) > 0, then the selfadjoint operator Ly = —% +¢q(x) in L?(R) does not have
bound states (negative eigenvalues).

In this case the relation |r?(k)| + [t2(k)| = 1 allows one to find

Ir(k)| = /1—[t(k)]2, keR.

a(k) := exp {—; /OO st} . (2.48)

—00

Define

The function (2.48) has no zeros in C, if L, has no bound states. If ¢ is
compactly supported then r(k) and ¢(k) are meromorphic in C.
Let us note that

f(a,k) = fy(2,k) =b(k)g-(z,k) + a(k)g+(z, k) (2.49)
9-(x, k) = c(k) f+ (2, k) + d(k) f—(z, k). (2.50)
It is known [14], [17], that

a(—k) =a(k), b(-k)=0b(k), kecR, (2.51)
c(k) = =b(—k), d(k) = a(k), (2.52)
a(k) = fﬁ[f(x,k),g_(w,k)}, b(k) = ﬁ[h(x, k), g+ (z, k)], (2.53)

where [f, g] := fg’ — f’g is the Wronskian,
la(k)|? =1+ |b(k)|?, (2.54)
=2 = o (255)

The function a(k) is analytic in C4. One can prove [14, p.288]

a(k)zl—w—i-o(l), k — oo, (2.56)

k
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" b(k) = O (;) ko oo (2.57)

The function r(k) does not allow, in general, an analytic continuation from the
real axis into the complex plane. However, if ¢(z) = 0 for 2 < 0, then b(k) admits
an analytic continuation from the real axis into C; and r(k) is meromorhic in C;.

If g(z) is compactly supported the functions fi(z,k) and g4 (z, k) are entire
functions of k of exponential type, so that r(k) and ¢(k) are meromorphic in C.
From (2.54) one can find |b(k)| since a(k) is found from formula (2.48) (assuming
no bound states).

The conclusion is: recovery of a compactly supported potential from the trans-
mission coefficient is an open problem.

3 Inverse problems on a finite interval with mixed data

Consider equation (1.1) on the interval [0,1]. Take some selfadjoint boundary
conditions, for example:

" +qx)u—Iu=0, 0<z<1; w0)=ul)=0 X\=Fk. (3.1)

Assume ¢ € L'[0,1],q = §. Fix b € (0,1) arbitrary. Suppose ¢(z) is known on
the interval [b, 1] and the subset {),,(n)} of the eigenvalues of the problem (3.1) is

known, n = 1,2,... where m(n) is a sequence with the property
1
) Loy, ens0, o0 (3.2)
n o

Theorem 3.1 The data {\p(n),n = 1,2,..5q(x),b < o < 1} determine
uniquely q(z),0 < z < b, if o > 2b. If o = 2b and >_.> | |en] < oo, then the
above data determine g(x),0 < x < b, uniquely.

Proof First, assume o > 2b. If there are ¢; and ¢ which produce the same
data, then as above, one gets

b 1
G(A) == g(k) = /0 p(x)pr(x, k)pa(z, k) de = (prw" — @iw)'o = (p1w’ — lw)

=1
(3.3)

where w 1= @1 — @9, p = q1 — ¢2, k = V. Thus
glk)=0at k==« /\m(n) = +k,. (3.4)

The function G(A) is an entire function of A of order % (see formula (1.10) with
k= +/)), and is an entire even function of k of exponential type < 2b. One has

20 Imk|
<c———. .
o) < e (35)
The indicator of g is defined by the formula
—In|g(re”)|
h(0) := hy(6) := rlgrolof, (3.6)

where k = re?®. Since |[Imk| = r|sin@)|, one gets from (3.5) and (3.6) the following
estimate

h(6) < 2b|sinf|. (3.7
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It is known [10, formula (4.16)] that for any entire function g(k) # 0 of expo-
nential type one has:

. n(r) 1 [

T Sy fy, MO (9
where n(r) is the number of zeros of g(k) in the disk |k| < r. From (3.7) one gets
1 [ 2 4

hy(6) d6 < l/ Ising|do = 22 (3.9)
2 2m Jo m

From (3.2) and the known asymptotics of the Dirichlet eigenvalues:
A= (mn)* +c+o(l), n—o0, c=const, (3.10)
one gets for the number of zeros the estimate
n(r) > 2 1=27"[1+0(1)], r— oo 3.11
(r) = ;[HOZ(: . —[L+o(1)] (3.11)
From (3.8), (3.9) and (3.11) it follows that
o < 2b. (3.12)

Therefore, if o > 2b, then g(k) = 0. If g(k) = 0 then, by property C,, (Theorem
1.1), p(z) = 0. Theorem 3.1 is proved in the case o > 2b.
Assume now that o = 2b and

> lenl < o (3.13)
n=1

We claim that if an entire function G(X) in (3.3) of order § vanishes at the points

n?n?

5 (1+en), (3.14)

An =

and (3.13) holds, then G(\) = 0. If this is proved, then Theorem 3.1 is proved as
above.
Let us prove the claim. Define

10 (1 - ;n) (3.15)

n=1

and recall that

Dy()\) 1= TV sin "f ﬁ (1 - ) [t = ”27;2. (3.16)

n=1

Since G(Ay,) = 0, the function
w(A) == —= (3.17)

is entire, of order < % Let us use a Phragmen-Lindel6f lemma.

Lemma 3.1 [10, Theorem 1.22] If an entire function w(\) of order < 1 has
the property sup_oo<y<oco|W(iy)| < ¢, then w(A) = c. If, in addition w(iy) — 0 as
y — 400, then w(A) =0.
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We use this lemma to prove that w(A\) = 0. If this is proved then G(A) =0
and Theorem 3.1 is proved.

The function w(A) is entire of order 1 < 1.

Let us check that

sup  |w(iy)| < oo, (3.18)
—oo<y<oo
and that
lw(iy)] — 0 as y — +o0. (3.19)

One has, using (3.5), (3.15), (3.16) and taking into account that o = 2b:
1
2
G iy) Poliy)
O (iy) Po(iy)

i) ‘ ‘ 20lmgl ([ goltmy/al\ lo_o[ 1+ 4
w 7, - < n
Y T A+ ) \ 14y

v
het 1 A2

W=

c /\fL c c1
H Y < H (1+|5n|) S 1t

STt pR )T 1yl ly|2
{n:/ing)‘n} n {n:/"nS)\n}
(3.20)
Here we have used elementary inequalities:
1+a a 14+a
— < - if a>d>0;, —— <1 if 0<a<d 3.21
1+d_d 1 a =~ > U 1+d_ 1 > axa, ( )

with a := fj—;, d:= ;’—;, and the assumption (3.13).
We also used the relation:

: ; o|Imy/iy|
sm(a\'/zy) ’ e . 85y = oo,
oty 20|\/1y|

Estimate (3.20) implies (3.18) and (3.19). An estimate similar to (3.20) has
been used in the literature (see e.g.[4]).
Theorem 3.1 is proved. O

Remark 3.1 Theorem 3.1 yields several results obtained in [4], and an earlier
result of Hochstadt-Lieberman which says that the knowledge of all the Dirichlet
eigenvalues and the knowledge of q(x) on [%, 1] determine uniquely q(x) on [O, %}

In this case b = %, o=1.

One can also obtain (from Theorem 3.1) the classical result of Borg [2] and its
generalization due to Marchenko [14]:

Two spectra (with the same boundary conditions on one of the ends of the
interval and two different boundary conditions on the other end) determine ¢(z)
and the boundary conditions uniquely.

4 Property C and inverse problems for some PDE

4.1 Consider the problem
Ut = Uz — q(z)u, 0<z<1, t>0, (4.1)
u(z,0) =0, (4.2)
uw(0,8) =0, wu(l,t) = a(t). (4.3)
Assume the a(t) # 0 is compactly supported, a(t) € L'(0,0), ¢(z) € L'[0,1],
problem (4.1) - (4.3) is solvable, and one can measure the data
uw'(1,t) == ug,(1,t) :==b(t)  Vt>0. (4.4)
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The inverse problem (IP1) is:
Given {a(t),b(t), ¥t > 0} find q(x).

Theorem 4.1 IP1 has at most one solution.

Proof Laplace-transform (4.1) - (4.3) to get

V' =X —qx)v=0 0<x<1, v:i= /00 e Mu(z,t) dt, (4.5)
0
v(0,A) =0, v(l,\)=A\):= /00 e Ma(t) dt. (4.6)
0
v'(1,\) = B(\) := /Oo b(t)e M dt. (4.7)
0

Assume that there are ¢; (x) and g2(x) which generate the same data {A(X), B(\),
VA > 0}. Let p(z) := q1(z) — g2(2), w := v; — va. Subtract from equation (4.5) with
v =1, ¢ = q1, similar equations with v = vs, ¢ = ¢2, and get
lHw:=w" — I — qqw = pusg, (4.8)
w(0,\) =0, w(l,\)=w'(1,\)=0. (4.9)
Multiply (4.8) by ¢1(x, A), where £1¢1 = 0, p1(0,\) = 0, ¢} (0, A) = 1, integrate
over [0, 1] and then by parts on the left-hand side, using (4.9). The result is:

/0 p(x)va(z, N)p1(x, A\)dx =0 YA > 0. (4.10)

Note that ¢1(z, \) is an entire function of A.

Since a(t) # 0 and is compactly supported, the function A(\) is an entire
function of A, so it has a discrete set of zeros. Therefore va(z, A) = c(A)pa(x, \)
where ¢(\) # 0 for almost all A € R...

Property Cy, (Theorem 1.1) and (4.10) imply p(z) = 0. Theorem 4.1 is proved.
O

Remark 4.1 One can consider different selfadjoint homogeneous boundary
conditions at x = 0, for example, v/ (0,t) = 0 or u/(0,t) — hou(0,t) = 0, hy =
const > 0.

A different method of proof of a result similar to Theorem 4.1 can be found in
[18] and in [5]. In [5] some extra assumptions are imposed on ¢(z) and a(t).

4.2 Consider the problem:

Ut = Ugy — q(x)u, >0, ¢>0, (4.11)
u=u =0att=0, (4.12)
u(0,t) = 4(¢t), (4.13)
where §(t) is the delta-function. Assume that
qx)=0 if z>1, ¢q=7q, qecL0,1]. (4.14)
Suppose the data
u(1,t) := a(t) (4.15)

are given for all ¢ > 0.
The inverse problem (IP2) is:
Given a(t) Vt > 0, find q(z).
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Theorem 4.2 The IP2 has at most one solution.
Proof Fourier-transform (4.11)-(4.13), (4.15) to get

v+ k% —q(x)v =0, x>0, (4.16)
(0, k) = 1, (4.17)
v(l, k) = A(k) := /00 a(t)e™dt, (4.18)
0
where -
v(z, k) = / u(x, t)etdt. (4.19)
0
It follows from (4.19) and (4.16) that
v(z, k) = (k) f (2, k), (4.20)
where f(z, k) is the Jost solution to (4.16). From (4.20) and (4.17) one gets
_ [z k)
v(z, k) = TR (4.21)
where f(k) = f(0,k). From (4.21) and (4.18) one obtains
1,k
f(k) = ff(l(k)) (4.22)

From (4.14) and (4.16) one concludes
f(z, k) =e™*® for z > 1. (4.23)
From (4.23) and (4.22) one gets

Flk) = ——. (4.24)

Thus f(k) is known for all & > 0.
Since ¢(x) is compactly supported, the data {f(k), Yk = 0} determine g(x)
uniquely by Theorem 2.3. Theorem 4.2 is proved.
O

Remark 4.2 One can consider other data at x = 1, for example, the data
ug(1,t) or ugy(1,t) + hu(l,t). The argument remains essentially the same.

However, the argument needs a modification if (4.13) is replaced by another
condition, for example, u,(0,t) = §(¢). In this case v(x, k) = }c,((f)”];)), and in place
of f(k) one obtains f'(0,k) Vk > 0 from the data (4.18).

The problem of finding a compactly supported ¢(z) from the data { f'(0, k) Vk >

0} was not studied, to our knowledge. We state the following;:

Claim The data f'(0,k) known on an arbitrary small open subset of (0,00) or
even on an infinite sequence of distinct positive numbers k,, which has a limit point
k > 0, determines a compactly supported q(r) € L*(R.) uniquely.

Our approach to this problem is based on formula (2.23). If f/(0, k) is known
for all k& > 0, then f/(0,—k) = f/(0,k) is known for all £ > 0, and (2.23) can be
considered as the Riemann problem for finding f(k) and f(—k) from (2.23) with the
coefficients f'(0, k) and f/(0, —k) known. If ¢(x) € Li(R;) is compactly supported
then f/(0,k) is an entire function of k. Thus the data determine f'(0,%), for all
k> 0.
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We want to prove that (2.23) defines f(k) uniquely if f/(0,%) is known for all
k > 0. Assume the contrary. Let f(k) and h(k) be two solutions to (2.23), and
w:=f—h,w(k) = 0as k]| = o0, k € Cy. Then (2.23) implies

wk) _ w(-k)
70K~ 70— k)

The function f'(0,%) has at most finitely many zeros in C. All these zeros

are at the points ix;, 1 < j < Jp, where fn? are the negative eigenvalues of the

Neumann operator Ly := —% + q(z) in L?(Ry), «/(0) = 0. Also f/(0,0) may
vanish.

From (2.23) one concludes that w(ix;) = 0 if f'(0,ix;) = 0. Indeed, one has
w(irg) (0, —ik;) = w(—ir;)f(0,ik;). If f'(0,ik;) = 0 then f'(0,—ir;) # 0 as
follows from (2.23). Therefore w(ix;) = 0 as claimed, and the function % is

Vk e R. (4.25)

analytic in C; and vanishes at infinity in C;.. Similary, the right-hand side of (4.25)
is analytic in C_ and vanishes at infinity in C_. Thus, by analytic continuation,
% is an entire function which vanishes at infinity and therefore vanishes iden-
tically. Therefore w(k) = 0 and f(k) = h(k). Thus, the data {f'(0,%k), Vk > 0}
determines uniquely {f(k), Vk > 0}.

Since ¢(z) is compactly supported, Theorem 2.3 implies that ¢(z) is uniquely

determined by the above data. The claim is proved. O

5 Invertibility of the steps in the inversion provedures in the inverse
scattering and spectral problems

5.1 Inverse spectral problem. Consider a selfadjoint operator L, in L*(R;.)
generated by the differential expression L, = —% +q(x), q(z) € L}, (Ry), q(z) =
q(x), and a selfadjoint boundary condition at x = 0, for example, u(0) = 0. Other
selfadjoint conditions can be assumed. For instance: «/(0) = hou(0), ho = const >
0.

We assume that g(z) is such that the equation (1.1) with Im\ > 0, A := k2,
has exactly one solution which belongs to L?(R, ) (the limit-point case at infinity).

In this case there is exactly one spectral function p()) of the selfadjoint operator
L4. Denote

. sin(v/\z)
oz, A) := N (5.1)
Let h(z) € LE(Ry), where L3(R,) denotes the set of L?(R,) functions vanishing
outside a compact interval (this interval depends on h(z)). Denote

H(\) = /Oo h(z)p0(x, A) da. (5.2)
0
Assume that for every h € L3(R;) one has:
/ T H2) dp(M) = 0 = h(z) = 0. (5.3)

Denote by P the set of nondecreasing functions p(A), of bounded variation, such
that if p1,p2 € P, v := p1 — po, and

Ho={HO\):he PR}, (5.4)
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where H(\) is given by (5.2), then
{/ H?*(\)dv(\) =0 VHEe H} = v()\) = 0. (5.5)

Theorem 5.1 Spectral functions of the operators Ly, in the limit- point at
infinity case, belong to P.

Proof Let b > 0 be arbitrary, f € L?(0,b), f = 0 if > b. Suppose
/ H2 ) dv(\) =0 VH € H. (5.6)

Denote by I+V and I4+W the transformation operators corresponding to potentials
¢1 and g2 which generate spectral functions p; and ps, v = p; — p2. Then

o= +V)pr =+ W)ea, (5.7)
where V and W are Volterra-type operators. Condition (5.6) implies:
I+ VIl = I+ W) fl - VfeL*0,b), (5.8)
where V* is the adjoint operator and the norm in (5.8) is L?(0,b)-norm. Note that
x
Vi [ Vo), (5.9)
0
and
b
vii= [ Vs swa (5.10)

From (5.8) it follows that
I+V*=UI+Wr"), (5.11)

where U is a unitary operator in the Hilbert space H = L%(0,b).

If U is unitary and V, W are Volterra operators then (5.11) implies V = W.

This is proved in Lemma 5.1 below. If V' = W then ¢1(z,\) = @a(z, N),
therefore g1 = ¢2 and p1(\) = p2(A). Here we have used the assumption about L,
being in the limit-point at infinity case: this assumption implies that the spectral
function is uniquely determined by the potential (in the limit-circle case at infinity
there are many spectral functions corresponding to the given potential). Thus if
q1 = g2, then p1(A\) = p2(A). Theorem 5.1 is proved. O

Lemma 5.1 Assume that U is unitary and V,W are Volterra operators in
H = L?(0,b). Then (5.11) implies V. =W.

Proof From (5.11) one gets I +V = (I + W)U* and, using U*U = I, one gets

T+VYI+V) =T +W)T+W™). (5.12)
Denote
(I+V)'=T+Vi, (I+W)'=I+W, (5.13)
where V1, W7 are Volterra operators. From (5.12) one gets:
IT4+VHYIT+W))=T+WV)T+W), (5.14)
or

VAW VW = Vi + W+ MW (5.15)
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Since the left-hand side in (5.15) is a Volterra operator of the type (5.10) while the
right-hand side is a Volterra operator of the type (5.9), they can be equal only if
each equals zero:

V¥ 4+ Wi+ VW =0, (5.16)
and
i+ W+ WVW =0. (5.17)
From (5.17) one gets
WI+W)=-W, (5.18)
or [I+V) ' =IIT+W)=-W. Thus I+ V) ! +W)=ITand V =W as
claimed. Lemma 5.1 is proved. O

The inverse spectral problem consists of finding ¢(z) given p(\). The uniqueness
of the solution to this problem was proved by Marchenko [14] while the reconstruc-
tion algorithm was given by Gelfand and Levitan [11] (see also [17]).

Let us prove first the uniqueness theorem of Marchenko following [20]. In this
theorem there is no need to assume that L, is in the limit-point at infinity case:
if it is not, the spectral function determines the potential uniquely also, but the
potential does not determine the spectral function uniquely.

Theorem 5.2 The spectral function determines q(x) uniquely.

Proof If ¢; and g2 have the same spectral function p(A) then

1= [ TR Pdp() = / T IROPAM = ld? (5.9

— 00 — 00

for any f € L%(0,b),b < oo, where

b
BW= [ f@e @ de =12 (5.20)

the function ¢;(x,\) solves equation (1.1) with ¢ = ¢;, and k* = X, satisfies first
two conditions (1.4), and

g:={I+K")f, (5.21)
where I + K is the transformation operator:
g2 =T+ K)pr g1+ [ K@il N d. (5:22)
0
Note that
b b
Fy(N\) :/ flz)(I + K)prdx :/ g(x)e1(z, N) dx. (5.23)
0 0
From (5.19) it follows that
IFI =11+ K*)fll  VfeL*(0,b) = H. (5.24)

Since Range (I + K*) = H, equation (5.24) implies that I + K is unitary (an
isometry whose range is the whole space H). Thus

I+K=(I+K")"'=T1+T", (5.25)

where T is a Volterra operator of the type (5.10).
Therefore K = T™* and this implies K = T* = 0. Therefore 1 = ¢y and
q1 = q2. Theorem 5.2 is proved. O
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Let dp;j(A),j = 1,2, be the spectral functions corresponding to the operators Ly,.
Assume that dpi(N\) = edpa(N), where ¢ > 0 is a constant. The above argument
can be used with a minor change to prove that this assumption implies: ¢ = 1 and
q1 = g2 Indeed, the above assumption implies unitarity of the operator v/c(I + K).
Therefore ¢(I + K) = I +T*. Thus ¢ = 1 and K = T* = 0, as in the proof of
Theorem 5.2. Here we have used a simple claim:

If b1 + @Q = 0, where b = const and Q is a linear compact operator in H, then
b=0 and Q =0.

To prove this claim, take an arbitrary orthonormal basis {u,} of the Hilbert
space H. Then ||Quy|| — 0 as n — oo since @ is compact. Note that ||u,|| = 1,
s0 b = ||buy|| = ||Qun|| — 0 as n — oo. Therefore b = 0 and consequently @ = 0.
The claim is proved. O

The Gelfand-Levitan (GL) reconstruction procedure is:

p(A) = L(z,y) = K(x,y) = q(z). (5.26)
Here
L) = [ eole ey oy, do=dp—dp,  (520)
A N> 0
don =4 7 ’ 5.28
po {0 A < 0. (5:28)

Compare (5.28) and (2.5) and conclude that pg is the spectral function corre-
sponding to the Dirichlet operator ¢, = —% +q(x) in L2(Ry) with g(x) = 0.
The function K (x,y) defines the transformation operator (cf. (1.10))
v sin(zv/A
PN = ole ) + [ Kl i, o= )
0 VA
where ¢ solves (1.1) with k? = \ and satisifies first two conditions (1.4).
One can prove (see [11], [17]), that K and L are related by the Gelfand-Levitan
equation:

K(z,y)+ L(z,y) + /01 K(xz,t)L(t,y)dt =0, 0<y<uzx. (5.30)

Let us assume that the data p(\) generate the kernel L(x,y) (by formula (5.27))
such that equation (5.30) is a Fredholm-type equation in L?(0,z) for K(z,y) for
any fixed = > 0.

Then, one can prove that assumption (5.3) implies the unique solvability of the
equation (5.30) for K(x,y) in the space L?(0,x).

Indeed, the homogeneous equation (5.30)

h(y) —|—/ L(t,y)h(t)dt =0, 0<y<u, (5.31)
0
implies h = 0 if (5.3) holds. To see this, multiply (5.21) by h and integrate over

(0,x) (assuming without loss of generaity that h = h, since the kernel L(t,y) is
real-valued). The result is:

o=+ [ T HO)Pdo()) - / T HO) PV,
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or, by Parseval’s equality,

/Oo |H(\)|?dp(\) = 0. (5.32)

From (5.32) and (5.3) it follows that h(y) = 0. Therefore, by Fredholm’s alternative,
equation (5.30) is uniquely solvable.
If K(z,y) is its solution, then
5 dK (z,x)
dv
If K(x, ) is a C™*™! function then ¢(x) is a C™-function.
One has to prove that potential (5.22) generate the spectral function p(\) with
which we started the inversion procedure (5.26).
We want to prove more, namely the following:

g(z) = (5.33)

Theorem 5.3 FEach step in the diagram (5.26) is invertible, so
peLe Keqg (5.34)
Proof 1) Step p = L is done by formula (5.27).

Let us prove L = p. Assume there are p; and py corresponding to the same
L(z,y). Then

0= / oz, No(y, N dv(A)  Va,y €R, vi= p1 — pa. (5.35)

Therefore -
0 :/ H*(\)dv  Vh e CP(Ry). (5.36)
By Theorem 5.1 relation (5.36) implies v(A\) = 0, so p1 = pa2.
2) Step L = K is done by solving equation (5.30) for K(z,y). The unique

solvability of this equation for K (x,y) has been proved below formula (5.30).
Let up prove K = L. From (5.27) one gets

Lx+y)— Lz —vy) L(z) = /°° 1 — cos(zv/))

L(z,y) = 5 3 do()).  (5.37)

Let y = 2 in (5.30) and write (5.30) as

— 00

x
L(2z) —|—/ K(x,t)[L(x +t) — L(t — x)]dt = —2K (x,z), x >0. (5.38)
0
Note that L(—xz) = L(z). Thus (5.38) can be written as:
2x
L(2x) + K(z,s —x)L dsf/ K(z,x — s)L(s)ds = —2K (z,z), x> 0.

(5.39)
This is a Volterra integral equation for L(s). Since it is uniquely solvable, L(s)
is uniquely recovered from K(z,y) and the step K = L is done.
3) Step K = q is done by equation (5.33).
The converse step ¢ = K is done by solving the Goursat problem:

Kyz — Q(m)K =K,, 0<y<ux, (5.40)

K(z,z) = ;/0 o()dt, K(z,0) =0, (5.41)
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One can prove that any twice differentiable solution to (5.30) solves (5.40)-(5.41)
with ¢(z) given by (5.33). The Goursat problem (5.40)-(5.41) is known to have a
unique solution. Problem (5.40)-(5.41) is equivalent to a Volterra equation ([14],
[17)).

Namely if { = x4+ y, n =2z —y, K(z,y) := B(§,n), then (5.40)-(5.41) take the
form

1 &+
Bsn=1q(7

Therefore

B(g,n):i/:q<;) dt+i/: dt/onq(t;S>B(t,s)ds. (5.43)

This Volterra equation is uniquely solvable for B(¢,n).
Theorem 5.3 is proved. O

1

: /O Yedt, BEE =0 (542)

5.2 Inverse scattering problem on the half-line. This problem consists
of finding ¢(x) given the data (2.10). Theorem 2.2 guarantees the uniqueness of the
solution of this inverse problem in the class Lq 1 := Lq,1(Ry) of the potentials.

The characterization of the scattering data (2.10) is known ([14], [17]), that is,
necessary and sufficient conditions on S for S to be the scattering data correspond-
ing to a q(x) € L11. We state the result without proof. A proof can be found in
[17]. A different but equivalent version of the result is given in [14].

Theorem 5.4 For the data (2.10) to be the scattering data corresponding to a
q € L1,1 it is necessary and sufficient that the following conditions hold:

i) ind S(k)=—-k<0, k=2J or k=2J+1, (5.44)
it) k; >0, s;>0, 1<j5<, (5.45)
i) S(k) = S(—k) = S7(k), S(0) =1, k€R, (5.46)
w) [ F (@) 2oy + 1F@) 1@,y + 12 F (@) 21 ®y ) < 00 (5.47)
Here k =2J 4+ 1 4f f(0) =0 and k =2J if f(0) #0, and
o J
F(x):= % [w[1 — S(k)]e**dk + ;1 sje ki, (5.48)

The following estimates are useful (see [14], p.209, [17], [36], p.569 ):

oo

Fe0) + A <c [ la@lds, 1P < [ @),

P - U <ol [ ool

where ¢ > 0 is a constant. The Marchenko inversion procedure for finding ¢(z)
from § is described by the following diagram:

S = F(x) = Az, y) = q(x). (5.49)

The step S = F' is done by formula (5.48).
The step F' = A is done by solving the Marchenko equation for A(z,y):

oo

Az, y) + F(z + ) +/ A(x,t)F(t+y)dt=0, y>x>0. (5.50)

x
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The step A = ¢ is done by the formula

dA(z,x)
=-2—-. 5.51
() - (551)
It is important to check that the potential q(x) obtained by the scheme (5.49)
generates the same data S with which we started the inversion scheme (5.49).

Assuming g € L ;1 we prove:
Theorem 5.5 Fach step of the diagram (5.49) is invertible:
SeFeAsqg (5.52)
Proof 1. The step & = F is done by formula (5.48) as we have already
mentioned.

The step F' = S is done by finding k;, s; and J from the asymptotics of the
function (5.48) as x — —oo. As a result, one finds the function

J
Fy(x) = sje ", (5.53)
j=1
If F(z) and F4(x) are known, then the function
1 [ ;
&m:?/[uﬂmwm (5.54)
T J_—co
is known. Now the function S(k) can be found by the formula
S(k) =1 —/ Fs(x)e " dz. (5.55)

So the step F' = § is done.

2. The step F' = A is done by solving equation (5.50) for A(x,y). This step is
discussed in the literature in detail, (see [14], [17]). If ¢ € L1 (actually a weaker
condition fooo z|g(x)|dr < oo is used in the half-line scattering theory), then one
proves that conditions i) - iv) of Theorem 5.4 are satisified, that the operator

Tﬂ:/‘F@+ﬂﬂﬂﬁ,y2m2Q (5.56)
x
is compact in L!(z,00) and in L?(x, o) for any fixed > 0, and the homogeneous
version of equation (5.50):

f+Tf=0, y>x2>0, (5.57)

has only the trivial solution f = 0 for every z > 0. Thus, by the Fredholm
alternative, equation (5.50) is uniquely solvable in L?(x, 00) and in L!(z,00). The
step F' = A is done.

Consider the step A(x,y) = F(z). Define

A(y) == {?(O’y)’ z i gj (5.58)

The function A(y) determines uniquely f(k) by the formula:

fk)y=1+ /OOO A(y)e*vdy, (5.59)

and consequently it determines the numbers ik; as the only zeros of f(k) in Cg,

the number J of these zeros, and S(k) = % To find F(x), one has to find
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sj. Formula (2.12) allows one to calculate s; if f(k) and f’(0,ik;) are known.
To find f(0,ik;), use formula (2.26) and put k = ik; in (2.26). Since A(z,y)
is known for y > = > 0, formula (2.26) allows one to calculate f’(0,ik;). Thus
S(k), kj,s;,1 < j < J, are found and F(x) can be calculated by formula (5.48).
Step A = F' is done.

The above argument proves that the knowledge of two functions A(0,y) and
A (0,y) for all y > 0 determines g(z) € Lq,1(R4) uniquely.

Note that:

a) we have used the following scheme A = § = F in order to get the implication
A= F,

and

b) since {F(z),z > 0} = A and A = {F(x),—0c0 < & < oo}, we have proved
also the following non-trivial implication {F(z),z > 0} = {F(z), —o00 < & < o0}.

3. Step A = ¢ is done by formula (5.51). The converse step ¢ = A is done by
solving the Goursat problem:

Ape — q(x)A = Ayyv y>x >0, (5.60)
1 (o9}
Alz,x) = 5/ q(t)dt, A(x,y) = 0asz+y— oo. (5.61)

Problem (5.60)-(5.61) is equivalent to a Volterra integral equation for A(x,y) (see
[17, p.253]).

y—

A(x,y):%/ q(t)dt+/+ ds/ :
=g L

One can prove that any twice differentiable solution to (5.50) solves (5.60)-
(5.61) with ¢g(z) given by (5.51).

A proof can be found in [14], [11] and [17].

Theorem 5.5 is proved. O

I dtq(s —t)A(s —t,s + 1). (5.62)

Remark 5.1 It follows from Theorem 5.5 that the potential obtained by the
scheme (5.49) generates the scattering data S with which the inversion procedure
(5.49) started.

Similarly, Theorem 5.3 shows that the potential obtained by the scheme (5.26)
generates the spectral function p(A\) with which the inversion procedure (5.26)
started.

The last conclusion one can obtain only because of the assumption that q(x) is
such that the limit-point case at infinity is valid.

If this is not the case then there are many spectral function corresponding to a
given ¢(x), so one cannot claim that the p(\) with which we started is the (unique)
spectral function which is generated by ¢(x), it is just one of many such spectral
functions.

Remark 5.2 In [20] the following new equation is derived:
F(y) + A(y) +/ A)F(t+y)dt = A(—y), —oo<y< oo, (5.63)
0
which generalizes the usual equation (5.50) at x = 0:

F(y)+ A(y) + /Ooo AQ)F({t+y)dt=0, y>0. (5.64)
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Since A(—y) = 0 fory > 0 (see (5.58)), equation (5.64) follows from (5.63) for
y > 0. For y =0 equation (5.64) follows from (5.63) by taking y — +0 and using
(5.58).

Let us prove that equations (5.68) and (5.64) are equivalent. Note that equation
(5.64) is uniquely solvable if the data (2.10) correspond to a ¢ € L; ;. Since any
solution of (5.63) in L' (R ) solves (5.64), any solution to (5.63) equals to the unique
solution A(y) of (5.64) for y > 0.

Since we are looking for the solution A(y) of (5.63) such that A =0 for y < 0
(see (5.58)) one needs only to check that (5.63) is satisfied by the unique solution
of (5.64).

Lemma 5.2 Equation (5.63) and (5.64) are equivalent in L'(R.).

Proof Clearly, every L'(R,) solution to (5.63) solves (5.64). Let us prove the
converse. Let A(y) € L*(R,) solve (5.64). Define

Fk) =1+ /OOO Ay)e*dy =1+ A(k). (5.65)

We wish to prove that A(y) solves equation (5.63). Take the Fourier transform
of (5.63) in the sense of distributions. From (5.48) one gets

S J
F(¢) = / F(z)e%dr =1— S(—€) + QWZ s; 0(& +ikj), (5.66)

—0 j=1

and from (5.63) one obtains:

F(&) + A6) + A(—E)F(€) = A(—¢). (5.67)
Add 1 to both sides of (5.67) and use (5.65) to get
F©) + F(&) f(—€) = f(=¢). (5.68)
From (5.66) and (5.68) one gets:
J J
F©) = |S(=€) —2m Y s;6(¢ +iky) | F(=€) = F(&)—2mf(=€) D s;0(5+ik;) = f(£).

j=1 j=1

(5.69)

Equation (5.69) is equivalent to (5.63) since all the transformations which led from

(5.63) to (5.69) are invertible. Thus, equations (5.63) and (5.69) hold (or fail to
hold) simultaneously. Equation (5.69) clearly holds because

J J
F=OY 50 +iky) = sif (5.70)
j=1 j=1
since ik; are zeros of f(k).
Lemma 5.2 is proved. O

The results and proofs in this section are partly new and partly are based on
the results in [20] and [17].
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6 Inverse problem for an inhomogeneous Schrédinger equation

Consider the problem

v + kP — q(x)u = —6(x), —oo <z < 00, (6.1)
;; —iku — 0 as |z| — oo. (6.2)
Assume
q=q, q=0for|z|>1, q¢eL'[-1,1]. (6.3)
Suppose the data
{u(=1,k), w(1, k) bvr>o (6.4)

are given.
The inverse problem (IP6) is:
Given data (6.4), find q(z).
Let us also assume that
(A): The operator Ly = —j—; +q(x) in L*(R) has no negative eigenvalues.
This is so if, for example, g(z) > 0.
The results of this section are taken from [21]

Theorem 6.1 If (6.3) and (A) hold then the data (6.4) determine q(x) uniquely.
Proof The solution to (6.1)—(6 2) i

[ f(z, k), x>0,
u=1q i

7ol g(a: , x<0,

k)
where f = fi(z,k), 9 = g-(2,k), g(k) := g-(0,k), f(k) := f(0, k), [f,9] :=
fg' — f'g = —2ika(k), a(k) is deﬁned in (2.53), f is defined in (1.3) and g is defined
n (1.5).
The functions

(6.5)

oBFLE) ) (L)

ul k) = ) —2ika(k)

(6.6)

are the data (6.4).
Since ¢ = 0 when 2 ¢ [~1,1], condition (6.2) implies f(1,k) = e*, so one
knows

hi(k) == ZJEZ;’ ho(k) = J) Yk > 0. (6.7)
From (6.7), (2.49) and (2.50) one derives
)

a(k)hy(k) = =b(=k)f (k) + a(k)f(=k) = —b(=k)ha(k)a(k) + ha(=k)a(—k)a(k),

(6.8)
and
alk)ha (k) = bk)a(k)hy (k) + a(k)hy (—k)a(—k). (6.9)
From (6.8) and (6.9) one gets
b(—k)ha(K) + a(—k)ha(— k) = R (k), (6.10)
and
b(k)h1(k) + a(—k)h1(—k) = ha(k). (6.11)

Eliminate b(—k) from (6.10) and (6.11) to get
a(k) = m(k)a(—k) + n(k), Vk € R, (6.12)
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where

m(k‘) — _hl( k)hQ( k), n(k:) — hl( k) + h2( k)
hi(k)ha (k) ha(k) hi(k)

Problem (6.12) is a Riemann problem for the pair {a(k),a(—k)}, the function
a(k) is analytic in C4 := {k : k € C, Imk > 0} and a(—k) is analytic in C_. The
functions a(k) and a(—k) tend to one as k tends to infinity in C; and, respectively,
in C_, see equation (2.55).

The function a(k) has finitely many simple zeros at the points ik;,1 < j < J,
k; > 0, where fkf» are the negative eigenvalues of the operator ¢ defined by the
differential expression fu = —u” + g(z)u in L*(R).

The zeros ik; are the only zeros of a(k) in the upper half-plane k.

Define

(6.13)

1 (oo}
ind a(k) := i ) dlna(k).
One has
ind a=J, (6.14)

where J is the number of negative eigenvalues of the operator ¢, and, using (6.14)
and (6.15), one gets

ind m(k) = —2[ind hqi(k) + ind ha(k)] = —2[ind g(k) +ind f(k) —2J]. (6.15)

Since ¢ has no negative eigenvalues by the assumption (A), it follows that J = 0.
In this case ind f(k) = ind g(k) = 0 (see Lemma 1 below), so ind m(k) = 0, and
a(k) is uniquely recovered from the data as the solution of (6.12) which tends to one
at infinity. If a(k) is found, then b(k) is uniquely determined by equation (6.11)

and so the reflection coefficient r(k) := % is found. The reflection coefficient

determines a compactly supported ¢(z) uniquely by Theorem 2.4.

If g(x) is compactly supported, then the reflection coefficient r(k) := % is
meromorphic. Therefore, its values for all £ > 0 determine uniquely r(k) in the
whole complex k-plane as a meromorphic function. The poles of this function in
the upper half-plane are the numbers ik; = 1,2,...,J. They determine uniquely
the numbers k;, 1 < j < J, which are a part of the standard scattering data {r(k),
k;, sj, 1 < j < J}, where s; are the norming constants.

Note that if a(ik;) = 0 then b(ik;) # 0, otherwise equation (2.49) would imply
f(z,ik;) = 0 in contradiction to (1.3).

If r(k) is meromorphic, then the norming constants can be calculated by the

formula s; = —12((22 ; = —iResp=ix; r(k), where the dot denotes differentiation

with respect to k, and Res denotes the residue. So, for compactly supported poten-
tial the values of r(k) for all k > 0 determine uniquely the standard scatering data,
that is, the reflection coefficient, the bound states —k;]z, and the norming constants
55,1 < j < J. These data determine the potential uniquely.

Theorem 6.1 is proved. O O

Lemma 6.1 If J =0 then ind f =ind g = 0.

Proof We prove ind f = 0. The proof of the equation ind g = 0 is similar.
Since ind f(k) equals to the number of zeros of f(k) in C,, we have to prove that
f(k) does not vanish in C;. If f(2) =0,z € Cy, then z = ik, k > 0, and —k? is
an eigenvalue of the operator ¢ in L?(0,00) with the boundary condition u(0) = 0.
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From the variational principle one can find the negative eigenvalues of the
operator £ in L?(R,) with the Dirichlet condition at x = 0 as consequitive minima
of the quadratic functional. The minimal eigenvalue is:

[ g = o, wel ®), Julpen =1 (60)
wel (Ry) Y0

where H 1(R,) is the Sobolev space of H!(R, )-functions satisfying the condition
u(0) = 0.
On the other hand, if J = 0, then

0< inf 2 Ndx = e HY(R), =1. (617
<t [ gendde =, we H®), Juleg =1 (617

—0o0

Since any element u of H (R, ) can be considered as an element of H!(R) if
one extends u to the whole axis by setting u = 0 for x < 0, it follows from the
variational definitions (6.16) and (6.17) that x; < ko. Therefore, if J = 0, then
%1 > 0 and therefore g > 0. This means that the operator ¢ on L2 (Ry) with the
Dirichlet condition at z = 0 has no negative eigenvalues. Therefore f(k) does not
have zeros in C, if J = 0. Thus J = 0 implies ind f(k) = 0.

Lemma 6.1 is proved. a

The above argument shows that in general
md f<J and ind g < J, (6.18)
so that (6.15) implies
ind m(k) > 0. (6.19)
Therefore the Riemann problem (2.17) is always solvable. It is of interest to
study the case when assumption (A) does not hold.

7 Inverse scattering problem with fixed energy data

7.1 Three-dimensional inverse scattering problem. Property C. The
scattering problem in R?® consists of finding the scattering solution u := u(w, a, k)
from the equation

(V2 4+ k> = g(z)] ¥ =0 in R (7.1)
and the radiation condition at infinity:
p=vo+v, =" aecS? (7.2)
v 2
lim —— —ikv| ds=0. (7.3)
T J|s|=r 8|I|

Here k > 0 is fixed, S? is the unit sphere, a € S? is given. One can write
eikr
v=A(d,a,k)

1
+o <) as r = |z| — oo, R (7.4)
r r r

The coefficient A(c/, o, k) is called the scattering amplitude. In principle, it
can be measured. We consider its values for o/, o € S? and a fixed k > 0 as the
scattering data. Below we take k = 1 without loss of generality.

Assume that

q€Qa:={q:9q=7q q=0for|z|>a, qecLP(B.)}, (7.5)

where a > 0 is an arbitrary large fixed number, B, = {z : |z| < a}, p > 3.
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It is known (even for much larger class of the potentials ¢) that problem (7.1)-
(7.3) has the unique solution.
Therefore the map ¢ — A(d/, a) := A,(a/, o) is well defined,

Ald a) == A, o, k)|p=1-

(IP7) The inverse scattering problem with fized-energy data consists of finding
q(r) € Qq, from the scattering data A(oa/,a) Yo/, o € S2.

Uniqueness of the solution to IP7 for ¢ € Q, (with p = 2) was first announced in
[27] and proved in [28] by the method, based on property C for pairs of differential
operators. The essence of this method is briefly explained below. This method was
introduced by the author [26] and applied to many inverse problems [27]-[31], [24],
[18] [17].

In [17] and [25] a characterization of the fixed-energy scattering amplitudes is
given.

Let {L1, L2} be two linear formal differential expressions,

M;
Lju= Z am;(z)0Mu(z), =z€R", n>1 j=1,2 (7.6)
|m|=0
where
. glml
0" = g g Ml =
Let

N;:=N;(D):={w:Ljw=0in D C R"} (7.7)
where D is an abitrary fixed bounded domain and the equation in (7.7) is under-
stood in the sense of distributions.

Suppose that

/D F@)wr (@)ws(2)dz =0, w, € N;, feL(D), (7.8)

where w; € Nj; run through such subsets of IV;, j = 1,2, that the products wiws €
L?*(D), and f € L?*(D) is an arbitrary fixed function.

Definition 7.1 The pair {L1, L2} has property C if (7.8) implies f(x) = 0,
that is, the set {w1, W2 bvw,eN;, wiw,eL?(D) 15 complete in L?(D).

In [31] a necessary and sufficient condition is found for a pair {L;, Lo} with
constant coefficients, a,,;(z) = am; = const, to have property C (see also [17]).

In [28] it is proved that the pair {L1, Ly} with L; = —V? + ¢(z), ¢j € Qq, has
property C.

The basic idea of the proof of the uniqueness theorem for inverse scattering
problem with fixed-energy data, introduced in [27], presented in detail in [28], and
developed in [17], [29]-[31], is simple. Assume that there are two potentials, ¢y
and ¢o in @, which generate the same scattering data, that is, Ay = Ay, where
Aji= Ay () a), j=1,2.

We prove that [17, p.67]

—4m(Ay — Ag) = / [q1 (%) — ga(2)]2h1 (2, )tha(z, —) dz Va,a' € 5%, (7.9)

Bﬂ.

where 1;(z, o) is the scattering solution corresponding to ¢;, j = 1,2.
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If Ay = As, then (7.9) yields an orthogonality relation:

/D p(@)n (@, )a(w, f)dz =0 Vo8 €S2, ple) =@ —go  (7.10)

Next we prove [17, p.45] that
span, cg2 {1 (z, @)} is dense in L*(D) in N;(D) N H*(D), (7.11)
where H™(D) is the Sobolev space. Thus (7.10) implies

/Dp(ac)wl (z)wa(x)dz =0 Yw; € N;(D)NH?*(D). (7.12)

Finally, by property C for a pair {L1, L2}, L; = —V? + ¢j, ¢; € Qq, one
concludes from (7.11) that p(z) =0, i.e. ¢1 = g2. We have obtained

Theorem 7.1 (Ramm [28], [17]) The data A(a’,a) Vo', a € S? determine
q € Q, uniquely.

This is the uniqueness theorem for the solution to (IP7). In fact this theorem
is proved in [17] in a stonger form: the data A;(a/, @) and As(d/, o) are asumed to
be equal not for all o/, € S? but only on a set 5% X §22, where §J2 is an arbitrary
small open subset of S2.

In [24] the stability estimates for the solution to (IP7) with noisy data are
obtained and an algorithm for finding such a solution is proposed.

The noisy data is an arbitrary function A. (o', ), not necessarily a scattering
amplitude, such that

sup |A(d/,a) — Ac(da)] < e. (7.13)
a’,a€S?
Given A.(a/, @), an algorithm for computing a quantity g. is proposed in [24], such
that )
sup [ — (6)] < e
£ER3 |Ine|

where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending on the potential but not on ¢,
q) = / e q(x) d. (7.15)
B,

The constant ¢ in (7.14) can be chosen uniformly for all potentials ¢ € Q,
which belong to a compact set in L?(B,).

The right-hand side of (7.14) tends to zero as € — 0, but very slowly.

The author thinks that the rate (7.14) cannot be improved for the class @,
but this is not proved.

However, in [1] an example of two spherically symmetric piecewise-constant
potentials ¢(r) is constructed such that |g; — go| is of order 1, maximal value of
each of the potentials ¢ is of order 1, the two potentials are quite different but they

generate the set of the fixed-energy (k = 1) phase shifts {5§j)} , i =1,2,

0=0,1,2,...
such that

(7.14)

oW =P 0<i<a, ‘5?) _ 55“)] <1075,  V£>5. (7.16)

In this example £ ~ 1075, (In|Ing|)? ~ 2.59, |Ing| ~ 5, so the right-hand side
of (7.14) is of order 1 if one assumes ¢ to be of order 1.
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Our point is: there are examples in which the left and the right sides of estimate
(7.14) are of the same order of magnitude. Therefore estimate (7.14) is sharp.

7.2 Approximate inversion of fixed-energy phase shifts. Let us recall
that q(z) = ¢(r), r = |z| if and only if

Al o k) = A(d - oy k). (7.17)

It was well known for a long time that if ¢ = ¢(r) then (7.17) holds. The converse

was proved relatively recently in [32] (see also [17]).
If ¢ = q(r) then

Ald o) = iAng(a')W, (7.18)
=0

where Y, are orthonormal in L?(S?) spherical harmonics, Y, = Yy, — < m < ¢,
summation with respect to m is understood in (7.18) but not written for brevity,
the numbers A, are related to the phase shifts §, by the formula

Ay = 4metsin(6,)  (k=1), (7.19)
and the S-matrix is related to A(¢/, «, k) by the formula
k
S=I-—A.
2mi

If ¢ = q(r), r = |z|, then the scattering solution ¥ (z, a, k) can be written as

o0 4 o
Y(z, o, k) = % it Yelr, k) Y (2°) Ye(a), 20 := L (7.20)
r r
=0
The function v (r, k) solves (uniquely) the equation
be(r, k) = ue(kr) — / 9e(r; p)a(p)ie(p, k) dp, (7.21)
0

where

[mkr wkr
w(kr) = TJg_;,_l/g(k’r‘), Vp ‘= 7N€+1/2(/€T)- (7.22)

Here J; and N, are the Bessel and Neumann functions, and

woe(kp) foe(kr) r>
) Z P
ge(r,p) = { FosE) (7.23)
Sﬂoe(FOz(%( P)’ r<p,
e7l’27r
e and fog solve the equation
L0+1
Vi + ko — ( = )W =0, (7.25)
and are defined by the conditions
for ~ e*" as r — +oo, (7.26)
SO y
foe(kr) = ie™= (ug + ivy), (7.27)
where uy and vy are defined in (7.22), and
ug(kr)

SOO[(I{T’) = W (727/)



32 A.G. Ramm

In [39] an approximate method was proposed recently for finding ¢(r) given
{6¢}¢=0.1,2,.... In [40] numerical results based on this method are described.
In physics one often assumes ¢(r) known for » > a and then the data {d¢}r=0,1.2,...

allow one to calculate the data 1¢(a),£ =0,1,2,..., by solving the equation

f+1
¢+ e — ( 2 )W —q(r)Ye=0, r>a (7.28)
together with the condition
; ¢
e ~ € sin(r — g +0¢), T—+o0, k=1, (7.29)

and assuming ¢(r) known for r > a.

Problem (7.28) and (7.29) is a Cauchy problem with Cauchy data at infinity.
Asymptotic formula (7.29) can be differentiated. If the data v,(a) are calculated
and y(r) for r > a is found, then one uses the equation

ur) =070 = [ arpaooo) dp. 0<r<a @130)
where gy is given in (7.23),
D) =) - [ ool dp (731)
and wug(r) is given in (7.22).
Put r = a in (7.30) and get
tfmwmwmmm@=@Ww—W@:ﬁmezaLz ..... (7.32)

The numbers by are known. If g(p) is small or ¢ is large then the following
approximation is justified:

o) = v (p). (7.33)
Therefore, an approximation to equation (7.32) is:
| soratordo =i, e=o.12...., (7.34)
0
where
Je(p) = gela. p)iy” (p). (7.35)

The system of functions {f;(p)} is linearly independent.
Equations (7.34) constitute a moment problem which can be solved numerically
for g(p) ([17, p.209], [40)).

8 A uniqueness theorem for inversion of fixed-energy phase shifts.
From Theorem 7.1 it follows that if ¢ = ¢(r) € Q, then the data
{6} ¥£=0,1,2,... k=1 (8.1)

determine ¢(r) uniquely [28].
Suppose a part of the phase shifts is known (this is the case in practice).
What part of the phase shifts is sufficient for the unique recovery of q(r)?
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In this section we answer this question following [23]. Define

L= K:Z%:oo (8.2)

€0
teL

to be any subset of nonnegative integers such that condition (8.2) is satisfied.
For instance, £ = {20}y=01,2,... or L = {20 + 1}4=01,2,.. will be admissible.
Our main result is

Theorem 8.1 ([23]) If q(r) € Q. and L satisfies (8.2) then the set of fized-
energy phase shifts {0¢bwecr determine q(r) uniquely.

Let us outline basic steps of the proof.
Step 1. Derivation of the orthogonality relation:
If g1, 92 € Q. generate the same data then p(r) := ¢; — ¢o satisfies the relation

/ P )@ () dr =0 Ve L. (8.3)
0

Here wéj)(r) are defined in (7.20) and correspond to ¢ = ¢;, j = 1,2. Note that
Ramm’s Theorem 7.1 yields the following conclusion: if

/O ’ prp (P dr=0  veecr, (8.4)

then p(r) =0, and g1 = ¢o.

Step 2. Since ¥ = ¢ (1) )

r), where ¢,/ are some constants, relation (8.3) is
equivalent to

/Oa p(r)cpgl)(r)gaf)(r) dr=0 VlelL. (8.5)
Here go(J)( ) is the solution to (7.28) with ¢ = ¢;, which satisfies the conditions:
G _ 't +1
w; = i +o(r' ), r—0, (8.6)
and
(j) |F |sm(r - g— + (50 ) +o(1), r — 400, (8.7)

where |F€(] )| # 0 is a certain constant, and 6? is the fixed-energy (k = 1) phase
shift, which does not depend on j by our assumption: 521) = 5@2) Ve L.

We want to derive from (8.5) the relation (7.10). Since ¢(z) = ¢q(r), r = |z| in
this section, relation (7.10) is equivalent to relation (8.12) (see below). The rest of
this section contains this derivation of (8.12).

We prove existence of the transformation kernel K (r, p), independent of ¢, which
sends functions uy(r), defined in (7.22), into ¢.(r):

d
we(r) = ug(r / K(r,p)ue(p K(r,0) =0. (8.8)

v = \/zr (;) 203D (0 4 1), (8.9)

Let
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where I'(z) is the gamma function,

() =7 | () dr, (5.10)
and .
h(l) =2 / () (1) (1) dr. (.11)
We prove that:
(h()=0 Well={h(6)=0 V£=0,1,2,...}. (8.12)

If h(¢) =0, W£=0,1,2,..., then (8.4) holds, and, by theorem 7.1, p(r) = 0.
Thus, Theorem 8.1 follows.
The main claims to prove are:
1) Existence of the representation (8.8) and the estimate

/ |Krp|—<c() 00 Vr > 0. (8.13)

2) Implication(8.12).

Representation (8. 8) was used in the physical literature ([3], [16]) but, to our
knowledge, without any proof. Existence of transformation operators with kernels
depending on ¢ was proved in the literature [43]. For our purposes it is important
to have K (r, p) independent of /.

Implication (8.12) will be established if one checks that h(¢) is a holomorphic
function of ¢ in the half-plane [[, := {¢: ¢ € C, Rel > 0} which belongs to
N-Class (Nevanlinna class).

Definition 8.1 A function h(£) holomorphic in [], belongs to N-class if f

su /7r In* h(lre“") dp < o0 (8.14)
O<rEl -7 1+rei¢ 7 ' '
Here
o wif u >0,
0ifu<0.

The basic result we need in order to prove (8.12) is the following uniqueness theo-
rem:

Proposition 8.1 If h(f) belongs to N-class then (8.12) holds.
Proof This is an immediate consequence of the following:

Theorem ([41, p.334]): If h(z) is holomorphic in D1 :={z:|z| <1, z¢€ C},
h(z) is of N-class in Dy, that is:

sup / In" |h(re?)| dy < oo, (8.15)
o<r<1.J_
and
h(za) =0, h=1,23,..., (8.16)
where

D (1= |za]) = o0, (8.17)
h=1
then h(z) = 0.
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The function z = i—;ﬁ maps conformally [], onto Dy, £ = L‘rz and if h(¢) =

0 V¢ € L, then f(z) := h(1=2) is holomorphic in Dy, f(z,) = 0 for £ € £ and

1+2z
Zp = L_ﬁ, and
— 1 1—— . .
L) s n () g e
LeL teL teL
From (8.18) and the above Theorem Proposition 8.1 follows. a

Thus we need to check that function (8.11) belongs to N-class, that is, (8.14)
holds.

So step 2, will be completed if one proves (8.8), (8.13) and (8.14).

Assuming (8.8) and (8.13), one proves (8.14) as follows:

i) First, one checks that (8.14) holds with H(¢) in place of h({).

ii) Secondly, using (8.8) one writes h(¢) as

" d
he) = H(0)+ w? / (K1) + Kalr. ) ) () 5+
" s dt (8.19)
+7; =l t2 (r, t) Ka(r, s)ug(t)ue(s).
Let us now go through 1) and ii) in detail.
In [7, 8.411.8] one finds the formula:
1
eug(r) = i1 / (1)t t, (8.20)
1

where vy is defined in (8.9).
From (8.20) and (8.10) one gets:

a 1
H(0)] < / drlp(r)[r2+2 / (1— 2)feirt gt
0 —1

One can assume a > 1 without loss of generality. Note that

2
<ca®, {=0+ir, 0 >0. (8.21)

In(ab) <Inta+In™b if a,b>0 (8.22)
Thus (8.21) implies

_ret®
2Rel=re

/7T In* ﬂ do < /7T In™ [ca™ T | dp (8.23)
o 1+ rei -
s 1— ip
§|lnc|+2lna/ Re- "
o 14 re
1—1r2

§|lnc|+21na/ dp <|lnc|+4rlna < oo.

_.1+2rcosp+r?

Here we have used the known formula:

4 dy 21
- L 0<r<l1. 8.24
/_ﬂ1+2rcosgp+r2 1—1r2 " (8:24)

Thus, we have checked that H(¢) € N(]], ), that is, (8.14) holds for H(¢).
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Consider the first integral, call it I;(¢), in (8.19). One has, using (8.20) and
(8.13),

1O < [ dor  (Katrop) + 1l e < cla)a®
0
{ =0+, o >0. (8.25)
Therefore one checks that I(¢) satisfies (8.14) (with I; in place of h) as in
(8.23).

The second integral in (8.19), call it Iy(¢), is estimated similarly: one uses
(8.20) and (8.13) and obtains the following estimate:

|I(0)| < c(a)a®, =0+, o> 0. (8.26)
Thus, we have proved that h(¢) € N([],).
To complete the proof one has to derive (8.4) and check (8.13).

Derivation of (8.4): Subtract from (7.28) with ¢ = ¢; this equation with
q = q2 and get:

w” +w— g(g—’z_l)w—qlw:pw
r

. (8.27)
where
pi=aq—q  wi=3 ) — P (). (8.28)

Multiply (8.27) by ¢§” (r), integrate over [0, 00), and then by parts on the left, and
get

(wo —wef) | = / wPypWadr,  ter. (8.29)

0 0

By the assumption 6@1) = 522) if £ € L, so w and w’ vanish at infinity. At r =0
the left-hand side of (8.29) vanishes since

wéj)(r) =0@r**) asr—0. (8.30)
Thus (8.29) implies (8.4). O

Derivation of the representation (8.8) and of the estimate (8.13). One
can prove [23] that the kernel K (r, p) of the transformation operator must solve the
Goursat-type problem

1Ky (r,p) = p*Kpp(r, p) + [r* — rPq(r) — p’]K(r,p) =0,  0<p<r, (831)

K(r,r) = ;/OT sq(s)ds = g(r), (8.32)
K(r,0) =0, (8.33)

and conversely: the solution to this Goursat-type problem is the kernel of the
transformation operator (8.8).

The difficulty in a study of the problem comes from the fact that the coefficients
in front of the second derivatives degenerate at p =0, r = 0.

To overcome this difficulty let us introduce new variables:

E=lnr+lnp, n=Inr—Inp. (8.34)

Put
K(r,p) == B(&n). (8.35)
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Then (8.31)-(8.33) becomes

Be, %Bn +QEMB=0, >0, —co<f<oo,  (8.36)
B(£,0) = ge¥) = G(¢), (8.37)
where g(r) is defined in (8.32) and
1 +n
= 2| €t gt e R ]
Q) = 7 e g () = e (8.39)
Note that
sup e*%G(ﬁ) < ¢ (8.40)
—oco<E<0
A
swp [ Qs ds < (4, ), (8.41)
0<n<BJ—-o0

for any A € R and any B > 0, where ¢(A, B) > 0 is some constant.
Let

L(¢,n) == B(& e (8.42)

Write (8.36)-(8.38) as
Ley +Q(&,m)L =0, n >0, —00 < € < 00 (8.43)
L(,0) = e 5G() == b(¢);  L(-o0,m) =0, n>0. (8.44)

Integrate (8.43) with respect to n and use (8.44), and then integrate with respect
to & to get:

§
L=VL+b, VL= —/ ds /17 dt Q(s,t)L(s,1). (8.45)
—o00 0

Consider (8.45) in the Banach space X of continous function L(&,7) defined
for n > 0, —o0 < & < oo, with the norm

ILll == ||Lllap == sup  (e7|L(s,t)]) < oo, (8.46)
0<t<B
—o<s<A
where v = (A4, B) > 0 is chosen so that the operator V' is a contraction mapping
in X. Let us estimate ||V

|VL| < sup / ds/ dt|Q(s, t)e 7= L(s, 1) (8.47)
7<x><E<A —
0<n<
<||z] sup / ds / at (2 et g (5°) ) 100 < Sy,
7oo<§<A _ vy
0<n<

where ¢ > 0 is a constant which depends on A, B, and on [ r|q(r)| dr.
If v > ¢ then V is a contraction mapping in X and equation (8.45) has a unique
solution in X for any —oo < A < 0o and B > 0.
Let us now prove that estimate (8.13) holds for the constructed function K (r, p).
One has

/ |K(r,p)|p_1dp:7“/ |L(2In7r —n,n)|e”2dn < 0o (8.48)
0 0
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The last inequality follows from the estimate:

1
gte2

IL(&,m)| < ceFenlm(Etn)] (8.49)
where €; and €5 > 0 are arbitrarily small numbers,
¢ e’ s
i@ = [ dsuts), nls) =5 (14 fa(eh))) (8.50)
The proof of Theorem 8.1 is complete when (8.49) is proved.
Lemma 8.1 FEstimate (8.49) holds.
Proof From (8.45) one gets
m(&n) < c+Wm (8.57)
where
1 a
wi= s BOI<y [ slads  mEen) = kel (552
—oo<E< 0 0
and
€ n
Wm :z/ ds/ dt pu(s 4+ t)ym(s,t). (8.53)
—o00 0

Without loss of generality we can take cg = 1 in (8.51): If (8.49) is derived from
(8.51) with ¢ = 1, it will hold for any ¢o > 0 (with a different ¢ in (8.49)). Thus,

consider (8.51) with ¢y = 1 and solve this inequality by iterations.
One has

13 n n
lelwds[) M(s-i—t)dt:/o w1 (€ +t)dt < nuy(€+n). (8.54)

One can prove by induction that

Wnl < %w (8.55)

Therefore (8.57) with ¢p = 1 implies

o~ 7" HE (€ + )
m(f»")ﬁlJFth e (8.56)
=1
Consider
o0 Zn
F(z)=1+) e (8.57)
n=1 :
This is an entire function of order % and type 2.
Thus
|F(2)] < ce(2ten)lz|22 (8.58)
From (8.56) and (8.58) estimate (8.49) follows.
Lemma 8.1 is proved. O

Theorem 8.1 is proved. O
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9 Discussion of the Newton-Sabatier procedure for recovery of ¢(r)
from the fixed-energy phase shifts

In [3] and [16] the following procedure is proposed for inversion of the fixed-
energy phase shifts for ¢(r). We take k = 1 in what follows.

Step 1. Given {d¢}ve=0,1,2.... one solves an infinite linear algebraic system
((12.2.7) in [3))

tand, = Z Mye (1 4 tan dg tan dp ) ae (9.1)
=0
for constants a,. Here

0 if |¢—/¢|is even or zero,

Mo = it |0— ] is odd.

I S (9.2)
(3 =(rd)”

Assuming that (9.1) is solvable and ay are found, one calculates (see formula (12.2.8)
in [3])

—1

B )  mag (1 + tan? &) B i B

Co = ay (1 + tan 6@) {1 012 @,Z:OMM(M (tan &y — tan dy)
(9.3)
Step 2. If ¢¢ are found, one solves the equation for K (r, p) (see formula (12.1.12)
in [3])
K(r;s) = f(r,s) = | K(r,t)f(t, )t dt, (9-4)
0

where
f(r,s):= Z coup(r)ue(s), (9.5)
=0

and wue(r) are defined in (7.22).

Note that in this section the notations from [3] are used and by this reason the
kernel K (r,t) in formulas (9.4) and (9.6) differs by sign from the kernel K(r, p) in
formula (8.8). This explains the minus sign in formula (9.6).

Assuming that (9.4) is solvable for all r > 0, one calculates

sy 2L K

T dr T
Note that if (9.4) is not solvable for some r = r > 0, then the procedure breaks
down because the potential (9.6) is no longer locally integrable in (0, co). In [16] it is
argued that for sufficiently small a equation (9.4) is uniquely solvable by iterations
for all 0 < r < a, but no discussion of the global solvability, that is, solvability for
all » > 0, is given. It is assumed in [3] and [16] that the sequence {c¢} in (9.3) does
not grow fast. In ([3, (12.2.2)]) the following is assumed:

(9.6)

Z e 02 < o0 (9.7)
=1

Under this assumption, and also under much weaker assumption

|co| < ce?® (9.7)
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for some b > 0 arbitrary large fixed, one can prove that the kernel (9.5) is an entire
function of r and s. This follows from the known asymptotics of uy(r) as £ — oco:

2041

Thus, equation (9.4) is a Fredholm-type equation with kernel which is an entire
function of r and s. Since K(r,0) =0 and f(r,s) = f(s,7) = 0 at s = 0, equation
(9.4) is a Fredholm equation in the space of continuous functions C(0,r) for any
r > 0.

If (9.4) is uniquely solvable for all > 0, then one can prove the following:

Claim K(r,s) is an analytic function of r and s in a neighborhood A of the
positive semiazis (0,00) on the complex plane of the variables r and s.

This claim is proved below, at the end of this section.

Therefore the potential (9.6) has to have the following:

Property P: q(r) is an analytic function in A with a possible simple pole at
r=0.

Most of the potentials do not have this property. Therefore, if one takes any
potential which does not have property P, for example, a compactly supported
potential ¢(r), and if it will be possible to carry through the Newton-Sabatier
procedure, that is, (9.1) will be solvable for ay and generate ¢ by formula (9.3)
such that (9.7) or (9.7") hold, and (9.4) will be uniquely solvable for all r > 0 then
the potential (9.6), which this procedure yields, cannot coincide with the potential
with which we started.

An important open question is: assuming that the Newton-Sabatier procedure
can be carried through, is it true that the reconstructed potential (9.6) generates
the scattering data, that is, the set of the fixed-energy phase shifts {d,} with which
we started?

In [3, pp.203-205] it is claimed that this is the case. But the arguments in
[3] are not convincing. In particular, the author was not able to verify equation
(12.3.12) in [3] and in the argument on p.205 it is not clear why A} and ¢j satisfy
the same equation (12.2.5) as the orginal A, and ;.

In fact, it is claimed in [3, (12.5.6)] that 6, = O(7), while it is known [37] that
if g(r) = 0 for r > a and ¢(r) does not change sign in some interval (a —¢,a), ¢ # 0
if r € (a — €,a), where € > 0 is arbitrarily small fixed number, then

20 1
] 2¢ —
th <e \55\ > =a. (9.9)

It follows from (9.9) that for the above potentials the phase shifts decay very
fast as £ — oo, much faster that %. Therefore ¢, decaying at the rate % cannot be
equal to dy, as it is claimed in [3, p.205], because formula (9.9) implies:

i (S0

It is claimed in [3], p.105, that the Newton-Sabatier procedure leads to ”one
(only one) potential which decreases faster that 7~ 27 and yields the original phase
shifts. However, if one starts with a compactly supported integrable potential (or
any other rapidly decaying potential which does not have property P and belongs

to the class of the potentials for which the uniqueness of the solution to inverse
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scattering problem with fixed-energy data is established), then the Newton-Sabatier
procedure will not lead to this potential as is proved in this section. Therefore,
either the potential which the Newton-Sabatier procedure yields does not produce
the original phase shifts, or there are at least two potentials which produce the
same phase shifts.

A more detailed analysis of the Newton-Sabatier procedure is given by the
author in [1].

Proof of the claim. The idea of the proof is to consider r in (9.4) as a parameter
and to reduce (9.4) to a Fredholm-type equation with constant integration limits
and kernel depending on the parameter r. Let t = r7, s = ro,

M = b(r;71), % =al(o,T,7), @ =g(o;r) (9.10)
Then (9.4) can be written as:
b(o;r) =g(r;o) — /1 a(o, m;r)b(r;7) dr. (9.11)
0

Equation (9.11) is equivalent to (9.4), it is a Fredholm-type equation with kernel
a(o,7;r) which is an entire function of o and of the parameter r. The free term
g(r,o) is an entire function of r and o. This equation is uniquely solvable for all
r > 0 by the assumption. Therefore its solution b(c;r) is an analytic function of r
in a neighborhood of any point r > 0, and it is an entire function of o [35]. Thus
K(r,r) = b(1,r) is an analytic function of r in a a neighborhood of the positive
semiaxis (0, co).

O

10 Reduction of some inverse problems to an overdetermined Cauchy
problem

Consider, for example, the classical problem of finding g(x) from the knowledge
of two spectra. Let u solve (1.1) on the interval [0,1] and satisfy the boundary
conditions

u(0) = u(l) =0, (10.1)
and let the corresponding eigenvalues k2 := \,, n =1,2,..., be given. If
u(0) = u/(1) + hu(1) = 0, (10.3)

then the corresponding eigenvalues are p,, n=1,2,....
The inverse problem (IP10) is:
Given the two spectra {\,} U{un}, n=1,2,3,..., find ¢(x) (and h in (10.3)).
Let us reduce this problem to an overdetermined Cauchy problem. Let

(. K) = singcx) N /Om K(r.y) singfky) dy = (I +K) (sinék:x)) (10.4)

solve (1.1). Then (10.1) and (10.2) imply:
sin \/\//\n . /1 K(l,y)sin(\/)\ny)
n 0

0=

VAT dy, n=1,2,... (10.5)
V VA

and

0 = cos /uun + K(1, 1)SII1 VHn +/ Kz(1,y)L V“”y)d% n=1,2,... (10.6)
\V Hn 0 V Mn
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It is known [14] that

A = (nm)2 +co +o(1), n— oo, (10.7)
and
1\ 2
i = T2 (n + 2) +c1+o0(l), n— oo, (10.8)
where ¢y and ¢; can be calculated explicitly, they are proportional to fol q(x) dx.
Therefore,
VAL = (0] ! Vi = L 14+0 L
n=mn |1+ =) Uy =T n+§ + )| n — 00.
(10.9)

It is known [10] that if (10.9) holds then each of the systems of functions:

{sin(vVAn2) 12,y {SI0(VART) s, (10.10)

is complete in L2[0, 1].

Therefore equation (10.5) determines uniquely {K (1, y)}o<y<1 and can be used
for an efficient numerical procedure for finding K(1,y) given the set {A,}n=12, .
Note that the system {sin(y/A,z)}n—12. . forms a Riesz basis of L?[0,1] since
the operator I 4+ K, defined by (10.4) is boundedly invertible and the system
{u(x,v/An)}n=12, . forms an orthornormal basis of L?(0,1).

Equation (10.6) determines uniquely { K, (1,y) }o<y<1 if {ftn }n=1,2,... are known.
Indeed, the argument is the same as above. The constant K (1,1) is uniquely de-
termined by the data {i, }n=12, . because, by formula (5.41),

K(1,1) = %/0 q(z) dx. (10.11)

We have arrived at the following overdetermined Cauchy problem:
Given the Cauchy data

{K(1,9), Kz(1,9) }o<y<i (10.12)

and the equations (5.40) - (5.41), find q(x).
It is easy to derive [22, eq. (4.36)] for the unknown vector function

q(z) >
U = 10.13
(7 (10:15)
the following equation
U=W(U)+ h, (10.14)
where
—2 [1q(s)K (5,22 — ) ds
W(U) := @ , 10.15
() ( L b, a(s)K (s,t) ds dt ( )
D, is the region bounded by the straight lines on the (s,t) plane: s =1, t—y=
s—zxandt—y=—(s—x), and
)
hi= , 10.16
¢ (10.16)
flz) :==2[K,(1,2x — 1) + K,(1, 2z — 1)], (10.17)

K(1 -1+ K1,y — 1 1 [yt
g(z,y) = (Ly+z );F (Ly—2+1) _5/ K,(1,t)dt.  (10.18)
Y

+z—1
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Note that f and g are computable from data (10.12), and (10.14) is a nonlinear
equation for ¢(x) and K (x,y).
Consider the iterative process:

Upsr = W(U,) +h, Uy=h. (10.19)
Assume that
glx)=0forx>1, ¢q=7q, q¢€L>*0,1]. (10.20)
Let 2 € (0,1) and define the space of functions:
L(zg) := L>®(z9,1) X L= (A,), (10.21)
where
Ay, ={z,y:z0<2<1, 0<]yl <z} (10.22)
Denote
[[ull := esssup |g(x)[ + sup [K(z,y)l|. (10.23)
zo<x<1 z,Yy€AL,
Let
IR < R. (10.24)

Theorem 10.1 ([22]) Let (10.17), (10.18), (10.20), and (10.24) hold, and
choose any R > R. Then process (10.19) converges in L(xg) at the rate of a
geometrical progression for any xo € (1 — u, 1), where

W= min (8(}%:]%) 2) .

5R* 5R
One has
lim U, = (Kq((;j)y)) LT,y € Ay, (10.25)
If one starts with the data
{K(2o,y), Kulzo,Y)}o<|y|<aos (10.26)
replaces in (10.19) h by hy := (53), where fo and go are calculated by formulas

(1.17) and (1.18) in which the first argument in K(1,y),z = 1, is replaced by
x = xq, then the iterative process (10.19) with the new h = hg, in the new space
L(z1) := L®(z1,20) X L=(Ay,),
with
Ay, ={z,y:z1 <<z, 0L |yl <},

converges to (Kq((;)y)) in L(z1).

In finite number of steps one can uniquely reconstruct q(x) on [0,1] from the
data (10.12) using (10.19).

Proof First, we prove convergence of the process (10.19) in L(zo).

The proof makes it clear that this process will converge in L(x1) and that in final
number of steps one recovers ¢(x) uniquely on [0,1]. Let B(R) := {U : |U|| < R,
U e L(xo)}, R> R.

Let us start with

Lemma 10.1 The map U € W(U) + h maps B(R) into itself and is a con-

traction on B(R) if zo € (1 — p, 1), p:=min (8(:_};21%) , %)
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Proof of the lemma. Let U = (]q(ll ), V= (Iqé) One has:

1
2 [ (|1 — @2 1K1 | + || | K1 — Ka) ds

W(U)-W(\V)| <
W(U) WM < 5o, (a1 — a2l |K1| + lga| [ K1 — Ko) dsdt

2(1 - zo)é + g(l - 560)2 0

<|lv -V <U = V(A =) R.

(10.27)

Here we have used the estimate (1—x¢)? < 1—xz and the assumption ||U]| < R,
VIl < R.
If
2
1— 129 < —, (10.28)
5R

then W is a contraction on B(R).
Let us check that the map T'(U) = W(U)+h maps B(R) into itself if 1 -z < p.
Using the inequality ab < RTz ifa+b= INL a,b > 0, one gets:
[W(U) + Al < W @)+ [
R* 1 R?

2
5 R2 ~ 8(R— R)
Thus if B

8(R—R 2
p—min (SEZR) 2 (10.30)

5R? SR
then the map U — W (U) + h is a contraction on B(R) in the space L(zg). Lemma
10.1 is proved. O

From Lemma 10.1 it follows that process (10.19) converges at the rate of geo-
metrical progression with common ratio (10.30). The solution to (10.14) is therefore
unique in L(zo).

Since for the data h which comes from a potential ¢ € L°°(0,1) the vector
(If((fl)) solves (10.14) in L(xg), it follows that this vector satisfies (10.25). Thus,

process (10.19) allows one to reconstruct g(z) on the interval from data (10.12),
xo =1 — p, where p is defined in (10.30).

If g(x) and K (z,y) are found on the interval (xg, 1), then K (z¢,y) and K, (2o, y)
can be calculated for 0 < |y| < zp. Now one can repeat the argument for the interval
(z1,20), xo—2x1 < u, and in finite number of the steps recover g(x) on the whole
interval [0,1].

Note that one can use a fixed p if one chooses R so that (10.24) holds for
h defined by (10.16) and (10.17) with any =z € L°°[0,1]. Such R does exist if
q € L*[0,1].

Theorem 10.1 is proved. o

Remark 10.1 Other inverse problems have been reduced to the overdetermined
Cauchy problem studied in this section (see [42], [22], [17]). The idea of this reduc-
tion was used in [42] for a numerical solution of some inverse problems.
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11 Representation of I-function
The I(k) function (2.1) equals to the Weyl function (2.3). Our aim in this

section is to derive the following formula ([19]):

i

J 00
I(k) = ik G, a:= t)etkt dt 11.1
N A | a@ea iy

where ky := 0, r; = const > 0,1 < j < J; ro > 0 if and only if f(0) = 0;

a(t) = a(t) is a real-valued function,
a(t) € LY(Ry) if £(0) # 0 and g(x) € L1 1(Ry), (11.2)

a(t) € LY(R,) if f(0) =0 and g € Ly 3(Ry). (11.3)

We will discuss the inverse problem of finding ¢(x) given I(k) Vk > 0. Unique-
ness of the solution to this problem is proved in Theorem 2.1. Here we discuss a
reconstruction algorithm and give examples. Formula (11.1) appeared in [19].

Using (2.17) and (2.1) one gets

ik = AO) + [ A ()™ dy

(11.4)
The function
> . ko k— ik,
=1+ [ A= gt o

where fo(k) is analytic in C4, fo(oco) =1 in Cy, that is,
fo(k) - Las|k| = oo, and fo(k)#0, VkeCy:={k:Imk>0}, (11.6)

and we assume that k; # 1 without loss of generality: if k; = 1 for some j, then
one can replace k + ¢ by k + ci, where ¢ > 0 and ¢ # k; for all j.
Let us prove

Lemma 11.1 If f(0) # 0 and ¢ € L1 1(Ry) then
folk) =1 +/ bo(t)e™™ dt :==1+ by, by € WUL(RS). (11.7)
0
Here W1 1(R,) is the Sobolev space of functions with the finite norm

nwmu:A?me%wmﬁ<w

Proof It is sufficient to prove that, for any 1 < j < .J, the function

k+ik; e .
Lrm =1+ [ gt g e Wiy (11.8)
k— @kj 0
Since :f:ij =1+ k2_il;j§'j, and since A(y) € WH(R,) provided that ¢ € Ly 1(Ry)
(see (2.18), (2.19)), it is sufficient to check that
k *° :
fk) / gt dt, g e WH(R,). (11.9)
k— Zk'J 0
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One has f(ik;) = 0, thus
fk) _ f(R) = fGk) [ eilk=iky _ 1

dyA v d
k—ik; k—ik; - WAL) k—ik; Y
/ Ay J”z/( i(k*ikj)sds:/o e*3h;(s) ds (11.10)
where
hj(s) ::i/ A(y)e k=) dy:i/ At + s)e Ft dt (11.11)
s 0
From (11.11) one obtains (11.9) since A(y) € WH1(Ry).
Lemma 11.1 is proved. O

Lemma 11.2 If f(0) =0 and ¢ € L1 2(Ry), then (11.7) holds.

Proof The proof goes as above with one difference : if f(0) = 0 then ko = 0 is
present in formula (11.1) and in formulas (11.10) and (11.11) with ko = 0 one has

s) :i/o At + s)dt. (11.12)

Thus, using (2.18), one gets

/ Iho (s \d5<c/ ds/ dt/ )| du
0
:20/ ds/ dv/ lg(u)] du < 20/ ds/ lg(w)|u du (11.13)
0 5 v 0 5

= 40/ u?|q(u)|du < oo if g€ Li2(Ry),
0

where ¢ > 0 is a constant. Similarly one checks that h{(s) € L'(Ry) if ¢ €
Li2(Ry).
Lemma 11.2 is proved. O

Lemma 11.3 Formula (11.1) holds.
Proof Write

k+z 1—[ k+zk

1 j=1 k—
= 11.14
FH T Ly
Clearly
k+i oy k4 ik !
= i . 11.1
FoL =i ZZ; Foa P=0 k>0 (11.15)
By the Wiener-Levy theorem [8, §17], one has

oy +/ b(t)e* dt, b(t) € WHHR,). (11.16)

fo(k) 0

Actually, the Wiener-Levy theorem yields b(t) € L'(R).
However, since by € WHL(R,), one can prove that b(t) € WH1(Ry).

Indeed, b and 50 are related by the equation:
(1+bo)(1+b) =1, VkeR, (11.17)
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which implies

b= —by — byb, (11.18)
or

b(t) = —bo(t) — /0 bo(t — s)b(s)ds := —by — bo * b, (11.19)

where * is the convolution operation.

Since b € L*(R;) and b € L'(R;) the convolution b) * b € L'(Ry). So,
differentiating (11.19) one sees that b’ € L'(R, ), as claimed.

From (11.16), (11.15) and (11.4) one gets:

J

I(k) = (ik—A(0)+A;)(14D)

J
s
=ik E J @, (11.20
% { +c+j:0k7ikj +a, ( )

where c is a constant defined in (11.24) below, the constants a; are defined in (11.25)
and the function a is defined in (11.26). We will prove that ¢ = 0 (see (11.28)).
To derive (11.20), we have used the formula:

kb = ik eiktb(t) Y Y ()dt| = —b(0) — ' (11.21)
TPETE Y Tk ), € - : ‘
and made the following transformations:
J .
1(k) = ik — A0) = b(0) — ' + A — AQO)b+ Ap Y 2 (11.22)
s k— ’Ll{?j
2 ik ~ k)
_ ilA 4 )€
Z —zk Z —zk ]+, k—ik;’
7=0
where L o
g(k) = =t + Ay — A(0)b + Aqb. (11.23)
Comparing (11.22) and (11.20) one concludes that
J
¢ := —A(0) — b(0) +i ch, (11.24)
aj = —c; [k; + A(0) + ( ) (Zk )] (11.25)
J il
i 11.2
Zo — zk; K (11.26)

To complete the proof of Lemma 11.3 one has to prove that ¢ = 0, where ¢
is defined in (11.24). This is easily seen from the asymptotics of I(k) as k — oo.
Namely, one has, as in (11.21):

—A (11.27)
From (11.27) and (11.4) it follows that

I(k) = (ik = A(0) + Ay) [1 - % o @)] .

= (ik — A(0) + A) (1 + % +o0 (;)) =ik+o(1), k— 4oo. (11.28)
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From (11.28) and (11.20) it follows that ¢ = 0.
Lemma 11.3 is proved. a

Lemma 11.4 One has a; = irj, r; > 0,1 < j < J, and ro = 0 if f(0) # 0,
and ro > 0 if f(0) =0.

Proof One has

(0, ik
aj = Res I(k) fg ! ) (11.29)
k=ik; f(Zk])
From (2.7) and (11.29) one gets:
Cj . G . Cj .
= - = =g, = —— >0 0. 11.30
a; 2Zk] Z2kj iy, Tj 2]€j > U, J > ( )
If 7 = 0, then
(0,0
ap = ResI(k) := f( .0) (11.31)
=0 £(0)

Here by Resg—o I (k) we mean the right-hand side of (11.31) since I(k) is, in general,
not analytic in a disc centered at k = 0, it is analytic in C; and, in general, cannot
be continued analytically into C_.

Let us assume g(x) € L1 o(Ry). In this case f(k) is continuously differentiable
in @J’_.

From the Wronskian formula

f(0,k)f(=k) — f'(0, —k) f (k)
k

=2i (11.32)

taking £k — 0, one gets

1(0,0)£(0) = —i. (11.33)
Therefore if ¢ € Ly 2(Ry) and f(0) = 0, then f(0) # 0 and f/(0,0) # 0. One

can prove [14, pp.188-190], that if ¢ € L1 1(Ry), then % is bounded as k — 0,
keCs.
From (11.31) and (11.33) it follows that
7 1
ag = — =1irg, Tp:i=—— . (11.34)

[f(()) ? [£(0)]?
From (2.17) one gets:

f(0) = z/ A(y) y dy. (11.35)

0

Since A(y) is a real-valued function if ¢(x) is real-valued (this follows from the
integral equation (5.62), formula (11.35) shows that

[f(O)r <0, (11.36)

and (11.34) implies
ro > 0. (11.37)

Lemma 11.4 is proved. O
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One may be interested in the properties of function a(¢) in (11.1). These can
be obtained from (11.26), (11.16) and (11.7) as in the proof of Lemmas 11.1 and
11.2.

In particular (11.2) and (11.3) can be obtained.

Note that even if ¢(z) # 0 is compactly supported, one cannot claim that a(t)
s compactly supported.

This can be proved as follows.

Assume for simplicity that J = 0 and f(0) # 0. Then if a(t) is compactly
supported then I(k) is an entire function of exponential type. It is proved in [17,
p.278] that if g(z) # 0 is compactly supported, ¢ € L'(R, ), then f(k) has infinitely
many zeros in C. The function f/(0,z) # 0 if f(z) = 0. Indeed, if f(z) = 0 and
f'(0,2z) = 0 then f(z,z) = 0 by the uniqueness of the solution of the Cauchy
problem for equation (1.1) with ¥ = 2. Since f(z,2) £ 0 (see (1.3)), one has a
contradiction, which proves that f'(0,z) # 0 if f(z) = 0. Thus I(k) cannot be an
entire function if ¢(z) # 0, g(x) € L'(Ry) and g(z) is compactly supported.

Let us consider the following question:

What are the potentials for which a(t) =0 in (11.1)?

In other words, suppose

iy

J
I(k) =i ' 11.
(k) zk+;kfikj, (11.38)

find g(z) corresponding to I-function (11.38), and describe the decay properties of
q(x) as © — +o0.

We now show two ways of doing this.

By definition

FO.k) = I(k) f(k),  f/(0,—k) = I(—k)f(=k), k€R (11.39)
Using (11.39) and (2.23) one gets
[L(k) — I(=k)|f (k) f(—k) = 2ik,

or

FR)f(—k) = Im’;(k) Vk € R. (11.40)

By (2.5), (2.6) and (11.30) one can write (see [19]) the spectral function corre-
sponding to the I-function (11.38) (v/A = k):

dp(\) = B A0, (11.41)
P A, 2k 5N+ k) dA, A <0, '

where §(\) is the delta-function.
Knowing dp()) one can recover ¢(x) algorithmically by the scheme (5.26).
Consider an example. Suppose f(0) #0, J =1,

. i?“l . iTl (k‘ + Zk‘1) . 7“1k‘ T1 ]4;1
I(k) = = —_—— = — . (11.42
W =ikt g = e M ere) e Y
Then (11.41) yields:
d (/\ % A>0
dp(\)=<¢ ™ (\FJF H;l) ' ’ (11.43)
2k;1r16()\+k1)d)\, A <O0.
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Thus (5.27) yields:

1 [ A sin vV Az sin v A h(k h(k
L(z,y) = 7/ X “‘C sinVAzsin Ay o, sh(ka) shikiy) (11.44)
7 Jo Atk VA VA k1 k1
and, setting A = k% and taking for simplicity 2k;r; = 1, one finds:
2r; [ dkk® sin(kz)sin(ky)
L =—
O(l.ay) T / k2 + k’% kQ
2ry [ dksin(kz) sin(ky)
== 11.45
T /0 k% + k3 ( )
ri (% dk[cosk(z —y) — cosk(z +y)]
o ™ Jo kQ + k'%
— " (p—kle—yl _ —ki(a+y)
o (e e ) , k1>0,
where the known formula was used:
1 [ coskx 1
- | S dk= — el 0 R. 11.46
7r/0 S 5s € , a >0, x € ( )
Thus
_ T [ —kafa—yl _ kit )] sh(kiz) sh(kiy)
L(z,y) = % [ o=yl _ v . 11.47
(0) = 5 [ ‘ + 2R 2 (11.47)

Equation (5.30) with kernel (11.47) is not an integral equation with degenerate
kernel:

e~Flt=yl _e=k1(t+y)  sp(kyt) sh(kyy)

K(z, —I—/ K(x,t [ dt 11.48
@)+ [ Kt | o) hA (11.48)
_ eThleul _ e—kilety)  sh(kiz) sh(kiy)
2k1/7"1 kl kl '

This equation can be solved analytically [34], but the solution requires space
to present. Therefore we do not give the theory developed in [34] but give another
approach to a study of the properties of ¢(x) given I(k) of the form (11.42). This
approach is based on the theory of the Riemann problem [6].

Equations (11.40) and (11.42) imply

k? + ki
F(k) (k) = k2+u%’ vi = ki 411 (11.49)
The function
k+ ik
folk) == F(b) X" g i (11.50)
k‘—Zk‘l
Write (11.49) as
k — ik k+iky k24 k2
k)L fo(—k - .
fol )k—i—z’klfo( )k;—z'kzl k2 402
Thus
k% + k3 1
k) = h(k) := . 11.51
R A Te (s

The function fo(—k) #0in C_, fo(co) =1in C_,s0 h:= ﬁ is analytic in C_.



Property C for ODE and applications to inverse problems. 51

Consider (11.51) as a Riemann problem. One has

k? + k3 Y N e i
= — dl =0. 11.52
k2+v? " 2mi ) o Ry vi ( )

indR

Therefore (see [6]) problem (11.51) is uniquely solvable. Its solution is:

- k+ ik?l - k— iVl
Jolk) = 4 k) = i (11.53)
as one can check.
Thus, by (11.50),
k — ik
k) = . 11.54
T = (11.54)

The corresponding S-matrix is:
_f(=k) (b +iki)(k + i)
=50 T e k) (ki) (11.55)

Thus
Fs(x) := %/ [1— S(k)le*™dk = O (e ™*) for z>0, (11.56)
Fy(x) = sy e 17,
and
F(z) = Fs(x) + Fa(z) = O (e7"17).. (11.57)
Equation (5.50) implies A(z,z) = O (e72%1%), so
q(z) =0 (e72h17), T — +o0. (11.58)

Thus, if f(0) # 0 and a(t) = 0 then ¢(x) decays exponentially at the rate
determined by the number kq, k1 = 11;[1_2{} k;.
<j

If £(0) =0, J =0, and a(t) = 0, then

iTO

I(k) :ik—k?, (11.59)
k2
k)f(—k) = —— . 11.
FOF(R) = oy 70> 0 (1160
Let fo(k) = (kﬂizﬂk) Then equation (11.60) implies:
E2+1
fo(k) fo(=k) = B Vg = ro, (11.61)

and fo(k) #0 in Cy.

Thus, since indg k’“;j‘yﬂ = 0, fo(k) is uniquely determined by the Riemann
0
problem (11.61).
One has: . L
+ —1
k = —k =
fo(k) kT fo(=k) [
and L fR
- + iV()
k) = . S(k) = = 2T 11.62
) k+ivg (k) f(k) k —ivg ( )

1 [~ k+ivo\ 2y [ ethr gy
FS(:L'):—/ (1 +W0>e””’dk “’0/ ¢ — e % >0,

2r J_ k —1vg 2 J_o
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and Fy(z) = 0.
So one gets:
F(z) = Fs(z) = 2v9e™", 2 >0. (11.63)
Equation (5.50) yields:

o0
Az, y) + 21/0/ Az, t)e otV gr = —9p e vol@ty) y>x>0. (11.64)
x

Solving (11.64) yields:
1

A(ZZ:’7 y) = —2V0€7V0(z+y) m

(11.65)

The corresponding potential (5.51) is

g(z) = O (e72"), x — 00. (11.66)
If g(z) = O (e7**), k > 0, then a(t) in (11.1) decays exponentially. Indeed, in
this case V/(t), A1(y), b(t), A1 * b decay expenentially, so, by (11.23), g(t) decays
exponentially, and, by (11.26), the function %fk(:k’) := h with h(t) decaying
exponentially. We leave the details to the reader.

12 Algorithms for finding ¢(x) from I(k)

One algorithm, discussed in section 11, is based on finding the spectral function
p(A) from I(k) by formula (11.41) and then finding ¢(z) by the method (5.26).

The second algorithm is based on finding the scattering data (2.10) and then
finding ¢(x) by the method (5.49).

In both cases one has to find k;, 1 < j < J, and the number J. In the second

method one has to find f(k) and s; also, and S(k) = £k)

k)~
If k; and f(k) are found then s; can be found from (2.12). Indeed, by (11.1)
/ 7.
ir; = Res I(k) = M (12.1)
k=ik; f(ikj)
From (12.1) and (2.12) one finds
D . B i (12.2)

ing [f k) rslf k)2
If k; are found, then one can find f(k) from I(k) as follows. Since f'(0,k) =
f(k)I(k), equation (2.23) implies equation (11.40):

k
Define
w(k) = ﬁ Roiki g 1(0) < 0o, f(0)#0 (12.4)
o =1 k+ ikij ’ ’ '
and J
w(k) = kiz 11 Z:rz:j if I(0)=o00, f(0)=0. (12.5)
j=1

Omne has I(0) < oo if f(0) # 0 and I(0) = oo if f(0) = 0. Note that if
q € L1 5(Ry) and f(0) = 0 then f(0,0) # 0 and f(0) # 0.
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Define

~

h(k) = ((k) . (12.6)

Then h(k) is analytic in Cy, h(k) # 0in C, and h(cc) = 1 in C, while h(—k)
has similar properties in C_. Denote ﬁ := h_(k). This function is analytic in
C_, h_(k)#0in C_ and h_(cc) =1 in C_. Denote h(k) := h (k).

Write (12.3) as the Riemann problem:

g

B
N2

b (k) = g(k)h_(k), (12.7)
where
g(k) = Tl (k) if I(0) < oo, (12.8)
and
ko k2 +1

glk) = Tl 72 it I(0) = oo. (12.9)

We claim that the function g(k) is positive for all ¥ > 0, bounded in a neighborhood
of £ = 0 and has a finite limit at £ = 0 even if (0) = 0. Only the case I(0) = 0
requires a comment. If 7(0) = 0, then f/(0,0) = 0, f/(0,0) # 0, £(0) # 0, and
one can see from (12.3) that the function ImLI(k) is bounded. Thus, the claim is
verified.

The Riemann problem (12.7) can be solved analytically: Inhy (k) —Inh_(k) =
In g(k) and since h, (k) and h_ (k) do not vanish in C and C_ respectively, In h (k)
and In h_ (k) are analytic in C; and C_ respectively. Therefore

h(k) = exp (217” /_OO l?f(l? dt) , (12.10)
h(k) = hy(k) if Imk>0, h(k)=h_(k) if Imk<0, (12.11)

and
F(k) = w(k)h(k), Imk > 0. (12.12)

Finally, let us explain how to find k; and J given I(k).
From (11.1) it follows that

1 > ; —i d ; To
7 _OO(I(k) —ik)e” M dk = — erjekft —5 for ¢t<0. (12.13)
j=

Taking t — —oo in (12.13) one can find step by step the numbers rq, k1, 71,
ko, ro..., 7y, ky. If I(0) < oo, then ro = 0.
13 Remarks.

13.1 Representation of the products of the solution to (1.1). In this
subsection we follow [12]. Consider equation (1.1) with ¢ = ¢;, j = 1,2. The func-
tion u(x,y) = ¢1(z, k)p2(y, k) where ¢;, j = 1,2, satisfy the first two conditions
(1.4), solves the problem

- 0l wle) = [ 2 — el o) (13.1)

U(Ovy) =0, ux(07y) = 4102(9’ k)? (132)
w(z,0) =0, wuy(z,0)=pi(zk). (13.3)
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Let us write (13.1) as

0? 0?2
(axg - 8y2> u(r,y) = [q1(2) — g2(y)]u(z, y) (13.4)
and use the known D’Alembert’s formula to solve (13.3)-(13.4):
1 1 [ety
u(z,y) = 5/ [q1(8) — q2(t)]u(s,t) dsdt + 5/ ©1(s) ds, (13.5)
Dyy z—y

where Dy, is the triangle 0 <t <y, z —y+t<s<z+y—t.
Function (13.5) satifies (13.3) and (13.1). Equation (13.5) is uniquely solvable
by iterations:

S 1 [*ty
uw) = 3 wnlew) wlep)i=g [ alod, (130
m=0 -y
1
Um+1 (-%',y) = 5/ [ql(s) - QQ(t)]um(sat) dsdt. (137)
Dy
Note that
1oty
wna) = 5 [ o )ea(s) ds. (13
T—y

If m = 0 this is clear from (13.6). If it is true for some m > 0, then it is true
for m + 1:

1 rv r+y—t 1 st
wnalen) =5 [t [ ) - )z [ st o)) do

—y+t s—t

Y z+y

[ door@)@nteyto) (13.9)
0 r—y
4y

1
2
1

— 5‘/ dO'(,Dl(U)wm+1(xay70-)’
r—=y

where w,, and w.,+1 are some functions.
Thus, by induction, one gets (13.8) for all m, and (13.6) implies

1 [ty
u(z,y) =5 / w(z,y, s)p1(s) ds, (13.10)
r—y
where .
w(x,y,5) =Y wn(2,y,5). (13.11)
m=0

To satisfy (13.2) one has to satisfy the equations:

Y
0= / w(0,, 5)1 (5, k) ds,

-y
1
p2(y, k) = 5 [w(0, 3, y)e1(y) — w(0,y, —y)p1(~y)] (13.12)
1 Yy
+ 7/ wr(ovyas)(pl(s) ds.
2 -y
Formula (13.10) yields
1 T4y
prla kel k) = 5 [ wleg (s k) ds. (13.13)
=Y
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If x =y, then ,
o1(z, k)p2(x, k) = %/0 mw(m,x, s)p1(s, k) ds. (13.14)
Therefore, if
/a h(x)p1(x, k)p2(z, k)de =0 Yk >0,
then '

a 2x
= / h(x) / w(z, x, $)p1(s, k) dsdx
0 0
2a a
= dser (s, k:)/ dzh(z)w(z,z,s) Yk > 0.
0 3
Since the set {¢1(s, k) }vko is complete in L2(0, 2a), it follows that 0 = [< dzh(x)w(z,z, s)
2

for all s € [0, 2a]. Differentiate with respect to s and get
s s 1. /s @
22 Zh(2) = X =0. 13.1
w(2,2,s) 2h<2> /2 dsh(zx)ws(z,z,8) =0 (13.15)

From Volterra equation (13.15) it follows h(z) = 0 if the kernel w,(z, z, s)w™! (£, £, 5) :=
t(z, s) is summable. From the definition (13.11) of w it follows that if f(f lg(z)| dz <
oo Vb > 0, then ws(z,y, s) is summable. The function w(z,y, s) has m summable
derivatives with respect to x,y and s if ¢(z) has m — 1 summable derivatives. Thus
one can derive from (13.15) that h(z) =0 if w (£, %,s) > 0 for all s € [0,2a].

If the boundary conditions at z = 0 are different, for example, ¢}(0,k) —
how;(0,k) =0, j = 1,2, then conditions

Uy — h0u|r:O =0, uy— hO“’y:o =0, hg=const>0 (13.16)
replace the first conditions (13.2) and (13.3). One can normalize ¢;(z, k) by setting
0;(0,k) = 1. (13.17)
Then
#(0,k) = ho, (13.18)
u(0,y) = @2(y, k), u(x,0) = pu(z, k), (13.19)
ux(oa k) = hOQDQ(yv k)v Uy(l‘, O) = howl(‘ra k)v (1320)
and (13.5) is replaced by
1
ue) =5 [ (o) = auls. o) dsae
Day
1[5ty 1
+ 3 / how1(s, k)ds + 5[901(:1: +y, k) + p1(z —y, k). (13.21)
z—y
Note that
1 1o [*Y 1 oty
st rae-l=ga [ Ca@a=g [ Cema 032

Equation (13.21) is uniquely solvable by iterations, as above, and its solution is
given by the first formula (13.6) with
ho T+y 1 Tty
ug(z,y) = ?/ w1(s,k)ds + 5/ v1s(s, k) ds. (13.23)

-y -y
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The rest of the argument is as above: one proves existence and uniqueness of
the solution to equation (13.21) and the analog of formula (13.10):

1 z+y
U(:E,y) = 5/ ’LU(ZL',y, S)Cb(s) d87 O = h0901(5» k) + 5018(87 k) (1324)
z—y

Thus

ulo,5) = or(a Rl k) = [t o)lhoga(si) + s bl ds, (1329

where .
t(z,s) = 5111(:5,37,3), (13.26)

and t(z, s) is summable.
Thus, as before, completeness of the set of products {¢1(z, k)2 (z, k) }vi=o can
be studied.

13.2 Characterization of Weyl’s solutions. The standard definition of
Weyl’s solution to (1.1) is given by (2.2).
In [15] it is proved that

Wz, k) =e*(1+0(1)) as |k| >o00, |z]<b, k€A, (13.27)
where A :={\: |[ImA| > ¢, dist(\, S) > €},

+o0
S:=RUJ[iv—,iv4], ~+:= inf :t/ [u? + qul?] dz. (13.28)
ueH'(Ry) Jo
u(0)=0

The relation (13.27) gives a definition of the Weyl solution by its behavior on
compact sets in the z-space as |k| — oo, as opposite to (2.2), where k is fixed, and
x — 00. For multidimensional Schrédinger equation similar definition was proposed
in [17, p.356, problem 8.

We want to derive (13.27) for potentials in L; (R4 ) and for k > 0, k — +o0.

The idea is simple. For any ¢ = g € L, (R.), one can construct ¢(z, k) and

Y(x, k), the solutions to (1.1) and (1.4), for any || < b, where b > 0 is an arbitrary
large fixed number, by solving the Volterra equations

o, k) = % + /: wq(ym(y, k) dy (13.29)
o) = os(ln) + [~ =gty 1) ay (13.30)

One can also write an equation for the Weyl solution W:

sin(kx) T sin[k(z — y)]
inika) /O R

This equation is uniquely solvable by iterations for |z| < b.
It is known that

m(k) =ik +o(1), |k| = oo, Imk >e¢|Rek|, e>0. (13.32)

For ¢ € L1 1(R4) the above formula holds when k£ > 0,k — +occ. From (13.31) and
(13.32) one gets, assuming k > 0,

Wz, k) = e (1 +0 (1>) + /Ow wq(y)W(y, k) dy. (13.33)

W (z, k) = cos(kx) + m(k) ()W (y,k)dy. (13.31)

k k
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Solving (13.33) by iterations yields (13.27) for k > 0,k — 4o00. For ¢ € L1 1(R4)
the Weyl solution is the Jost solution. Therefore the above result for £ > 0,k — 400
is just the standard asymptotics for the Jost solution. It would be of interest to
generalize the above approach to the case of complex k in the region (13.27). O

One can look for an asymptotic representation of the solution to (1.1) for large
|k|, Imk > e|Rek|, € > 0, of the following form:

w(z, k) = ettty otk dt (13.34)
where

/ . 2 q(x) 1
o' +2iko+o0°—q(x)=0, o==——+o0(—-], |kl— . (13.35)

2ik k

From (13.34) one finds, assuming ¢(z) continuous at z = 0,
u'(0,k) . q(0) 1

=1k + —* — k keC,. 13.36
w0y kg tely) M=o € (13.36)

If g(z) has n derivatives, more terms of the asymptotics can be written (see [14,
p.55]).

13.3 Representation of the Weyl function via the Green function.
The Green function of the Dirichlet operator L, = —j—; + g(x) in L?>(Ry) can be
written as:

G(x,y,2) = oy, V2)W(x,V2), x>y (13.37)

where ¢(z, k), k := \/z, solves (1.1) and satisfies the first two conditions (1.4), and
W (x,+/2) is the Weyl solution (2.2), which satisfies the conditions:

WO,VE) =1, W(0,v3) = m(v3). (13.38)
From (1.4), (13.37) and (13.38) it follows that:
0%G(x,y, k) _

If g € Ly 1(Ry) then W(z, k) = f(g(ﬂ,’c];), where f(z, k) is the Jost solution (1.3),

f
k € C,. Note that (13.17) and (13.38) imply:

%Im Gl A +i0) = 28 ﬁzf(y’ YN f m(V A+ i0) (13.40)

and

Gy, =) = /wwdm O,y 1) = p(e Dy VB, (1341)

o b2

Thus

1

—ImG(z,y,t+10)dt = 0(z,y,t)dp(t). (13.42)

7r
From (13.42) and (13.40) one gets, assuming p(—o0) = 0,

1/t
p(t) = - / Imm(vV A\ +1i0) dA. (13.43)
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If A < 0 then Imm (\/)\ +i0) = 0 except at the points A = —k? at which

f(ik;) = 0, so that m(, /fka +40) = oo. Thus, if ¢t and a are continuity points of
p(t), then

p(t) — p(a) = 71T/t Imm(vV A+ 10)dA, a>0. (13.44)

Let us recall the Stieltjes inversion formula:
If z=0+1ir, 7> 0, p(t) is a function of bounded variation on R,

p(z) == /jo fpf(tz), (13.45)

and if a and b are continuity points of p(t), then

1 b
= / Im (A +i0)dX = p(b) — p(a). (13.46)
71— a
Therefore (13.44) implies
 dp(t
m(v/z) = / g. (13.47)
The spectral function dp(t) does not have a bounded variation globally, on the
whole real axis, and integral (13.47) diverges in the classical sense. We want to
reduce it to a convergent integral by subtracting the classically divergent part of it.
If g(z) = 0, then p := po(t) for t < 0, m(v/X) = iv/\, and formula (13.44) with
a = 0 yields
2)2
A)=—
Po(N) = -
If g(x) = 0 then G(z,y,\) = %eiﬁx, y < x, so (13.39) yields m(v/\) =
iv/A. Formula (13.47) yields formally

(13.48)

o1 [ Vitdt

- m™Jo t— A\ '

This integral diverges from the classical point of view. Let us interpret (13.49) as
follows. Let I'm A > 0. Differentiate (13.49) formally and get

\fdt
2f / s, ImA\ > 0. (13.50)

This is an identity, so (13.49) can be 1nterpreted as an integral from 0 to A of
(13.50). The integral fooo t=2dt which one obtains in the process of integration,
is interpreted as zero, as an integral of a hyperfunction or Hadamard finite part
integral.

Subtract from (13.47) the divergent part (13.49) and get:

m(vz) —ivi= [~ 4

(13.49)

(13.47")

where

VA N>

do(N) = dp(\) — dpo(N),  dpo(N) = {Oﬂ sy (13.47")

Integral (13.47°) converges in the classical sense if ¢ € Ly 1(Ry). Indeed, by (2.5)

and (13.47”) one has do(t) = \/z(lf(\/\ 1)dt. By (5.65) one has f(vt) = 1+
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O(%) as t — 4o00. Thus do(t) = O(%)dt as t — 4o00. Therefore integral (13.477)
converges in the classical sense, absolutely, if Imz # 0, otherwise it converges in
the sense of the Cauchy principal value.

Let us write (11.1) as

m(k) — ik = /OO ettt —ir»ekftH(—t)—i-a(t)H(t) dt H(t) = L 20
e j:oj ’ ~]o, t<o.
(13.51)
From (13.51) and (13.47’) one gets
/ Csl"_(i) :/ eMa(t) dt, A = k? +10, (13.52)
where

J
== e H(—t) + a(t)H(t). (13.53)

j=0

Taking the inverse Fourier transform of (13.52) one can find «(¢) in terms of
o(s). If k> 0 then k = vk2 + 40 and if k£ < 0 then k = vk? — 0. Thus:

1 —ik > dO’(S)
alt) = %/ dke t/_ s— k2 —i0

—ikt —zkt
/da /dkkz_HO_s / dk _ZO_] (13.54)

Let us calculate the interior integral in the right-hand 51de of the above formula.
One has to consider two cases: s > 0 and s < 0. Assume first that s > 0. Then

0o e_ikt 0 e—ikt o] e—ilctdk o] .
dk ————— dk ———— = —+i —ikt5 (k2 —s)dk—
/0 k2—|—i0—3+/_oo k2 —i0—s /_ k2—5+m/0 ¢ (F"=5)

_ _ooe—“ft 2_s — T sin(/5 s .
/O 5k )dk] = sin(EOH(s) + 7. (13.55)
where v it g
= /_ e
If s < 0, then
J | |e*\/@|ﬂ. (13.56)
If s > 0, then
J= —% sin(|t|v/s). (13.57)
From (13.54)-(13.57) one gets
alt) = [ do(eyS V) oy 1 [T do(s) /g
(t) —/0 do(s) NE H(t) / N . (13.58)

Formula (13.58) agrees with (13.53): the second integral in (13.58) for ¢ > 0 is
an L'(R,) function, while for ¢ < 0 it reduces to the sum in (13.53) because
do(s) = dp(s) for s < 0, dp(s) for s < 0 is given by formula (2.5) and the relation
between c; and r; is given by formula (2.7).
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