arXiv:2006.04932v2 [math.CA] 27 Jan 2021

Analytic approximation of transmutation operators for one-dimensional stationary Dirac operators and applications to solution of initial value and spectral problems

Nelson Gutiérrez Jiménez^a and Sergii M. Torba^b

a Instituto de Matemáticas, Facultad de Ciencias Exactas y Naturales, Universidad de Antioquia, Calle 67 No. 53–108, Medellín, COLOMBIA b Departamento de Matemáticas, CINVESTAV del IPN, Unidad Querétaro, Libramiento Norponiente No. 2000, Fracc. Real de Juriquilla, Querétaro, Qro. C.P. 76230 MEXICO e-mail: njgutier@gmail.com, storba@math.cinvestav.edu.mx^∗

August 1, 2021

Abstract

A method for approximate solution of initial value and spectral problems for one dimensional Dirac equation based on an analytic approximation of the transmutation operator is presented. In fact the problem of numerical approximation of solutions is reduced to approximation of the potential matrix by a finite linear combination of matrix valued functions related to generalized formal powers introduced in [16]. Convergence rate estimates in terms of smoothness of the potential are proved. The method allows one to compute both lower and higher eigendata with an extreme accuracy.

1 Introduction

In the present paper we consider a one-dimensional Dirac equation, that is, the system of linear differential equations of the form { y^′_2 + p(x)y_1 + q(x)y_2 = λy_1, −y^′_1 + q(x)y_1 − p(x)y_2 = λy_2,

(1.1)

or in the matrix form, B dY dx + Q(x)Y = λY, Y (x) = ( y_1(x) y_2(x) ) , (1.2)

where B = ( 0 1 −1 0 ) , Q(x) = ( p(x) q(x) q(x) −p(x) ) , (1.3)

p, q ∈ L_1[0, b] are given complex-valued functions of the real variable x, and λ (called the spectral parameter) is an arbitrary complex constant.

∗The authors acknowledge the support from CONACYT, Mexico via the project 222478. N. Gutiérrez Jiménez would like to express his gratitude to the Mathematical department of Cinvestav where he completed the PhD program (the presented paper contains part of the obtained results) and to CONACYT, Mexico for the financial support making it possible.

Due to its importance, the one-dimensional stationary Dirac equation has been the object of study in various areas of mathematics and mathematical physics ([3], [11], [17], [40]). And since the discovery of the fact that the one-dimensional Dirac equation appears during the solution of the modified Korteweg-de Vries equation by the inverse scattering method [1], [2] there is a strong interest in solution of direct and inverse spectral problems related to (1.1). For an introduction to the Dirac equation see, for example, [7], [8], [15], [38], [41]. Up to our best knowledge, there are only several papers [4], [5], [6], [42], where a spectral problem for one-dimensional Dirac equation is solved numerically using a sampling method. All these approaches share a common disadvantage, a truncated representation works only in some neighborhood of zero and requires significant computation time due to necessity to solve particular initial value problems for all sampling points.

We are looking for a method of approximate solution of (1.1) which can be efficiently used to obtain large sets of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of spectral problems associated with (1.1). That is, we are interested in a method where some coefficients may need to be precomputed, but afterwards obtaining an approximate value of Y (x, λ) for each additional λ can be done in almost no cost. Additionally, we would like to have an error bound uniform for all λ ∈ R and exponentially decreasing as a function of a parameter N describing the approximation. In [16] we presented a representation for the solution of (1.1) in the form of spectral parameter power series allowing fast computation of approximation Y_N (x, λ) but whose accuracy deteriorates rapidly as λ → ∞.

In [31] we proposed a method of approximate solution of one-dimensional stationary Schrödinger equation based on an approximation of the transmutation operator. The method possesses all sought-for properties: efficient evaluation for each additional λ, uniform error bound and exponentially fast convergence. See [32], [24], [36], [25], [35], [27], [33], [34] for further development. The aim of the present paper is to extend the method to the system (1.1).

A transmutation operator for the Dirac equation can be realized as a Volterra integral operator. The integral kernel of this operator satisfies a certain Goursat problem for hyperbolic matrix equation. Using the generalized formal powers introduced in [16] we construct a complete system of solutions for this hyperbolic matrix equation (in the sense that any solution can be approximated in the uniform norm by a finite linear combination of solutions from the complete system), see Section 4. In order to find coefficients of a linear combination approximating the integral kernel we utilize the Goursat data, see Section 5. We prove the decay rate estimates depending on the smoothness of the potential, see Section 6. Finally, we show how constructed approximation for the integral kernel leads to an efficient approximation of the solutions of (1.1), see Section 7. We illustrate the results with several numerical examples in Section 9.

We would like to mention that the developed theory also provides different view on the results from [31] and [32]. In particular, we do not need an inverse of the transmutation operator in the proofs. Moreover, a one dimensional stationary Schrödinger equation from [31] can be transformed into a Dirac equation. Applying the proposed method for this Dirac equation, we obtained an analytic approximation of transmutation operator which is different to those of [31]. Corresponding results are presented in Section 8.

In Appendices A–D we prove several technical results on well-posedness of Goursat and Cauchy problems for the hyperbolic equation satisfied by the integral kernel K, study the smoothness of the integral kernel K (depending on the smoothness of the potential matrix Q) and present explicit formula for the solution of a least squares minimization problem.

Throughout the paper we use the notation |A| for matrix norm, from which we require to be submultiplicative, that is, to satisfy |AB| ≤ |A| · |B|. From several possible norms we chose the one induced by the matrix scalar product ⟨A, B⟩ = tr(AB^∗), where tr A is the trace and A^∗ denotes the conjugate transpose of a matrix A. This norm is known as the Frobenius norm, ‖A‖^2 = ∑_m i=1 ∑_n j=1 |a_{ij} |^2. Also we denote by C ( [a, b], M_2 ) the space of continuous 2 × 2-matrix functions F equipped with the norm ‖F ‖_C(_{[a,b],M2}) = max_{[a,b]} |F | and by L_2((a, b), M_2) the space of integrable 2 × 2-matrix functions equipped with the scalar product ⟨F, G⟩_{L2 ((a,b),M2 )} = ∫_b a ⟨F (x), G(x)⟩ dx = ∫_b a tr (F (x)G^∗(x)) dx. If there is no ambiguity, we will simply write C[a, b] and L_2(a, b) for the spaces and ‖F ‖ for the norm.

2 Transmutation operators

Following Levitan [37], let E be a linear topological space and E_1 its linear subspace (not necessarily closed). Let A_1, A_2 : E_1 → E be linear operators.

Definition 2.1. A linear invertible operator T defined on the whole E such that E_1 is invariant under the action of T is called a transmutation operator for the pair of operators A_1 and A_2 if it fulfills the following two conditions.

1. Both the operator T and its inverse T^{−1} are continuous in E;

2. The following operator equality is valid

A_1T = T A_2

or which is the same A_1 = T A_2T^{−1}.

Let us denote by A_Q := B d dx + Q(x), (2.1)

a differential operator related to the system (1.2), and by A_0 the differential operator (2.1) having Q as the null matrix-valued function.

Unless otherwise stated, in this section we assume that Q is a continuously differentiable matrixvalued function on [0, b]. We will denote the class of such functions by C^1([0, b], M_2). Here we would like to mention that the approximation constructed further in this paper requires Q to be defined only on [0, b], but the definition of the transmutation operator either requires the symmetric segment [−b, b] or some initial condition at 0 (which we would like to avoid). Since neither the expression defining the transmutation operator nor the final result depend on the values of the potential outside of the segment [0, b], we will consider such extended potential when necessary in the paper.

Let E be the space

C([−b, b] , C^2 ) = { Y (t) = (y_1(t), y_2(t))^T | y_1, y_2 ∈ C[−b, b] } and let the operators A_0 and A_Q act on the space

E_1 = C^1([−b, b] , C^2 ) = { Y (t) = (y_1(t), y_2(t))^T | y_1, y_2 ∈ C^1[−b, b] } . The following result holds.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that Q is a continuously differentiable matrix-valued function on [−b, b]. Then a transmutation operator T , relating the operators A_0 and A_Q in the sense of Definition 2.1 for all Y ∈ C^1([−b, b] , C^2 ), can be realized in the form of a Volterra integral operator

T Y (x) = Y (x) + ∫_x −x K(x, t)Y (t) dt, (2.2) where K(x, t) is a 2 × 2 matrix-valued function satisfying the partial differential equation BK_x(x, t) + K_t(x, t)B = −Q(x)K(x, t) (2.3) with the Goursat conditions BK(x, x) − K(x, x)B = −Q(x), (2.4) BK(x, −x) + K(x, −x)B = 0. (2.5) Conversely, if K(x, t) is a solution of the Goursat problem (2.3)–(2.5), then the operator T determined by formula (2.2) is a transmutation operator for the pair of operators A_Q and A_0.

The proof is similar to those of [38, Theorem 10.3.1], the only part requiring modification is the proof of existence and uniqueness of the solution of the Goursat problem (2.3), (2.4), (2.5). The main reason is that the proof from [38] requires continuation of the potential to the whole axis followed by solving two integral equations. Instead, we transformed the Goursat problem to an equivalent integral equation similar to [39, (Section 1.2, problem 5)] and adapted the proof from [39]. Please see Appendix A for details.

Note that for the definition of the transmutation operator (2.2) one requires knowledge of the integral kernel K only in the union Ω of the sets Ω^+ = {(x, t) : 0 ≤ x ≤ b, |t| ≤ x} and Ω^− = {(x, t) : −b < x ≤ 0, |t| ≤ |x|} . (2.6) The Goursat problem (2.3)–(2.5) can be solved independently in the domains Ω^+ and Ω^−. Remark 2.3. Under the condition of the potential to be continuously differentiable the Goursat problem (2.3)–(2.5) possesses a classical solution, i.e., the solution is a differentiable function satisfying equation (2.3) in every point. It is well known that such restriction can be weakened. For potentials belonging to L_1((0, b), M_2) it is sufficient to ask that K satisfies an equivalent integral equation and, when necessary, approximate Q by a sequence of continuously differentiable potentials and pass to the limit, see [3, Theorem 2.1], [38], [39], [17] for details. Further in this paper, when only the existence of the continuous operator T and its property to map solution into solution are necessary, we will formulate the results for larger class of potentials.

Consider the equation A_0V = λV , V = (v_1, v_2)^T . Its general solution is given by

V (x) = ( v_1(x) v_2(x) ) = c_1 ( cos λx sin λx ) + c_2 ( − sin λx cos λx ) , c_1, c_2 ∈ C . (2.7)

If one knows the transmutation operator for the pair A_0, A_Q, then the vector-valued function

Y = T V (2.8)

is a solution of the Dirac equation (1.1).

Unfortunately, transmutation operator is known in an explicit form only for few potentials. However, suppose we can find an approximate integral kernel K_N in a form K_N (x, t) = N∑ n=0 K_n(x)t^n, where K_n are 2 × 2 matrix-valued functions. Then we may approximate the solutions of the system (1.1) by the vector-valued functions C_N (x, λ) = ( cos λx sin λx ) + N∑ n=0 K_n(x) ∫_x −x ( t^n cos λt t^n sin λt ) dt and S_N (x, λ) = ( − sin λx cos λx ) + N∑ n=0 K_n(x) ∫_x −x ( −t^n sin λt t^n cos λt ) dt. Note that the integrals can be easily evaluated in the closed form. The error of approximation can be estimated uniformly with respect to λ ∈ R. Indeed, let ε(x) = ‖K(x, ·) − K_N (x, ·)‖_{L2(−x,x)} . (2.9) Then using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain | |T ( cos λx sin λx ) − C_N (x, λ) | | = | | ∫_x −x (K(x, t) − K_N (x, t)) ( cos λt sin λt ) dt | | = | | ∫_x −x ( (K_{11} − K_{N,11})(x, t) cos λt + (K_{12} − K_{N,12})(x, t) sin λt (K_{21} − K_{N,21})(x, t) cos λt + (K_{22} − K_{N,22})(x, t) sin λt ) dt | |

≤ √ 2ε(x) (∫_x −x ( cos^2 λt + sin^2 λt ) dt )_{1/2} ≤ 2 √ xε(x). (2.10)

Similarly for the second solution.

We utilize the following scheme to construct an approximation K_N .

• Even though the transmutation operator can not be obtained explicitly, we show that by using a simple recurrent integration procedure one can obtain the images of the powers of x, i.e., the equalities T ( x^k 0 ) = Φ_k(x) and T ( 0 x^k ) = Ψ_k(x), k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

• There exist matrix-valued functions O^j_m, j ∈ 0, 1, 2, 3, m ∈ N_0 (obtained as images of so called wave polynomial matrices under the action of transmutation operator T ) which form a complete system of solutions for equation (2.3) in the sense that any solution of (2.3) can be approximated by a finite linear combination of the functions O^j_m. Moreover, each function O^j_m is a polynomial in t whose coefficients are the functions Φ_k and Ψ_k multiplied by some binomial coefficients.

• We look for an approximate integral kernel in the form K_N (x, t) = N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(x, t) + b_nO^2_n(x, t) + c_nO^3_n(x, t) + d_nO^4_n(x, t) ) .

Since each O^j_m is a solution of (2.3), the function K_N is also a solution of (2.3).

• The coefficients of the approximation are obtained from the Goursat data (2.4), (2.5). Moreover, we show that by taking the half sum of the Goursat data, it is sufficient to solve only one minimization problem, cf. [31, Theorem 5.1]. By using the least squares method, we reduce the problem of finding the coefficients to solution of two linear systems of equations.

• An estimate for (2.9) immediately follows from the well-posedness of the Goursat problem.

• Finally, we show that if Q is a matrix-valued function of class C^r on [0, b], the function ε(x) in (2.9) can be bounded by C_r/N^r for all N > r, where the constant C_r depends on Q and x and does not depend on N.

3 Recurrence integrals, the SPPS representation and mapping property

3.1 Spectral parameter power series Following [16], let (f, g)^T be a solution of the homogeneous Dirac equation B^{dY}_{dx} + Q(x)Y = 0, i.e.,

g^′ + p(x)f + q(x)g = 0, (3.1) −f^′ + q(x)f − p(x)g = 0, (3.2)

and suppose that both functions f and g are non-vanishing on [0, b] (see Remark 3.2 with respect to the existence of such solutions). Suppose additionally that f(0)g(0) = 1. Consider the following systems of functions defined by recurrence relations:

X^{(0)}(x) = − ∫_x 0 p(s) f^2(s) ds, Y^{(0)}(x) = 1 + ∫_x 0 p(s) g^2(s) ds, (3.3) Z^{(n)}(x) = ∫_x 0 ( f^2(s)X^{(n)}(s) + g^2(s)Y^{(n)}(s) ) ds, (3.4) X^{(n+1)}(x) = −(n + 1) ∫_x 0 ( p(s) f^2(s)

Z^{(n)}(s) + g(s) f(s) Y^{(n)}(s) ) ds, (3.5) Y^{(n+1)}(x) = (n + 1) ∫_x 0 ( p(s) g^2(s)

Z^{(n)}(s) + f(s) g(s) X^{(n)}(s) ) ds, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (3.6) Similarly we use as the initial functions

~X^{(0)}(x) = 1 + ∫_x 0 p(s) f^2(s) ds, ~Y^{(0)}(x) = − ∫_x 0 p(s) g^2(s) ds (3.7)

and define the functions ~Z^{(n)}, ~X^{(n)} and ~Y^{(n)}, n ≥ 0 by formulas (3.4)–(3.6) replacing X^{(n)}, Y^{(n)} and Z^{(n)} by ~X^{(n)}, ~Y^{(n)} and ~Z^{(n)}, correspondingly.

The following result obtained in [16] establishes the relation of the systems of functions {X^{(n)}}^∞_{n=0}, {Y^{(n)}}^∞_{n=0}, { ~X^{(n)}}^∞_{n=0} and { ~Y^{(n)}}^∞_{n=0} to the Dirac equation.

Theorem 3.1 ([16]). Suppose that both functions f and g are absolutely continuous, non-vanishing on [0, b] and satisfy the homogeneous Dirac equation (3.1)–(3.2) a.e. on [0, b]. Assume that^p_{f 2} ,^p_{g2} , f g and^g_f are integrable functions and that λ is an arbitrary complex parameter. Then the general solution of the Dirac equation (1.1) has the form

Y = c_1Y_1 + c_2Y_2 = c_1 ( u_1 v_1 ) + c_2 ( u_2 v_2 ) , where c_1 and c_2 are arbitrary complex constants and ( u_1 v_1 ) = ∞∑ n=0 λ^n n! ( f ~X^{(n)} g ~Y^{(n)} ) and ( u_2 v_2 ) = ∞∑ n=0 λ^n n! ( fX^{(n)} gY^{(n)} ) . (3.8)

Both series converge uniformly with respect to x ∈ [0, b] and with respect to λ belonging to a compact set on a complex plane to vector-valued functions (u_i, v_i)^T , u_i, v_i ∈ AC[0, b], i = 1, 2. The solutions Y_1 and Y_2 satisfy the following initial conditions:

Y_1(0) = ( f(0) 0 ) , Y_2(0) = ( 0 g(0) ) . (3.9)

Representation (3.8), also known as the SPPS method (Spectral Parameter Power Series), present an efficient and highly competitive technique for solving a variety of spectral and scattering problems related to Dirac equation. The first work implementing an analogue of Theorem 3.1 for numerical solution of Sturm-Liouville spectral problems was [26] and later on the SPPS method was used in a number of publications (see [19], [16] and references therein). Remark 3.2. It is worth mentioning that the existence and construction of the required solution (f, g)^T presents no difficulty. Indeed, let p and q be real valued and continuous on [0, b]. Then (3.1)–(3.2) possesses two linearly independent real-valued solutions (f_1, g_1)^T and (f_2, g_2)^T such that neither f_1 and f_2 nor g_1 and g_2 can have common zero. Thus, one may choose (f, g)^T = (f_1, g_1)^T +i(f_2, g_2). Moreover, for the construction of (f_1, g_1)^T and (f_2, g_2)^T the same SPPS method may be used, see [16, Section 2.3] for details. In the case of complex-valued coefficients the existence of a non-vanishing solution was shown in [16, Proposition 2.9].

3.2 Mapping property

Unfortunately the integral kernel of the operator T can be found in closed form only for a few particular potentials, in general it is unknown. So there is no way to determine the result of T acting on an arbitrary vector-valued function. However, it is possible to determine the result of T acting on an arbitrary vector function of the form (x^k, x^m)^T , and, hence, on arbitrary vectorfunction (p_1, p_2)^T , where p_1 and p_2 are polynomials.

Under the assumptions of Subsection 3.1, recalling that f(0)g(0) = 1, the following mappings are valid, c.f., (2.7), (2.8), (2.2) and (3.9). T ( cos λx sin λx ) = 1 f(0)

Y_1(x) = g(0)Y_1(x) = g(0) ∞∑ k=0 λ^k k! ( f(x) ~X^{(k)}(x) g(x) ~Y^{(k)}(x) ) , (3.10) and T ( − sin λx cos λx ) = 1 g(0)

Y_2(x) = f(0)Y_2(x) = f(0) ∞∑ k=0 λ^k k! ( f(x)X^{(k)}(x) g(x)Y^{(k)}(x) ) . (3.11)

Furthermore, the solutions of the Dirac equation are analytic in the spectral parameter. Therefore, by representing sin λx and cos λx as power series, and by comparing coefficients near the powers of λ in (3.10) and (3.11), we obtain the above assertion.

We introduce the infinite sequences of vector-valued functions {Φ_k}^∞_{k=0} and {Ψ_k}^∞_{k=0} given respectively by

Φ_k =

(−1)^{(k+1)/2}g(0) ( fX^{(k)} gY^{(k)} ) , k odd, (−1)^{k/2}f(0) ( f ~X^{(k)} g ~Y^{(k)} ) , k even

(3.12)

and

Ψ_k =

(−1)^{(k−1)/2}g(0) ( f ~X^{(k)} g ~Y^{(k)} ) , k odd, (−1)^{k/2}f(0) ( fX^{(k)} gY^{(k)} ) , k even. (3.13)

Finally, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3 (Mapping theorem). Let p, q ∈ L^1 (0, b) be complex valued functions. Let f and g be as in Theorem 3.1 normalized according to the condition f(0)g(0) = 1. Let T be the transmutation operator for A_0 and A_Q, and let Φ_k and Ψ_k be vector-valued functions defined by (3.12) and (3.13) respectively. Then T ( x^k 0 ) = Φ_k(x) and T ( 0 x^k ) = Ψ_k(x), k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (3.14)

4 Generalized wave polynomials: a complete system of solutions of (2.3)

Following ideas from [20, Section 4] let us first consider the simplest hyperbolic equation of the form (2.3) having Q ≡ 0, Bk_x(x, t) + k_t(x, t)B = 0. (4.1)

It is easy to see that having a solution k of equation (4.1) in the square [−b, b] × [−b, b], the function K̃ = T [k]

is a solution of (2.3) in the same square [−b, b] × [−b, b]. Here the operator T acts with respect to the variable x, i.e., K̃(x, y) = T [k](x, y) = k(x, y) + ∫_x −x K(x, t)k(t, y) dt. Let us study first the solutions of (4.1).

Let H = AC([−b, b], M_2), i.e., is the space of absolutely continuous 2 × 2 matrix-valued functions. Consider the operators P^+ and P^− acting on H as follows

P^− [A] := 1 2 (A − BAB) and P^+ [A] := 1 2 (A + BAB) , (4.2)

where A ∈ H and B is the matrix in (1.3).

The operators P^− and P^+ are projectors and decompose the space H in the direct sum of the spaces H^− := ker P^− and H^+ := ker P^+. H^− corresponds to the subspace of matrix-valued functions that anti-commute with B and H^+ corresponds to the subspace of matrix-valued functions that commute with B . It should be noted that −B^2 equals the identity matrix and Q ∈ H^−.

Note that the projectors P^+ and P^− can be applied to any 2 × 2 matrix valued function as well. Later in the paper, for X being a space of matrix valued functions, we will use the notations X^+ and X^− for the subspaces of functions commuting and anti-commuting with B, respectively.

Proposition 4.1. The general solution of equation (4.1) has the following form

k(x, t) = P^+[h_1] ( x + t 2 ) + P^−[h_2] ( x − t 2 ) , (4.3)

where h_1 and h_2 are arbitrary absolutely continuous functions in H.

Proof. An easy computation shows that the right hand side of (4.3) satisfy (4.1). On the other hand, let k be a solution of equation (4.1). Define h(ξ(x, t), η(x, t)) = k(x, t) via the change of coordinates given by ξ = (x + t)/2 and η = (x − t)/2. It follows that 2k_x = (h_ξ + h_η) and 2k_t = (h_ξ − h_η). Substituting these into (4.1) yields P^− [h_ξ] (ξ, η) + P^+ [h_η ] (ξ, η) = 0. Applying the projectors P^+ and P^− we have P^+ [h_η] (ξ, η) = 0 and P^− [h_ξ ] (ξ, η) = 0. From the last equalities, integrating with respect to the variables η and ξ we obtain that P^+ [h] (ξ, η) = c_1(ξ) and P^− [h] (ξ, η) = c_2(η) for some c_1 ∈ H^− and c_2 ∈ H^+. Thus,

k(x, t) = P^+ [h] (ξ, η) + P^− [h] (ξ, η) = c_1 ( x + t 2 ) + c_2 ( x − t 2 ) . Finally, we have c_1 = P^+ [h_1] and c_2 = P^− [h_2], for some h_1, h_2 ∈ H, because the image of P^+ is H^− and the image of P^− is H^+, which completes the proof.

Remark 4.2. Since H^− = ker P^− and H^+ = ker P^+ we can consider as a general solution of equation (4.1) the formula k(x, t) = P^+[h] (x + t) + P^−[h] (x − t) , (4.4)

where h is arbitrary absolutely continuous matrix-valued function. We observe that if we substitute h(x) = P^+h_1(x/2) + P^−h_2(x/2) into (4.4) we recover (4.3).

We introduce the system of wave matrices { P^i_m, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 }_∞ m=0 as a result of applying formula (4.4) to four matrix-valued functions ( x^m 0 0 0 ) , ( 0 x^m 0 0 ) , ( 0 0 x^m 0 ) , ( 0 0 0 x^m ) , m = 0, 1, 2, . . . Specifically,

P^1_m(x, t) = ( p_{2m−1}(x, t) 0 0 −p_{2m}(x, t) ) , P^2_m(x, t) = ( 0 p_{2m−1}(x, t) p_{2m}(x, t) 0 ) , P^3_m(x, t) = ( 0 p_{2m}(x, t) p_{2m−1}(x, t) 0 ) , P^4_m(x, t) = ( −p_{2m}(x, t) 0 0 p_{2m−1}(x, t) ) , where

p_{−1} ≡ 0, p_0 ≡ 1, p_{2m−1}(x, t) = m∑ even k=0 ( m k ) x^{m−k}t^k, p_{2m}(x, t) = m∑ odd k=1 ( m k ) x^{m−k}t^k. (4.5)

Remark 4.3. Each of the wave matrix not only satisfies equation (4.1) but also the wave-matrix equation ∂^2_t K(x, t) = ∂^2_xK(x, t). In addition, the functions in (4.5) are known as wave polynomials, the fact that they arise here does not cause us any surprise since the wave polynomials form a complete system of solutions of the wave equation with respect to the maximum norm, see [20] for more details.

Due to Proposition 4.1 and the Weierstrass Approximation theorem, we establish that the wave matrices form a complete system of solutions for equation (4.1).

Proposition 4.4. Let k be a solution of equation (4.1). Given any ε > 0, there exists a linear combination of wave matrices in the form k_m(x, t) = m∑ n=0 ( a_nP^1_n (x, t) + b_nP^2_n (x, t) + c_nP^3_n (x, t) + d_nP^4_n (x, t) )

such that for every (x, t) ∈ [−b, b] × [−b, b], |k(x, t) − k_m(x, t)| < ε. Having disposed of this preliminary step, we are in position to introduce a complete system of solutions for equation (2.3). Recall that the transmutation operator T in (2.2) acts on vector-valued functions of one real variable, however in a natural way T acts on 2 × 2 matrix-valued functions, acting by column with respect to the variable x for each fixed t.

Definition 4.5 (Generalized Wave Matrices). We introduce the following matrix-valued functions being the images under the transmutation operator T of the wave matrices P^i_m.

O^1_m(x, t) = [ U_{2m−1}(x, t) −V_{2m}(x, t) ] , O^2_m(x, t) = [ V_{2m}(x, t) U_{2m−1}(x, t) ] , O^3_m(x, t) = [ V_{2m−1}(x, t) U_{2m}(x, t) ] , O^4_m(x, t) = [ −U_{2m}(x, t) V_{2m−1}(x, t) ] , (4.6)

where m ≥ 0 and the vector-valued functions U_{2m−1}, U_{2m}, V_{2m−1} and V_{2m} are given by U_{2m−1}(x, t) = m∑ even k=0 ( m k ) Φ_{m−k}(x)t^k, U_{2m}(x, t) = m∑ odd k=1 ( m k ) Φ_{m−k}(x)t^k, (4.7)

V_{2m−1}(x, t) = m∑ even k=0 ( m k ) Ψ_{m−k}(x)t^k, V_{2m}(x, t) = m∑ odd k=1 ( m k ) Ψ_{m−k}(x)t^k. (4.8)

In what follows we are interested in linear combinations of the form K_N (x, t) = N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(x, t) + b_nO^2_n(x, t) + c_nO^3_n(x, t) + d_nO^4_n(x, t) ) . (4.9)

Let us collect the coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n} in a 2 × 2 matrix as follows

C_n = ( a_n b_n c_n d_n ) , n = 0, . . . , N. (4.10) Observe that each generalized wave matrix O^i_n, i = 1 . . . 4, contains terms with powers of t whose degree is less than or equal to n. Hence a linear combination of wave matrices in (4.9) is actually a matrix-valued polynomial function in the variable t. From a long but simple procedure we obtain the lemma below.

Lemma 4.6. Let K_N be a linear combination of generalized wave matrices of the form (4.9). For each fixed x ∈ [0, b], K_N is a polynomial in the variable t whose degree is less than or equal to N. To be more precise, K_N (x, t) = N∑ n=0 K_n(x)t^n, (4.11)

where

K_{2n}(x) = N−2n∑

k=0 ( 2n + k 2n ) [ Φ_k(x) Ψ_k(x) ] C_{2n+k}, (4.12)

K_{2n+1}(x) = N−2n−1 ∑ k=0 ( 2n + 1 + k 2n + 1 ) [ Φ_k(x) Ψ_k(x) ] BC_{2n+1+k}B. (4.13)

Due to the transmutation property the generalized wave matrices satisfy the integral kernel equation (2.3). In addition, based on the properties of operators T , T^{−1} and Proposition 4.4 we obtain that the generalized wave matrices are a complete system of solutions for equation (2.3) in the square [−b, b] × [−b, b]. However the integral kernel K is the solution of (2.3) only in the region Ω^+, see (2.6) (and in Ω^− if we consider extension of the potential Q onto [−b, b]), and is not defined in the whole square (x, t) ∈ [−b, b] × [−b, b]. It is possible to continue K as a solution of (2.3) onto the whole square [−b, b] × [−b, b] similarly to [28], we left the details for the reader. In the present paper we give the proof for stronger result considering solutions of (2.3) in the domain Ω^+ only, without any need for continuation.

Theorem 4.7. The system of matrix-valued functions { O^i_m, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 }_∞ m=0 is a complete system of solutions of the equation BK_x(x, t) + K_t(x, t)B = −Q(x)K(x, t) (4.14) in Ω^+. That is, let K̃ be a solution of (4.14). Then for any ε > 0 there exist a constant N and coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} such that

sup (x,t)∈Ω^+ | | |K̃(x, t) − N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(x, t) + b_nO^2_n(x, t) + c_nO^3_n(x, t) + d_nO^4_n(x, t) ) | | | < ε. (4.15)

Remark 4.8. It should be noted that K̃ can be a mild solution, i.e., to be a solution of an equivalent integral equation. We only need that K̃ is continuous in the region Ω^+.

Proof. Consider the values of the solution K̃ at x = b. It is a continuous matrix valued function of the variable t, hence by the Weierstrass approximation theorem there exists a constant N and a 2 × 2 matrix P_N whose entries are polynomials of degree less or equal to N such that sup t∈[−b,b] |K̃(b, t) − P_N (t)| ≤ ε 2 exp ( − ∫_b 0 |Q(s)|ds ) . (4.16) Let P_N (t) = N∑ n=0 t^n ( ã_n b̃_n c̃_n d̃_n ) . (4.17)

Now we consider the following Cauchy problem for equation (2.3) in the region Ω^+ { BK_x(x, t) + K_t(x, t)B = −Q(x)K(x, t), K(b, t) = F (t), (4.18)

where F ∈ C([−b, b], M_2). As it is shown in Appendix C, this Cauchy problem is well-posed and its solution satisfies sup (x,t)∈Ω^+ |K(x, t)| < 2 sup_{s∈[−b,b]} |F (s)| · e^b ∫_b 0 |Q(τ )|dτ . (4.19) Note that K̃ is the solution of Cauchy problem (4.18) with F (t) = K̃(b, t). Let K_2 denote the solution of Cauchy problem (4.18) with F = P_N . The difference K̃ − K_2 is the solution of Cauchy problem (4.18) with F (t) = K̃(b, t) − P_N (t). Then it follows from (4.16) and (4.19) that sup (x,t)∈Ω^+ |K̃(x, t) − K_2(x, t)| < ε, hence it is sufficient to show that K_2 is a linear combination of the generalized wave polynomials to finish the proof. For that we show that the equation

P_N (t) = N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(b, t) + b_nO^2_n(b, t) + c_nO^3_n(b, t) + d_nO^4_n(b, t) ) (4.20)

possesses a solution {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0}. Due to Lemma 4.6 N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(b, t) + b_nO^2_n(b, t) + c_nO^3_n(b, t) + d_nO^4_n(b, t) ) = N∑ n=0 K_nt^n, where

K_{2n} = N−2n∑

k=0 ( 2n + k 2n ) [ Φ_k(b) Ψ_k(b) ] C_{2n+k}, (4.21)

K_{2n+1} = N−2n−1 ∑ k=0 ( 2n + 1 + k 2n + 1 ) [ Φ_k(b) Ψ_k(b) ] BC_{2n+1+k}B. (4.22)

Suppose that N is even. By equating the coefficients at t^N from (4.21) and (4.17) we obtain the following equation ( ã_N b̃_N c̃_N d̃_N ) = [ Φ_0(b) Ψ_0(b) ] (a_N b_N c_N d_N ) . (4.23)

Since the vectors Φ_0(b), Ψ_0(b) are linearly independent, the 2×2 matrix [ Φ_0(b) Ψ_0(b) ] is invertible.

Hence, in a unique way, we determine the coefficients a_N , b_N , c_N and d_N from (4.23). For an odd N the procedure is similar, the only difference is that equation (4.22) is used. Now we proceed by induction: by subtracting the terms corresponding to N from (4.20), we obtain the problem containing powers of t of degree at most N − 1 and similar reasoning works.

Consider the function N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(x, t) + b_nO^2_n(x, t) + c_nO^3_n(x, t) + d_nO^4_n(x, t) ) . (4.24)

As a linear combination of generalized wave polynomials, it is a solution of (2.3), and by construction satisfies (4.20). Hence (4.24) is the solution of the Cauchy problem (4.18) and coincides with the function K_2.

5 Approximation of the integral kernel K

Theorem 4.7 guarantees the existence of coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} ⊆ C and a linear combination in the form (4.9) approximating the integral kernel K.

To convert this existence result into a practical scheme for obtaining the coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} for any given potential matrix Q, we are going to utilize the Goursat conditions (2.4), (2.5). Restricting the inequality (4.15) to the characteristic curves t = x and t = −x one can see that arbitrary close approximation of the Goursat data is always possible. In Appendix A we show that having sufficiently good approximation of the Goursat data on the characteristics curves t = x and t = −x, a good approximation of the integral kernel K in form (4.9) is guaranteed on the whole Ω^+.

In this section we show that by considering the half-sum and half-difference of the Goursat conditions, the problem of obtaining coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} from two conditions (2.4), (2.5) can be reduced to the problem of obtaining the coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} from only one condition, for which the least squares method can be applied.

First of all, note that B^2 = −I, hence for any matrix-valued function K(x, t) one has BK(x, x) − K(x, x)B = BK(x, x) + BBK(x, x)B = 2BP^+[K(x, x)], (5.1) BK(x, −x) + K(x, −x)B = BK(x, −x) − BBK(x, −x)B = 2BP^−[K(x, −x)]. (5.2) Using the definitions (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and the parity properties, one can obtain the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Under the same notation as in (4.10), one has

P^+ [K_N (x, x)] = N∑ n=0 ( M_n(x) C_n 2 + N_n(x) C_n 2 B ) , (5.3)

P^− [K_N (x, −x)] = N∑ n=0 ( M_n(x) C_n 2 − N_n(x) C_n 2 B ) , (5.4)

where the matrix valued functions N_n and M_n are given by

M_n(x) = [ U_{2n−1}(x, x) + BV_{2n}(x, x) V_{2n−1}(x, x) − BU_{2n}(x, x) ] , (5.5) N_n(x) = [ −V_{2n}(x, x) + BU_{2n−1}(x, x) U_{2n}(x, x) + BV_{2n−1}(x, x) ] . (5.6)

Moreover, the following relation holds:

BN_n(x) = −M_n(x). (5.7)

Proof. Equality (5.7) follows directly from (5.5) and (5.6) by using B^2 = −I.

Let us verify (5.3), the second equality is similar. Note that C_nB = ( a_n b_n c_n d_n ) ( 0 1 −1 0 ) = ( −b_n a_n −d_n c_n ) . Thus

M_nC_n = [ a_n(U_{2n−1} + BV_{2n}) + c_n(V_{2n−1} − BU_{2n}) b_n(U_{2n−1} + BV_{2n}) + d_n(V_{2n−1} − BU_{2n}) ] , N_nC_nB = [ −b_n(−V_{2n} + BU_{2n−1}) − d_n(U_{2n} − BV_{2n−1}) a_n(−V_{2n} + BU_{2n−1}) + c_n(U_{2n} − BV_{2n−1}) ] and finally

M_nC_n + N_nC_nB = a_n [ U_{2n−1} + BV_{2n} −V_{2n} + BU_{2n−1} ] + b_n [ V_{2n} − BU_{2n−1} U_{2n−1} + BV_{2n} ]

+ c_n [ V_{2n−1} − BU_{2n} U_{2n} − BV_{2n−1} ] + d_n [ −U_{2n} + BV_{2n−1} V_{2n−1} − BU_{2n} ] . Note that a_n [ U_{2n−1} + BV_{2n} −V_{2n} + BU_{2n−1} ] = a_n [ U_{2n−1} −V_{2n} ] + a_nB [ V_{2n} U_{2n−1} ] = a_nO^1_n + a_nB [ U_{2n−1} −V_{2n} ] B = a_nO^1_n + a_nBO^1_nB,

similarly for the other terms. Hence

M_nC_n + N_nC_nB = a_nO^1_n + b_nO^2_n + c_nO^3_n + d_nO^4_n + B ( a_nO^1_n + b_nO^2_n + c_nO^3_n + d_nO^4_n ) B, exactly twice the expression in the left-hand side of (5.3).

Expressions (5.3) and (5.4) suggest to consider half-sum and half-difference.

Lemma 5.2. The half-sum and half-difference of the Goursat data corresponding to K_N have the following form:

BP^+ [K_N (x, x)] + BP^− [K_N (x, −x)] = N∑ n=0 N_n(x)C_n, (5.8)

BP^+ [K_N (x, x)] − BP^− [K_N (x, −x)] = N∑ n=0 BN_n(x)C_nB, (5.9) The principal significance of this lemma is that the two conditions (5.8) and (5.9) are equivalent.

Indeed, using (5.1) and (5.2) one easily verifies that B [ BP^+ [K_N (x, x)] + BP^− [K_N (x, −x)] ] B = BP^+ [K_N (x, x)] − BP^− [K_N (x, −x)] , showing that the condition (5.9) is nothing more than (5.8) multiplied by the matrix B from both sides. As we show below, this fact allows one to obtain the coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} from one condition only.

As was mentioned at the beginning of this section, arbitrary close uniform approximation of the Goursat conditions (2.4), (2.5) by a linear combination of the form (4.9) is always possible. Hence it follows from (5.8) that an arbitrary close approximation of −Q(x)/2 by an expression of the form ∑_N n=0 N_n(x)C_n is possible. So we may formulate the following result.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} are complex numbers such that | | |− 1 2 Q(x) − N∑ n=0 N_n(x) ( a_n b_n c_n d_n )| | | < ε (5.10) and let K_N be defined by (4.9). Then | −Q(x) − ( BK_N (x, x) − K_N (x, x)B )| < 2ε and |BK_N (x, −x) + K_N (x, −x)B| < 2ε. Proof. Taking into account that BQ(x)B = Q(x) we obtain from (5.10) that | | | 1 2 Q(x) − N∑ n=0 BN_n(x) ( a_n b_n c_n d_n ) B | | | < ε. (5.11)

Using (5.8) and (5.9) we obtain, taking half-sum and half-difference of the expressions in (5.10) and (5.11), that | |Q(x) − 2BP^+[K_N (x, x)] | | < 2ε, | |BP^− [K_N (x, −x)] | | < 2ε, exactly the expressions from the statement of Lemma, c.f., (5.1), (5.2).

Theorem 5.4. Let Q ∈ C([0, b], M_2). Suppose that {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} be complex numbers such that for every x ∈ [0, b] , | | | | − 1 2 Q(x) − N∑ n=0 N_n(x) ( a_n b_n c_n d_n )| | | | < ε Then the integral kernel K is approximated by the linear combination (4.9) in such a way that the following inequality holds sup (x,t)∈Ω^+ |K(x, t) − K_N (x, t)| < C_Qε, (5.12) here the constant C_Q depends on the potential Q, but does not depend on N.

Proof. The proof immediately follows from Lemma 5.3 and well-posedness of the Goursat problem (2.3)–(2.5), see Appendix A.

6 Least squares approximation and convergence rate estimate

Despite Lemma 5.3 shows how to find the coefficients of the approximation K_N , there exists a disadvantage from the practical point of view since minimizing (5.10) in a uniform norm is not a simple task, even more in the context of matrix-valued functions, see [13]. While the least squares method can be used to minimize (5.10), it does not need to produce nice uniform approximation (Gibbs phenomenon can occur, for example). In this section we present error estimates for the approximate integral kernel obtained using the least squares minimization. Additionally, we prove decay rate estimates depending on the smoothness of the potential matrix Q.

Consider the Goursat problem BK_x(x, t) + K_t(x, t)B = −Q(x)K(x, t), (6.1) BK(x, x) − K(x, x)B = E_1(x), (6.2) BK(x, −x) + K(x, −x)B = E_2(x), (6.3) where E_1 and E_2 satisfy the compatibility conditions E_1 ∈ H^− and E_2 ∈ H^+. Here H = L_2((0, b), M_2) and the subspaces H^± are defined as in Section 4.

Any difference [K − K_N ] (x, t) satisfies a problem having the form (6.1)–(6.3). The least squares method minimizes the L_2((0, b), M_2) norm of the difference in (5.10), and by Lemma 5.3, L_2((0, b), M_2) norms of the functions E_{1,2} are bounded by twice the norm of (5.10). Naturally we are interested in estimating the solution of the Goursat promlem (6.1)–(6.3) in terms of the norms of the functions E_{1,2}. The following proposition holds.

Proposition 6.1. Let E_1, E_2, Q ∈ L_2 ( (0, b), M_2 ) . Let E_1 and E_2 satisfy the compatibility conditions E_1 ∈ H^− and E_2 ∈ H^+. Then the Goursat problem (6.1)–(6.3) possesses a solution K such that for all x ∈ [0, b] the following estimate holds ∫_x −x |K(x, t)|^2 dt ≤ 1 2 ( ‖E_1‖^2_{L2(0,b)} + ‖E_2‖^2_{L2(0,b)} ) ( 1 + √ b‖Q‖_{L2(0,b)} · e √ b‖Q‖_{L2(0,b)} ) . (6.4)

Proof. For the proof of this proposition we refer the reader to Appendix A.

Now, suppose that potential matrix Q is a smooth function. Let Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) for some r ∈ N_0 = N ∪ {0}. Then the statement of Theorem 4.7 can be made more precise.

Proposition 6.2. Let Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) for some r ∈ N_0 and K be the integral kernel of transmutation operator. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every N > r there exist coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} such that sup (x,t)∈Ω^+ | | |K(x, t) − N∑ n=0 ( a_nO^1_n(x, t) + b_nO^2_n(x, t) + c_nO^3_n(x, t) + d_nO^4_n(x, t) ) | | | < C N^r . (6.5)

Proof. Under the condition Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) the integral kernel K ∈ C^r ( Ω^+, M_2 ) , see Appendix B. Hence K(b, ·) ∈ C^r ( [−b, b], M_2 ) . Consider the polynomial-matrix P_N of best uniform approximation of the function K(b, ·). As it follows from [13, Chapter 7, Theorem 6.2], sup t∈[−b,b] |K(b, t) − P_N (t)| < C N^r for every N > r, where the constant C does not depend on N. Now the proof can be finished identically to the proof of Theorem 4.7.

Remark 6.3. Actually, the right-hand side in (6.5) can be changed to o

(_1 N^r ) , N → ∞. Corollary 6.4. Let Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) for some r ∈ N_0 and K be the integral kernel of the transmutation operator. Then for every N > r there exists an approximate kernel K_N of the form (4.9) such that sup (x,t)∈Q^+ | K(x, t) − K_N (x, t) | ≤ C N^r , (6.6) sup x∈[0,b] | −Q − (BK_N (x, x) − K_N (x, x)B) | < 2C N^r , (6.7) sup x∈[0,b] | BK_N (x, −x) + K_N (x, −x)B) | < 2C N^r , (6.8)

where the constant C does not depend on N.

Proof. Inequality (6.6) immediately follows from Proposition 6.2. To obtain (6.7), we apply the triangle inequality | −Q − (BK_N − K_N B) | = | −Q − (BK − KB) − (B(K_N − K) − (K_N − K)B) | ≤ | |−Q − (BK − KB) | | + | |B(K_N − K) | | + | |(K_N − K)B) | | < 2C N^r , where we have used that K satisfies (6.2) with E_1 = −Q and that multiplication by the matrix B does not change the matrix norm. Similarly for (6.8).

Consider the following minimization problem

{a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} = arg min {a_n,b_n,c_n,d_n}^N_{n=0}⊂C ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 Q(x) + N∑ n=0 N_n(x) ( a_n b_n c_n d_n )‖ ‖ ‖ 2

L_2(0,b)

. (6.9)

We refer the reader to Appendix D for reduction of this minimization problem to the solution of two systems of linear equations.

Theorem 6.5. Let Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) for some r ∈ N_0 and K be the integral kernel of the transmutation operator. For every N > r, let the coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} ⊂ C be obtained as the least squares solution of (6.9) and let us define the approximate kernel K_N by (4.9). Then for every x ∈ [0, b] the following estimate holds ‖K(x, ·_t) − K_N (x, ·_t)‖_{L2(−x,x)} < 2C N^r , (6.10)

where the constant C does not depend on x and N.

Proof. Let N > r be fixed. By Corollary 6.4 there exist a constant C_1, independent of N, and coefficients {ã_n, b̃_n, c̃_n, d̃_n}^N_{n=0} ⊂ C such that the approximate kernel K̃_N defined from these coefficients via (4.9) satisfies sup x∈[0,b] | |−Q − (BK̃_N (x, x) − K̃_N (x, x)B) | | < 2C N^r , sup x∈[0,b] | |BK̃_N (x, −x) + K̃_N (x, −x)B) | | < 2C N^r . Hence the half-sum of the Goursat data satisfies (see (5.8)) | | |− 1 2 Q(x) − N∑ n=0 N_n(x) ( ã_n b̃_n c̃_n d̃_n )| | | < 2C N^r (6.11)

for every x ∈ [0, b]. Integrating (6.11) from 0 to x we obtain that ‖ ‖ ‖ − 1 2 Q(t) − N∑ n=0 N_n(t) ( ã_n b̃_n c̃_n d̃_n )‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(0,b)} < 2C √ b N^r ,

that is, we have a set of coefficients guaranteing at least^{2C} √ b N^r as the result of the minimization

problem (6.9). The least squares method provides coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} ⊂ C for which the right-hand side in the problem (6.9) can not be larger, and the statement follows from Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 5.3.

7 Approximation of the solutions of Dirac equation

Let C(x, λ) and S(x, λ) be the solutions of the Dirac equation (1.1) satisfying the initial conditions (1, 0)^T and (0, 1)^T at x = 0 respectively. It follows from the definition of the transmutation operator that C(x, λ) = T ( cos λx sin λx ) and S(x, λ) = T ( − sin λx cos λx ) . Consider the following approximations to C(x, λ) and S(x, λ) C_N (x, λ) = ( cos λx sin λx ) + ∫_x −x K_N (x, t) ( cos λt sin λt ) dt, S_N (x, λ) = ( − sin λx cos λx ) + ∫_x −x K_N (x, t) ( − sin λt cos λt ) dt, where K_N is an approximation of the form (4.9) of the integration kernel K. According to Lemma 4.6, the function K_N has the following form K_N (x, t) = N∑ n=0 K_n(x)t^n, where the coefficients K_n are given by (4.12) and (4.13). Hence C_N (x, λ) = ( cos λx sin λx ) + N∑ n=0 K_n(x) ∫_x −x ( t^n cos λt t^n sin λt ) dt, (7.1)

S_N (x, λ) = ( − sin λx cos λx ) + N∑ n=0 K_n(x) ∫_x −x ( −t^n sin λt t^n cos λt ) dt. (7.2) The integrals here can be easily calculated explicitly. For example, the following formulas can be used [14, 2.633] ∫ t^k sin λt dt = − k∑ j=0 j! ( k j ) t^{k−j} λ^{j+1} cos ( λt + jπ 2 ) , ∫ t^k cos λt dt = k∑ j=0 j! ( k j ) t^{k−j} λ^{j+1} sin ( λt + jπ 2 ) , or alternatively the integrals can be calculated recursively.

The errors of approximations of the solutions can be bounded independently on the size of the spectral parameter, see (2.10). More precisely, the following result holds.

Proposition 7.1. Let Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) for some r ∈ N_0 . For every N > r, let the coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} ⊂ C be obtained as the least squares solution of (6.9) and let us define approximate solutions by (7.1) and (7.2). Then for every λ ∈ R the following estimates hold | |C(x, λ) − C_N (x, λ) | | ≤ 2C √ x N^r and | |S(x, λ) − S_N (x, λ) | | ≤ 2C √ x N^r , (7.3)

where the constant C does not depend on N, λ and x.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 6.5 and (2.10).

8 Application to one-dimensional Schrödinger equation

Consider the equation − y^{′′} + q_1(x)y = ω^2y, x ∈ [0, b], (8.1) where q_1 ∈ C[0, b] is a complex valued function. Let f be a solution of (8.1) corresponding to ω = 0, i.e., −f^{′′} + q_1f = 0, and such that f(0) = 1 and f does not vanish on the whole [0, b]. Such solution always exists, see [26, Remark 5] and [10]. Consider new functions u = y and v =^1_ω f (_y f )_′ . Then (see [16, Example 2.1]) equation (8.1) is equivalent to the following Dirac equation v^′ + q(x)v = ωu, −u^′ + q(x)u = ωv, (8.2) where q :=^{f ′}_f . The system (8.2) is also known as one-dimensional Dirac equation with a Lorentz scalar potential, see [29] and references therein.

In this section we compare the results obtained for equation (8.1) in [31] with those obtained using the Dirac equation approach. Even though the integral kernel of the transmutation operator for the Dirac equation (8.2) is formed by the integral kernels of the transmutation operators for (8.1) and its Darboux transformed equation, see [28], the proposed approach leads to a different analytic approximations.

Let us first briefly summarize some facts from [31]. Let h := f^′(0). There exists a transmutation operator T_f for the pair of operators −^{d2}_{dx2} + q_1(x) and −^{d2}_{dx2} given by

T_f u(x) = u(x) + ∫_x −x K_f (x, t)u(t) dt. (8.3) Its integral kernel K_f satisfies the following Goursat problem ( d^2 dx^2 − q_1(x) ) K_f (x, t) = d^2 dx^2 K_f (x, t), K_f (x, x) = h 2 + 1 2 ∫_x 0 q(s) ds, K_f (x, −x) = h 2 . Let us consider together with equation (8.1) its Darboux transformed equation − d^2y dx^2 + q_2(x)y = ω^2y, (8.4)

where q_2(x) = 2 (f^′/f)^2 − q_1(x). Note that 1/f is a particular solution of (8.4). By T_{1/f} we denote the transmutation operator for (8.4) and let K_{1/f} be its integral kernel. The meaning of the indices f and 1/f is in the following: the functions f and 1/f uniquely identify the potentials via q_1 = f^{′′}/f and q_2 = (1/f)^{′′}/(1/f) and the transmutation operators via

T_f [1] = f and T_{1/f} [1] = 1 f . Consider two sequences of recursive integrals (see [22], [26])

X^{(0)} ≡ 1, X^{(n)}(x) = n ∫_x 0 X^{(n−1)}(s) ( f^2(s)

)_{(−1)}n ds, n = 1, 2, . . . and ~X^{(0)} ≡ 1, ~X^{(n)}(x) = n ∫_x 0 ~X^{(n−1)}(s) (f^2(s))^{(−1)n−1} ds, n = 1, 2, . . . . The families of functions {φ_k}^∞_{k=0} and {ψ_k}^∞_{k=0}, called the systems of formal powers associated with f, are constructed according to the rules

φ_k(x) = { f(x)X^{(k)}(x), k odd, f(x) ~X^{(k)}(x), k even and ψ_k(x) = { ~X(k)(x)/f(x), k odd, X^{(k)}(x)/f(x), k even. The following mapping properties are established in [9]

T_f x^k = φ_k(x) and T_{1/f} x^k = ψ_k(x), k ∈ N_0 . (8.5)

Recall also the following definitions of generalized wave polynomials [31]

u_0 = φ_0(x), u_{2n−1}(x, t) = n∑ even k=0 ( n k ) φ_{n−k}(x)t^k, u_{2n}(x, t) = n∑ odd k=1 ( n k ) φ_{n−k}(x)t^k, (8.6)

v_0 = ψ_0(x), v_{2n−1}(x, t) = n∑ even k=0 ( n k ) ψ_{n−k}(x)t^k, v_{2n}(x, t) = n∑ odd k=1 ( n k ) ψ_{n−k}(x)t^k. (8.7)

We notice that a non-vanishing solution (f_0, g_0)^T of (8.2) corresponding to ω = 0 can be chosen as f_0(x) = exp (∫_x 0 q(s) ds ) = f(x) and g_0(x) = exp ( − ∫_x 0 q(s) ds ) = 1 f(x) . (8.8)

Consider the formal powers {Φ_k}^∞_{k=0} and {Ψ_k}^∞_{k=0} given by (3.12) and (3.13). One can easily verify that Φ_k = ( φ_k 0 ) and Ψ_k = ( 0 ψ_k ) , k = 0, 1, 2, . . . (8.9)

Consider transmutation operator T for the Dirac equation (8.2). Theorem 3.3 gives us T ( x^k 0 ) = ( φ_k(x) 0 ) and T ( 0 x^k ) = ( 0 ψ_k(x) ) , k = 0, 1, 2, . . . (8.10)

Proposition 8.1. The integral kernel K of the transmutation operator T has the form K(x, t) = ( K_f (x, t) 0 0 K_{1/f} (x, t) ) (8.11)

Proof. Consider the following operator T T ( y_1(x) y_2(x) ) = ( y_1(x) y_2(x) ) + ∫_x −x ( K_f (x, t) 0 0 K_{1/f} (x, t) ) ( y_1(t) y_2(t) ) dt, let K denotes its integral kernel.

Due to (8.5), (8.9) and (8.10) we have T ( x^m x^n ) = ( φ_m(x) ψ_n(x) ) = Φ_m(x) + Ψ_n(x) = T ( x^m x^n ) . Therefore ( 0 0 ) = (T − T ) ( x^m x^n ) = ∫_x −x (K(x, t) − K(x, t)) ( t^m t^n ) dt. Since each row of matrix-valued function K(x, t)−K(x, t) is orthogonal to all vector-valued functions in the form (x^m, x^n)^T , we obtain that continuous functions K(x, t) and K(x, t) coincide.

Proposition 8.1 makes it possible to apply the analytic approximation method developed in this paper for the integral kernels K_f and K_{1/f} . A question arises naturally, what is the appearance of the functions N_n involved in Theorem 6.5. While it is true that the construction of Theorem 6.5 is based on the ideas from [31], it is worth mentioning that Theorem 6.5 does not match Theorem 5.1 from [31]. In fact, Theorem 6.5 offers a different possibility to approximate the integral kernel in (8.3). Namely, the approximation of the data at x = t and x = −t is obtained by utilizing generalized derivatives of the systems {c_n(x)}^∞_{n=1} := {u_{2n−1}(x, x)}^∞_{n=1} and {s_n(x)}^∞_{n=1} := {u_{2n}(x, x)}^∞_{n=1} from [31].

By induction on n and using the already known relations

∂_xφ_k = f^′ f φ_k + kψ_{k−1}, k = 0, 1, . . . f∂_x ( 1 f (x^lφ_k) ) = lx^{l−1}φ_k + kx^lψ_{k−1}, k = 0, 1, . . . and l ≥ 0. we obtain N_n(x) = 1 n + 1 f∂ 1 f ( 0 c_{n+1} −s_{n+1} 0 ) . (8.12)

Hence the minimization problem (6.9) reduces to two independent problems min a_0,...,a_N ‖ ‖ ‖ f^′ 2f − N∑ n=0 a_n n + 1 f∂ 1 f s_{n+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ L_2(0,b) and min_{d0,...,dN} ‖ ‖ ‖ f^′ 2f + N∑ n=0 d_n n + 1 f∂ 1 f c_{n+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ L_2(0,b) . (8.13) Then we obtain from Theorem 6.5 the following result.

Corollary 8.2. Let q_1 ∈ C^p[0, b] for some p ∈ N_0 . For every N > r, let the coefficients {a_n}^N_{n=0} ⊂ C and {d_n}^N_{n=0} ⊂ C be obtained as the least squares solutions of (8.13) and let us define approximate kernels K_{f,N} and K_{1/f,N} by

K_{f,N} = a_0u_0 + N∑ n=1 a_nu_{2n−1} + N∑ n=1 d_nu_{2n} and K_{1/f,N} = −d_0v_0 − N∑ n=1 a_nv_{2n} − N∑ n=1 d_nv_{2n−1}. (8.14)

Then for every x ∈ [0, b] the following estimates hold ‖K_f (x, ·_t) − K_{f,N} (x, ·_t)‖_{L2(−x,x)} < C N^{r+1} , ‖ ‖K_{1/f} (x, ·_t) − K_{1/f,N} (x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{L2(−x,x)} < C N^{r+1} , (8.15) where the constant C does not depend on x and N.

Proof. Note that for q_1 ∈ C^r[0, b] one has f ∈ C^{r+2}[0, b], hence the potential matrix Q in the Dirac equation belongs to C^{r+1}([0, b], M_2). Now the result directly follows from Theorem 6.5.

Remark 8.3. Corollary 8.2 provides L_2 analogue of Theorem 7.1 from [32].

9 Numerical illustration

Consider a one-dimensional Dirac equation (1.1) with an initial condition

Y (0) = ( y_1(0) y_2(0) ) = ( a b ) , (9.1)

or a boundary condition ( u_{11} u_{12} u_{21} u_{22} ) ( y_1(0) y_2(0) ) + ( u_{13} u_{14} u_{23} u_{24} ) ( y_1(b) y_2(b) ) = ( 0 0 ) . (9.2)

Based on the results of the previous sections, we propose the following algorithm for numerical solution of initial value and spectral problems for (1.1).

1. Find a non-vanishing solution Y = (f, g)^T of the equation B^{dY}_{dx} + Q(x)Y = 0, see [16, Section 2.3] for details.

2. Compute the vector functions Φ_k and Ψ_k, k = 0, . . . , N using (3.3)–(3.7) and (3.12)–(3.13).

3. Compute the matrix functions N_k, k = 0, . . . , N, using (4.7), (4.8) and (5.6).

4. Find coefficients {a_n, b_n, c_n, d_n}^N_{n=0} as the least squares solution of (6.9). Here we would like to mention that the system of functions N_k, k = 0, . . . , N, considered in machine precision, can be almost linearly dependent. Some regularization, e.g., Tikhonov regularization, may be helpful, see [21, Sections 2.2 and 2.5–2.7] and [23, Section 7.5] for details.

5. Compute the matrix functions K_{2n} and K_{2n+1} using (4.12) and (4.13) respectively.

6. Compute the approximate solutions C_N and S_N using (7.1) and (7.2).

7. An approximation to the solution of the initial value problem (9.1) is given by Y_N (x, λ) = aC_N (x, λ) + bS_N (x, λ). 8. To solve the spectral problem defined by the boundary condition (9.2) one has to find zeros of an approximate characteristic function of the problem which has the form

det (M_N (λ)) = 0, (9.3)

where M_N (λ) = ( u_{11} u_{12} u_{21} u_{22} ) + ( u_{13} u_{14} u_{23} u_{24} ) [ C_N (b, λ) S_N (b, λ) ] . (9.4)

All the steps of the proposed algorithm can be performed numerically, there is no need to calculate the integrals involved analytically. We refer the reader to [16], [31] and [25] for additional implementation details. The computational time and resources required by the proposed method are very similar to those of [31].

9.1 Example: integral kernel for one-dimensional Dirac system with Lorentz scalar potential.

Consider the following Dirac system with Lorentz scalar potential (Example 3.4 from [30]) ( 0 1 −1 0 ) dY dx + ( 0 tanh(x) tanh(x) 0 ) Y = λY, Y = ( y_1 y_2 ) . (9.5)

A non-vanishing solution of equation (9.5) for λ = 0 is given by y = (f, g)^T , where f(x) = cosh x, g(x) = 1/ cosh x = sech x. According to Proposition 8.1 and [30], the integral kernel K for this example is known in the following form K = ( K_{cosh} 0 0 K_{sech} ) , where

K_{cosh}(x, t) = − 1 2 √ x^2 − t^2I_1( √ x^2 − t^2) x − t , K_{sech}(x, t) = − 1 2 cosh x ∫_x −t ( I_0( √ s^2 − t^2)t s − t + √ s^2 − t^2I_1( √ s^2 − t^2) s − t ) cosh s ds, and I_0, I_1 are the modified Bessel functions of the first kind. Even though the integral in the expression for K_{sech} can not be calculated in a closed form, it can be evaluated numerically which is sufficient for comparison. On Figure 1 we show the combined error of the approximation of K_{cosh} and K_{sech} by K_{cosh,10} and K_{sech,10} respectively.

Figure 1: The combined absolute error of approximation of the integral kernels K_{cosh} and K_{sech} obtained using the proposed method with N = 10

9.2 Example: spectral problem for a Dirac equation.

Consider the following spectral problem (Example 3.4 from [5], see also [16, Section 4.2]) ( 0 1 −1 0 ) dZ dx + ( −x 0 0 1 ) Z = λZ, Z = ( u(x) v(x) ) , 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, (9.6)

with boundary conditions u(0) = u(1) = 0. (9.7)

Although this system does not have the form (1.1) we can transform (9.6) into (1.1) using the orthogonal transformation Z(x) = ( cos(φ(x)) − sin(φ(x)) sin(φ(x)) cos(φ(x)) ) Y (x), φ(x) = x(x − 2) 4 , see [38]. It follows that the boundary value problem (9.6)–(9.7) is equivalent to ( 0 1 −1 0 ) dY dx + ( −^{(x+1)}_2 cos(2φ(x))^{(x+1)}_2 sin(2φ(x))

(x+1)

2 sin(2φ(x))^{(x+1)}_2 cos(2φ(x)) ) Y = λY, with the boundary conditions ( 1 0 0 0 ) Y (0) + ( 0 0 cos(1/4) sin(1/4) ) Y (1) = 0.

It can be seen from (9.4) that an approximate characteristic equation reduces to ( cos(1/4) sin(1/4) ) S_N (1, λ) = 0. (9.8)

We computed the eigenvalues λ_n of the problem for |n| ≤ 100 taking N = 10 for the approximate solution and compared obtained results with those from [16]. The computation time was less than 1 second. On Figure 2 we present the graph of the absolute errors of eigenvalues obtained by both methods. As expected, the precision achieved by the method from [16] based on the truncated SPPS representation with 100 terms and the spectral shift technique is better for the first eigenvalues, but the precision of λ_n having |n| ≥ 12 is better for the proposed method. Since the proposed algorithm can be changed slightly so that the eigenvalues close to 0 are taken from the SPPS method (see [31, Example 7.5] for details), more important is the accuracy of the higher-index eigenvalues. We would like to point out that errors of the computed eigenvalues do not deteriorate for large indices n. Also it is worth mentioning that the truncated SPPS representation with the spectral shift technique requires recalculation of the formal powers (3.12) and (3.13) for each eigenvalue, while the proposed method needs to calculate these formal powers only once. The comparison with the results reported in [5] (where only 4 eigenvalues were reported) was done in [16]. Comparison for higher-index eigenvalues is not possible.

Figure 2: Absolute errors of the eigenvalues of problem (9.6), (9.7) obtained by the proposed method (called AATO from analytic approximation of transmutation operators) with N = 10 (solid black line) and obtained by using the SPPS method with N = 100 and the spectral shift technique from [16] (dashed blue line).

A Well-posedness of the Goursat problem

Consider the following Goursat problem in the domain Ω^+ = {(x, t) : 0 ≤ x ≤ b, |t| ≤ x} BK_x(x, t) + K_t(x, t)B = −Q(x)K(x, t), (A.1) BK(x, x) − K(x, x)B = E_1(x), (A.2) BK(x, −x) + K(x, −x)B = E_2(x), (A.3) where E_1 and E_2 satisfy the compatibility conditions E_1 ∈ H^− and E_2 ∈ H^+. Here H = L_2((0, b), M_2) and the subspaces H^± are defined as in Section 4.

Similar to [39], consider a change of variables ξ =^1_2 (x + t), η =^1_2 (x − t) and set K(x, t) = H(ξ(x, t), η(x, t)) in order to obtain an equivalent integral equation. It follows that

K_x = 1 2 (H_ξ + H_η) and K_t = 1 2 (H_ξ − H_η). (A.4)

Substituting (A.4) into (A.1), multiplying on the left by −B and taking into account (4.2) we get P^− [H_ξ] (ξ, η) + P^+ [H_η] (ξ, η) = BQ(ξ + η)H(ξ, η).

Also note that the left hand sides in (A.2) and (A.3) have the form BH(ξ, 0) − H(ξ, 0)B = 2BP^+ [H] (ξ, 0), BH(0, η) + H(0, η)B = 2BP^− [H] (0, η). From the above, one can see that the problem (A.1)–(A.3) becomes P^− [H_ξ] (ξ, η) + P^+ [H_η] (ξ, η) = BQ(ξ + η)H(ξ, η), (A.5) P^+ [H] (ξ, 0) = − 1 2 BE_1(ξ), (A.6) P^− [H] (0, η) = − 1 2 BE_2(η), (A.7) in the domain Ξ^+ = {(ξ, η) | 0 ≤ ξ < b, 0 ≤ η < b − ξ} . Applying P^− on both sides of (A.5) and integrating with respect to ξ yields

P^− [H] (ξ, η) = P^− [H] (0, η) + ∫_ξ 0 P^− [BQ(u + η)H(u, η)] du. Similarly, applying P^+ and integrating respect to η yields

P^+ [H] (ξ, η) = P^+ [H] (ξ, 0) + ∫_η 0 P^+ [BQ(ξ + v)H(ξ, v)] dv. Since the product BQ belongs to H^− it is easy to check that P^− [BQ(u + η)H(u, η)] = BQ(u + η)P^+ [H] (u, η), P^+ [BQ(ξ + v)H(ξ, v)] = BQ(ξ + v)P^− [H] (ξ, v). Since P^− [H] + P^+ [H] = H, it follows that H(ξ, η) = − 1 2 BE_1(ξ) − 1 2 BE_2(η) + ∫_ξ 0 BQ(u + η)P^+ [H] (u, η) du + ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)P^− [H] (ξ, v) dv, (A.8) is an equivalent integral equation to the Goursat problem (A.1)–(A.3).

Remark A.1. In the case of Theorem 2.2, E_1(ξ) = −Q(ξ) and E_2(η) = 0. Moreover, we do not need additional assumptions on the potential in order to transform problem (A.1)–(A.3) into (A.5)– (A.7), see [12], [18], [38], [43]. Thus, K(x, t) is a solution of the problem (A.1)–(A.3) if and only if H(ξ, η) is a solution of (A.5)–(A.7)

The existence of a solution of the integral equation (A.8) can be established by the method of successive approximations.

Theorem A.2. Let Q, E_1, E_2 ∈ L_2 ( (0, b), M_2 ) . Then the integral equation (A.8) has a unique solution belonging to L_2 ( Ξ^+, M_2 ) and the following estimate holds

‖H(ξ, η)‖_{L2 (Ξ}+_) ≤

‖E_1‖_{L2(0,b)} + ‖E_2‖_{L2(0,b)} 2 (√ b + b^2 2 ‖Q‖_{L2 (0,b)} exp (√ b‖Q‖_{L2 (0,b)} )) . (A.9)

Moreover, if the matrix-valued functions Q, E_1 and E_2 are continuous, then the kernel H(ξ, η) is continuous and satisfies the inequality |H(ξ, η)| ≤ ‖E_1‖_{C[0,b]} + ‖E_2‖_{C[0,b]} 2 exp ( b ‖Q‖_{C[0,b]} ) , (ξ, η) ∈ Ξ^+. Proof. The proof is standard by the method of successive approximations. Let {H_n}^∞_{n=0} be a sequence of matrix-valued functions given by H_n(ξ, η) = ∫_ξ 0 BQ(u + η)P^+ [H_{n−1}(u, η)] du + ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)P^− [H_{n−1}(ξ, v)] dv, (A.10) where H_0(ξ, η) = − 1 2 BE_1(ξ) − 1 2 BE_2(η). (A.11)

Let us proceed by induction in order to get the following estimate |H_n(ξ, η)| ≤ C_E (ξ + η)^{n−1}2 σ^n2 (ξ + η) 2 √ (n − 1)!n!

, n = 1, 2 . . . , (A.12)

where C_E := ‖E_1‖_{L2(0,b)} + ‖E_2‖_{L2(0,b)} and σ(ξ + η) := ∫_{ξ+η} 0 |Q(θ)|^2 dθ. Indeed, due to the compatibility conditions of the functions E_1 and E_2 we have P^+[H_0(ξ, η)] = −^1_2 BP^+[E_1(ξ)] = −^1_2 BE_1(ξ) and P^−[H_0(ξ, η)] = −^1_2 BP^−[E_2(η)] = −^1_2 BE_2(η), hence

H_1(ξ, η) = − 1 2 ∫_ξ 0 BQ(u + η)BE_1(u) du − 1 2 ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)BE_2(v) dv = − 1 2 ∫_ξ 0 Q(u + η)E_1(u) du − 1 2 ∫_η 0 Q(ξ + v)E_2(v) dv, to obtain the last equality we used BQ = −QB. It follows that |H_1(ξ, η)| ≤ 1 2 (∫_ξ 0 |Q(u + η)|^2 du )1/2 (∫_ξ 0 |E_1(u)|^2 du )1/2

+ 1 2 (∫_η 0 |Q(ξ + v)|^2 dv )_{1/2} (∫_η 0 |E_2(v)|^2 dv )_{1/2}

≤ 1 2 ( ‖E_1‖_{L2(0,b)} + ‖E_2‖_{L2(0,b)} ) (∫_{ξ+η} 0 |Q(θ)|^2 dθ )_{1/2} = C_E 2 σ^{1/2}(ξ + η).

Note that σ^′(ξ +η) = |Q(ξ +η)|^2 and that σ(u) is a monotonically increasing function. Similarly, as H_1 is the sum of two terms, one corresponding to E_1 and other to E_2, one belonging to L^+_2 ( Ξ^+, M_2 ) and the other to L^−_2 ( Ξ^+, M_2 ) (see Section 4 for definition of^± subspaces), we see that |H_2(ξ, η)| ≤ ‖E_2‖ 2 ∫_ξ 0 |Q(u + η)|σ^{1/2}(u + η)du + ‖E_1‖ 2 ∫_η 0 |Q(ξ + v)|σ^{1/2}(ξ + v)dv

≤ C_E 2 ∫_{ξ+η} 0 |Q(u)|σ^{1/2}(u)du ≤ C_E 2 (∫_{ξ+η} 0 dv )_{1/2} (∫_{ξ+η} 0 |Q(u)|^2σ(u)du )_{1/2}

= C_E 2 √ ξ + η ( w^2 2 | | |^{σ(ξ+η)} σ(0) )_{1/2} = C_E 2 √ 2 √ ξ + η σ(ξ + η), which coincides with the right-hand side in (A.12).

Now we proceed by induction. Similarly, H_n is the sum of two terms, one corresponding to E_1 and other corresponding to E_2, belonging to L^±_2 ( Ξ^+, M_2 ) . Supposing that (A.12) holds for n, we get for n + 1 |H_{n+1}(ξ, η)| ≤ C_E 2 √ (n − 1)!n! ∫_{ξ+η} 0 |Q(u)|u^{n−12} σ^{n2} (u) du

≤ C_E 2 √ (n − 1)!n! (∫_{ξ+η} 0 u^{n−1} du )_{1/2} (∫_{ξ+η} 0 |Q(u)|^2σ^n(u) du )_{1/2}

= C_E 2 √ (n − 1)!n! ( (ξ + η)^n n )_{1/2} (

σ^{n+1}(ξ + η)

n + 1 )_{1/2} , which gives exactly expression (A.12) for n + 1.

Consider the series H(ξ, η) := H_0(ξ, η) + ∞∑ n=1 H_n(ξ, η). (A.13)

Each term H_n, n ≥ 1, is a continuous function possessing an estimate (due to (A.12))

|H_n(ξ, η)| ≤ C_E ‖Q‖_{L2(0,b)} 2 b^{n−1}2 ‖Q‖^{n−1}_{L2 (0,b)} (n − 1)! . As for the first term, we obtain from (A.11) that

‖H_0(ξ, η)‖_{L2 (Ξ}+_) ≤ 1 2 (∫ Ξ^+ |E_1(ξ)|^2dξdη )_{1/2} + 1 2 (∫ Ξ^+ |E_2(η)|^2dξdη )_{1/2} ≤ C_E √ b 2 . Finally we conclude that the series (A.13) converges in L_2(Ξ^+, M_2) to the solution H of (A.8) and the following estimate holds

‖H(ξ, η)‖_{L2 (Ξ}+_) ≤ C_E √ b 2 + C_Eb^2 4 ‖Q‖_{L2 (0,b)} exp (√ b‖Q‖_{L2 (0,b)} ) , where we used that the area of Ξ^+ is equal to b^2/2. The same estimate proves the uniqueness of the solution H (assuming there are two solutions, their difference satisfies (A.8) having E_1 = E_2 ≡ 0).

For the case when the functions Q, E_1 and E_2 are continuous, note that the term H_0 is also a continuous function. Let us denote for brevity ‖ · ‖ the C ( [0, b], M_2 ) norm. Then similarly to (A.12) we obtain that |H_n(ξ, η)| ≤ ‖E_1‖ + ‖E_2‖ 2 ‖Q‖^n(ξ + η)^n n! , n = 0, 1, . . . and that the solution H satisfies |H(ξ, η)| ≤ ‖E_1‖ + ‖E_2‖ 2 exp (b‖Q‖) .

Now we can present proof of Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We have from (A.13) and (A.11) that K(x, t) = H ( x + t 2 , x − t 2 ) = − 1 2 BE_1 ( x + t 2 ) − 1 2 BE_2 ( x − t 2 ) + ∞∑ n=1 H_n ( x + t 2 , x − t 2 ) . Hence ‖K(x,·)‖_{L2 (−x,x)} ≤ 1 2 (∫_x −x | |E_1 ( x + t 2 )| |^2 dt )_{1/2} + 1 2 (∫_x −x | |E_2 ( x − t 2 )| |^2 dt )_{1/2}

+ ∞∑ n=1 (∫_x −x | | |H^n ( x + t 2 , x − t 2 )| | | 2 dt )_{1/2}

= 1 2 ( 2 ∫_x 0 |E_1(z)|^2 dz )_{1/2} + 1 2 ( 2 ∫_x 0 |E_2(z)|^2 dz )_{1/2} + ∞∑ n=1 (∫_x −x C^2_E x^{n−1}σ^n(x) 4(n − 1)!n! dt )_{1/2}

≤ C_E √ 2 ( 1 + ∞∑ n=1 x^{n/2}σ^{n/2}(x) (n − 1)! ) = C_E √ 2 ( 1 + √ xσ(x) exp( √ xσ(x)) ) , from which, recalling that √ σ(x) ≤ ‖Q‖_{L2(0,b)}, the statement follows .

B Smoothness of the integral kernel K.

Proposition B.1. Let Q ∈ C^r ( [0, b], M_2 ) for some r ∈ N_0 . Then the integral kernel K satisfies K ∈ C^r ( Ω^+, M_2 ) . Proof. According to Remark A.1 the function H(ξ, η) = K(ξ + η, ξ − η) satisfies the following integral equation H(ξ, η) = 1 2 BQ(ξ) + ∫_ξ 0 BQ(u + η)P^+ [H(u, η)] du + ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)P^− [H(ξ, v)] dv. (B.1) The proof is by induction on r. In fact, we need only consider r ≥ 1.

If Q is continuously differentiable, one can deduce from (A.11) and (A.10) that the matrixvalued functions H_n are differentiable and as a consequence, H(ξ, η) can be differentiated with respect to both variables (we left the details to the reader). Hence, differentiating and using (A.5) and integration by parts leads to H_ξ(ξ, η) = 1 2 BQ^′(ξ) + BQ(ξ + η)P^+H(ξ, η) + ∫_η 0 BQ^′(ξ + v)P^−[H(ξ, v)]dv + ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)P^−[H_ξ(ξ, v)]dv = 1 2 BQ^′(ξ) + BQ(ξ + η)P^+H(ξ, η) + ∫_η 0 BQ^′(ξ + v)P^−[H(ξ, v)]dv + ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)BQ(ξ + v)H(ξ, v)dv − ∫_η 0 BQ(ξ + v)P^−[H_v(ξ, v)]dv = 1 2 BQ^′(ξ) + BQ(ξ + η)P^+H(ξ, η) + ∫_η 0 BQ^′(ξ + v)P^−[H(ξ, v)]dv

+ ∫_η 0 Q^2(ξ + v)H(ξ, v)dv − BQ(ξ + v)P^+[H(ξ, v)] | |^η_{v=0} + ∫_η 0 BQ^′(ξ + v)P^+[H(ξ, v)]dv = 1 2 BQ^′(ξ) + 1 2 Q^2(ξ) + ∫_η 0 ( BQ^′(ξ + v) + Q^2(ξ + v) ) H(ξ, v) dv, (B.2) where we used (A.6). Similarly, H_η(ξ, η) = ∫_ξ 0 ( BQ^′(u + η) + Q^2(u + η) ) H(u, η) du. (B.3) Assume the statement holds for some k, that is, there exists continuous derivatives ∂^l_ξ∂^{k−l}_η H for all 0 ≤ l ≤ k. The equalities (B.2)–(B.3) are our tools to show that H(ξ, η) has continuous derivatives with respect to both variables up to the order k + 1 ≤ r. Given that ∂^{r+1}_ξ H(ξ, η) = ∂^r_ξ H_ξ(ξ, η) and ∂^l_ξ∂^{r+1−l}_η H(ξ, η) = ∂^l_ξ∂^{r−l}_η H_η(ξ, η), l ≤ r, substituting the right-hand sides of (B.2) and (B.3) and utilizing the induction hypothesis and the condition Q ∈ C^r[0, b] we obtain that the above expressions are well defined, which finishes the proof.

C Cauchy problem associated with the kernel equation

Consider the following Cauchy problem for equation (2.3) in domain Ω^+ with initial condition given at x = b. { BK_x(x, t) + K_t(x, t)B = −Q(x)K(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω^+, K(b, t) = F (t), t ∈ [−b, b], (C.1)

where F ∈ C([−b, b], M_2). Similar Cauchy problem was considered in [38], however requiring additional differentiability condition on Q and F . We present the proof of the well-posedness of this problem which neither rely on transforming the problem into a system of non-homogeneous wave equations nor require differentiability of Q or F .

We transform this problem to an equivalent integral equation similarly to Appendix A. Consider a change of variables ξ =^1_2 (x + t), η =^1_2 (x − t) and set H(ξ, η) = K(x, t). Than equation (2.3) transforms into equation (A.5), and the initial condition into H ( b + t 2 , b − t 2 ) = F (t), t ∈ [−b, b]. (C.2) Applying P^− on both sides of (A.5) and integrating with respect to ξ from ξ to b − η yields ∫_{b−η} ξ P^−[BQ(u + η)H(u, η)]du = P^−[H](b − η, η) − P^−[H](ξ, η) = P^−[F ](b − 2η) − P^−[H](ξ, η). Similarly, applying P^+ and integrating respect to η from η to b − ξ yields ∫_{b−ξ} η P^+[BQ(ξ + v)H(ξ, v)]dv = P^+[H](ξ, b − ξ) − P^+[H](ξ, η) = P^+[F ](2ξ − b) − P^+[H](ξ, η). And similarly to (A.8) we obtain an integral equation equivalent to Cauchy problem (C.1).

H(ξ, η) = P^+[F ](2ξ − b) + P^−[F ](b − 2η) − ∫_{b−η} ξ BQ(u + η)P^+[H(u, η)]du − ∫_{b−ξ} η BQ(ξ + v)P^−[H(ξ, v)]dv. (C.3)

Theorem C.1. Let Q ∈ C ( [0, b], M_2 ) and F ∈ C ( [−b, b], M_2 ) . Then the integral equation (C.3) has a unique solution belonging to C ( Ξ^+, M_2 ) and the following estimate holds |H(ξ, η)| ≤ 2‖F ‖_{C[−b,b]} exp ( b‖Q‖_{C[0,b]} ) . (C.4)

Proof. The proof is by the successive approximations method. Let

H_0(ξ, η) = P^+[F ](2ξ − b) + P^−[F ](b − 2η) and H_n(ξ, η) = − ∫_{b−η} ξ BQ(u + η)P^+[H_{n−1}(u, η)]du − ∫_{b−ξ} η BQ(ξ + v)P^−[H_{n−1}(ξ, v)]dv. Then similarly to the proof of Theorem A.2 one easily obtains that |H_n(ξ, η)| ≤ 2‖F ‖ ‖Q‖^n(b − ξ − η)^n n! , n = 0, 1, . . . , where ‖F ‖ and ‖Q‖ denotes uniform norm. Hence the matrix valued function H = ∑_∞ n=0 H_n is a solution of (C.3) and satisfies the following estimate |H(ξ, η)| ≤ 2‖F ‖ exp(b‖Q‖), (ξ, η) ∈ Ξ^+. The last estimate proves also the uniqueness of the solution.

D Least squares solution of minimization problem (6.9)

The procedure described in this appendix follows the general theory from [21, Section 2.2].

Consider two Hilbert spaces. X = M^{n+1}_2 , consisting of columns whose entries are 2×2 matrices, equipped with the scalar product ⟨ (A_0, . . . , A_N )^T , (B_0, . . . , B_N ) ⟩ = N∑ n=0 tr ( A_nB^∗_n ) , and Y = L_2((0, b), M_2). Let

C =

( a_0 b_0 c_0 d_0 ) . . ( a_N b_N c_N d_N ) and N(x) =

N_0(x) N_1(x) . . N_N (x) .

Then C is the solution of the minimization problem min_{Z∈X} ‖ ‖KZ + 1 2 Q ‖ ‖ Y , (D.1)

where K : X → Y is the operator given by K[Z](x) = N^T (x)Z. Let G ∈ Y . Then it is easy to see that the adjoint operator K^∗ : Y → X is given by

K^∗[G] = ∫_b 0 N(x)G(x) dx.

According to Lemma 2.10 from [21] the solution of minimization problem (D.1) coincides with the solution of the normal equation K^∗KZ = −^1_2 K^∗[Q], or ∫_b 0 N(x)N^T (x) dx · Z = − 1 2 ∫_b 0 N(x)Q(x) dx. Let us introduce the 2(N + 1) × 2(N + 1) matrix A consisting of the 2 × 2 blocks ∫_b 0 N_i(x)N_j(x) dx, i, j = 0 . . . N. Also let us denote the first column vector of the matrix −^1_2 ∫_b 0 N(x)Q(x) dx by b_1 and the second column vector by b_2. Then the vector (a_0, c_0, a_1, c_1, . . . , a_N , c_N )^T (the first columnvector of C) is the solution of the linear system Ax = b_1 and the vector (b_0, d_0, b_1, d_1, . . . , b_N , d_N )^T (the second column-vector of C) is the solution of the linear system Ax = b_2.

References

[1] M. J. Ablowitz, D. J. Kaup, A. C. Newell and H. Segur, The inverse scattering transform-Fourier analysis for nonlinear problems, Studies in Appl. Math. 53 (1974), no. 4, 249–315.

[2] M. J. Ablowitz and H. Segur, Solitons and the inverse scattering transform, Philadelphia: SIAM, 1981. [3] S. Albeverio, R. O. Hryniv and Y. Mikytyuk, Inverse spectral problems for Dirac operators with summable potentials, Russian J. Math. Phys. 12 (2005), 406–423.

[4] M. H. Annaby, M. M Tharwat, Sinc-based computations of eigenvalues of Dirac systems, BIT Numer.

Math. 47 (2007) 699–713.

[5] M. H. Annaby, M. M Tharwat, On the computation of the eigenvalues of Dirac systems, Calcolo 49 (2012), 221–240.

[6] M. H. Annaby, M. M Tharwat, The Hermite interpolation approach for computing eigenvalues of Dirac systems, Math. Comput. Model. 57 (2013) 2459–2472.

[7] V. G. Bagrov and D. M. Gitman, Exact solutions of relativistic wave equations, Springer (2012), 324pgs. [8] V. G. Bagrov and D. M. Gitman, The Dirac equation and its solutions, De Gruyter (2014), 430pgs. [9] H. M. Campos, V. V. Kravchenko and S. M. Torba, Transmutation, L-bases and complete families of solutions of stationary Schrödinger equation in the plane, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 389 (2012), 1222–1238.

[10] R. Camporesi and A. J. Di Scala, A generalization of a theorem of Mammana, Colloq. Math. 122 (2011), 215–223.

[11] S. Clark and F. Gesztesy. Weyl-Titchmarsh m-function asymptotics, local uniqueness results, trace formulas, and Borg-type theorems for Dirac operators, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 354 (2002), 3475–3534.

[12] S. Cox and R. Knobel, An inverse spectral problem for a nonnormal first order differential operator, Integr. Equat. Oper. Th. 25 (1996), 147–162.

[13] R. Devore and G. Lorentz, Constructive approximation, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993. [14] I. S. Gradshtein, I. M. Rizhik, Table of integrals, series, and products, FizMatLit, Moscow, 1963 (in Russian).

[15] W. Greiner, Relativistic quantum mechanics, Springer (2000), 424pgs.

[16] N. Gutiérrez Jiménez and S. M. Torba, Spectral parameter power series representation for solutions of linear system of two first order differential equations, Appl. Math. Comput. 370 (2020) 124911, 13pp.

[17] R. O. Hryniv, Analyticity and uniform stability in the inverse spectral problem for Dirac operators, J.

Math. Phys. 52 (2011), 063513 (17pp) [18] R. O. Hryniv and N. Pronska, Inverse spectral problems for energy-dependent Sturm-Liouville equations, Inverse Probl. 28 (2012), no. 8, 085008 (21pp) [19] K. V. Khmelnytskaya, V. V. Kravchenko and H. C. Rosu, Eigenvalue problems, spectral parameter power series, and modern applications, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 38 (2015), 1945–1969.

[20] K. V. Khmelnytskaya, V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba and S. Tremblay, Wave polynomials, transmutations and Cauchy’s problem for the Klein-Gordon equation, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 399 (2013), 191–212.

[21] A. Kirsch, An introduction to the mathematical theory of inverse problems, second edition, Springer, 2011.

[22] V. V. Kravchenko, A representation for solutions of the Sturm-Liouville equation, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 53 (2008), 775–789.

[23] I. V. Kravchenko, V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba and J. C. Dias, Generalized exponential basis for efficient solving of homogeneous diffusion free boundary problems: Russian option pricing, 2018, submitted, available at arXiv:1808.08290.

[24] V. V. Kravchenko, S. Morelos and S. M. Torba, Liouville transformation, analytic approximation of transmutation operators and solution of spectral problems, Appl. Math. Comput. 273 (2016), 321–336.

[25] V. V. Kravchenko, L. J. Navarro and S. M. Torba, Representation of solutions to the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation in terms of Neumann series of Bessel functions, Appl. Math. Comput. 314 (2017), 173–192.

[26] V. V. Kravchenko and R. M. Porter, Spectral parameter power series for Sturm-Liouville problems, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 33 (2010), 459–468.

[27] V. V. Kravchenko, E. L. Shishkina and S. M. Torba, On a series representation for integral kernels of transmutation operators for perturbed Bessel equations, Math. Notes 104 (2018), 552–570.

[28] V. V. Kravchenko and S. M. Torba, Transmutations for Darboux transformed operators with applications, J. Phys. A 45 (2012) # 075201. 21 pp.

[29] V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba, Transmutations and spectral parameter power series in eigenvalue problems, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl. 228 (2013), 209–238.

[30] V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba, Construction of transmutation operators and hyperbolic pseudoanalytic functions, Complex Anal. Oper. Theory 9 (2015), 379–429.

[31] V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba, Analytic approximation of transmutation operators and applications to highly accurate solution of spectral problems, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 275 (2015), 1–26.

[32] V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba, Analytic approximation of transmutation operators and related systems of functions, Bol. Soc. Mat. Mex. 22 (2016) No.2, 389–429.

[33] V. V. Kravchenko and S. M. Torba, A Neumann series of Bessel functions representation for solutions of Sturm-Liouville equations, Calcolo 55 (2018), article 11, 23pp.

[34] V. V. Kravchenko and S. M. Torba, Transmutation operators and a new representation for solutions of perturbed Bessel equations, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 44 (2021), 31pp., doi:10.1002/mma.7189, to appear. Available at arXiv:2005.10403v4.

[35] V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba and R. Castillo-Pérez, A Neumann series of Bessel functions representation for solutions of perturbed Bessel equations, Appl. Anal. 97 (2018), 677–704.

[36] V. V. Kravchenko, S. M. Torba and J. Yu. Santana-Bejarano, Generalized wave polynomials and transmutations related to perturbed Bessel equations, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 42 (2019), 5008–5028.

[37] B. M. Levitan, Inverse Sturm-Liouville problems, VSP, Zeist, 1987.

[38] B. M. Levitan, I. S. Sargsjan, Sturm-Liouville and Dirac operators, Kluwer, Dordrecht, 1991. [39] V. A. Marchenko, Sturm-Liouville operators and applications, Birkhäuser Verlag (1986), 367pgs. [40] A. M. Savchuk and A. A. Shkalikov, The Dirac operator with complex-valued summable potential, Math Notes. 96 (2014), 777–810.

[41] B. Thaller, The Dirac equation, Springer-Verlag (1992), 357pgs.

[42] M. M Tharwat, Approximation of eigenvalues of Dirac systems with eigenparameter in all boundary conditions by sinc-Gaussian method, Appl. Math. Comput. 262 (2015), 113–127.

[43] M. Yamamoto, Inverse eigenvalue problem for a vibration of a string with viscous drag, J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 152 (1990), 20–34.