arXiv:2012.10107v1 [math.CA] 18 Dec 2020

THE NUMBER OF DIRAC-WEIGHTED EIGENVALUES OF STURM-LIOUVILLE EQUATIONS WITH INTEGRABLE POTENTIALS AND AN APPLICATION TO INVERSE PROBLEMS

XIAO CHEN AND JIANGANG QI^†

Abstract. In this paper, we further Meirong Zhang, et al.’s work by computing the number of weighted eigenvalues for Sturm-Liouville equations, equipped with general integrable potentials and Dirac weights, under Dirichlet boundary condition. We show that, for a Sturm-Liouville equation with a general integrable potential, if its weight is a positive linear combination of n Dirac Delta functions, then it has at most n (may be less than n, or even be 0) distinct real Dirichlet eigenvalues, or every complex number is a Dirichlet eigenvalue; in particular, under some sharp condition, the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues is exactly n. Our main method is to introduce the concepts of characteristics matrix and characteristics polynomial for Sturm-Liouville problem with Dirac weights, and put forward a general and direct algorithm used for computing eigenvalues. As an application, a class of inverse Dirichelt problems for Sturm-Liouville equations involving single Dirac distribution weights is studied.

2020 MSC numbers: 34A06, 34A55, 34B09

Keywords: Sturm-Liouville equation, distribution, Dirac weight, eigenvalue, characteristic polynomial, characteristic matrix, inverse Dirichlet problem

1. Introduction

The inverse spectrum problems of Sturm-Liouville equations have always been the subjects of intense scholarly research. The classical inverse problems focus on the studies of how to determine the potential uniquely using suitable spectral data. In 1946, G. Borg wrote the first important paper [2] on this subject. From then on, a number of literatures have been devoted to this direction (cf. [4, 7, 11, 14, 15, 16, 19, 20, 22] etc).

Many eigenvalue problems often involve Dirac delta functions, although the coefficients of the classical Sturm-Liouville equations are considered in the space L^1[a, b]. Even for regular Sturm-Liouville problems, the corresponding optimization problem of weights or potentials were also frequently related to Dirac Delta functions (cf. [8, 9, 10, 13, 18, 21, 23] etc). More to the point, in physics, it is very important and common when the coefficients of second-order ordinary differential equations contain Dirac distributions. In [17], physicists Kronig and Penney introduced an equation with Dirac delta potential for describing quantum mechanics in crystal lattices; in [1], Dirac Delta functions appeared in a continuum physical model of nonlocal point interactions. Moreover, since every integrable function can be weakly approximated by distributions, and the eigenvalues is continuous with respect to distributions or measures under w^∗−topology (see [9, Lemma 4.1] and [18, Theorem 1.3]), the eigenvalue problems of differential equations can be

† the corresponding author, qjgsduwh@126.com. 1

transformed into the problems of finding the roots of algebraic equations. This provides an effective approach to the approximate evaluation of eigenvalues.

In the present paper, we study a class of general Dirac-weighted Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue problems, in which the potentials are general integrable functions and the weights are linear combinations of finitely many Dirac Delta functions. This kind of equations has explicit and significant physical backgrounds, for instance, a forced vibration system of a string attached with finitely many particles (see Section 2). Moreover, in [9], the authors also described another similar model, i.e., a force-free vibration system which made up of a string fixed at one end and finitely many masses connected to a spring at the other end. And then, a series of new inverse problems and new optimization problems related to our topic accordingly arise.

In the remainder of this section, we give a brief introduction to the main content of our paper, which is contained in Section 3, Section 4 and Section 5. Besides, Section 2 describes our problems in detail and defines their solutions.

Part I. The number of Dirac-weighted eigenvalues of Dirichlet problems with general integrable potentials. In [23], Zhang and his collaborators, using the difference method, proved that, a Sturm-Liouville equation with zero potential must have exactly n Dirichlet eigenvalues, if its weight is a linear combination of n Dirac Delta functions. Unfortunately, the difference method used in [23] is only applicable for the zero potential case, and the corresponding results about the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues does not always holds in general.

In Section 3, we will in a new way generalize Zhang’s results to the general case when the potential is a general integrable function (see Theorem 3.13). This generalization is highly non-trivial. Our results reveal more essences of this eigenvalue problem. More precisely, we prove that, for any Sturm-Liouville equation with a non-zero integrable potential, if the weight is a positive linear combination of n Dirac Delta functions, then the set of its Dirichlet eigenvalues either consists of at most n (may be less than n, or even be 0) different real numbers, or is the whole complex plane (see Theorem 3.13(a)(e)). And the number of its Dirichlet eigenvalues strictly depends on some key hypotheses. In particular, when one of these hypotheses holds, the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues is exactly n (see Theorem 3.13(c)(d)). It is worth to notice that, in [23, Lemma 3.3], the absence of the potential happens to guarantee that the key hypotheses automatically hold, and makes the direct calculation on eigenvalues easy (see Section 3.3.1).

In addition, we establish a systemical method for dealing with Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue problems involving Dirac weights, which most probably produces a new numerical method of computing eigenvalues (see Remark 3.5). Simply put, by tracking solutions of our equations for given initial values, we construct characteristics symmetric matrices and characteristics polynomials with respect to such eigenvalue problems above, and thereby derive that these Sturm-Liouville Dirac-weighted eigenvalue problems are essentially equivalent to the problems of computing roots of their characteristics polynomials (equivalently, eigenvalue problems of their characteristics matrices), see Theorem 3.4. In the special case when the potential is zero, our approach just coincides with the difference method employed in [23] (see Section 3.3.1).

Part II. Inverse Dirichelt problems for SLPs involving single Dirac distribution weights. As a direct consequence of Section 3, we can see that, for a Sturm-Liouville equation on [0, 1], under some suitable conditions, if its weight is a single Dirac Delta function at some point t ∈ (0, 1), then there exists a unique strictly positive Dirichlet eigenvalue, say λ(t). Here a set {λ(t)}_{t∈(0,1)} are called complete spectrum data. See Section 3.3.2, Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.5.

In Section 4, as an application, we solves a class of inverse problems: the potential can be uniquely recovered by the complete spectrum data set {λ(t)}_{t∈(0,1)} mentioned above. In fact, this result can be further strengthened. For any suitable function f(t) on (0, 1), called a spectrum-like function (see Definition 4.6), we can uniquely construct a Sturm- Liouville equation involving a single Dirac distribution weight such that all its Dirichlet eigenvalues over (0, 1) are given by {f(t)}_{t∈(0,1)}. In fact, we have owned an equivalence between spectrum-like functions and complete spectrum data (Theorem 4.7). Also, we give a simple example for describing the physical meaning of this equivalence above (see Example 4.8). Finally, it is worth mentioning that our work will certainly lead to a batch of new inverse problems and new optimization problems, some of which are listed in Section 5.

2. Problem statement and preliminaries

Let us begin with a forced vibration model, which is made up of a string and a particle P attached on this string, and executes small transverse vibrations about the position of stable equilibrium, the interval 0 ⩽ x ⩽ l of the x-axis. The motion is said to be “small” in the sense that higher powers of the function u(x, t) below and of its derivatives may be neglected compared with lower powers (cf. [5, Section IV.10.2]). Besides, we also assume that the mass of the string, compared with the mass m of the particle, is negligible and set as 0. And let x = ξ be the coordinate of the particle P .

Denote by p(x) the modulus of elasticity of the string multiplied by the cross-sectional areas, by u(x, t) the perpendicular deflection of a point on the string from equilibrium position at time t, and by F (x, t) the external force.

First, let us consider the case when the string is fixed at its end points, i.e., u(0, t) = u(l, t) = 0, which is called the boundary condition of the system here. At any time t, the kinetic energy of the string is given by the integral

T (t) = 1 2 mu^2_t (ξ, t) = 1 2 ∫_l 0 mδ(x − ξ)u^2_t (x, t) dx, where δ(x−ξ) is the Dirac delta function at ξ defined as in (2.8) below, and the potential energy takes the form U(t) = 1 2 ∫_l 0 {p(x)u^2_x(x, t) + F (x, t)u(x, t)} dx. Next, we consider a special external force determined by a non-homogeneous intensity q(x) along x-axis and the perpendicular deflection u(x, t), i.e., F (x, t) = q(x)u(x, t), where q(x), here called the stationary potential of the non-uniform force field F , is an integrable function on [0, l]. So, the total energy is E(t) = T (t) − U(t) = 1 2 ∫_l 0 {mδ(x − ξ)u^2_t (x, t) − p(x)u^2_x(x, t) − F (x, t)u(x, t)} dx. Because of the law of conservation of energy, we know E^′(t) = 0. Then, from the standard calculus, we obtain

0 = E^′(t) = ∫_l 0 u_t(x, t){mδ(x − ξ)u_{tt}(x, t) + (p(x)u_x(x, t))_x − q(x)u(x, t)} dx, which gives the partial differential equation of the vibrating string (2.1) − (pu_x)_x(x, t) + q(x)u(x, t) = mδ(x − ξ)u_{tt}(x, t). Separating variables in (2.1), we write the solution u in the form v(x)e^{iωt} (cf. [5, Section V.3]), where ω is the vibrating frequency. For the amplitude v(x), setting λ = ω^2, from (2.1), we then have the ordinary differential equation with Dirichlet boundary condition (2.2) − (pv^′)^′(x) + q(x)v(x) = λmδ(x − ξ)v(x) on [0, 1], v(0) = v(l) = 0. It is a Sturm-Liouville equation with a single Dirac weight and a integral potential, under Dirichlet boundary condition.

More generally, a forced vibration system of a string attached with finitely many particles and two fixed ends can be characterized as the problem (E) below. And, due to Liouville transformation (see e.g.[5, Section V.3]), we may as well assume that p(x) ≡ 1.

In the present paper, we mainly consider a class of Sturm-Liouville problems (SLPs) involving Dirac weights and integrable potentials as follows: (2.3) − y^{′′} + qy = λδ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}y, y = y(x), x ∈ [0, 1] associated to the Dirichlet boundary condition (2.4) y(0) = 0 = y(1) by the definitions of solutions of SLPs. Here q ∈ L^1([0, 1], R), and set (2.5) δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}(x) := n∑ i=1 m_iδ(x − t_i), where

(2.6) ⃗m := (m_1, · · · , m_n), m_i > 0 (i = 1, 2, · · · , n), ⃗t := (t_0, t_1, · · · t_n, t_{n+1}), 0 = t_0 < t_1 < · · · < t_n < t_{n+1} = 1,

and δ(x − t_i) is the canonical Dirac Delta function at the point t_i. Notation: denote by (E) the SLP (2.3)-(2.4).

First of all, similar to [9, Section 2], we give the definition of solutions of the SLPs with distributions. Set (2.7) D[0, 1] := span_R { L^1([0, 1], R) ∪ { δ(x − t_j ) : t_j ∈ [0, 1], N ∋ j < ∞ }} , where R is the field of real numbers, L^1([0, 1], R) is the space of Lebesgue integrable, real valued functions on [0, 1], and δ(x − t) is the Dirac delta function at point t ∈ [0, 1] defined by

(2.8) δ(x − t) = { ∞, x = t, 0, x ≠ t and ∫ I δ(x − t) dx = 1, ∀I ⊂ [0, 1] and t ∈ I, which can also be considered as the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Dirac measure

δ_t(x) = { 0, x ∈ [0, t), 1, x ∈ [t, 1]. Then for w ∈ D[0, 1], which is called a distribution (or distribution density) on [0, 1],

(2.9) w(x) = rρ(x) + n∑ j=1 r_j δ(x − t_j ), where r, r_j are constants, ρ ∈ L^1[0, 1] and 0 ⩽ t_1 < t_2 < · · · < t_n ⩽ 1.

Define the norm of w by (2.10) ‖w‖_D = |r| ∫_1 0 |ρ|dx + n∑ j=1 |r_j|. Let D_0[0, 1] be a subset of D[0, 1] consisting of the distributions, called D_0-distributions, like

(2.11) rρ(x) + n∑ j=1 r_jδ(x − t_j ), i.e., rρ(x) + δ_{n,⃗r,⃗t} where r, r_j > 0, ρ ∈ L^1[0, 1] and 0 < t_1 < t_2 < · · · < t_n < 1. It is clear that D_0[0, 1] excludes any linear combination of δ(x − 0) and δ(x − 1). The physical reason for considering D_0[0, 1] instead of D[0, 1] is that it makes little sense to put any mass at two fixed ends. And from the point view of mathematics, Example 3.1 in [23] told us that both of δ(x − 0) and δ(x − 1) are of no account to any result we want.

Let w ∈ D_0[0, 1] with the form of (2.11), q ∈ L^1[0, 1] and I_i := (t_i, t_{i+1}) (i = 0, 1, · · · , n). A solution of the SLP with a D_0-distribution w (2.12) − y^{′′} + qy = λwy, y = y(x), x ∈ [0, 1], associated to the boundary condition (2.4) is the function y satisfying y ∈ { z : z ∈ AC[0, 1], z^′ ∈ n⋃ i=0 AC(I_i), ∃z^′(t^±_j ), j = 1, · · · , n } and

(2.13) − y^{′′}(x) + q(x)y(x) = λrρ(x)y(x), x ≠ t_j, x ∈ [0, 1], y^′(t^−_j ) − y^′(t^+_j ) = λr_jy(t_j), 1 ⩽ j ⩽ n, y(0) = 0 = y(1),

where all y^′(t^+_j ) and z^′(t^+_j ) (resp., y^′(t^−_j ) and z^′(t^−_j )) denote the classical right-derivative (resp., left-derivative), AC(I) denotes the space of absolutely continuous real-valued functions on an subinterval I ⊂ [0, 1], and y^′(0^−) (resp., y^′(1^+)) is written as y^′(0) (resp., y^′(1)).

Notation: denote by (E_D) the SLP (2.12)-(2.13).

Obviously, the Dirichlet problem (E) is actually a special case of the above SLP (E_D) by setting

(2.14) ρ = 0, r_j = m_j (j = 1, 2, · · · , n),

where all t_i (i = 0, 1, · · · , n+1) and m_j (j = 1, 2, · · · , n) are defined as (2.6). The number λ ∈ C is an eigenvalue of (E) if and only if the problem has a nontrivial solution, E(x, λ), which is called an eigenfunction corresponding to λ. Consequently, we have grounds to give the following definition of a solution of the SLP (E).

Definition 2.1. A solution of the SLP (E) is defined as a solution of (E_D) with w being δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t} given in (2.14).

Remark 2.2. For any q ∈ L^1[0, 1], its distribution, namely, μ_q(x) := ∫_x 0 q(t) dt, for any x ∈ [0, 1], defines an absolutely continuous measure with respect to lesbegue measure on [0, 1]. And denote by Δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t} the purely discontinuous measure (also known as completely singular measure) ∑_n j=1 r_j δ_{tj} induced by δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}. Then, we can see that, the equation (2.12) is in fact the measure differential equation (MDE) as follows: (2.15) − dy^•(x) + y(x) dμ_q(x) = λy(x) d(rμ_ρ + Δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t})(x), where y is defined as in [23, (1.3)-(1.4)], and y^• stands for the generalized right derivative of y. For more information on measures and eigenvalue theory of second-order MDEs, see [6], [12], [18] and [23]. But, for simplicity, we still continue to use the previous notations and terminology.

3. The number of Dirac-weighted eigenvalues of Dirichlet problems with integrable potentials

In this section, we will study the structure of Dirichlet Dirac-weighted eigenvalues of the problem (E).

3.1. Characteristics polynomials and characteristics matrices. Set two problems as follows:

(E_{[ξ,η]}) : { −y^{′′} + qy = 0 defined on [ξ, η] ⊊ [0, 1] y(ξ) = y(η) = 0 ;

(E_0) : { −y^{′′} + qy = 0 defined on [0, 1] y(0) = y(1) = 0 .

Denote by Sp(E_∗) the set of eigenvalues of certain eigenvalue problem E_∗, and by #Sp(E_∗) the number of the eigenvalues.

Let ϕ, ψ be the two linearly independent solutions of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 on [0, 1] satisfying ϕ(0) = 0, and W [ϕ, ψ] be their Wronskian determinant, which must be non-zero, say ω ≠ 0. Let E(x, λ) be the eigenfunction of (E) corresponding to the eigenvalue λ.

For the problem (E), denote E_i(x, λ) := E(x, λ)|_{[ti,ti+1]}(i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n), which is actually a solution of −y^{′′} +qy = 0 on [t_i, t_{i+1}], can be presented as is a linear combination of ϕ and ψ, i.e. E_i(x, λ) = α_iϕ(x) + β_iψ(x) for some α_i, β_i ∈ R. From the uniqueness of solutions for initival value problem, we easily have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. dim V_λ = 1 where V_λ be the eigenspace of (E) corresponding to λ.

At every nodal point t_i (i = 1, · · · , n), by the continuity and differentiability of eigenfunctions, we have the following basic relation:

(R) : { α_iϕ(t_i) + β_iψ(t_i) = α_{i−1}ϕ(t_i) + β_{i−1}ψ(t_i) α_iϕ^′(t_i) + β_iψ^′(t_i) = α_{i−1}ϕ^′(t_i) + β_{i−1}ψ^′(t_i) − λm_i [α_{i−1}ϕ(t_i) + β_{i−1}ψ(t_i)] ,

i.e., ( α_i β_i )_{(R1)} = M_i(λ, ϕ, ψ) ( α_{i−1} β_{i−1} )_{(R2)} = ( α_{i−1} β_{i−1} ) + λ ω m_iN_i(λ, ϕ, ψ) ( α_{i−1} β_{i−1} ) , i = 1, · · · , n + 1, where M_i(λ, ϕ, ψ) = ( 1 +^λ_ω m_i(ϕψ)(t_i)^λ_ω m_iψ^2(t_i) −^λ_ω m_iϕ^2(t_i) 1 −^λ_ω m_i(ϕψ)(t_i) ) , and N_i(λ, ϕ, ψ) = ( (ϕψ)(t_i) ψ^2(t_i) −ϕ^2(t_i) −(ϕψ)(t_i) ) = ( ψ(t_i) −ϕ(t_i) ) ( ϕ(t_i) ψ(t_i) ) . Fact: M_i ∈ SL_2(R), which implies that every (α_i, β_i)(i = 1, 2, · · · , n) is a non-zero vector unless (α_0, β_0) = (0, 0).

Here α_i (resp. β_i) should be precisely written as α_i(ϕ, ψ, n, ⃗m,⃗t) (resp. β_i(ϕ, ψ, n, ⃗m,⃗t)), because these two coefficients depend on ϕ, ψ, n, ⃗m and ⃗t set above. For convenience, we still simply write these two coefficients as α_i and β_i, if there is no ambiguity.

Define

(3.1) D_{η,ξ}(ϕ, ψ) := det ( ϕ(η) ϕ(ξ) ψ(η) ψ(ξ) ) = ( ϕ(η) ψ(η) ) ( ψ(ξ) −ϕ(ξ) )

for any 0 ≤ ξ < η ≤ 1. Here we call this determinant discriminant for (E_{[ξ,η]}) with respect to ϕ and ψ, since it is well known from the basic knowledge of ordinary differential equations that D_{η,ξ} ≠ 0 if and only if (E_{[ξ,η]}) only has the zero solution.

For convenience, let M_i := M_i(λ, ϕ, ψ), N_i := N_i(λ, ϕ, ψ) and D_{η,ξ} := D_{η,ξ}(ϕ, ψ), if there is no ambiguity.

By the direct computation, we get the following useful lemma. Lemma 3.2. For any 0 ⩽ η < a < b < ξ ⩽ 1, one has D_{ξ,a} ·D_{b,η} −D_{ξ,b} ·D_{a,η} = D_{ξ,η} ·D_{b,a}. For any 1 ⩽ K ⩽ n, after Kth iteration of the relation (R_2), applying (3.1), we have, by induction, that

(3.2) ( α_K β_K ) = [ I + λ ω K∑ i=1 m_iN_i + K−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤K l∏ k=1 m_{ik} 1∏ k=l N_{ik} + ( λ ω )_{K K}∏ k=1 m_k 1∏ k=K N_k ] ( α_0 β_0 )

= [ I + λ ω K∑ i=1 m_iN_i + K−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤K l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} · ( ψ(t_{il} ) −ϕ(t_{il} ) ) ( ϕ(t_{i1} ) ψ(t_{i1} ) )

+ ( λ ω )_{K K}∏ i=1 m_k K∏ i=2 D_{ti,ti−1} ( ψ(t_K ) −ϕ(t_K ) ) ( ϕ(t_1) ψ(t_1) ) ] ( α_0 β_0 ) ,

where I = ( 1 0 0 1 ) . If choosing ( α_0 β_0 ) = ( 1 0 ) , by (3.2), we have, for any 1 ⩽ K ⩽ n,

(3.3)

α_K = 1 + λ ω K∑ k=1 m_k(ϕψ)(t_k) + K−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤K l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} ψ(t_{il} )ϕ(t_{i1} )

+ ( λ ω )_{K K}∏ k=1 m_k K∏ k=2 D_{tk ,tk−1} ψ(t_K )ϕ(t_1),

(3.4) β_K = − λ ω K∑ k=1 m_kϕ^2(t_k) − K−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤K l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} ϕ(t_{il} )ϕ(t_{i1} )

− ( λ ω )_{K K}∏ k=1 m_k K∏ k=2 D_{tk ,tk−1} ϕ(t_K )ϕ(t_1), and (3.5) E(x, λ) = { ϕ(x), x ∈ [0, t_1] α_iϕ(x) + β_iψ(x), x ∈ [t_i, t_{i+1}], i = 1, 2, · · · , n . Define

(3.6) p(λ, ϕ, ψ) := α_nϕ(1) + β_nψ(1) = E(1, λ),

which is a polynomial of degree at most n with respect to the argument λ.

Definition 3.3. The polynomial p(λ, ϕ, ψ) in (3.6) is called a characteristics polynomial of (E). If there exists a symmetric matrix X(ϕ, ψ) such that p(λ, ϕ, ψ) = c det(X(ϕ, ψ) − λ · I) where I is a unit matrix and c is a non-zero constant, then X(ϕ, ψ) is called a characteristics matrix of (E). For simplicity, we usually denote p(λ, ϕ, ψ) (resp., X(ϕ, ψ)) by p(λ) (resp., X) if both of ϕ and ψ are fixed.

Note that the characteristics polynomial p(λ) of (E) is unique up to multiplication by scalars; and the characteristics matrix X of (E) is unique up to similarity equivalence, if it exists. Clearly, due to Dirichlet boundary and (3.6), we can see that the number λ is a Dirichlet eigenvalue of (E) if and only if E(1, λ) = 0 for E(x, λ) given in (3.5). So the following theorem is obtained.

Theorem 3.4. The number λ is a Dirichlet eigenvalue of (E), if and only if λ is a root of the polynomial equation p(λ) = 0, if and only if λ is an eigenvalue of the symmetric matrix X provided that its characteristics matrix X exists.

Remark 3.5. (Algorithm of calculating eigenvalues) From the above arguments, for the problem (E), we can compute its Dirichlet eigenvalues by following algorithm: Step 1: find and fix two linearly independent solutions ϕ and ψ of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 on [0, 1] satisfying ϕ(0) = 0.

Step 2: for ⃗t in (E), work out by (3.1)^{n(n+1)}_2 discriminants D_{tj ,ti} (1 ⩽ i < j ⩽ n), and ϕ(t_k), ψ(t_k) (1 ⩽ k ⩽ n).

Step 3: obtain p(λ) defined as (3.6) by calcultating both of α_n and β_n in (3.3) and (3.4). Step 4: solve out the roots of p(λ) = 0. The set of the eigenvalues of (E) exactly consists of these roots.

In the next section, we will use this algorithm above to compute the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues.

3.2. The number of Dirichlet Dirac-weighted eigenvalues. At the beginning of this part, for any two fixed linearly independent solutions ϕ, ψ of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 on [0, 1] and the partition 0 = t_0 < t_1 < · · · < t_n < t_{n+1} = 1 in (E), we propose three hypotheses:

(H_0) : the problem (E_0) only has the zero solution, i.e. D_{1,0} ≠ 0. (H) : for all i ∈ {0, 1, · · · n}, we have that all (E_{[ti,ti+1]}) only have the zero solution, i.e. D_{ti+1,ti} ≠ 0.

(H_1) : for any i ∈ {1, · · · n}, we have that both of (E_{[t0,ti]}) and (E_{[ti,tn+1]}) have the non-zero solution, i.e. D_{1,ti} = D_{ti,0} = 0.

Remark 3.6. The hypothesis (H_1) holds, if and only if, for all 0 ⩽ i < j ⩽ n + 1, all (E_{[ti,tj]}) have the non-zero solution, i.e. D_{tj ,ti} = 0. Indeed, the hypothesis (H_1) is equivalent to the fact that^{ϕ(0)}_{ψ(0)} =^{ϕ(t1)}_{ψ(t1 )} =^{ϕ(t2 )}_{ψ(t2 )} = · · · =^{ϕ(tn)}_{ψ(tn )} =^{ϕ(1)}_{ψ(1)} . Clearly, in this case, neither (H) or (H_0) holds.

Next, we discuss the number of eigenvalues in the two following cases.

Case I: Suppose that (H_0) holds. We can chose and fix two fundamental solutions ϕ and ψ of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 on [0, 1] satisfying that ϕ(0) = 0 = ψ(1), ϕ^′(0) = 1, ψ^′(1) = −1, and W [ϕ, ψ] = ω ≠ 0. So, we have ϕ(1) = −ω = ψ(0), and for any ξ ∈ (0, 1), (3.7) D_{1,ξ} = −ωψ(ξ), D_{ξ,0} = −ωϕ(ξ), which imply that (H_1) holds if and only if both of ϕ(t_i) and ψ(t_i) are 0 for any i = 1, 2, · · · , n. Let ( α_0 β_0 ) = ( 1 0 ) . Because of (3.3) and (3.7), for any 1 ⩽ K ⩽ n, we have (3.8)

α_K = 1 + 1 ω^2 λ ω K∑ k=1 m_kD_{tn+1,tk} D_{tk ,t0} + 1 ω^2 K−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤K l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} D_{tn+1,til} D_{ti1 ,t0}

+ 1 ω^2 ( λ ω )_{K K}∏ k=1 m_k K∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} D_{tn+1,tK} . In particular, when K = n, by (3.8), we have that (3.9)

α_n = 1 + 1 ω^2 λ ω n∑ k=1 m_kD_{tn+1,tk} D_{tk ,t0} + n−1∑ l=2 1 ω^2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤n l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} D_{tn+1,til} D_{ti1 ,t0}

+ 1 ω^2 ( λ ω )_{n n}∏ k=1 m_k n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} . In addition, plugging ψ(1) = 0 into (3.6), we get the characteristics polynomial p(λ) = α_nϕ(1). From (3.9) and Theorem 3.4, we can deduce that

Proposition 3.7. (a) If (H_0) holds but (H) does not, then 0 ⩽ #Sp(E) < n and 0 /∈ Sp(E). Note that it is possible that #Sp(E) = 0, i.e., Sp(E) = ∅, for example, Example 3.9(3).

(b) If both of (H_0) and (H) hold, then #Sp(E) = n, and 0 /∈ Sp(E), i.e. (E) has exactly n non-zero distinct real eigenvalues.

Proof: The statement (a) directly comes from the fact that if (H) does not hold, then the factor^{n+1} ∏ k=1 D_{tk,tk−1} in the coefficient of the term of highest degree in α_n is zero.

For (b), due to (H), we have that every D_{tk ,tk−1} (k = 1, 2, · · · , n + 1) is non zero, and

so the factor^{n+1} ∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} is non zero. Set a_{k,k+1} = a_{k+1,k} := − 1 D_{tk+1,tk} , k = 1, 2, · · · , n, and a_{k,k} := D_{tk+1,tk−1} D_{tk+1,tk} D_{tk ,tk−1} , k = 1, 2, · · · , n. By introducing the matrices

(3.10) A_n := (a_{i,j} )_{n×n} and M̃_n := m_1 O ... O m_n ,

where a_{i,j} = 0 for other entries, we define

(3.11) α̃_K := K+1∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} det ( R_{[1,K]} ( A_n + λ ω M̃_n ) R_{[1,K]} ) , ∀K ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, where R_{[1,K]} is the coordinate restriction to {1, 2, · · · , K} of {1, 2, · · · , n}. Clearly, R_{[1,n]} is the unit matrix.

By cofactor expansion, for any 1 ⩽ K ⩽ n, we have that

(3.12) α̃_K = ( − D_{tK+1,tK} D_{tK ,tK−1} ) α̃_{K−2} + ( D_{tK+1 ,tK−1} D_{tK ,tK−1} + λ ω m_K D_{tK+1,tK} ) α̃_{K−1}. Then, applying (3.8) and Lemma 3.2, we can check, by induction, that, for 1 ⩽ K ⩽ n, (3.13)

α̃_K = D_{tK+1,t0} + λ ω K∑ k=1 m_kD_{tK+1,tk} D_{tk ,t0} + K−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )_l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤K l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} D_{tK+1 ,til} D_{ti1 ,t0}

+ ( λ ω )_{K K}∏ k=1 m_k K+1∏ k=1 D_{tk,tk−1} . Consequently, since D_{tn+1,t0} = D_{1,0} = ω^2 here, when K = n, combined with (3.9) and (3.13), the equation (3.11) implies that

ω^2α_n = α̃_n = n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} det ( A_n + λ ω M̃_n ) , and hence, it follows that (3.14)

p(λ) = ϕ(1)α_n = − 1 ω n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk,tk−1} det ( A_n + λ ω M̃_n ) = (−1)^{n+1} ω^{n+1} n∏ i=1 m_i n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk,tk−1} det(X−λI), where I is a unit, and X = M̃^{− 12}n (−ωA_n)M̃^{− 12}n .

Then, applying Theorem 3.4 and Lemma 3.1, the statement (b) is proved, since the matrix X is symmetric. □

Remark 3.8. From the proof of Proposition 3.7, we see that, if both (H_0) and (H) hold, we can see from (3.14) that the symmetric matrix

X = M̃^{− 12}n (−ωA_n)M̃^{− 12}n is the corresponding characteristics matrix of (E).

Example 3.9. Let ϕ(x) =^2_{3π} sin^{3π}_2 x and ψ(x) = −^2_{3π} cos^{3π}_2 x be the two linearly independent solutions of −y^{′′}(x) −^{9π2}_4 y(x) = 0 on [0, 1]. Their Wronskian determinant W [ϕ, ψ] is^2_{3π} . Then we consider the following three Dirichlet problems. (1) (E_1) : −y^{′′}(x) −^{9π2}_4 y(x) = λ[δ(x −^1_3 ) + δ(x −^2_3 )]y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0. Here ⃗t = (t_0, t_1, t_2, t_3) = (0,^1_3 ,^2_3 , 1) and ⃗m = (m_1, m_2) = (1, 1). Some simply calculation shows that D_{t3,t0} =^4_{9π2} , D_{t3,t1} = D_{t2,t0} = 0, D_{t3,t2} = D_{t2,t1} = D_{t1 ,t0} = −^4_{9π2} , and so p(λ) = −^2_{3π} (1 −^4_{9π2} λ^2). Consequently, we can see that, both of (H) and (H_0) hold, and Sp(E_1) = {±^{3π}_2 }, i.e., #Sp(E_1) = 2.

(2) (E_2) : −y^{′′}(x) −^{9π2}_4 y(x) = λ[δ(x −^1_4 ) + δ(x −^1_3 )]y(x), y(0) = y(1) = 0. We can know that (H_0) holds but (H) is not true, because D_{1,0} =^4_{9π2} and D_{1,} 1_3 = 0. Furthermore, following the same procedures as in (1), we can get p(λ) = −^2_{3π} (1−^λ_3^√_{2π} ), and so Sp(E_2) = {3 √ 2π}, i.e., #Sp(E_2) = 1 < 2.

(3) (E_3) : −y^{′′}(x) −^{9π2}_4 y(x) = λδ(x −^2_3 )y(x), y(0) = y(1) = 0. For this problem, we also can find that (H_0) hold but (H) fails, since D_{1,0} =^4_{9π2} and D 2_{3 ,0} = 0. Hence, we have p(λ) ≡ −^2_{3π} , which implies an extreme result that Sp(E_3) = ∅, i.e., #Sp(E_3) = 0.

Case II: Suppose that (H_0) does not hold. Since (H_0) does not hold, we can find non-zero number ω and a solution ϕ of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 on [0, 1] such that ϕ(0) = 0 = ϕ(1), ϕ^′(0) = 1 and ϕ^′(1) = −ω ≠ 0. Then we extend ϕ to a base {ϕ, ψ} of solution space of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 such that ψ(1) = 1. So, it follows that W [ϕ, ψ] = ω and ψ(0) = −ω. Then, we obtain the characteristics polynomial p(λ) = β_n.

Moreover, for any ξ ∈ (0, 1), it is easily checked that (3.15) D_{1,ξ} = −ϕ(ξ), D_{ξ,0} = −ωϕ(ξ), which imply that, (H_1) holds, if and only if ϕ given above equals to 0 at any nodal point t_i (∀ i = 1, · · · , n), if and only if the restriction of ϕ on [t_i, t_j] is a non-zero solution of (E_{[ti,tj]}), equivalently, D_{tj ,ti} = 0, for any 0 ⩽ i < j ⩽ n + 1. Set ( α_0 β_0 ) = ( 1 0 ) . By (3.4) and (3.15), we have that

(3.16)

β_n = − 1 ω λ ω n∑ k=1 m_kD_{tn+1,tk} D_{tk,t0} + n−1∑ l=2 ( λ ω )^l ∑ 1≤i_1<···<i_l≤n l∏ k=1 m_{ik} l∏ k=2 D_{tik ,tik−1} D_{tn+1,til} D_{ti1 ,t0}

+ ( λ ω )^n n∏ k=1 m_k n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} , which implies the following result.

Proposition 3.10. (a) Assume that neither (H) nor (H_0) holds. Then, when (H_1) holds, we have Sp(E) = C (see Example 3.15); when (H_1) does not hold, we have 1 ⩽ #Sp(E) < n and 0 ∈ Sp(E).

(b) If (H_0) does not hold but (H) holds, then #Sp(E) = n and 0 ∈ Sp(E), i.e. Sp(E) = {0} ∪ {n − 1 non-zero different real eigenvalues}.

Proof: Since (H_0) does not hold, the problem (E_0) has a non-zero solution, i.e., the problem (E) must have zero eigenvalue.

First, if (H_1) holds, then p(λ) = β_n ≡ 0, that is, every complex number is a root of p(λ) = 0, and so Sp(E) = C .

Next, we assume that (H_1) never holds. Then due to (3.4) and (3.15), the term of degree 1 in β_n is non-zero unless λ = 0, and so p(λ) = β_n must be a non-zero polynomial. The reason of the remainder of (a) is the same as that in the proof of Proposition 3.7(a).

For (b), due to (H), we have that every D_{tk ,tk−1} (k = 1, 2, · · · , n + 1) is non zero, and

so the factor^{n+1} ∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} is also non zero. Set b_{k,k} := D_{tk+1,tk−1} D_{tk+1,tk} D_{tk ,tk−1} , k = 1, 2, · · · , n, and b_{k,k+1} = b_{k+1,k} := − 1 D_{tk+1,tk} , k = 1, 2, · · · , n. Let M̃_n be defined as in the proof of Proposition 3.7(b), and B_n be the matrix (b_{i,j})_{n×n} where b_{i,j} = 0 for other entries. Here although B_n has the same form as A_n defined in the proof of Proposition 3.7(b), they are not the same one, because the fundamental solutions ϕ and ψ here, which determine these discriminants D_{tk+1,tk−1} and D_{tk+1,tk} above, are both different from those in Case I.

Then, noticing that D_{tn+1,t0} = D_{1,0} = 0, we can verify, by the same argument in the proof of Proposition 3.7(b), that (3.17)

p(λ) = β_n = − 1 ω n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} det ( B_n + λ ω M̃_n ) = (−1)^{n+1} ω^{n+1} n∏ i=1 m_i n+1∏ k=1 D_{tk ,tk−1} det(X −λI), where I is a unit matrix, and

X = M̃^{− 12}n (−ωB_n)M̃^{− 12}n .

It is apparent that X(λ) is the corresponding symmetric characteristics matrix of (E).

Then, the rest of the proof of the statement (b) follows from the same lines of argument as that of Proposition 3.7(b). □

Example 3.11. Let ϕ(x) =^1_π sin πx and ψ(x) = − cos πx be the two linearly independent solutions of −y^{′′}(x) − π^2y(x) = 0 on [0, 1]. Their Wronskian determinant W [ϕ, ψ] is 1. Then, following the similar arguments in Example 3.9(1), we can work out the eigenvalues of the following two Dirichlet problems, in which (H) holds while (H_0) does not hold. (1) For (E_4) : −y^{′′}(x) − π^2y(x) = λδ(x −^1_2 )y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0, we have p(λ) = −^λ_{π2} , and Sp(E_4) = {0}, i.e., #Sp(E_4) = 1.

(2) For (E_5) : −y^{′′}(x) − π^2y(x) = λ(δ(x −^1_4 ) + δ(x −^1_2 ))y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0, we have p(λ) =^1_{2π3} (λ^2 − 3πλ), and Sp(E_5) = {0, 3π}, i.e., #Sp(E_5) = 2. Lemma 3.12. If λ is a non-real eigenvalue of (E) and E(x) is an eigenfunction of λ, then E(t_i) = 0 for any i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n, n + 1.

Proof: Since the potential q(x) is real value and λ is a non-real eigenvalue of (E), it follows from the standard proof (cf. the proofs of [24, Theorem 4.1.1] and [9, Lemma 3.1]) that

∫_1 0 δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}(x) |E(x)|^2 dx = 0. Hence E(t_i) = 0 (∀ i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n, n + 1), because of the boundary condition (2.4) and

∫_1 0 δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}(x) |E(x)|^2 dx = ∑_n i=1 m_i |E(t_i)|^2. □

In conclusion, we give the following complete result on numbers of Dirichlet eigenvalues and the existence of non-real eigenvalues.

Theorem 3.13. (a) If the weight w is δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t} defined in (E), then either the number of its Dirichlet eigenvalues is at most n, or every complex number is a Dirichlet eigenvalue. More precisely, one and only one of the possibilities in both of Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 3.10 occurs.

(b) Conversely, if the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues of the problem (E_D) is K < +∞, then the weight w(x) has the form of δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}, and n ⩾ K.

(c) Suppose that (H) holds. Then the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues of the problem (E_D) is K, if and only if the weight w(x) has the form of δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}, and n = K. (d) Assume that both of (H) and (H_0) hold. Then (E_D) has K(< +∞) distinct non-zero Dirichlet eigenvalues, if and only if the weight w(x) has the form of δ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}, and n = K. (e) The problem (E) has a non-real eigenvalue if and only if Sp(E) = C , if and only if (H_1) holds. It means that Sp(E) ⊆ R in the other cases.

Proof: All of the statements (a), (c) and (d) are the direct consequences of Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 3.10.

For (b), by Remark 2.2, the equation (2.12) in (E_D) can be viewed as a measure differential equation. The statement (b) is a generalization of the converse of [23, Theorem 3.5(i)] to the case that the potential is non-zero. In fact, the converse of [23, Theorem 3.5(i)] still holds even though the potential is non-zero. Indeed, if we directly add a nonzero potential q into the proof of the most crucial lemma [23, Lemma 3.4] for proving the converse of [23, Theorem 3.5(i)], then it can be easily seen, from the calculations in the proof of [23, Lemma 3.4], that this added q only generates an inconsequential infinitesimal^{‖q‖L1√}_τ (here τ is a sufficiently large number) in the key step [23, (3.25)], and the rest of the proof has no change. Hence, we can directly prove (b) by imitating the proof of [23, Theorem 3.5(ii)].

For (e), by Remark 3.12, we see that if λ is a non-real eigenvalue of (E), then the corresponding eigenfunction E(x) is zero at any t_i (∀ i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n, n + 1). So this E(x) is a non zero solution of (E_0), and the restriction E(x)|_{[ti,tj ]} of E(x) onto [t_i, t_j ] (∀ 0 ⩽ i < j ⩽ n + 1) is a non zero solution of (E_{[ti,tj]}). Hence, it is easily seen that (H_1) holds by Remark 3.6, and then Sp(E) = C by Proposition 3.10(a). □

Remark 3.14. (a) Compared with [23, Problem (1.5)], the following more general problem is considered now:

(3.18) (E_M) : − dy^•(x) + y(x) dμ(x) = λy(x) dω(x), y(0) = y(1) = 0,

where y(x) is defined as in [23, (1.3)-(1.4)], y^•(x) stands for the generalized right derivative of y, λ is the spectral parameter, μ(x) is an arbitrary absolutely continuous measure on [0, 1] with respect to Lesbegue measure dx, and ω(x) is an arbitrary real Radon measure on [0, 1]. Obviously, our problem (E_D) is an example of (E_M) without singularly continuous part.

From the explanation in the proof of Theorem 3.13(b), we know that [23, Theorem 3.5(ii)] also holds for (E_M), while [23, Theorem 3.5(i)], which is no longer true for (E_M), has been updated with Theorem 3.13 in the present paper.

(b) From the proofs of Propositions 3.7(b) and 3.10(b), we can see that, under the hypotheses (H), solving p(λ) = 0 is equivalent to solving det(X − λI) = 0. Hence, due to the structure of X, we can simplify the 2nd step of the algorithm in Remark 3.5, namely, we only need to calculate 2n discriminants: D_{tk+1,tk−1} and D_{tk+1,tk} (k = 1, 2, · · · , n).

3.3. Two special cases. In this section, we discuss two simple but important cases.

3.3.1. The case that the potential of (E) is a zero function. Consider

(3.19) (E_d) : − y^{′′} = λΔ_{n, ⃗m,⃗t}y, y = y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0,

which is a special case of (E) with q = 0. This equation (3.19) was also given in the setting of MDE in [23, (3.13)]. Solutions of (3.19) are piecewise linear functions and its eigenvalue problem (E_d) is reduced to a linear system in R^n . So, in [23, Lemma 3.3], the authors, using the difference method, equated (E_d) with a matrix eigenvalue problem. But, the difference method is not essential, and does not work in the general case. Next, we are going to use our approach to deal with (E_d).

For the homogenous equation y^{′′} = 0 corresponding to (E_d), we can find two fundamental solutions ϕ(x) = x and ψ(x) = 1 − x satisfying ω := W [ϕ, ψ] = −1, ϕ(0) = 0 = ψ(1), ϕ^′(0) = 1 and ψ^′(1) = −1. More importantly, for any 0 ⩽ ξ < η ⩽ 1, one has D_{η,ξ} = η − ξ ≠ 0, which means that both of (H) and (H_0) automatically hold for (E_d). Hence, it follows from Proposition 3.7(b) that (E_d) must have exactly n non-zero different eigenvalues.

Moreover, we can obtain that, D_{tk ,tk−1} = t_k − t_{k−1} ≠ 0 (k = 1, 2, · · · , n + 1), and D_{tk+1,tk−1} = t_{k+1} − t_{k−1} ≠ 0 (k = 1, 2, · · · , n), and so, by (3.14), we have

p(λ) = α_n = n∏ i=1 m_i n+1∏ k=1 (t_k − t_{k−1}) det(X − λI), where where I is a unit, and X = M̃^{− 12}n A_nM̃^{− 12}n . Here A_n and M̃_n are both defined as in (3.10).

Recalling [23, (3.14)-(3.17)], the diagonal matrix M̃_n above is denoted by R in [23], the symmetric matrix A_n above happens to be A in [23], and Â in [23] is precisely the characteristics matrix X here.

Therefore, we can see that our method and the difference method coincides in this special case that q = 0. Differently, our method is useful for more general cases, and offer a general algorithm for finding eigenvalues.

3.3.2. The case that the weight is of (E) is a singel Dirac distribution. For any fixed t ∈ (0, 1), consider the following special case of (E):

(3.20) (E_{t,q}) : −y^{′′}(x) + q(x)y(x) = λδ(x − t)y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0,

where q ∈ L^1([0, 1], R).

Note that, for (E_{t,q}), the hypothesis (H_1) holds if and only if neither (H) or (H_0) holds. So Propositions 3.7 and 3.10 show that one and only one of the following possibilities occurs:

(1^∘). Sp(E_{t,q}) = {0}, when (H) holds but (H_0) does not; (2^∘). Sp(E_{t,q}) = C , when neither (H_0) or (H) holds; (3^∘). Sp(E_{t,q}) = ∅, when (H_0) holds but (H) does not; (4^∘). Sp(E_{t,q}) = {a unique non-zero real eigenvalue}, when both (H_0) and (H) hold.

For the case (2^∘), we give a simple example at once.

Example 3.15. Let ϕ(x) =^1_{2π} sin 2πx and ψ(x) =^2_π cos 2πx be the two linearly independent solutions of −y^{′′}(x) − 4π^2y(x) = 0 on [0, 1]. Their Wronskian determinant W [ϕ, ψ] is −^2_π . For (E_6) : −y^{′′}(x) − 4π^2y(x) = λδ(x −^1_2 )y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0, we have D_{1,0} = D_{1,} 1_2 = D 1_{2 ,0} = 0, and so p(λ) ≡ 0, that is, Sp(E_6) = C . And ϕ is a common eigenfunction corresponding to all complex numbers.

But our most concern is the fourth case. For the case (4^∘), we can choose the two fundamental solutions ϕ and ψ of −y^{′′} + qy = 0 satisfying

(3.21) ϕ(0) = 0 = ψ(1), ϕ^′(0) = 1, W [ϕ, ψ] = ω ≠ 0.

which implies ψ(0) = −ω and ϕ(1)ψ^′(1) = ω. Hence, we have

(3.22) D_{1,ξ} = ϕ(1)ψ(ξ), D_{ξ,0} = −ωϕ(ξ), for any ξ ∈ (0, 1).

Consequently, because (H) holds, by (3.22), we know

Fact: ϕ(t) and ψ(t) are both non zero for the above given point t. This means that if (H) holds for all t ∈ (0, 1), then both of ϕ(t) and ψ(t) don not have sign-change on [0, 1]. In particular, ϕ > 0 on (0, 1).

Combining (3.3)-(3.6) with (3.21), we get the characteristics polynomial

(3.23) p(λ) = ϕ(1)α_n = ϕ(1) ( 1 + λ ω ϕ(t)ψ(t) ) , and hence, for the above given t ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ L^1([0, 1], R), the unique Dirichlet eigenvalue λ(t, q) of (E_{t,q}) is given, that is,

(3.24) λ(t, q) = −ω ϕ(t)ψ(t) ≠ 0. Lemma 3.16. If for all t ∈ (0, 1), both of (H_0) and (H) hold for (E_{t,q}), then λ(t, q) > 0 for any t ∈ (0, 1).

Proof: From the initial condition (3.21) of ϕ and Fact above, we know that ϕ > 0 identically on (0, 1). If W [ϕ, ψ] = ω > 0, then ψ(0) = −ω < 0, which, due to the above Fact again, implies that ψ < 0 on (0, 1). Hence, by (3.24), we have λ(t, q) > 0 for any t ∈ (0, 1). If W [ϕ, ψ] = ω < 0, then ψ(0) = −ω > 0. So, from the same reason as above, we know ψ > 0 on (0, 1), and hence also λ(t, q) > 0 for any t ∈ (0, 1). □

4. An application to Inverse Dirichlet problems involving single Dirac distribution weights

From Section 3.3.2, excluding the extreme case of infinite eigenvalues, we can find that, if there exists t_0 ∈ (0, 1) satisfying λ(t_0, q) = 0, then (H_0) must not hold, and so λ(t) ≡ 0 for all t ∈ (0, 1). Hence, if Sp(E_{t,q}) is neither empty or C for all t ∈ (0, 1), then, for any t ∈ (0, 1), the corresponding eigenvalue λ(t, q) either identically vanishes, or is never zero. In this section, we mainly concern the latter case. Set P[0, 1] := {q ∈ L^1([0, 1], R) : both of (H_0) and (H) hold for (E_{t,q}), ∀t ∈ (0, 1)}.

From the equations (3.21)-(3.24), we can see that, an integrable function q belongs to P[0, 1], if and only if Sp(E_{t,q}) has a unique non-zero eigenvalue for any t ∈ (0, 1), if and only if −y^{′′}(x) + q(x)y(x) = 0 has two linear independent solutions such that either of them has only one zero point at x = 0 or x = 1. Note that P[0, 1] is a big set. For example, the zero function belongs to P[0, 1]; if q(x) ∈ L^1([0, 1], R) and q(x) > 0 for any x ∈ [0, 1], then q is a element of P[0, 1], due to the oscillation theory for initial value problem (cf., [24, Section 2.6] or [3, Section 3.3]).

Now, we consider the following problem:

(4.1) (E^P_{t,q}) : −y^{′′}(x) + q(x)y(x) = λδ(x − t)y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0,

where t ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ P[0, 1].

Let ϕ and ψ be the solutions defined as in (3.21). Then, combined with the initial conditions (3.21) as well as Lemma 3.16, the formula (3.24) tells us the following lemma immediately.

Lemma 4.1. For the problem (E^P_{t,q}), we have (a) λ(t, q), with respect to t ∈ (0, 1), is continuous, and has second-order derivative. In particular, there exists a constant C > 0 such that |λ^′(t)| ⩽ Cλ^2(t) for any t ∈ (0, 1). (b) λ(t, q) tends to the infinity as t goes to 0 or 1. (c) λ(t, q) > 0 for any t ∈ (0, 1).

Definition 4.2. Let λ(t, q) be the unique eigenvalue of SLP (E^P_{t,q}) (0 < t < 1). We call {λ(t, q)}_{t∈(0,1)} a set of complete spectral data of SLP (E^P_{t,q}). If I is a proper subset of (0, 1), the set of eigenvalues {λ(t, q)}_{t∈I} is called a set of incomplete spectral data of SLP (E^P_{t,q}) with respect to I.

For simplicity, if there is no ambiguity, we omit q in (3.24) and write λ(t, q) as λ(t).

Proposition 4.3. For the problem (E^P_{t,q}), a unique potential function q can be reconstructed from a set of given complete spectral data {λ(t)}_{t∈(0,1)}, and

(4.2) q(x) = − 1 2 · λ^{′′}(x) λ(x) + 3 4 · ( λ^′(x) λ(x) )_2 + 1 4 λ^2(x) on (0, 1).

Proof: Let ϕ and ψ be the fundamental solutions as defined as in (3.21), and set ω := W [ϕ, ψ] ≠ 0, which, combined with (3.24), implies that, for any t, x ∈ (0, 1), one has (4.3) λ(t) = −ω ϕ(t)ψ(t) , and (4.4) ψ(x) = ϕ(x)

∫_1 x −ω ϕ^2(s) ds. Combining two equations above, we have

(4.5) ϕ^2(x)

∫_1 x 1 ϕ^2(s) ds = 1 λ(x) , ∀x ∈ (0, 1). And, from Fact in Section 3.3.2, we also can see that both of ϕ and ψ don not have sign-change, and are never zero on (0, 1).

Set u(x) =

∫_1 x 1 ϕ^2(s) ds. Then, u

′(x) = −^1_{ϕ2(x)} , and hence − u(x) u^′(x) = 1 λ(x) , whose general solution is (4.6) u(x) = Ce^{− ∫ xa λ(s) ds}, ∀x ∈ (0, 1), where a is an arbitrarily given point in (0, 1), and C is an arbitrary positive constant which must be strictly positive. So, we have

ϕ^2(x) = C^′ λ(x) e^{∫ xa λ(s) ds}, that is,

(4.7) ϕ(x) = C^{′′} √ λ(x) e ∫ x a λ(s) ds 2 , where C^′ =^1_C and C^{′′} = C^{′ 1}2 .

Hence, since the ϕ above only depends on λ(t), we can recover the desired potential q(x) = ϕ^{′′}(x) ϕ(x) , which, by substitution of (4.7) for q(x), equals to (4.2) on (0, 1). □

Remark 4.4. (a) From the proof of Proposition 4.3, we can find that the recovered q is independent of the choices of the constant C and the point a, since both of the constant C and the item e ∫ x a λ(s)ds 2 finally will be eliminated.

(b) In the proof of Proposition 4.3, by (4.3) and (4.7), we can get

(4.8) ψ(x) = −ω C^{′′} √ λ(x) e^− ∫ x a λ(s) ds 2 , where a ∈ (0, 1), and C^{′′} is a constant defined as in (4.7). Then, we similarly can get the relation ϕ(x) = ψ(x) ∫_x 0 1 ψ^2(t) dt, and by setting u(x) = ∫_x 0 1 ψ^2 (s) ds or directly plugging

(4.8) into the formula below, we have ψ^{′′}(x) ψ(x) = ϕ^{′′}(x) ϕ(x) = q(x) on (0, 1),

Remark 4.4(b) and the proof of the above proposition implicitly include the following properties of λ(t).

Corollary 4.5. For any given a ∈ (0, 1), one has

0 < lim_{t→0+} λ(t) e^{∫ a}t^{λ(s) ds} < +∞ and 0 < lim_{t→1−} λ(t) e^{∫ t}a^{λ(s) ds} < +∞. Moreover, one has that

∫_1 a λ(s) ds = +∞ and ∫_a 0 λ(s) ds = +∞. Proof: Because of (4.7) and (4.8), the first part of this corollary follows from the fact that 0 < ϕ(1), ψ(0) < +∞. The last sentence directly follows from the proved part and Lemma 4.1(b). □

Definition 4.6. Let f(t) be a continuous and real value function on (0, 1). The function f(t) is called spectrum-like function, if it satisfies all properties listed as follows: (1) f(t) has second-order derivative on (0, 1). (2) f(t) > 0 for any t ∈ (0, 1).

(3) f(t) tends to the infinity as t goes to 0 or 1, and^{f ′(t)}_{f 2(t)} = O(1) (t → 0^+ or 1^−). (4) 0 ≠ lim_{t→0}+^{f(t)}_e^∫ a_{t f (s) ds} < +∞ and 0 ≠ lim_{t→1}−^{f(t)}_e∫ t_{a f (s) ds} < +∞ for any a ∈ (0, 1).

Denote by SL[0, 1] the set of all spectrum-like functions on (0, 1).

Note that Definition 4.6(3) and (4) imply that

∫_1 a f(s)ds = +∞ and ∫_a 0 f(s)ds = +∞ for any a ∈ (0, 1). Obviously, the full spectrum data λ(t) on (0, 1) in Proposition 4.3 is an element in SL[0, 1]. The simplest example of a function in SL[0, 1] is^1_{t(1−t)} , which gives the complete spectrum information of −y^{′′}(x) = λδ(x − t)y(x) on [0, 1], y(0) = y(1) = 0.

Further, we can find that a spectrum-like function is equivalent to a set of complete spectral data of SLP (E^P_{t,q}) (0 < t < 1) for some q ∈ P[0, 1].

Theorem 4.7. For any function f(t) defined on (0, 1), we have that, the set {f(t)}_{t∈(0,1)} is the complete spectral data of SLP (E^P_{t,q}) for some q ∈ P[0, 1], if and only if f(t) is an element in SL[0, 1].

More precisely, for any given f ∈ SL(0, 1), we can construct an integrable function Q as follows:

(4.9) Q(x) = − 1 2 · f^{′′}(x) f(x) + 3 4 · ( f^′(x) f(x) )_2 + 1 4 f^2(x) on (0, 1),

such that {f(t)}_{t∈(0,1)} is a set of complete spectrum data of (E^P_{t,Q}) (0 < t < 1). Proof: The “only if” part is a direct corollary of Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.3 as well as Corollary 4.5.

Conversely, for any f ∈ SL[0, 1], the function Q is the one obtained by (4.9). Let {λ(t)}_{t∈(0,1)} be the set of complete spectrum data of (E^P_{t,Q}). For proving the “if” part, it suffices to show that, for any x ∈ (0, 1), one has λ(x) = f(x).

By Definition 4.6(4), let C := lim_{t→0}+ f(t)^{− 1}2 e ∫ a t f (s) ds 2 ∈ (0, +∞). For any fixed a ∈ (0, 1), set ϕ_0(x) = 2Cf(x)^{− 1}2 e ∫ x a f (s) ds 2 for any x ∈ (0, 1). It can be directly verified that Q =^{ϕ′′0}_{ϕ0} on (0, 1). And Definition 4.6(3)(4) immediately tell us that ϕ_0(0^+) = 0 and 0 < ϕ_0(1^−) < +∞. So ϕ_0 can be extended to a solution of −y^{′′} + Qy = 0 on [0, 1] satisfying ϕ_0(0) = 0.

Moreover, the derivation of ϕ_0 is

(4.10) ϕ^′_0(x) = − Cf^′(x) f(x)^32 e^12^{∫ ax f(s) ds} + Cf(x)^12 e^12^{∫ ax f(s) ds} = −C · f^′(x) f^2(x) · f(x)^12 e^12^{∫ ax f(s) ds} + Cf(x)^12 e^12^{∫ ax f(s) ds} . Then, applying Definition 4.6(3)(4) again, we can know that ϕ^′_0(0^+) < +∞. In addition, the initial value of ϕ^′_0 at x = 0 must be non-zero, since ϕ_0 is a non-zero solution of −y^{′′} + Qy = 0 on [0, 1] and ϕ_0(0) = 0. Hence we set ϕ :=^{ϕ0}_{ϕ′0(0)} , which is a solution of −y^{′′} + Qy = 0 satisfying ϕ(0) = 0 and ϕ^′(0) = 1.

Next, for any x ∈ (0, 1), let ψ(x) = ϕ(x)

∫_1 x 1 ϕ^2(s) ds, which means that (_{ψ(x)} ϕ(x) )_′ = −^1_{ϕ2(x)} , and so ϕ(x)ψ^′(x) − ϕ^′(x)ψ(x) = −1. Hence, we have W [ϕ, ψ] = −1, and ψ(1^−) = 0. Also we can check that ψ^{′′}(x) + Qψ(x) = ( ϕ(x) ∫_1 x 1 ϕ^2(s) ds )_{′′} + ϕ^{′′}(x) ϕ(x) ϕ(x) = 0. From all discussed above, we have obtained two linearly independent solutions ϕ and ψ of −y^{′′} + Qy = 0 on [0, 1] satisfying the initial condition (3.21). Since Definition 4.6(4) yields that ∫_1 x f(t)e^{− ∫ ta f(s) ds} dt = ∫_1 x d ( −e^{− ∫ ta f(s) ds} ) = e^{− ∫ xa f(s) ds}, we deduce from (3.24) that λ(x) = −W [ϕ, ψ] ϕ(x)ψ(x) = 1 ϕ^2(x)

∫_1 x 1 ϕ^2(s) ds = f(x) e^{∫ x}a^{f(s) ds} ∫_1 x f(t)e^{− ∫ t}a^{f(s)ds} dt = f(x), for any x ∈ (0, 1). Now the proof is done. □

Theorem 4.7 has a number of distinctive and interesting physical applications, which will be partially illustrated by the following living example.

Example 4.8. Recall the model (2.1)-(2.2) of a vibrating string at the beginning of Section 2. Clearly, the problem (E_{t,q}) in (3.20) is exactly the model (2.1)-(2.2) by setting p(x) = 1 and m = 1. So, because of (3.24), the vibration system (2.1)-(2.2) equipped with some external potential q in P[0, 1] has a unique non-zero frequency.

Then, we have a natural question: for the system (2.1)-(2.2), how do we obtain a vibration at an expected frequency ω_0? Theorem 4.7 give us an alternative method, that is, we may try to find a function f ∈ P[0, 1] such that f(ξ) = ω^2_0 , and then construct a desired potential q by (4.9). But, is such potential unique? If not, then can we pick up the one that has the smallest L^1−norm (minimal potential energy)? Motivated by these above, we will further introduce some related questions in the next section.

5. Open questions

Proposition 4.3 and Theorem 4.7 tell us that, for the problem (E^P_{t,q}) in (4.1), a unique potential is determined if and only if a set of complete spectral data is known. Nevertheless, we can not always obtain the full spectral information, in other words, usually only a set of incomplete spectral data is known. In this case, we cannot make sure that a potential is recovered uniquely, but may settle for second best. Thereupon, we naturally will consider inverse problems of characterizing the set consisting of all eligible potentials reconstructed by given incomplete spectral data, and the optimization problems of calculating the infimums of the L^1-norm of all such potentials and finding the optimal elements attaining the infimums.

For any q ∈ P[0, 1], let λ(t, q) be the unique eigenvalue of SLP (E^P_{t,q}) (0 < t < 1) in (4.1). For any subset U of (0, 1) and any set Λ := {μ_t}_{t∈U} of real numbers, define

Ω(Λ, U) := {q ∈ L^1[0, 1] ∩ P[0, 1] | μ_t = λ(t, q), ∀t ∈ U},

E(Λ, U) := inf{‖q‖_L1 | q ∈ Ω(Λ, U)}, and M(Λ, U) := {q ∈ Ω(Λ, U) | ‖q‖_L1 = E(Λ, U)}.

In fact, what Proposition 4.3 and Theorem 4.7 say is that Ω(Λ, (0, 1)) is a singleton set for any f ∈ SL[0, 1] and the corresponding set Λ = {f(t)}_{t∈(0,1)}.

To end this paper, we introduce some questions, motivated by our work, which remains to be studied in the sequel.

Question 1. Suppose that Λ = {λ(t)}_{t∈I} is a set of incomplete spectral data of SLP (E^A_{t,q}) with respect to I. What is Ω(Λ, U)? How do we calculate E(Λ, U)? Can we find out M(Λ, U)? Here U may be a finite subset, a infinitely discrete subset or a continuous subinterval of (0, 1).

More generally, we may consider the following question.

Question 2. Denote by Sp_q(E) the set of all Dirichlet eigenvalues of the problem (E) with the integrable potential q. Theorem 3.13(a) says that #Sp_q(E) ⩽ n under the hypothesis (H_0). Then, for any set Λ_k of k different real numbers (k ⩽ n), how do we characterize

Ω(Λ_k) := {q ∈ L^1[0, 1] | Λ_k ⊂ Sp_q(E)}?

If Ω(Λ_k) is not a singleton set, then can we give

E(Λ_k) := inf{‖q‖_L1 | q ∈ Ω(Λ_k)}?

And if E(Λ_k) exists, then what is

M(Λ_k) := {q ∈ Ω(Λ_k) | ‖q‖_L1 = E(Λ_k)}?

Acknowledgement

This research was supported by the NSF of China (Grants 11701327, 11771253, 11271229 and 11971262) and the NSF of Shandong Province (Grant ZR2019MA038). The first author would like to thank Mr. Xiao Hu (Capital Normal University, Beijing), Professor Bing Xie (Shandong University, Weihai), Mr. Shuxiang Ma (Shandong University, Weihai) and Dr. Liwei Yu (Tsinghua University, Beijing) for their generous help.

References

[1] S. Albeverio and L. P. Nizhnik, Schödinger operators with nonlocal point interactions, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 332 (2007), 884-895.

[2] G. Borg, Eine Umkehrung der Sturm-Liouvilleschen Eigenwertaufgabe, Acta Math. 78(1946), 1-96. [3] Z. J. Cao, Ordinary differential operators, 2nd ed., Science press Ltd., Beijing, 2016. (in Chinese) [4] K. Chadan, D. Colton, L. Päivärinta, W. Rundell, An Introduction to Inverse Scattering and Inverse Spectral Problems, Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 1987.

[5] R. Courant and D. Hilbert, Methods of Mathematical Physics, vol I., Wiley classics ed., John Wiley and Sons, New York (1989) [6] G. Folland, Real Analysis: Modern Techniques and Their Applications, 2nd version, Pure and Applied Mathematics, John Wiley and Sons, Inc.,1999.

[7] S. Fu, Z. Wang and G. Wei, Sturm-Liouville Problem and its Inverse Problem, Science press Ltd., Beijing, 2015. (in Chinese) [8] H. Guo and J. Qi, Extremal norm of potentials for Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue problems with separated boundary conditions. Electron. J. Differential Equations, 99, 1-11 (2017) [9] H. Guo and J. Qi, Sturm-Liouville problems involving distribution weights and an application to optimal probelm, J. Optim. Thy. Appl, 184(2020) 842–857.

[10] N. J. Guliyev, Schrödinger operators with distributional potentials and boundary conditions dependent on the eigenvalue parameter. J. Math. Phys. 60 (6)(2019), 063501, 23 pp.

[11] O. H. Hald, Inverse eigenvalue problem for Jacobi matrices, Linear Algebra Appl. 14(1976), 63-85. [12] E. Hewitt and K. A. Ross, Abstract Harmonic Analysis, vol I and II, Grundlehren der mathematischen WissenschaftenI, 1994.

[13] D. Hinton, Bounds and optimization of the minimum eigenvalue for a vibrating system. Electron.

J. Qual. Theory Differ. Equ., 48, 1-22 (2013) [14] H. Hochstadt, On the construction of a Jacobi matrice from spectral data, Linear Algebra Appl.

8(1974), 435-446.

[15] M. Horváth, The inverse spectral problems and closed exponential systems, Ann. Math. 162(2005), 885-918.

[16] P. Kargaev and E. L. Korotyaev, The inverse problem for the Hill operator, a direct approach.

Invent. Math. 129 (3)(1997), 567-593.

[17] R. Kronig and W. Penney, Quantum mechanics in crystal lattices. Proc. R. Soc. Lond., 130, 499-513 (1931) [18] G. Meng and M. Zhang, Dependence of solutions and eigenvalues of measure differential equations on measures, J. Diff. Equ., 254(2013) 2196–2232.

[19] J. Pöschel and E. Trubowitz, Inverse spectral theory, Pure. Appl Math., vol. 130, Academic Press, New York, 1987.

[20] J. Qi and S. Chen, Extremal norms of the potentials recovered from inverse Dirichlet problems, Inverse Problems, 32(2016): 035007 (13pp).

[21] Z. Wen, L. Zhou and M. Zhang, Optimal potentials of Measure differential equations with given spectral data, J. Optim. Thy. Appl, 184(2020) 139–161.

[22] V. A. Yurko, Inverse Spectral Problems for Linear Differential Operators and Their Applications, CRC Press, 2000.

[23] M. Zhang, Z. Wen, G. Meng, J. Qi and B. Xie, On the number and complete continuity of weighted eigenvalues of measure differential equations, Diff. Integ. Equ., 31(9-10) (2018) 761–784.

[24] A. Zettl, Sturm-Liouville theory, Math. Surveys Monogr., vol. 121, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence.

RI, 2005.

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Shandong University at Weihai, Weihai 264209, P.R. China

Email address: chenxiao@sdu.edu.cn; qjgsduwh@126.com