arXiv:2101.08935v1 [math-ph] 22 Jan 2021

Direct and inverse scattering problems for the first-order discrete system associated with the derivative NLS system

T. Aktosun and R. Ercan Department of Mathematics University of Texas at Arlington Arlington, TX 76019-0408, USA

Abstract

The direct and inverse scattering problems are analyzed for a firstorder discrete system associated with the semi-discrete version of the derivative NLS system. The Jost solutions, the scattering coefficients, the bound-state dependency and norming constants are investigated and related to the corresponding quantities for two particular discrete linear systems associated with the semi-discrete version of the NLS system. The bound-state data set with any multiplicities is described in an elegant manner in terms of a pair of constant matrix triplets. Several methods are presented to the solve the inverse problem. One of these methods involves a discrete Marchenko system using as input the scattering data set consisting of the scattering coefficients and the bound-state information, and this method is presented in a way generalizable to other first-order systems both in the discrete and continuous cases for which a Marchenko system is not yet available. Finally, using the time-evolved scattering data set, the inverse scattering transform is applied on the corresponding semi-discrete derivative NLS system, and in the reflectionless case certain explicit solution formulas are presented in closed form expressed in terms of the two matrix triplets.

1 Introduction

In this paper we are interested in analyzing the direct and inverse scattering problems for the first-order discrete system [ α_n β_n ] = z ( z − 1 z ) q_n z r_n 1 z + ( z − 1 z ) q_n r_n

[ α_{n+1} β_{n+1} ] , n ∈ Z, (1.1) where z is the spectral parameter taking values on the unit circle T in the complex z-plane C , n is the discrete independent variable taking values in the set of integers Z, the complex-valued scalar quantities q_n and r_n correspond the

respective values evaluated at n for the potential pair (q, r), and [ α_n β_n ] corre-

sponds to the value of the wavefunction at the spacial location n. We assume that q_n and r_n are rapidly decaying in the sense that they vanish faster than any negative powers of |n| as n → ±∞. We also assume that

1 − q_nr_n ≠ 0, 1 + q_nr_{n+1} ≠ 0, n ∈ Z. (1.2)

The complex-valued quantities α_n and β_n depend on the spectral parameter z, but in our notation we usually suppress that z-dependence.

The system in (1.1) is used as a model for an infinite lattice where the particle with an internal structure at the lattice point n experiences local forces from the potential values q_n and r_n. Since we assume that q_n and r_n vanish sufficiently fast as n → ±∞, a scattering scenario can be established for (1.1).

The direct scattering problem for (1.1) is described as the determination of the scattering data set consisting of the scattering coefficients and bound-state information when the potential pair (q, r) is known. The inverse scattering problem for (1.1) consists of the recovery of the potential pair (q, r) when the scattering data set is given. Since q_n and r_n vanish sufficiently fast as n → ±∞, it follows from (1.1) that any solution to (1.1) has the asymptotic behavior [ α_n β_n ] = [ a_±z^{−n} [1 + o(1)]

b_±z^n [1 + o(1)] ] , n → ±∞, (1.3) for some constants a_± and b_± that may depend on z but not on n. By choosing two of the four coefficients a_+, a_−, b_+, b_− appearing in (1.3) in a specific way, we obtain a particular solution to (1.1). Note that (1.1) has two linearly independent solutions, and its general solution can be expressed as a linear combination of any two linearly independent solutions.

The discrete system (1.1) is related to the integrable semi-discrete system

iq̇_n + q_{n+1} 1 − q_{n+1}r_{n+1} − q_n 1 − q_nr_n − q_n 1 + q_nr_{n+1} + q_{n−1} 1 + q_{n−1}r_n

= 0, iṙ_n − r_{n+1} 1 + q_nr_{n+1} + r_n 1 + q_{n−1}r_n + r_n 1 − q_nr_n − r_{n−1} 1 − q_{n−1}r_{n−1} = 0,

(1.4)

which is known as the semi-discrete derivative NLS (nonlinear Schrödinger) system or the semi-discrete Kaup-Newell system [11, 12, 13]. From the denominators in (1.4) we see why we need the restriction (1.2). Note that an overdot in (1.4) denotes the derivative with respect to the independent variable t, which is interpreted as the time variable and is suppressed in (1.4). In our analysis of (1.1), without loss of generality we can either assume that q_n and r_n are independent of t or they contain t as a parameter.

We analyze the direct and inverse scattering problems for (1.1) by using the connection to the two first-order discrete systems [ ξ_n η_n ] = z z u_n 1 z v_n 1 z

[ ξ_{n+1} η_{n+1} ] , n ∈ Z, (1.5) [ γ_n ϵ_n ] = z z p_n 1 z s_n 1 z

[ γ_{n+1} ϵ_{n+1} ] , n ∈ Z, (1.6) where u_n and v_n are the values for the potential pair (u, v) and p_n and s_n are the values for (p, s). By choosing (u, v) and (p, s) as in (3.1)–(3.4), we relate the relevant quantities for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) to each other. Such relevant quantities include the Jost solutions, the scattering coefficients, and the bound-state data sets for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6).

We remark that in the literature it is always assumed that the bound states for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) are simple. In our paper we do not make such an artificial assumption because we easily and in an elegant way handle the bound states of any multiplicities, and this is done by using a pair of constant matrix triplets describing the bound-state values of the spectral parameter z and the corresponding norming constants.

The systems (1.5) and (1.6) are of importance also in their own, and they are known as the Ablowitz-Ladik systems or as the discrete AKNS systems. It is possible [13] to transform (1.5) and (1.6) into [~ ξ_{n+1} η̃_{n+1} ] = z u_n v_n 1 z

[~ ξ_n η̃_n ] , n ∈ Z, (1.7) [ γ̃_{n+1}

ϵ̃_{n+1} ] = z p_n s_n 1 z

[ γ̃_n ϵ̃_n ] , n ∈ Z. (1.8) Note that (1.5) and (1.7) also differ from each other by the fact that the appearances of the wavefunction values evaluated at n and n + 1 are switched. The same remark also applies to (1.6) and (1.8).

As already pointed out by Tsuchida [13], the analysis of the direct and inverse scattering problems for an Ablowitz-Ladik system written in the form of (1.7) and (1.8) is unnecessarily complicated. For example, the analysis provided in [2] for (1.7) involves separating the scattering data into two parts containing even and odd integer powers of z, respectively. This unnecessarily makes the analysis cumbersome. Furthermore, if we use (1.7) with the roles of n and n + 1 switched compared to (1.5) and use the scattering coefficients from the right instead of the scattering coefficients from the left as input, then the analysis of the inverse scattering problem for (1.7) by the Marchenko method becomes unnecessarily complicated.

The researchers who are mainly interested in nonlinear evolution equations use only the scattering coefficient from the right without referring to the scattering coefficients from the left. In this paper, we are careful in making a distinction between the right and left scattering data sets. The right and left transmission coefficients in a first-order discrete linear system are unequal unless the coefficient matrix in that system has determinant equal to 1. One can verify that the coefficient matrix in (1.1) has its determinant equal to 1, whereas the corresponding determinants for (1.5) and (1.6) are given by 1 − u_nv_n and 1 − p_ns_n, respectively. Thus, the left and right transmission coefficients for each of (1.5) and (1.6) are unequal.

The scattering and inverse scattering problems for (1.1) have partially been analyzed by Tsuchida in [13]. Our own analysis is complementary to Tsuchida’s work in the following sense. Tsuchida’s main interest in (1.1) is confined to its relation to (1.4), and he only deals with the right scattering coefficients. Tsuchida exploits certain gauge transformations to relate (1.1) to two discrete Ablowitz-Ladik systems, and he assumes that the bound states are all simple. Tsuchida’s expressions for the scattering coefficients not only involve the Jost solutions to the relevant linear system but also the Jost solutions to the corresponding adjoint system, whereas in our case the scattering coefficients are expressed in terms of the Jost solutions to the relevant linear system only. In our opinion the latter description of the scattering coefficients provides physical insight and intuition into the analysis of direct and inverse problems. Tsuchida formulates a Marchenko system given in (4.12c) and (4.12d) of [13], somehow similar to our own alternate Marchenko system (7.7) and (7.8), but it lacks the appropriate symmetries existing in our alternate Marchenko system. In formulating his Marchenko system Tsuchida uses a Fourier transformation with respect to z^2 and not with respect to z. Furthermore, in Tsuchida’s formulation it is not quite clear how the scattering data sets for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) are related to each other.

One of the important accomplishments of our paper is the introduction of a standard Marchenko formalism for (1.1) using as input the scattering data from (1.1) only. The formulation of our standard Marchenko system (6.1) is a significant generalization step to solve inverse problems for various other discrete and continuous systems for which a standard Marchenko theory has not yet been formulated. As mentioned already, we also introduce an alternate Marchenko formalism for (1.1) using as input the scattering data sets from (1.5) and (1.6). Both our standard and alternate Marchenko systems we introduce have the appropriate symmetry properties and resemble the standard Marchenko systems arising in other continuous and discrete systems. The alternate Marchenko method in our paper corresponds to the discrete analog of the systematic approach [5] we presented to solve the inverse scattering problem for the energy-dependent AKNS system given in (1.1) of [5]. Besides [5] the most relevant reference for our current work is the important paper by Tsuchida [13].

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the Jost solutions and the scattering coefficients for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) and we present some relevant properties of those Jost solutions and scattering coefficients. In that section we also prove that the linear dependence of the appropriate pairs of Jost solutions occurs at the poles of the corresponding transmission coefficients for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6). In Section 3 when the corresponding potential pairs are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4), we relate the Jost solutions and scattering coefficients for (1.1) to those for (1.5) and (1.6). In that section we also present certain relevant properties of the Jost solutions to (1.1) and express the potentials q_n and r_n in terms of the values at z = 1 of the Jost solutions to (1.5) and (1.6). In Section 4 we describe the bound-state data sets for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) in terms of two matrix triplets, which allows us to handle bound states of any multiplicities in a systematic manner that can also be used for other systems both in the continuous and discrete cases. In the formulation of the Marchenko method we show how the Marchenko kernels contain the matrix triplets in a simple and elegant manner. Also in that section, when the potential pairs for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) are related as in (3.1)–(3.4), we show how the corresponding bound-state data sets are related to each other. In Section 5 we outline the steps to solve the direct problem for (1.1). In Section 6 we introduce the Marchenko system (6.1) using as input the scattering data directly related to (1.1) and we describe how the potentials q_n and r_n are recovered from the solution (6.1). In Section 7 we present our alternate Marchenko system given in (7.7) and (7.8) using as input the scattering data sets from (1.5) and (1.6), as we also show how q_n and r_n are recovered from the solution to the alternate Marchenko system. In Section 8 we describe various methods to solve the inverse problem for (1.1) by using as input the scattering data for (1.1) and outline how the potentials q_n and r_n are recovered. Finally, in Section 9 we provide the solution to the integrable nonlinear system (1.4) via the inverse scattering transform. This is done by providing the time evolution of the scattering data for (1.1) and by determining the corresponding time-evolved potentials q_n and r_n. In that section we also present some explicit solution formulas for (1.4) corresponding to time-evolved reflectionless scattering data for (1.1), and such solutions are explicitly expressed in terms of the two matrix triplets describing the time-evolved bound-state data for (1.1).

2 The Jost solutions and scattering coefficients

In this section we introduce the Jost solutions and the scattering coefficients for each of the linear systems given in (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), and we present some of their relevant properties. For clarification, we use the superscript (q, r) to denote the quantities relevant to (1.1), use (u, v) for those relevant to (1.5), and use (p, s) for those relevant to (1.6). When these three potential pairs decay rapidly in their respective equations as n → ±∞, the corresponding coefficient matrices all reduce to the same unperturbed coefficient matrix. In other words, each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) corresponds to the same unperturbed system

Ψ̊_n = z 0 0 1 z Ψ̊_{n+1}, n ∈ Z, where the general solution is a linear combination of the two linearly independent solutions [ z^{−n} 0 ] and [ 0 z^n ] , i.e. we have

Ψ̊_n = a [ z^{−n} 0 ] + b [ 0 z^n ] , n ∈ Z, (2.1) with a and b being two complex-valued scalars that are independent of n but may depend on z.

There are four Jost solutions for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), and they are obtained by assigning specific values to a and b as n → +∞ or n → −∞. We uniquely define the four Jost solutions ψ_n, ϕ_n, ψ̄_n, ϕ̄_n to each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) so that they satisfy the respective asymptotics

ψ_n = [ o(1) z^n[1 + o(1)] ] , n → +∞, (2.2)

ϕ_n = [ z^{−n}[1 + o(1)] o(1) ] , n → −∞, (2.3) ψ̄_n = [ z^{−n}[1 + o(1)] o(1) ] , n → +∞, (2.4)

ϕ̄_n = [ o(1) z^n[1 + o(1)] ] , n → −∞. (2.5) We remark that an overbar does not denote complex conjugation. We will use the notation ψ^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ^{(q,r)}_n , ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n to refer to the respective Jost solutions for (1.1); use ψ^{(u,v)}_n , ϕ^{(u,v)}_n , ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n , ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n for the respective Jost solutions for (1.5); and use ψ^{(p,s)}_n , ϕ^{(p,s)}_n , ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n , ϕ̄^{(p,s)}_n for the respective Jost solutions for (1.6).

The asymptotics of the Jost solutions complementary to (2.2)–(2.5) are used to define the corresponding scattering coefficients compatible with (2.1). We have

ψ_n = L T_l z^{−n} [1 + o(1)] 1 T_l z^n [1 + o(1)] , n → −∞, (2.6)

ϕ_n = 1 T_r z^{−n} [1 + o(1)] R T_r z^n [1 + o(1)] , n → +∞, (2.7)

ψ̄_n = 1 T̄_l z^{−n} [1 + o(1)] L̄ T̄_l z^n [1 + o(1)] , n → −∞, (2.8) ϕ̄_n = R̄ T̄_r z^{−n} [1 + o(1)] 1 T̄_r z^n [1 + o(1)] , n → +∞, (2.9)

where T_l and T̄_l are the transmission coefficients from the left, T_r and T̄_r are the transmission coefficients from the right, R and R̄ are the reflection coefficients from the right, and L and L̄ are the reflection coefficients from the left. We will also say left scattering coefficients instead of scattering coefficients from the left, and similarly we will use right scattering coefficients and scattering coefficients from the right interchangeably.

Note that we will use T^{(q,r)}_r , T^{(q,r)}_l , R^{(q,r)}, L^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(q,r)}_r , T̄^{(q,r)}_l , R̄^{(q,r)}, L̄^{(q,r)} to refer to the scattering coefficients for (1.1); use T^{(u,v)}r , T^{(u,v)}_l , R^{(u,v)}, L^{(u,v)}, T̄^{(u,v)}_r , T̄^{(u,v)}_l , R̄^{(u,v)}, L̄^{(u,v)} for the scattering coefficients for (1.5); and use T^{(p,s)}r , T^{(p,s)}_l , R^{(p,s)}, L^{(p,s)}, T̄^{(p,s)}r , T̄^{(p,s)}_l , R̄^{(p,s)}, L̄^{(p,s)} for the scattering coefficients for (1.6).

Related to the linear system (1.5), let us introduce the quantities D^{(u,v)}_n and D^{(u,v)}_∞ as

D^{(u,v)}_n := n∏ j=−∞ (1 − u_j v_j ), D^{(u,v)}_∞ := ∞∏ j=−∞ (1 − u_j v_j ). (2.10)

From the fact that u_n and v_n are rapidly decaying and that 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z, it follows that D^{(u,v)}n and D^{(u,v)}∞ are each well defined and nonzero. Similarly, related to the linear system (1.6), we let

D^{(p,s)}_n := n∏ j=−∞ (1 − p_j s_j ), D^{(p,s)}_∞ := ∞∏ j=−∞ (1 − p_j s_j ). (2.11)

From the fact that p_n and s_n are decaying rapidly and that 1 − p_ns_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z, we see that D^{(p,s)}_n and D^{(p,s)}_∞ are each well defined and nonzero.

In the next theorem we list some relevant analyticity properties of the Jost solutions to (1.5).

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) are rapidly decaying and 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, the corresponding Jost solutions to (1.5) satisfy following:

(a) For each n ∈ Z the quantities z^{−n} ψ^{(u,v)}_n , z^n ϕ^{(u,v)}_n , z^n ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n , z^{−n} ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n are even in z in their respective domains.

(b) The quantity z^{−n} ψ^{(u,v)}_n is analytic in |z| < 1 and continuous in |z| ≤ 1.

(c) The quantity z^n ϕ^{(u,v)}_n is analytic in |z| < 1 and continuous in |z| ≤ 1.

(d) The quantity z^n ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n is analytic in |z| > 1 and continuous in |z| ≥ 1.

(e) The quantity z^{−n} ϕ̄^{(u,v)}n is analytic in |z| > 1 and continuous in |z| ≥ 1. (f) The Jost solution ψ^{(u,v)}n has the expansion ψ^{(u,v)}_n = ∞∑ l=n K^{(u,v)}_{nl} z^l, |z| ≤ 1, (2.12) with the double-indexed quantities K^{(u,v)}_{nl} for which we have

K^{(u,v)}_{nn} = [ 0 1 ] , K^{(u,v)}_{n(n+2)} = u_n ∞∑ k=n u_{k+1} v_k

, (2.13)

and that K^{(u,v)}_{nl} = 0 when n + l is odd or l < n. (g) The Jost solution ψ̄^{(u,v)}n has the expansion

ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n =^∞ ∑ l=n K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} 1 z^l , |z| ≥ 1, (2.14) with the double-indexed quantities K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} for which we have

K̄^{(u,v)}_{nn} = [ 1 0 ] , K̄^{(u,v)}_{n(n+2)} = ∞∑ k=n u_k v_{k+1} v_n , (2.15)

and that K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} = 0 when n + l is odd or l < n. (h) For the Jost solution ϕ^{(u,v)}n we have the expansion

z^n ϕ^{(u,v)}_n = ∞∑ l=0 P^{(u,v)}_{nl} z^l, |z| ≤ 1, (2.16) with the double-indexed quantities P^{(u,v)}_{nl} for which we have

P^{(u,v)}_{n0} = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} [ 1 −v_{n−1} ] , (2.17)

P^{(u,v)}_{n2} = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} n−2∑ k=−∞ u_{k+1} v_k

−v_{n−2} − v_{n−1} n−3∑ k=−∞ u_{k+1} v_k ,

with D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} being the quantity defined in (2.10) and that P^{(u,v)}_{nl} = 0 when l is odd or l < 0.

(i) For the Jost solution ϕ̄^{(u,v)}n we have the expansion z^{−n} ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n = ∞∑ l=0 P̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} 1 z^l , |z| ≥ 1,

with the double-indexed quantities P̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} for which we have

P̄^{(u,v)}_{n0} = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} [ −u_{n−1} 1 ] ,

P̄^{(u,v)}_{n2} = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} −u_{n−2} − u_{n−1} n−3∑ k=−∞ u_k v_{k+1} n−2∑ k=−∞ u_k v_{k+1} ,

and that P̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} = 0 when l is odd or l < 0.

(j) The scattering coefficients for (1.5) are even in z in their respective domains. The domain for the reflection coefficients is the unit circle T and the domains for the transmission coefficients consist of the union of T and their regions of extensions.

(k) The quantities 1/T^{(u,v)}_l and 1/T^{(u,v)}_r have analytic extensions in z from z ∈ T to |z| < 1 and those extensions are continuous for |z| ≤ 1. Similarly, the quantities 1/T̄^{(u,v)}_l and 1/T̄^{(u,v)}r have extensions from z ∈ T so that they are analytic in |z| > 1 and continuous in |z| ≥ 1.

Proof. We can write (1.5) for ψ^{(u,v)}_n in the equivalent form z^{−n} ψ^{(u,v)}_n = [ z^2 z^2 u_n

v_n 1 ] z^{−n−1} ψ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} , n ∈ Z. (2.18)

From (2.2) and the iteration of (2.18) in n, it follows that z^{−n} ψ^{(u,v)}_n is an even function of z. By proceeding in a similar manner for the remaining Jost solutions, we complete the proof of (a). The expansion of z^{−n} ψ^{(u,v)}_n obtained in (a) contains only nonnegative integer powers of z^2 and is uniformly convergent in z for |z| ≤ 1, from which we conclude (b) and (f). The proofs for (c), (d), (e), (g), (h), (i) are obtained in a similar manner. Using (a)–(e) in (2.6)–(2.9) we establish (j). Finally, using (b) and the second component of the column-vector asymptotic in (2.6), we establish (k) for 1/T^{(u,v)}_l . The remaining proofs for (k) are obtained in a similar manner.

We remark that the results in Theorem 2.1 holds also for (1.6). For the convenience of citing those results, we present the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that the potentials p_n and s_n appearing in (1.6) are rapidly decaying and 1 − p_ns_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, the corresponding Jost solutions to (1.6) satisfy all the properties stated in Theorem 2.1. In particular we have the following:

(a) The Jost solution ψ^{(p,s)}_n has the expansion ψ^{(p,s)}_n = ∞∑ l=n K^{(p,s)}_{nl} z^l, |z| ≤ 1, (2.19)

with the double-indexed quantities K^{(p,s)}_{nl} for which we have

K^{(p,s)}_{nn} = [ 0 1 ] , K^{(p,s)}_{n(n+2)} = p_n ∞∑ k=n p_{k+1} s_k

, (2.20)

and that K^{(p,s)}_{nl} = 0 when n + l is odd or l < n. (b) The Jost solution ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n has the expansion

ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n =^∞ ∑ l=n K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} 1 z^l , |z| ≥ 1, (2.21)

with the double-indexed quantities K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} for which we have

K̄^{(p,s)}_{nn} = [ 1 0 ] , K̄^{(p,s)}_{n(n+2)} = ∞∑ k=n p_k s_{k+1} s_n , (2.22)

and that K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} = 0 when n + l is odd or l < n.

In the next theorem we summarize the relevant properties of the scattering coefficients for (1.5).

Theorem 2.3. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) are rapidly decaying and that 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. The corresponding scattering coefficients in their respective domains satisfy T^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_∞ T^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_∞ T̄^{(u,v)}_l , (2.23) T^{(u,v)}_r T̄^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_∞ [ 1 − R^{(u,v)} R̄^{(u,v)} ] , (2.24) T^{(u,v)}_l T̄^{(u,v)}_l = D^{(u,v)}_∞ [ 1 − L^{(u,v)} L̄^{(u,v)} ] , (2.25) L^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_l = −D^{(u,v)}_∞ R̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_r

, (2.26)

L̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_l = −D^{(u,v)}_∞ R^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_r , (2.27)

where D^{(u,v)}∞ is the quantity defined in (2.10).

Proof. From (1.5) we get the matrix equations [ ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n ] = z z u_n 1 z v_n 1 z [ ϕ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} ψ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} ] , n ∈ Z, (2.28)

[ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n ] = z z u_n 1 z v_n 1 z [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_{n+1} ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_{n+1} ] , n ∈ Z. (2.29) Using iteration on the determinants of both sides of (2.28) and (2.29), respectively, for any pair of integers n and m with m > n we get det [ ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n ] = (1 − u_nv_n) · · · (1 − u_mv_m) det [ ϕ^{(u,v)}_{m+1} ψ^{(u,v)}_{m+1} ] , (2.30) det [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n ] = (1 − u_nv_n) · · · (1 − u_mv_m) det [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_{m+1} ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_{m+1} ] . (2.31)

Letting n → −∞ and m → +∞ in (2.30), with the help of (2.2), (2.3), (2.6), (2.7), and (2.10) we obtain | | | | | | | |

1 L^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_l 0 1 T^{(u,v)}_l

| | | | | | | | = D^{(u,v)}_∞ | | | | | | |

1 T^{(u,v)}_r 0 R^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_r 1

| | | | | | | . (2.32)

Similarly, letting n → −∞ and m → +∞ in (2.31) and using (2.4), (2.5), (2.8), (2.9), and (2.10) we get | | | | | | | | |

1 T̄^{(u,v)}_l 0 L̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_l 1

| | | | | | | | | = D^{(u,v)}_∞ | | | | | | | |

1 R̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_r 0 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_r

| | | | | | | | . (2.33)

From (2.32) and (2.33) we get (2.23). On the other hand, with the help of Theorem 2.1 we conclude that any two of the four Jost solutions ψ^{(u,v)}_n , ϕ^{(u,v)}_n , ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n , ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n form a linearly independent set of solutions to (1.5) when z is on

the unit circle T. We can express ϕ^{(u,v)}_n and ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n as linear combinations of ψ^{(u,v)}_n and ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n in a matrix form as ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n = 1 T^{(u,v)}_r R^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_r R̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_r 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_r ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n , z ∈ T, (2.34) where the entries in the coefficient matrix are obtained with the help of (2.2), (2.4), (2.7), (2.9) for the Jost solutions to (1.5). In a similar way, with the help of (2.3), (2.5), (2.6), (2.8) for the Jost solutions to (1.5) we get

ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n = 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_l L̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_l L^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_l 1 T^{(u,v)}_l ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n , z ∈ T. (2.35)

For the compatibility of (2.34) and (2.35) we must have 1 T^{(u,v)}r R^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}r R̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_r 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_r

1 T̄^{(u,v)}_l L̄^{(u,v)} T̄^{(u,v)}_l L^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_l 1 T^{(u,v)}_l = [ 1 0 0 1 ] , z ∈ T. (2.36)

Then, using (2.23) and (2.36) we obtain (2.24)–(2.27).

The above theorem indicates that the set of left scattering coefficients T^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}_l , L^{(u,v)}, L̄^{(u,v)} can be expressed in terms of the set of right scattering coefficients T^{(u,v)}r , T̄^{(u,v)}r , R^{(u,v)}, R̄^{(u,v)}, and vice versa.

In the next proposition we provide the asymptotics of the transmission coefficients for (1.5).

Proposition 2.4. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) are rapidly decaying and that 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, the transmission coefficients for (1.5) have their asymptotics given by

T^{(u,v)}_l = 1 − z^2 ∞∑ k=−∞ u_{k+1} v_k + O ( z^4 ) , z → 0, (2.37)

T^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_∞ [ 1 − z^2 ∞∑ k=−∞ u_{k+1} v_k + O ( z^4 ) ] , z → 0, (2.38)

T̄^{(u,v)}_l = 1 − 1 z^2 ∞∑ k=−∞ u_k v_{k+1} + O ( 1 z^4 ) , z → ∞, (2.39)

T̄^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_∞ [ 1 − 1 z^2 ∞∑ k=−∞ u_k v_{k+1} + O ( 1 z^4 ) ] , z → ∞, (2.40) where D^{(u,v)}_∞ is the quantity defined in (2.10).

Proof. From Theorem 2.1(k) we know that 1/T^{(u,v)}_l and 1/T^{(u,v)}r are analytic in |z| < 1 and that 1/T̄^{(u,v)}_l and 1/T̄^{(u,v)}r are analytic in |z| > 1. Premultiplying both sides of (2.12) by z^{−n}[0 1], then letting n → −∞ in the resulting equation, and using (2.6) with ψ^{(u,v)}_n and (2.13) we obtain (2.37). Similarly, premultiplying both sides of (2.14) by z^n[1 0], then letting n → −∞ in the resulting equation, and using (2.8) with ψ̄^{(u,v)}n and (2.15) we obtain (2.39). Finally, with the help of (2.23), (2.37), (2.39) we get (2.38) and (2.40).

In the next theorem we provide various other relevant properties of the transmission coefficients for (1.5).

Theorem 2.5. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) are rapidly decaying and that 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, for the transmission coefficients of (1.5) we have the following:

(a) None of T^{(u,v)}_l , T^{(u,v)}_r , T̄^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}_r can vanish when z ∈ T.

(b) We have 1 T^{(u,v)}_l (0)

= 1, 1 T^{(u,v)}_r (0) = 1 D^{(u,v)}_∞ ≠ 0, (2.41) 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_l (∞)

= 1, 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_r (∞) = 1 D^{(u,v)}∞ ≠ 0.

(c) The quantity 1/T^{(u,v)}_l has at most a finite number of zeros in 0 < |z| < 1 and the multiplicity of each such zero is finite. The zeros of 1/T^{(u,v)}_r and the multiplicities of those zeros are the same as those for 1/T^{(u,v)}_l .

(d) The quantity 1/T̄^{(u,v)}_l has at most a finite number of zeros in |z| > 1 and the multiplicity of each such zero is finite. The zeros of 1/T̄^{(u,v)}_r and the multiplicities of those zeros are the same as those for 1/T̄^{(u,v)}_l .

(e) The quantities T^{(u,v)}_l and T^{(u,v)}_r are meromorphic in |z| < 1. The number of their poles and the multiplicities of those poles are both finite. Similarly, the quantities T̄^{(u,v)}_l and T̄^{(u,v)}_r are meromorphic in |z| > 1, and the number of their poles and the multiplicities of those poles are both finite.

(f) If z_j is a pole of T^{(u,v)}_l and T^{(u,v)}_r in 0 < |z| < 1, then −z_j is also a pole of those two transmission coefficients. Similarly, if z̄_j is a pole of T̄^{(u,v)}_l and T̄^{(u,v)}r in |z| > 1 then −z̄_j is also a pole of T̄^{(u,v)}_l and T̄^{(u,v)}r .

Proof. We can write (2.25) as 1 D^{(u,v)}∞ = 1 T^{(u,v)}_l T̄^{(u,v)}_l − L^{(u,v)} L̄^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_l T̄^{(u,v)}_l , z ∈ T.

Because of the continuity of L^{(u,v)}/T^{(u,v)}_l , we would conclude that if T^{(u,v)}_l vanished at some point on T then L^{(u,v)} would have to vanish at that same point on T. However, this cannot happen because it would contradict (2.25) as we have D^{(u,v)}∞ ≠ 0. The remaining proofs in (a) are established in a similar manner. Note that (b) is obtained directly from (2.37)–(2.40). The proof of (c) for T^{(u,v)}_l can be given as follows. From Theorem 2.1(k) we know that 1/T^{(u,v)}_l is analytic in |z| < 1 and continuous in |z| ≤ 1, and from (a) we know that 1/T^{(u,v)}_l cannot vanish on T. Hence, any zeros of 1/T^{(u,v)}_l must occur in the bounded region |z| < 1. Thus, the zeros of 1/T^{(u,v)}_l in |z| < 1 must be finite in number and each such zero must have a finite multiplicity. The remaining proof of (c) is obtained by using the first equality in (2.23). The proofs of (d) and (e) are obtained in a manner similar to the proof of (c). Finally, we note that (f) follows from (c), (d), (e), and Theorem 2.1(j).

We remark that the analogs of the results presented for the potential pair (u, v) in Proposition 2.4 and Theorems 2.1, 2.3, and 2.5 are also valid for the potential pair (p, s).

Next, let us consider the properties of the scattering coefficients for (1.1). Because the coefficient matrix in (1.1) has determinant equal to 1, in this case we can express the scattering coefficients for (1.1) in terms of the Wronskians each defined as a determinant of a 2×2 matrix where the two columns are the appropriate Jost solutions to (1.1). We define the Wronskian of two column-

vector solutions [ α_n β_n ] and [ α̂_n β̂_n ] to (1.1) as [[ α_n β_n ] ; [ α̂_n β̂_n ]] := det [ α_n α̂_n β_n β̂_n ] = | | | | α_n α̂_n β_n β̂_n | | | | . (2.42)

We recall that the scattering coefficients for (1.5) cannot be obtained from the Wronskians of any two solutions to (1.5) because the coefficient matrix in (1.5) does not have the determinant equal to 1. In that case, in order to obtain the scattering coefficients one can use the Wronskians of a solution to (1.5) and a solution to the adjoint equation corresponding to (1.5). However, we prefer to express the scattering coefficients via the asymptotics of the Jost solutions as in (2.6)–(2.9) and this allows us to investigate the scattering coefficients in a unified way for any of the three systems (1.1), (1.5), (1.6).

With the help of (1.1) and (2.42) one can directly verify that the determinant used in (2.42) is independent of n. In terms of the Jost solutions ψ^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ^{(q,r)}_n , ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n satisfying (1.1) and the respective asymptotics given in (2.2)–(2.5),

with the help of (2.6)–(2.9) we express the scattering coefficients T^{(q,r)}_l , T̄^{(q,r)}_l , T^{(q,r)}_r , T̄^{(q,r)}_r , R^{(q,r)}, R̄^{(q,r)}, L^{(q,r)}, L̄^{(q,r)} as 1 T^{(q,r)}_l = | |ϕ^{(q,r)}_n ψ^{(q,r)}_n | | , 1 T̄^{(q,r)}_l = | |ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n | | , (2.43)

1 T^{(q,r)}_r = | | |ϕ^{(q,r)}_n ψ^{(q,r)}_n | | | , 1 T̄^{(q,r)}_r = | | |ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n | | | , (2.44) L^{(q,r)} T^{(q,r)}_l = | | |ψ^{(q,r)}_n ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n | | | , L̄^{(q,r)} T̄^{(q,r)}_l = | | |ϕ^{(q,r)}_n ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n | | | , (2.45) R^{(q,r)} T^{(q,r)}r = | |ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n ϕ^{(q,r)}_n | | , R̄(q,r) T̄^{(q,r)}_r = | |ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n ψ^{(q,r)}_n | | . (2.46)

In the next theorem we list some relevant properties of the scattering coefficients for (1.1).

Theorem 2.6. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, we have the following:

(a) The left and right transmission coefficients for (1.1) are equal to each other, i.e. we have

T^{(q,r)}_l = T^{(q,r)}_r , T̄^{(q,r)}_l = T̄^{(q,r)}_r . (2.47)

We will use T^{(q,r)} to denote the common value of T^{(q,r)}_l and T^{(q,r)}_r , and we will use T̄^{(q,r)} to denote the common value of T̄^{(q,r)}_l and T̄^{(q,r)}_r . The transmission coefficient T^{(q,r)} has a meromorphic extension from z ∈ T to |z| < 1 and the transmission coefficient T̄^{(q,r)} has a meromorphic extension from z ∈ T to |z| > 1.

(b) For z ∈ T, the left and right reflection coefficients for (1.1) satisfy L^{(q,r)} T^{(q,r)} = − R̄(q,r) T̄ (q,r) , L̄(q,r) T̄ (q,r) = − R^{(q,r)} T^{(q,r)} , (2.48)

T^{(q,r)} T̄^{(q,r)} = 1 − L^{(q,r)} L̄^{(q,r)} = 1 − R^{(q,r)} R̄^{(q,r)}. (2.49)

Proof. The proof can be obtained as in the proof of Theorem 2.3. As an alternate proof, we see that (2.47) follows from (2.43) and (2.44); (2.48) follows from (2.45) and (2.46); and that (2.49) is established by using the fact that the Wronskian of ψ̄^{(q,r)}n and ψ^{(q,r)}n as in (2.42) yields the same value as n → −∞ and n → +∞. Finally, the aforementioned meromorphic extensions for the transmission coefficients follow from the fact that the Jost solutions ψ^{(q,r)}_n and ϕ^{(q,r)}n have analytic extensions in z to |z| < 1 and that the Jost solutions ψ̄^{(q,r)}n and ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n have analytic extensions in z to |z| > 1, where the analytic extensions can be established by iterating (1.1) and by using (2.2)–(2.5).

We see from (2.47) that the left and right transmission coefficients for (1.1) are equal whereas the same does not hold for (1.5). Similar to (2.10) we define the related quantities D^{(q,r)}_n and D^{(q,r)}_∞ for (1.1) as

D^{(q,r)}_n := n∏ j=−∞ (1 − q_j r_j ) , D^{(q,r)}_∞ := ∞∏ j=−∞ (1 − q_j r_j ) . (2.50)

For (1.1) we also define the quantities E^{(q,r)}n and E^{(q,r)}∞ as

E^{(q,r)}_n := n∏ j=−∞ (1 + q_j r_{j+1}) , E^{(q,r)}_∞ := ∞∏ j=−∞ (1 + q_j r_{j+1}) . (2.51)

From (1.2) and the fact that q_n and r_n decay rapidly, it follows that the quantities D^{(q,r)}_n , D^{(q,r)}_∞ , E^{(q,r)}_n , D^{(q,r)}_∞ are each well defined and nonzero.

Let us introduce the scalar quantities S^{(q,r)}_n and Q^{(q,r)}_n as

S^{(q,r)}_n := n∑ k=−∞ r_k (q_k − q_{k+1} − q_k q_{k+1} r_{k+1}) (1 − q_k r_k)(1 − q_{k+1} r_{k+1})

, (2.52)

Q^{(q,r)}_n := n∑ k=−∞ r_{k+2} (q_k − q_{k+1} − q_k q_{k+1} r_{k+1}) (1 + q_k r_{k+1})(1 + q_{k+1} r_{k+2})

. (2.53)

Letting n → +∞ in (2.52) and (2.53) we get

S^{(q,r)}_∞ := ∞∑ k=−∞ r_k (q_k − q_{k+1} − q_k q_{k+1} r_{k+1}) (1 − q_k r_k)(1 − q_{k+1} r_{k+1})

, (2.54)

Q^{(q,r)}_∞ := ∞∑ k=−∞ r_{k+2} (q_k − q_{k+1} − q_k q_{k+1} r_{k+1}) (1 + q_k r_{k+1})(1 + q_{k+1} r_{k+2})

. (2.55)

As stated in Theorem 2.6(a), the transmission coefficient T^{(q,r)} for (1.1) has a meromorphic extension to |z| < 1 and the transmission coefficient T̄^{(q,r)} for (1.1) has a meromorphic extension to |z| > 1. The asymptotics of those two transmission coefficients are presented next.

Proposition 2.7. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, the small-z asymptotics of transmission coefficient T^{(q,r)} for (1.1) is given by

T^{(q,r)} = 1 D^{(q,r)}∞ [ 1 − z^2 S^{(q,r)}_∞ + O ( z^4 )] , z → 0, (2.56)

where D^{(q,r)}_∞ and S^{(q,r)}_∞ are the scalar quantities defined in (2.50) and (2.54), respectively. Similarly, the large-z asymptotics of transmission coefficient T̄^{(q,r)} for (1.1) is given by

T̄^{(q,r)} = 1 E^{(q,r)}∞ [ 1 − 1 z^2 Q^{(q,r)}_∞ + O ( 1 z^4 )] , z → ∞, (2.57) where E^{(q,r)}_∞ and Q^{(q,r)}_∞ are the scalar quantities defined in (2.51) and (2.55), respectively.

Proof. The proof is lengthy but straightforward. To obtain (2.56) we use (1.1) with the Jost solution ψ^{(q,r)}_n , premultiply both sides of (1.1) with z^{−n}[0 1], iterate the resulting equation, and for n < m we get [ 0 1 ] z^{−n} ψ^{(q,r)}_n = [ 0 1 ] Ξ_n Ξ_{n+1} · · · Ξ_m z^{−m−1} ψ^{(q,r)}_{m+1}, (2.58)

where we have defined

Ξ_n := [ 0 −q_n 0 1 − q_nr_n ] + z^2 [ 1 q_n r_n q_nr_n ] . We note that in the limit n → −∞ the left-hand side of (2.58) yields 1/T^{(q,r)}. Letting n → −∞ and m → +∞ in (2.58), using (2.2) and (2.6) for ψ^{(q,r)}_n and also using D^{(q,r)}_∞ defined in (2.50) and S^{(q,r)}_∞ defined in (2.54), after some straightforward algebra we get (2.56). The proof of (2.57) is similarly obtained by using (1.1) with the Jost solution ψ̄^{(q,r)}n , premultiplying both sides of (1.1) with z^n[1 0], iterating the resulting equation, and using (2.4) and (2.8) for ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n and also using E^{(q,r)}_∞ defined in (2.51) and Q^{(q,r)}_∞ defined in (2.55).

In the next theorem we provide some further relevant properties of the transmission coefficients for (1.1).

Theorem 2.8. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, for the transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} of (1.1) we have the following:

(a) Neither T^{(q,r)} nor T̄^{(q,r)} can vanish when z ∈ T.

(b) We have 1 T^{(q,r)}(0) = D^{(q,r)}_∞ , 1 T̄ (q,r)(∞) = E^{(q,r)∞} . (2.59)

(c) The quantity 1/T^{(q,r)} has at most a finite number of zeros in 0 < |z| < 1 and the multiplicity of each such zero is finite.

(d) The quantity 1/T̄^{(q,r)} has at most a finite number of zeros in |z| > 1 and the multiplicity of each such zero is finite.

(e) The transmission coefficient T^{(q,r)} is meromorphic in |z| < 1, and the number of its poles and the multiplicities of those poles are both finite. Similarly, T̄^{(q,r)} is meromorphic in |z| > 1, and the number of its poles and the multiplicities of those poles are both finite.

(f) If z_j is a pole of T^{(q,r)} in 0 < |z| < 1, then −z_j is also a pole of T^{(q,r)}.

Similarly, if z̄_j is a pole of T̄^{(q,r)} in |z| > 1, then −z̄_j is also a pole of T̄ (q,r). Proof. We note that (2.59) follows from (2.56) and (2.57). The rest of the proof can be given in a way similar to the proof of Theorem 2.5.

Finally, in this section we clarify the relationship between the poles of the transmission coefficients and the linear dependence of the relevant Jost solutions for each of the linear systems (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6). This clarification has many important consequences. It allows us to introduce the dependency constants at the bound states. It also allows us to deal with bound states of any multiplicities in an elegant manner. The treatment given here for the linear systems (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6) can be readily generalized to other linear systems both in the discrete and continuous cases.

In terms of the Jost solutions ψ_n, ϕ_n, ψ̄_n, ϕ̄_n appearing in (2.2)–(2.5) for each of the linear systems (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6), we define

a^{(q,r)}_n := | | ϕ^{(q,r)}_n ψ^{(q,r)}_n | | , ā_{(q,r)n} := | |¯ ϕ^{(q,r)}_n ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n | | , (2.60)

a^{(u,v)}_n := | |ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n | | , ā^{(u,v)}_n := | |ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n | | , (2.61)

a^{(p,s)}_n := | | |ϕ^{(p,s)}_n ψ^{(p,s)}_n | | | , ā^{(p,s)}_n := | | |ϕ̄^{(p,s)}_n ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n | | | , (2.62)

where on the right-hand sides we have the Wronskian determinants.

The relationships among a^{(q,r)}_n , ā^{(q,r)}_n , and the transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} for (1.1) are clarified in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.9. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, we have the following:

(a) The scalar quantities a^{(q,r)}n and ā^{(q,r)}n defined in (2.60) are independent of n, depend only on z, and are related to the transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} appearing in (2.43), (2.44), (2.47) as a^{(q,r)}_n = 1 T^{(q,r)} , ā^{(q,r)}_n = − 1 T̄ (q,r) . (2.63)

(b) Consequently, the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ^{(q,r)}n and ψ^{(q,r)}n occurs at the poles of T^{(q,r)} in 0 < |z| < 1. Similarly, the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n and ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n occurs at the poles of T̄^{(q,r)} in |z| > 1.

(c) In particular, if T^{(q,r)} has a pole at z = ±z_j with multiplicity m_j , then we have d^ka^{(q,r)}_n dz^k | | |_{z=±zj} = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m^{j−1}, n ∈ Z. (2.64) Similarly, if T̄^{(q,r)} has a pole at z = ±z̄_j with multiplicity m̄_j , we then have d^kā^{(q,r)}_n dz^k | | |_{z=±z̄j} = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄^{j−1}, n ∈ Z. (2.65)

Proof. Note that (2.63) is obtained directly from (2.43), (2.44), (2.47), and (2.60). Since each of ψ^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ^{(q,r)}_n , ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n satisfies the same linear system (1.1), the linear dependence and the vanishing of the Wronskian determinant are equivalent. We also note that (2.64) and (2.65) directly follow (2.63).

In the next theorem we clarify the relationships among a^{(u,v)}_n , ā^{(u,v)}_n , and the transmission coefficients for (1.5).

Theorem 2.10. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) are rapidly decaying and that 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, we have the following:

(a) The scalar quantities a^{(u,v)}_n and ā^{(u,v)}_n defined in (2.61) depend both on n and z, and they are related to the transmission coefficients T^{(u,v)}r and T̄^{(u,v)}_r appearing in (2.23) and (2.24) as

a^{(u,v)}_n = D^{(u,v)}_∞ D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} 1 T^{(u,v)}_r , ā^{(u,v)}_n = − D^{(u,v)}_∞ D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_r

, (2.66)

where D^{(u,v)}n and D^{(u,v)}∞ are the scalar quantities defined in (2.10).

(b) Since D^{(u,v)}∞ ≠ 0 and D^{(u,v)}n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z and these quantities do not contain z, we conclude from (2.61) and (2.66) that the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ^{(u,v)}_n and ψ^{(u,v)}_n occurs at the poles of T^{(u,v)}_r and that the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n and ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n occurs at the poles of T̄^{(u,v)}_r .

(c) In particular, if T^{(u,v)}r has a pole at z = ±z_j of multiplicity m_j , then we have d^ka^{(u,v)}_n dz^k | | | z=±z_j = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m_{j−1}, n ∈ Z. (2.67) Similarly, if T̄^{(u,v)}_r has a pole at z = ±z̄_j of multiplicity m̄_j , then we have d^kā^{(u,v)}_n dz^k | | | z=±z̄_j = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_{j−1}, n ∈ Z. (2.68)

Proof. Let us use X_n and |X_n| to denote the coefficient matrix in (1.5) and its determinant, respectively, i.e.

X_n := z z u_n 1 z v_n 1 z , |X_n| := 1 − u_nv_n. (2.69)

From (1.5) and (2.61) we get a^{(u,v)}_n = | | |X_n ϕ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} X_n ψ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} | | | , or equivalently a^{(u,v)}_n = | |X_n | | | | |ϕ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} ψ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} | | | . Iterating in this manner, from (1.5) and (2.61), for m > n we obtain a^{(u,v)}_n = | X_n | | X_{n+1} | · · · | X_m | | |ϕ^{(u,v)}_{m+1} ψ^{(u,v)}_{m+1} | | . (2.70)

Letting m → +∞ in (2.70) and using (2.2) and (2.7) for the potential pair (u, v),

with the help of (2.69) we get a^{(u,v)}_n = (_∞ ∏ k=n (1 − u_k v_k) ) 1 T^{(u,v)}_r , which is equivalent to

a^{(u,v)}_n = ∞∏ k=−∞ (1 − u_k v_k) n−1∏ k=−∞ (1 − u_k v_k) 1 T^{(u,v)}r . (2.71)

Using (2.10) in (2.71) we get the first equality in (2.66). The second equality in

(2.66) is obtained by iterating (1.5) as | | |ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n | | | = | |X_n | | | |X_{n+1} | | · · · | |X_m | | | | |ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_{m+1} ψ̄^{(u,v)}_{m+1} | | | , and letting m → +∞ and using (2.4) and (2.9) for the potential pair (u, v). We

finally remark that (b) and (c) are direct consequences of (a).

The result of Theorem 2.10 is remarkable in the sense that, even though the

scattering coefficients for (1.5) cannot be defined as some Wronskians of Jost

solutions to (1.5) as in (2.43)–(2.46), we have the relations given by 1 T^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} D^{(u,v)}_∞ | | |ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n | | | , 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} D^{(u,v)}_∞ | | |ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n | | | , (2.72) 1 T^{(u,v)}_l = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} | | |ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n | | | , 1 T̄^{(u,v)}_l = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} | | |ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n | | | , (2.73) R^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} D^{(u,v)}_∞ | |¯ ψ^{(u,v)}_n ϕ^{(u,v)}_n | | , R̄^{(u,v)} T̄^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} D^{(u,v)}_∞ | |¯ ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n | | , (2.74) L^{(u,v)} T^{(u,v)}_l = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} | | |ψ^{(u,v)}_n ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n | | | , L̄(u,v) T̄^{(u,v)}_l = 1 D^{(u,v)}_{n−1} | | |ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n | | | . (2.75)

Note that (2.72) and (2.74) can be obtained by using a forward iteration as in

(2.70) and that (2.73) and (2.75) can be obtained via a backward iteration on

(1.5). For example, the first equality in (2.73) is obtained by letting m → −∞ in | | ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n | | = |X_{−1n−1}| |X_{−1n−2}| · · · |X_{−1m} | | | ϕ^{(u,v)}_m ψ^{(u,v)}_m | | . Note that the scalar quantity D^{(u,v)}_∞ in (2.72) is independent of z and nonzero. Furthermore, each D^{(u,v)}_n for n ∈ Z is independent of z and nonzero. Thus, (2.72) allows us to directly relate the poles of T^{(u,v)}_r to the zeros of the Wronskian determinant |ϕ^{(u,v)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n |, and similarly we can directly relate the poles of T̄^{(u,v)}_r to the zeros of the Wronskian determinant |ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n |.

The results stated in Theorem 2.10 hold for (1.6) as well. In the following corollary we state those results without a proof since that proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.10.

Corollary 2.11. Assume that the potentials p_n and s_n appearing in (1.6) are rapidly decaying and that 1 − p_ns_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, we have the following:

(a) The scalar quantities a^{(p,s)}_n and ā^{(p,s)}_n defined in (2.62) depend both on n and z, and they are related to the transmission coefficients T^{(p,s)}r and T̄^{(p,s)}_r appearing in (2.7) and (2.9) for the potential pair (p, s) as

a^{(p,s)}_n = D^{(p,s)}_∞ D^{(p,s)}_{n−1} 1 T^{(p,s)}_r , ā^{(p,s)}_n = − D^{(p,s)}_∞ D^{(p,s)}_{n−1} 1 T̄^{(p,s)}_r

, (2.76)

where D^{(p,s)}n and D^{(p,s)}∞ are the scalar quantities defined in (2.11).

(b) Since D^{(p,s)}_∞ ≠ 0 and D^{(p,s)}_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z and these quantities do not contain z, we conclude from (2.62) and (2.76) that the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ^{(p,s)}n and ψ^{(p,s)}n occurs at the poles of T^{(p,s)}r and that the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ̄^{(p,s)}n and ψ̄^{(p,s)}n occurs at the poles of T̄^{(p,s)}_r .

(c) In particular, if T^{(p,s)}r has a pole at z = ±z_j of multiplicity m_j , then we have d^ka^{(p,s)}_n dz^k | | | |_{z=±zj} = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m^{j−1}, n ∈ Z. (2.77) Similarly, if T̄^{(p,s)}_r has a pole at z = ±z̄_j of multiplicity m̄_j , then we have d^kā^{(p,s)}n dz^k | | | |_{z=±z̄j} = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄^{j−1}, n ∈ Z. (2.78) 3 The transformations

In this section we relate the linear systems (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) to each other by choosing the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) in terms of the potential pair (q, r) in a particular way, namely as

u_n = q_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}n , (3.1)

v_n = (−r_n + r_{n+1} − q_n r_n r_{n+1}) D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}n , (3.2)

p_n = (q_n − q_{n+1} − q_n q_{n+1} r_{n+1}) E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}_{n+1} , (3.3)

s_n = r_{n+1} D^{(q,r)}n E^{(q,r)}_n , (3.4)

where D^{(q,r)}_n and E^{(q,r)}_n are the quantities defined in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively. This helps us to express the Jost solutions and the scattering coefficients for (1.5) and (1.6) in terms of the corresponding quantities for (1.1). In this section we also present certain relevant properties of the Jost solutions to (1.1), and we express q_n and r_n in terms of the values at z = 1 of the Jost solutions to (1.5) and (1.6). The results presented in this section play a crucial role in solving the direct and inverse scattering problems for (1.1) by exploiting the techniques for the corresponding problems for (1.5) and (1.6).

In the next proposition, when (3.1)–(3.4) are valid we present some relationships among the quantities for the potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), and (p, s). Proposition 3.1. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Let the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). We then have

1 − u_nv_n = 1 (1 − q_n r_n)(1 + q_n r_{n+1})

, (3.5)

1 − p_ns_n = 1 (1 − q_{n+1} r_{n+1})(1 + q_n r_{n+1})

, (3.6) D^{(u,v)}_n = 1 D^{(q,r)}n E^{(q,r)}n , D^{(u,v)}_∞ = 1 D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}∞ , (3.7) D^{(p,s)}_n = 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n+1} E^{(q,r)}_n , D^{(p,s)}_∞ = 1 D^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ , (3.8)

where we recall that D^{(u,v)}_n and D^{(u,v)}_∞ are as in (2.10), D^{(p,s)}_n and D^{(p,s)}_∞ are as in (2.11), D^{(q,r)}n and D^{(q,r)}∞ are as in (2.50), and E^{(q,r)}n and E^{(q,r)}∞ are as in (2.51).

Proof. We evaluate the left-hand side of (3.5) with the help of (2.50), (2.51), (3.1), (3.2), and after a brief simplification we establish (3.5). Similarly, we obtain (3.6) with the help of (2.50), (2.51), (3.3), and (3.4). Then, we establish (3.7) by using (3.5) in (2.10), (2.50), and (2.51). Similarly, we get (3.8) by using (3.6) in (2.11), (2.50), and (2.51).

The following proposition will be useful in solving the inverse problem for (1.1) by using the method introduced in (e) of Section 8.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Let the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) be related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, we have D^{(q,r)}_n = 1 n−1∏ k=−∞ (1 + u_{k+1} s_k)

, (3.9)

E^{(q,r)}_n = 1 n∏ k=−∞ (1 − u_k s_k)

, (3.10)

q_n = u_n n−1∏ k=−∞ 1 − u_k s_k 1 + u_{k+1} s_k

, (3.11)

r_n = s_{n−1} n−1∏ k=−∞ 1 + u_k s_{k−1} 1 − u_k s_k , (3.12)

where D^{(q,r)}n and E^{(q,r)}n are the scalar quantities defined in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively.

Proof. From (3.1) and (3.4), we obtain

1 − u_n s_n = 1 − q_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}n r_{n+1} D^{(q,r)}_n E^{(q,r)}n , which, with the help of (2.51), simplifies to

1 − u_n s_n = 1 1 + q_n r_{n+1}

. (3.13)

Similarly, from (3.1) and (3.4) we get

1 + u_n s_{n−1} = 1 + q_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}_n r_n D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} , which, with the help of (2.50), simplifies to

1 + u_n s_{n−1} = 1 1 − q_n r_n . (3.14)

From (3.13) and (3.14), we respectively get n∏ k=−∞ (1 − u_k s_k) = 1 n∏ k=−∞ (1 + q_k r_{k+1}) , n∏ k=−∞ (1 + u_k s_{k−1}) = 1 n∏ k=−∞ (1 − q_k r_k) ,

which yield (3.10) and (3.9), respectively. Finally, by using (3.9) and (3.10) in (3.1) and (3.4), we obtain (3.11) and (3.12), respectively.

In the next theorem, when the potential pairs are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4), the Jost solutions to (1.1) are related to the Jost solutions to (1.5) and also to the Jost solutions to (1.6).

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2), and let the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) be related to the potential pair (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, the four Jost solutions ψ^{(q,r)}n , ϕ^{(q,r)}n , ψ̄^{(q,r)}n , ϕ̄^{(q,r)}n to (1.1) are related to the Jost solutions ψ^{(u,v)}n , ϕ^{(u,v)}n , ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n , ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n to (1.5) and the Jost solutions ψ^{(p,s)}_n , ϕ^{(p,s)}_n , ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n , ϕ̄^{(p,s)}_n to (1.6) as

ψ^{(q,r)}_n = D^{(q,r)}_∞ ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 0 r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ψ^{(u,v)}_n , (3.15)

ψ^{(q,r)}_n = D^{(q,r)}_∞ 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} − q_n D^{(q,r)}n r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ψ^{(p,s)}_n , (3.16)

ϕ^{(q,r)}_n = 1 1 − 1 z^2

( 1 − 1 z^2 ) 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 0 r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ϕ^{(u,v)}_n , (3.17)

ϕ^{(q,r)}_n = 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} − q_n D^{(q,r)}n r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ϕ^{(p,s)}_n , (3.18)

ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n = E^{(q,r)∞} 1 − 1 z^2

( 1 − 1 z^2 ) 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 0 r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n , (3.19) ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n = E^{(q,r)}_∞ 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} − q_n D^{(q,r)}_n r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n , (3.20)

ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n = ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 0 r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ϕ̄^{(u,v)}_n , (3.21)

ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n = 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} − q_n D^{(q,r)}n r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ϕ̄^{(p,s)}_n , (3.22)

where we recall that D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are the constants defined in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively.

Proof. We only present the proof for (3.15) because the proofs for (3.16)–(3.22) can be obtained in a similar manner. To establish (3.15) we let ψ^{(q,r)}_n = Γ^{(q,r)}_n ψ^{(u,v)}_n , (3.23)

where Γ^{(q,r)}_n is a 2×2 matrix to be determined. Since ψ^{(q,r)}_n satisfies (1.1) and ψ^{(u,v)}_n satisfies (1.5), from (1.1), (1.5), (3.23) we obtain Γ^{(q,r)}_n as listed in (3.15). As an alternate proof we remark that the reader can directly verify that each of (3.15)–(3.22) is compatible with (1.1), (1.5), (2.2)–(2.5), and (3.1)–(3.4).

In the next theorem we relate the scattering coefficients for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) to each other.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that the potential pair (q, r) is rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume also that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, the scattering coefficients T^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(q,r)}, R^{(q,r)}, R̄(q,r), L(q,r), L̄(q,r) for (1.1) are related to the scattering coefficients T^{(u,v)}_l , T^{(u,v)}_r , T̄^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}_r , R^{(u,v)}, R̄^{(u,v)}, L^{(u,v)}, L̄^{(u,v)} for (1.5) and T^{(p,s)}_l , T^{(p,s)}_r , T̄^{(p,s)}_l , T̄^{(p,s)}_r , R(p,s), R̄(p,s), L(p,s), L̄(p,s) for (1.6) as T^{(u,v)}_l = D^{(q,r)}_∞ T^{(q,r)}, T^{(p,s)}_l = D^{(q,r)}_∞ T^{(q,r)}, (3.24)

T^{(u,v)}_r = 1 E^{(q,r)}∞ T^{(q,r)}, T^{(p,s)}_r = 1 E^{(q,r)}∞ T^{(q,r)}, (3.25)

T̄^{(u,v)}_l = E^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(p,s)}_l = E^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(q,r)}, (3.26)

T̄^{(u,v)}_r = 1 D^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(p,s)}_r = 1 D^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(q,r)}, (3.27)

R^{(u,v)} = ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ R^{(q,r)}, R^{(p,s)} = D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ R^{(q,r)}, (3.28)

R̄^{(u,v)} = 1 1 − 1 z^2 E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}∞ R̄^{(q,r)}, R̄^{(p,s)} = E^{(q,r)∞} D^{(q,r)}∞ R̄^{(q,r)}, (3.29)

L^{(u,v)} = 1 1 − 1 z^2

L^{(q,r)}, L^{(p,s)} = L^{(q,r)}, (3.30)

L̄^{(u,v)} = ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) L̄^{(q,r)}, L̄^{(p,s)} = L̄^{(q,r)}, (3.31)

where we recall that D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are the constants defined in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively.

Proof. We use the asymptotics of ψ^{(q,r)}_n , ψ^{(u,v)}_n , ψ^{(p,s)}_n given in (2.6) and we let n → −∞ in (3.15), which helps us to establish (3.24) and (3.25), respectively. We establish (3.26)–(3.31) in a similar manner.

When (3.1)–(3.4) hold, from (2.41) and (3.24)–(3.27) we obtain the result stated in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, the transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)}, T^{(u,v)}_l , T^{(u,v)}_r , T^{(p,s)}_l , T^{(p,s)}_r have coinciding poles in 0 < |z| < 1 and the coinciding multiplicity for each of those poles. Similarly, T̄^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}_r , T̄^{(p,s)}_l , T̄^{(p,s)}_r have their coinciding poles in |z| > 1 with the coinciding multiplicity for each of those poles.

When (3.1)–(3.4) hold, based on Corollary 3.5 we will use {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} to denote the common set of poles in 0 < |z| < 1 and their multiplicities for T^{(q,r)}, T^{(u,v)}_l , T^{(u,v)}_r , T^{(p,s)}_l , T^{(p,s)}_r , and similarly we will use {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1} to denote the common set of poles in |z| > 1 and their multiplicities for T̄^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}_r , T̄^{(p,s)}_l , T̄^{(p,s)}_r .

We present some relevant properties of the Jost solutions to (1.1) in the next theorem, which is the analog of Theorem 2.1 that lists the relevant properties of the Jost solutions to (1.5).

Theorem 3.6. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, the corresponding Jost solutions to (1.1) satisfy the following:

(a) For each n ∈ Z the quantities z^{−n} ψ^{(q,r)}n , z^n ϕ^{(q,r)}n , z^n ψ̄^{(q,r)}n , z^{−n} ϕ̄^{(q,r)}n are even in z in their respective domains.

(b) The quantity z^{−n} ψ^{(q,r)}n is analytic in |z| < 1 and continuous in |z| ≤ 1. (c) The quantity z^n ϕ^{(q,r)}_n is analytic in |z| < 1 and continuous in |z| ≤ 1. (d) The quantity z^n ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n is analytic in |z| > 1 and continuous in |z| ≥ 1. (e) The quantity z^{−n} ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n is analytic in |z| > 1 and continuous in |z| ≥ 1. (f) The Jost solution ψ^{(q,r)}_n has the expansion ψ^{q,r)}_n = ∞∑ l=n K^{(q,r)}_{nl} z^l, |z| ≤ 1, (3.32)

with the double-indexed quantities K^{(q,r)}_{nl} for which we have

K^{(q,r)}_{nn} = D^{(q,r)}_∞ − q_n D^{(q,r)}_n 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} , (3.33)

K^{(q,r)}_{n(n+2)} = D^{(q,r)}_∞ q_n D^{(q,r)}n − q_{n+1} D^{(q,r)}_{n+1} − q_n ( S^{(q,r)}_∞ − S^{(q,r)}_n ) D^{(q,r)}n S^{(q,r)}_n D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ,

with D^{(q,r)}_n , D^{(q,r)}_∞ , S^{(q,r)}_n , S^{(q,r)}_∞ being the scalar quantities defined in (2.50), (2.52), (2.54), respectively, and that K^{(q,r)}_{nl} = 0 when n + l is odd or l < n. (g) The Jost solution ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n has the expansion

ψ̄^{q,r)}_n =^∞ ∑ l=n K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} 1 z^l , |z| ≥ 1, (3.34)

with the double-indexed quantities K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} for which we have K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} = E^{(q,r)∞} E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} [ 1 r_n ] , (3.35)

K̄^{(q,r)}_{n(n+2)} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ − q_nr_{n+1} E^{(q,r)}_n + Q^{(q,r)}_∞ − Q^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} r_{n+1}(1 − q_nr_n) E^{(q,r)}_n + r_n ( Q^{(q,r)}_∞ − Q^{(q,r)}_{n−1} ) E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} , with E^{(q,r)}n , E^{(q,r)}∞ , Q^{(q,r)}n , Q^{(q,r)}∞ being the scalar quantities defined in (2.51), (2.53), (2.55), respectively, and that K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} = 0 when n + l is odd or l < n. (h) For the Jost solution ϕ^{(q,r)}n we have the expansion

z^n ϕ^{(q,r)}_n = ∞∑ l=0 P^{(q,r)}_{nl} z^l, |z| ≤ 1,

with the double-indexed quantities P^{(q,r)}_{nl} for which we have P^{(q,r)}_{n0} = D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} [ 1 0 ] ,

P^{(q,r)}_{n2} = D^{(q,r)}_{n−2} [ q_{n−1}r_{n−1} + (1 − q_{n−1}r_{n−1}) S^{(q,r)}_{n−2} −r_{n−1} ] , and that P^{(q,r)}_{nl} = 0 when l is odd or l < 0.

(i) For the Jost solution ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n we have the expansion z^{−n} ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n = ∞∑ l=0 P̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} 1 z^l , |z| ≥ 1,

with the double-indexed quantities P̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} for which we have P̄^{(q,r)}_{n0} = E^{(q,r)}_{n−2} [ −q_{n−1} 1 ] ,

P̄^{(q,r)}_{n2} = E^{(q,r)}_{n−2} q_{n−1} − q_{n−2} 1 + q_{n−2}r_{n−1} − q_{n−1} Q^{(q,r)}_{n−3} Q^{(q,r)}_{n−3} ,

and that P̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} = 0 when l is odd or l < 0.

(j) The scattering coefficients for (1.1) are even in z in their respective domains. The domain for the reflection coefficients is the unit circle T and the domains for the transmission coefficients consist the union of T and their regions of extensions.

(k) The quantity 1/T^{(q,r)} has an extension from z ∈ T to |z| < 1 and that extension is analytic for |z| < 1 and continuous for |z| ≤ 1. Similarly, the quantity 1/T̄^{(q,r)} has an extension from z ∈ T so that it is analytic in |z| > 1 and continuous in |z| ≥ 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.1 and is obtained with the help of (1.1) and (2.2)–(2.5).

In the next theorem, at z = 1 we present the values of the Jost solutions to (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) when the corresponding potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), (p, s) are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4). These results will be useful in the solution to the inverse problem for (1.1).

Theorem 3.7. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, at z = 1 the Jost solutions ψ^{(q,r)}n (1), ψ̄^{(q,r)}n (1), ψ^{(u,v)}n (1), ψ̄^{(u,v)}n (1), ψ^{(p,s)}n (1), and ψ̄^{(p,s)}n (1) have the values [ ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (1) ψ^{(q,r)}_n (1) ] = 1 0 ∞∑ j=n r_j 1

, (3.36)

[ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ψ^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] = E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}_∞ ∞∑ j=n q_j

−r_n D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}_∞ 1 − r_n ∞∑ j=n q_j , (3.37)

[ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ψ^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] = E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}_∞ 1 + q_n ∞∑ j=n+1 r_j q_n E (q,r) n−1 D^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}_n E^{(q,r)}_∞ ∞∑ j=n+1 r_j D^{(q,r)}_n D^{(q,r)}_∞ , (3.38)

where D^{(q,r)}n , D^{(q,r)}∞ , E^{(q,r)}n , E^{(q,r)}∞ ,are the quantities defined in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively.

Proof. One can obtain (3.36) via iteration by directly solving (1.1) with z = 1 and using (2.2) and (2.4). Similarly, one can get (3.37) via iteration by solving (1.5) with z = 1 and using (2.2), (2.4), (2.50), (2.51), (3.1), and (3.2). One can obtain (3.38) in a similar manner. Alternatively, one can directly verify that the two columns of (3.36) satisfy (1.1) with z = 1 with the respective asymptotics in (2.4) and (2.2). Similarly, with the help of (2.50), (2.51), (3.1), (3.2), one can directly verify that the two columns given in (3.37) have the respective asymptotics in (2.4) and (2.2) and that they also satisfy (1.5) with z = 1. In a similar way, with the help of (2.50), (2.51), (3.3), and (3.4), one can directly verify that the two columns given in (3.38) have the respective asymptotics in (2.4) and (2.2) and that they each satisfy (1.6) with z = 1.

We see that at z = 1 the Jost solutions appearing on the left-hand sides of (3.36), (3.37), (3.38) can be expressed by using (2.12), (2.14), (2.19), (2.21), (3.32), (3.34) as [ ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (1) ψ^{(q,r)}_n (1) ] = [_∞ ∑ l=n K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl}^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] , (3.39) [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ψ^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] = [_∞ ∑ l=n K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl}^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] , (3.40) [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ψ^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] = [_∞ ∑ l=n K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl}^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] . (3.41)

For a column vector K with two components let use [K]_1 and [K]_2 to denote the first and second components, respectively, i.e. we let [ K ] 1 := [ 1 0 ] K, [ K ] 2 := [ 0 1 ] K. (3.42)

In the next theorem we show how to recover the potentials q_n and r_n from (3.40) and (3.41), respectively.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, q_n and r_n are related to the Jost solutions for (u, v) evaluated at z = 1 given in (3.40) as

q_n = D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ [ ψ^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 − [ ψ^{(u,v)}_{n+1} (1) ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_{n+1} (1) ] 1 , (3.43)

r_n = − E^{(q,r)}∞ D^{(q,r)}_∞ [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 2 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 [ ψ^{(u,v)}n (1) ] 2 − [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 2 [ ψ^{(u,v)}n (1) ] 1 . (3.44)

Similarly, q_n and r_n are related to the Jost solutions for (p, s) evaluated at z = 1 given in (3.41) as

q_n = D^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}∞ [ ψ^{(p,s)}n (1) ] 1 [ ψ^{(p,s)}n (1) ] 2 [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 1 [ ψ^{(p,s)}n (1) ] 2 − [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 2 [ ψ^{(p,s)}n (1) ] 1 , (3.45)

r_n = E^{(q,r)}∞ D^{(q,r)}∞ [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_{n−1} (1) ] 2 [ ψ^{(p,s)}_{n−1} (1) ] 2 − [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 2 [ ψ^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 2 . (3.46)

Proof. From (3.37) we obtain D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ [ ψ^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 = ∞∑ j=n q_j , (3.47)

which yields (3.43). Then, using (3.47) in (3.37) we get (3.44). Similarly, from (3.38) we get E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}∞ [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 2 [ ψ^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 2 = ∞∑ j=n+1 r_j , (3.48)

which yields (3.46). Using (3.48) in (3.38) we get (3.45).

Let us remark that, as seen from (3.36), we cannot determine q_n from either side of (3.39) even though we obtain r_n as

r_n = [ ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (1) ] 2 − [ ψ̄^{(q,r)}_{n+1} (1) ] 2 . 4 The bound states

In this section we analyze the bound states for each of the three linear systems (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), and we describe their bound-state data sets in terms of the bound-state z-values, the multiplicity of each bound state, and the bound-state norming constants. We show how the bound-state norming constants are related to the dependency constants and the transmission coefficients. Using a pair of constant matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄), we describe in an elegant manner each bound-state data set for any number of bound states with any multiplicities. In the formulation of the Marchenko method, we show how to relate the two matrix triplets to the relevant Marchenko kernels in such a way that the procedure is generally applicable for both continuous and discrete linear systems. When the potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), and (p, s) are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4), we describe how the corresponding bound-state data sets are related to each other and also how the corresponding pairs of matrix triplets are related to each other.

Let us first consider the bound states for (1.1). By definition a bound state for (1.1) corresponds to a square-summable solution in n ∈ Z, i.e. a solution [ α_n β_n ] satisfying ∞∑ n=−∞ ( |α_n|^2 + |β_n|^2 ) < +∞. (4.1)

The bound states for (1.5) and (1.6) are defined in a similar way, i.e. for each of these two systems a bound state corresponds to a square-summable solution.

Let us introduce the dependency constants related to bound states for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6). For each of these systems, at a bound state at z = z_j the Jost solutions ϕ_n and ψ_n are linearly dependent because ϕ_n(z_j ) decays sufficiently fast as n → −∞ and ψ_n(z_j ) decays sufficiently fast as n → +∞ so that each of these solutions satisfy (4.1). Thus, a bound-state solution is a constant multiple of either of ϕ_n(z_j ) and ψ_n(z_j ), and we can introduce the double-indexed dependency constant γ_{j0} as the constant satisfying

ϕ_n(z_j ) = γ_{j0} ψ_n(z_j ), n ∈ Z. (4.2)

As seen from any of the first equalities in (2.60), (2.61), and (2.62), we observe that (4.2) is equivalent to the vanishing of the Wronskian determinant at z = z_j for all n ∈ Z, i.e. | |ϕ_n(z_j ) ψ_n(z_j ) | | = 0, n ∈ Z, which is also equivalent to the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ_n and ψ_n at z = z_j .

Similarly, at a bound state at z = z̄_j , the Jost solutions ϕ̄_n and ψ̄_n are linearly dependent and for any of the systems (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), this can be expressed in some equivalent forms such as

ϕ̄_n(z̄_j ) = γ̄_{j0} ψ̄_n(z̄_j ), n ∈ Z,

where γ̄_{j0} is the double-indexed dependency constant, and also as | |ϕ̄_n(z̄_j ) ψ̄_n(z̄_j ) | | = 0, n ∈ Z, indicating the linear dependence of the Jost solutions ϕ̄_n and ψ̄_n at z = z̄_j .

If a bound state is not simple, as seen from (2.64), (2.65), (2.67), (2.68), (2.77), and (2.78), the number of constraints is equivalent to the multiplicity of the bound state, yielding as many dependency constants as the multiplicity of the bound state. At a bound state at z = z_j with multiplicity m_j , by proceeding as in [7, 10], it follows that each of (2.64), (2.67), (2.77) is equivalent to having m_j constraints relating the Jost solutions ϕ_n and ψ_n and their z-derivatives as

d^kϕ_n(z_j ) dz^k = k∑ l=0 ( k l ) γ_{j(k−l)} d^l ψ_n(z_j ) dz^l , 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1, (4.3)

where (_k l ) is the binomial coefficient and we refer to the double-indexed scalar quantities γ_{jk} as the dependency constants at z = z_j . Note that (4.3) holds for each of the systems (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6). We can use the appropriate superscripts so that γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} , γ^{(u,v)}_{jk} , γ^{(p,s)}_{jk} denote the corresponding dependency constants for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), respectively. In a similar way, we obtain the double-indexed dependency constants γ̄_{jk} at a bound state at z = z̄_j with multiplicity m̄_j , which relate the Jost solutions ϕ̄_n and ψ̄_n and their z-derivatives as d^kϕ̄_n(z̄_j ) dz^k = k∑ l=0 ( k l ) γ̄_{j(k−l)} d^lψ̄_n(z̄_j ) dz^l , 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1. (4.4)

Let us also introduce the “residues” t_{jk} of the right transmission coefficients for each of (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6) when the corresponding right transmission coefficient T_r has a pole at z = z_j of order m_j . Using the expansion

T_r = t_{jmj} (z − z_j )^{mj} + t_{j(mj −1)} (z − z_j )^{mj −1} + · · · + t_{j1} (z − z_j )

+ O (1) , z → z_j , (4.5)

we uniquely obtain the residues t_{jk} for 1 ≤ k ≤ m_j and 1 ≤ j ≤ N. We remark that t^{(q,r)}_{jk} , t^{(u,v)}_{jk} , t^{(p,s)}_{jk} are defined as in (4.5) by using the right transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)}, T^{(u,v)}_r , T^{(p,s)}_r corresponding to (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), respectively. In a similar way we define the “residues” t̄_{jk} by letting

T̄_r = t̄_{jm̄j} (z − z̄_j )^{m̄j} + t̄_{j(m̄j −1)} (z − z̄_j )^{m̄j −1} + · · · + t̄_{j1} (z − z̄_j )

+ O (1) , z → z̄_j . (4.6)

Again using (4.6) with T̄^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(u,v)}_r , T̄^{(p,s)}_r we obtain the residues t̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} , t̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} , t̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} corresponding to (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), respectively.

In the next theorem we elaborate on the bound states for (1.1). Theorem 4.1. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, we have the following:

(a) A bound state for (1.1) can only occur at a z-value for which T^{(q,r)} has a pole in the region 0 < |z| < 1 or T̄^{(q,r)} has a pole in the region |z| > 1.

(b) The number of bound states is finite, i.e. the number of poles of T^{(q,r)} in 0 < |z| < 1 and the number of poles of T̄^{(q,r)} in |z| > 1 each must be finite.

(c) A bound state is not necessarily simple, but its multiplicity must be finite.

(d) Since each of the transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} are even in z in their respective domains, the bound-state z-values are symmetrically located with respect to the origin of the complex z-plane.

(e) At a bound state corresponding to a pole at z_j for T^{(q,r)} with multiplicity m_j , we have the two vectors

ϕ^{(q,r)}_n (z_j ) d ϕ^{(q,r)}n (z_j ) dz d^2 ϕ^{(q,r)}_n (z_j ) dz^2 . . d^{mj −1} ϕ^{(q,r)}n (z_j ) dz^{mj −1}

, ψ^{(q,r)}_n (z_j ) d ψ^{(q,r)}n (z_j ) dz d^2 ψ^{(q,r)}_n (z_j ) dz^2 . . d^{mj −1} ψ^{(q,r)}n (z_j ) dz^{mj −1}

, (4.7) related to each other as in (4.3) via m_j dependency constants γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} . Similarly, at the bound state at z = z̄_j corresponding to a pole of T̄^{(q,r)} in |z| > 1, we have the two vectors

ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z̄_j )

d ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z̄_j ) dz d^2 ϕ̄^{(q,r)}n (z̄_j ) dz^2 . . d^{m̄j −1} ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z̄_j ) dz^{m̄j −1}

, ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z̄_j )

d ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z̄_j ) dz d^2 ψ̄^{(q,r)}n (z̄_j ) dz^2 . . d^{m̄j −1} ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z̄_j ) dz^{m̄j −1}

, (4.8)

related to each other as in (4.4) via m̄_j dependency constants γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} . We recall that an overbar does not denote complex conjugation and that ψ^{(q,r)}_n (z), ϕ^{(q,r)}_n (z), ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z), ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n (z) are the four Jost solutions to (1.1).

Proof. By Theorem 3.6 we know that z^{−n} ψ^{(q,r)}_n (z) and z^n ϕ^{(q,r)}_n (z) have analytic extensions from z ∈ T to |z| < 1. Since a bound-state solution to (1.1) must satisfy (4.1), with the help of the first equality in (2.60) and (2.64) we prove that the bound states located in |z| < 1 occur if and only if the two vectors listed in (4.7) are related as stated in (e) and that relation occurs at a pole of T^{(q,r)}. By Theorem 3.6(j) we know that T^{(q,r)} contains z as z^2, and hence the bound states occur at the poles of T^{(q,r)} at z = ±z_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ N in 0 < |z| < 1, each having the multiplicity m_j . The finiteness of N and of m_j is already known from Theorem 2.8(e). In a similar way, with the help of the second equality in (2.60) and (2.65) we show that the bound states of (1.1) in |z| > 1 occur at z = ±z̄_j , where the two vectors listed in (4.8) are related to each other as stated in (e) and that T̄^{(q,r)} has a pole at z = ±z̄_j with multiplicity m̄_j . The number of such z̄_j -values denoted by N̄ and each multiplicity m̄_j are both finite as a consequence of Theorem 2.8(e).

In Theorem 4.1 and its proof, the bound-state z-values and their multiplicities are described by the sets {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} and {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1} without using the superscript (q, r). For clarity, one must use z^{(q,r)}_j , m^{(q,r)}_j , N^{(q,r)}, z̄^{(q,r)}_j , m̄^{(q,r)}_j , N̄^{(q,r)} for (1.1) and similar notations to describe the bound states for (1.5) and (1.6). Then, the bound states for (1.5) and (1.6) can be described by the corresponding version of Theorem 4.1.

Let us also remark that from (2.23) and the analog of (2.23) for (p, s), we conclude that the bound states for (1.5) and (1.6) can equivalently be described as in Theorem 4.1 by using either the left transmission coefficients or the right transmission coefficients. If the three potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), (p, s) are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4) then from Theorem 3.4 it follows that

T^{(q,r)} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ T^{(u,v)}_r = E^{(q,r)}_∞ T^{(p,s)}_r = 1 D^{(q,r)}∞ T^{(u,v)}_l = 1 D^{(q,r)}∞ T^{(p,s)}_l ,

T̄ (q,r) = D^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(u,v)}_r = D^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(p,s)}_r = 1 E^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(u,v)}_l = 1 E^{(q,r)}_∞ T̄^{(p,s)}_l ,

(4.9)

and hence the sets {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} and {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1} refer to the common sets of bound states and the corresponding multiplicities for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6). In that case, from (4.9) it follows that the residues corresponding to (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) are related to each other as t^{(q,r)}_{jk} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ t^{(u,v)}_{jk} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ t^{(p,s)}_{jk} , t̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} = D^{(q,r)}_∞ t̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} = D^{(q,r)}_∞ t̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} . (4.10)

In the next theorem, when the potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), (p, s) are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4), we present the relationships among the corresponding dependency constants.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, the corresponding dependency constants γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} , γ^{(u,v)}_{jk} , γ^{(p,s)}_{jk} are related to each other for 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ N as D^{(q,r)}∞ γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} = γ^{(p,s)}_{jk} , D^{(q,r)}_∞ γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} = k∑ l=0 ( k l ) d^l σ(z_j ) dz^l γ^{(u,v)}_{j(k−l)}, (4.11)

where we have defined

σ(z) := 1 1 − 1 z^2

. (4.12)

Similarly, the corresponding dependency constants γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} , γ̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} , γ̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} are related to each other as γ̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} , γ̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} = E^{(q,r)}∞ k∑ l=0 ( k l ) d^l σ(z̄_j ) dz^l γ̄^{(q,r)}_{j(k−l)}. (4.13)

Proof. Using (3.16) and (3.18) in the Wronskian determinant on the right-hand side of the first equality in (2.60) we get | | |ϕ^{(q,r)}_n ψ^{(q,r)}_n | | | = D^{(q,r)}_∞ ( det [ Λ^{(q,r)}n ]) | |ϕ^{(p,s)}_n ψ^{(p,s)}_n | | | , (4.14) where Λ^{(q,r)}n is the coefficient matrix appearing in (3.16) and (3.18), i.e.

Λ^{(q,r)}_n := 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} − q_n D^{(q,r)}_n r_n E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} 1 D^{(q,r)}_{n−1} . (4.15)

From (2.50) and (4.15) we see that the determinant of Λ^{(q,r)}_n is given by det [ Λ^{(q,r)}n ] = 1 E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} D^{(q,r)}n , (4.16)

and hence det[Λ^{(q,r)}n ] ≠ 0 for any integer n. Using (4.14), with the help of the first equality in (2.62), we obtain a^{(q,r)}_n (z) = D^{(q,r)}_∞ ( det [ Λ^{(q,r)}n ]) a^{(p,s)}_n (z), n ∈ Z. (4.17) From (4.17) we conclude that (2.64) for the potential pair (q, r) occurs if and only if (2.77) for the potential pair (p, s) occurs. Comparing (4.3) for (q, r) with (4.3) for (p, s), with the help of (3.16) and (3.18) and the fact the matrix Λ^{(q,r)}_n defined in (4.15) is invertible, we establish the equality in the first line of (4.11). In a similar way, with the help of (2.65), (2.78), and (4.4) written for the pairs (q, r) and (p, s) and also using (3.20) and (3.22) we obtain the equality in the first line of (4.13). The equality in the second line of (4.11) is established in a similar manner by using (2.64), (2.67), and (4.3) written for the pairs (q, r) and (u, v) and also using (3.15) and (3.17). The equality in the second line of (4.13) is established in a similar manner by using (2.65), (2.68), and (4.4) written for the pairs (q, r) and (u, v) and also using (3.19) and (3.21).

As expected, for a unique solution to an inverse problem, for each bound state we need to specify a corresponding bound-state norming constant. If a bound state has a multiplicity then we must specify a separate norming constant for each multiplicity. In the case of (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6), because the bound-state locations occur symmetrically with respect to the origin of the complex z-plane, we mention that the bound-state norming constants for those symmetric pairs coincide.

As a summary, in specifying the bound-state data sets for each of (1.1), (1.5), (1.6), in addition to providing {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} and {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1} we also need to provide the sets of bound-state norming constants {{c_{jk}}^{mj −1}_{k=0} }^N_{j=1} and {{c̄_{jk}}^{m̄j −1}_{k=0} }^{N̄}_{j=1}, where the double-indexed quantities c_{jk} and c̄_{jk} denote the norming constants associated with z_j and z̄_j , respectively. Clearly, we must use c^{(q,r)}_{jk} and c̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} for the norming constants for (1.1), use c^{(u,v)}_{jk} and c̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} for the norming constants for (1.5), and use c^{(p,s)}_{jk} and c̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} for the norming constants for (1.6). In the presence of multiplicities it becomes extremely complicated to deal with bound states. That is why in the literature most researchers make the artificial assumption that the bound states are simple.

The bound states with multiplicities can easily and in an elegant way be handled [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10] for both continuous and discrete systems by using an appropriate constant matrix triplet (A, B, C) for a KdV-like system or a pair of triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) for an NLS-like system. Let us mention that the potentials appear in the block-diagonal format in the linear system in the KdV-like case and the potentials appear in the block off-diagonal format in the linear system in the NLS-like case. In all these cases, the relevant tool to solve inverse scattering problems is the Marchenko method. In the continuous case the Marchenko method involves a linear integral equation known as the Marchenko equation or a system of linear integral equations to which we refer as the Marchenko system. In the discrete case the integrals in the Marchenko equations or in the Marchenko systems are simply replaced by the corresponding summations. In either the continuous case or the discrete case, the matrix triplet (A, B, C) in the KdV-like case or the triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) in the NLSlike case are chosen in such way that the part of the kernel of the Marchenko system related to the bound states is expressed in a simple manner in terms of such matrix triplets.

In this paper we deal with NLS-like discrete systems, and hence we use the pair of matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄). If there is a bound state at z = z_j with multiplicity m_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ N, then the triplet (A, B, C) can be chosen as

A :=

A_1 0 · · · 0 0 A_2 · · · 0 . . . . .. . . . 0 0 · · · A_N , B := B_1 B_2 . . B_N , C := [ C_1 C_2 · · · C_N ] ,

(4.18) in such a way that A is a block-diagonal matrix, B is a block column vector, and C is a block row vector with

A_j := z_j 1 0 · · · 0 0 0 z_j 1 · · · 0 0 0 0 z_j · · · 0 0 . . . . . . .. . . . . . 0 0 0 · · · z_j 1 0 0 0 . . . 0 z_j

, B_j := 0 . . 0 1 , (4.19)

C_j := [ c_{j(mj −1)} c_{j(mj −2)} · · · c_{j1} c_{j0} ] . (4.20)

As seen from (4.19), A_j is an m_j × m_j matrix in the Jordan canonical form with z_j appearing in the diagonal entries, and B_j is an m_j × 1 matrix with 0 in the first (m_j − 1) entries and 1 in the m_j th entry. As also seen from (4.20) the 1 × m_j matrix C_j is constructed from the norming constants c_{jk} . In our paper, the matrix triplet (A_j , B_j , C_j ) is chosen to include the contribution from both z = z_j and z = −z_j , and this will be seen from (4.37) and Theorem 4.7(d).

In a similar way, for the bound states at z = ±z̄_j with multiplicity m̄_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄, the corresponding triplet (Ā, B̄, C̄) can be chosen as

Ā :=

Ā_1 0 · · · 0 0 Ā_2 · · · 0 . . . . .. . . . 0 0 · · · Ā¯_N , B̄ := B̄_1 B̄_2 . . B̄_{N̄} , C̄ := [¯ C_1 C̄_2 · · · C̄¯_N ] ,

(4.21) in such a way that Ā is a block-diagonal matrix, B̄ is a block column vector, and C̄ is a block row vector with

Ā_j := z̄_j 1 0 · · · 0 0 0 z̄_j 1 · · · 0 0 0 0 z̄_j · · · 0 0 . . . . . . .. . . . . . 0 0 0 · · · z̄_j 1 0 0 0 · · · 0 z̄_j

, B̄_j := 0 . . 0 1 , (4.22)

C̄_j := [c̄_{j(m̄j −1)} c̄_{j(m̄j −2)} · · · c̄_{j1} c̄_{j0}] . (4.23)

As seen from (4.22), Ā_j is an m̄_j × m̄_j matrix in the Jordan canonical form with z̄_j appearing in the diagonal entries, and B̄_j is an m_j × 1 matrix with 0 in the first m̄_j − 1 entries and 1 in the m̄_j th entry. As also seen from (4.23) the 1 × m̄_j matrix C̄_j is constructed from the norming constants c̄_{jk}. In our paper, the matrix triplet (Ā_j , B̄_j , C̄_j ) is chosen to include the contribution from both z = z̄_j and z = −z̄_j , and this will be seen from (4.38) and Theorem 4.7(d).

The Marchenko system associated with either of (1.5) and (1.6) is given by [¯ K_{nm} K_{nm} ] + [ 0 Ω̄_{n+m}

Ω_{n+m} 0 ]

+ ∞∑ l=n+1 [¯ K_{nl} K_{nl} ] [ 0 Ω̄_{l+m}

Ω_{l+m} 0 ] = [ 0 0 0 0 ] , m > n, (4.24)

where we have defined

K_{nm} := 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ_n z^{−m−1}, K̄_{nm} := 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ̄_n z^{m−1}, (4.25)

Ω_k := R̂_k + CA^{k−1}B, Ω̄_k := ^̄R_k + C̄(Ā)^{−k−1}B̄, k even,

Ω_k := 0, Ω̄_k := 0, k odd,

(4.26)

with R̂_k := 1 2πi ∮ dz R z^{k−1}, ^̄R_k := 1 2πi ∮ dz R̄ z^{−k−1}. (4.27) We remark that ψ_n and ψ̄_n appearing in (4.25) are the Jost solutions satisfying (2.2) and (2.4), respectively, and that the integral in (4.25) denoted by ∮ is the contour integral along the unit circle T in the positive direction. In fact, for the potential pair (u, v) the quantities K_{nm} and K̄_{nm} are the column vectors appearing in (2.12) and (2.14), respectively. The scalar quantities R and R̄ appearing in (4.27) are the right reflection coefficients, and the matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) appearing in (4.26) are those described in (4.18) and (4.21), respectively.

Let us also remark that K_{nm} = 0 and K̄_{nm} = 0 when n + m is odd, and this is already stated in Theorem 2.1, Corollary 2.2, and Theorem 3.6 for the potential pairs (u, v), (p, s), and (q, r), respectively. Similarly, we already know that the scattering coefficients are even in z for each of these three potential pairs. Hence, from (4.27) we see that R̂_k = 0 and ^̄R_k = 0 when k is odd. Thus, the second line of (4.26) is consistent with (4.24) and (4.27).

The derivation of (4.24) is obtained as follows. We can express the Jost solutions ϕ_n and ϕ̄_n satisfying (2.3) and (2.5), respectively, as linear combinations of ψ_n and ψ̄_n as ϕ_n T_r = ψ̄_n + ψ_n R,

ϕ̄_n T̄_r = ψ_n + ψ̄_n R̄,

(4.28)

where T_r and T̄_r are the right transmission coefficients appearing in (2.7) and (2.9), respectively. We use the Fourier transform on (4.28), and for m > n we get 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ_n T_r z^{m−1} = 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ̄_n z^{m−1} + 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ_n R z^{m−1}, (4.29) 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ̄_n T̄_r z^{−m−1} = 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ_n z^{−m−1} + 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ̄_n R̄ z^{−m−1}, (4.30) yielding the two columns of (4.24).

Using the notation of (3.42), from (4.24) we get the two uncoupled scalar equations for m > n as [ K_{nm} ] 1 + Ω̄_{n+m} − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 [ K_{nj} ] 1 Ω_{j+l} Ω̄_{l+m} = 0, [ K̄_{nm} ] 2 + Ω_{n+m} − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 [ K̄_{nj} ] 2 Ω̄_{j+l} Ω_{l+m} = 0,

(4.31)

and once the system (4.31) is solved we also have [ K̄_{nm} ] 1 = − ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K_{nl} ] 1 Ω_{l+m}, [ K_{nm} ] 2 = − ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K̄_{nl} ] 2 Ω̄_{l+m}.

(4.32)

Let us recall that K_{nm} = 0 and K̄_{nm} = 0 when n + m is odd, and hence the lower indices for the summations in (4.31) and (4.32) actually start with n + 2 instead of n + 1. Nevertheless, we use n + 1 there instead of n + 2 so that (4.31) and (4.32) appear in the standard form as a generic Marchenko system in the discrete case. When we use (4.31) corresponding to (1.5), we recover the potentials u_n and v_n as

u_n = [ K^{(u,v)}_{n(n+2)} ] 1 , v_n = [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{n(n+2)} ] 2 , (4.33)

which are compatible with (2.13) and (2.15), respectively. In the same manner, if we use (4.31) corresponding to (1.6), we recover the potentials p_n and s_n as

p_n = [ K^{(p,s)}_{n(n+2)} ] 1 , s_n = [ K̄^{(p,s)}_{n(n+2)} ] 2 , (4.34)

which are compatible with (2.20) and (2.22), respectively.

Next, we describe the construction of the norming constants c_{jk} and c̄_{jk} in terms of the residues t_{jk} and t̄_{jk} and the dependency constants γ_{jk} and γ̄_{jk} .

Theorem 4.3. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) are rapidly decaying and 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Let us use {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} and {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1} to denote the corresponding sets for the bound-state locations and their multiplicities. Then, the norming constants c^{(u,v)}_{jk} appearing in (4.20) are related to the residues t^{(u,v)}_{jk} appearing in (4.5) and the dependency constants γ^{(u,v)}_{jk} appearing in (4.3) as c^{(u,v)}_{jk} = −2 m_j −1−k ∑ l=0 t^{(u,v)}_{j(k+1+l)} γ^{(u,v)}_{jl} l! , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1. (4.35) Similarly, the norming constants c̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} appearing in (4.23) are related to the residues t̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} appearing in (4.6) and the dependency constants γ̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} appearing in (4.4) as

c̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} = 2 m̄_j −1−k ∑ l=0 t̄^{(u,v)}_{j(k+1+l)} γ̄^{(u,v)}_{jl} l! , 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1. (4.36) Proof. For notational simplicity, we outline the proof without using the superscript (u, v) on the relevant quantities. As seen from (4.26) the contribution to the Marchenko kernels Ω_k and Ω̄_k from the bound states are given by CA^{k−1}B and C̄(Ā)^{−k−1}B̄, respectively. Thus, the contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω_k from the bound state at z = z_j is C_j A^{k−1}_j B_j /2 and the contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω̄_k from the bound state at z = z̄_j is C̄_j (Ā_j )^{−k−1}B̄_j /2. This indicates that the contribution from the pole at z = z_j of T_r to the left-hand side of (4.29) is evaluated as 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ_n T_r z^{m−1} = − 1 2 ∞∑ l=n K_{nl} C_j A^{l+m−1} j B_j . (4.37)

Similarly, the contribution to the left-hand side of (4.30) from the pole at z = z̄_j of T̄_r is evaluated as 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ̄_n T̄_r z^{−m−1} = − 1 2 ∞∑ l=n K̄_{nl} C̄_j (Ā_j )^{−l−m−1} B̄_j . (4.38)

Using (4.5) on the left-hand side of (4.37) we evaluate the aforementioned contribution as 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ_n T_r z^{m−1} = m_j −1∑

k=0 t_{jk} k! d^k(ϕ_n z^{m−1}) dz^k | | | |_{z=zj} . (4.39)

Using (4.3) on the right-hand side of (4.39) we write that right-hand side in terms of the residues t_{jk}, the dependency constants γ_{jk}, and d^kψ_n(z_j )/dz^k. Finally, we write the expansion for d^kψ_n(z_j )/dz^k in terms of the double-indexed quantities K_{nl} appearing in (2.12). By equating the result to the right-hand side of (4.37), we establish (4.35). We establish (4.36) in a similar manner by evaluating the left-hand side of (4.38) with the help of (4.6) and then by using (4.4) and also by using (2.14).

As the next corollary indicates, the result of Theorem 4.3 also holds for the potential pair (p, s) appearing in (1.6). A proof is omitted because it is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. Assume that the potentials p_n and s_n appearing in (1.6) are rapidly decaying and 1 − p_ns_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Let us use {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} and {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1} to denote the corresponding sets for the bound-state locations and their multiplicities. Then, the norming constants c^{(p,s)}_{jk} and c̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} are related to the corresponding residues t^{(p,s)}_{jk} and t̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} and the dependency constants γ^{(p,s)}_{jk} and γ̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} as

c^{(p,s)}_{jk} = −2 m_j −1−k ∑ l=0 t^{(p,s)}_{j(k+1+l)} γ^{(p,s)}_{jl} l! , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1,

c̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} = 2 m̄_j −1−k ∑ l=0 t̄^{(p,s)}_{j(k+1+l)} γ̄^{(p,s)}_{jl} l! , 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1. (4.40)

We note that the norming constants are related to the residues and the dependency constants in the same manner both in Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.4. Hence, without loss of any generality, for the potential pair (q, r) we can define the norming constants c^{(q,r)}_{jk} and c̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} , the respective row vectors C^{(q,r)}_j and C̄^{(q,r)}_j appearing in (4.20) and (4.23), and the respective row vectors C(q,r) and C̄(q,r) appearing in (4.18) and (4.21) in Corollary 4.4. The result is stated next.

Definition 4.5. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, the corresponding norming constants c^{(q,r)}_{jk} and c̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} are related to the residues t^{(q,r)}_{jk} and t̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} and the dependency constants γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} and γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} as

c^{(q,r)}_{jk} := −2 m_j −1−k ∑ l=0 t^{(q,r)}_{j(k+1+l)} γ^{(q,r)}_{jl} l! , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1,

c̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} := 2 m̄_j −1−k ∑ l=0 t̄^{(q,r)}_{j(k+1+l)} γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jl} l! , 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1. (4.41)

If the potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), and (p, s) are related as in (3.1)–(3.4), then the corresponding residues are related as in (4.10) and the corresponding dependency constants are related as in (4.11) and (4.13). In the next theorem, when (3.1)–(3.4) hold, we show how the corresponding bound-state norming constants are related to each other.

Theorem 4.6. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, the corresponding boundstate norming constants c^{(u,v)}_{jk} and c̄^{(u,v)}_{jk} are related to c^{(p,s)}_{jk} and c̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} as C^{(u,v)}_j = C^{(p,s)}_j ( I − A^{−2}_j ) , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, C̄^{(p,s)}_j = C̄^{(u,v)}_j [I − (Ā_j )−2] , 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄, (4.42)

where (A_j , B_j , C_j ) and (Ā_j , B̄_j , C̄_j ) are the matrix triplets appearing in (4.19), (4.20), (4.22), and (4.23). Consequently, we have C^{(u,v)} = C^{(p,s)} ( I − A^{−2} ) , C̄(p,s) = C̄(u,v) [I − (Ā)−2] , (4.43)

where (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) are the matrix triplets appearing in (4.18) and (4.21), respectively. Similarly, the norming constants c^{(q,r)}_{jk} and c̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} are related to the norming constants c^{(p,s)}_{jk} and c̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} as

C^{(q,r)}_j = E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}_∞ C^{(p,s)}_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, C̄^{(q,r)}_j = D^{(q,r)∞} E^{(q,r)}_∞ C̄^{(p,s)}_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄, (4.44) and hence we also have C^{(p,s)} = D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ C^{(q,r)}, C̄(p,s) = E^{(q,r)∞} D^{(q,r)}_∞ C̄^{(q,r)}, (4.45)

where D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are the constants appearing in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively. Consequently, we get C^{(u,v)} = D^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ C^{(q,r)} ( I − A^{−2} ) , C̄(u,v) = E^{(q,r)∞} D^{(q,r)}_∞ C̄^{(q,r)} [I − (Ā)^{−2}]^{−1} . (4.46)

Proof. We will provide only the proof of the first line of (4.42) because the second line of (4.42) can be proved in a similar manner. We note that the first line of (4.10) yields t^{(p,s)}_{jk} = t^{(u,v)}_{jk} , (4.47) and from (4.11) we have γ^{(p,s)}_{jk} = k∑ l=0 ( k l ) d^lσ(z_j ) dz^l γ^{(u,v)}_{j(k−l)}, (4.48) where we recall that σ(z) is the scalar quantity defined (4.12). For the matrix A_j defined in (4.19) we have

A^{−2}_j =

1 z^2_j − 2 z^3_j 3 z^4_j · · · (−1)^{mj} (m_j −1) z^{mj}_j (−1)^{mj +1}m_j z^{mj +1} j 0^1_{z2j} −^2_{z3j} · · ·^{(−1)mj −1 (mj −2)} z^{mj −1} j (−1)^{mj} (m_j −1) z^{mj}_j 0 0^1_{z2j} · · ·^{(−1)mj −2 (mj −3)} z^{mj −2} j (−1)^{mj −1} (m_j −2) z^{mj −1} j . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 · · ·^1_{z2j} −^2_{z3j}

0 0 0 · · · 0^1_{z2j}

. (4.49)

Using (4.12) and (4.47)–(4.49) on the right-hand side of the first line of (4.40), we establish the first line of (4.42). By using the summation over all the bound states, i.e. summing over 1 ≤ j ≤ N, from the first line of (4.42) we obtain the first line of (4.43). In a similar manner, the second line of (4.42) yields the second line of (4.43). Finally, the proof of (4.44) and (4.45) are obtained by using (4.10), the first lines of (4.11) and (4.13), and (4.41), and by comparing the result with (4.40).

Recall that we use t_{jk}, γ_{jk} , and c_{jk} to denote the residues, the dependency constants, and the norming constants, respectively, corresponding to a bound state at z = z_j with multiplicity m_j for each of the linear systems (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6). In the next theorem we compare those quantities with the corresponding quantities related to the bound state at z = −z_j . We also show that the contributions to the Marchenko kernels from z = z_j and from z = −z_j are equal.

Theorem 4.7. For each of the linear systems (1.1), (1.5), and (1.6), as indicated in Theorem 4.1, let the bound states and their multiplicities be described by the sets {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} and {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1}. Let the residues t_{jk} and t̄_{jk} be defined as in (4.5) and (4.6); the dependency constants γ_{jk} and γ̄_{jk} be defined as in (4.3) and (4.4), respectively; and the norming constants c_{jk} and c̄_{jk} be defined as in (4.35) and (4.36), respectively, or equivalently as in (4.40) or (4.41). We have the following:

(a) Let t_{jk} |_{z=zj} and t_{jk} |_{z=−zj} denote the residues at z = z_j and z = −z_j , respectively. Similarly, let t̄_{jk}|_{z=z̄j} and t̄_{jk}|_{z=−z̄j} denote the residues at z = z̄_j and z = −z̄_j , respectively. We then have t_{jk} | |_{z=−zj} = (−1)k t_{jk} | |_{z=zj} , 1 ≤ k ≤ m_j , t̄_{jk} | |_{z=−z̄j} = (−1)k t̄_{jk} | |_{z=z̄j} , 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j . (4.50)

(b) Let γ_{jk} |_{z=zj} and γ_{jk} |_{z=−zj} denote the dependency constants at z = z_j and z = −z_j , respectively. Similarly, let γ̄_{jk} |_{z=z̄j} and γ̄_{jk}|_{z=−z̄j} denote the dependency constants at z = z̄_j and z = −z̄_j , respectively. We then have γ_{jk} | z=−z_j = (−1) k γ_{jk} | z=z_j , 0 ≤ k ≤ mj − 1, γ̄_{jk} | z=−z̄_j = (−1) k γ̄_{jk} | z=z̄_j , 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄j − 1. (4.51)

(c) Let c_{jk} |_{z=zj} and c_{jk}|_{z=−zj} denote the norming constants at z = z_j and z = −z_j , respectively. Similarly, let c̄_{jk}|_{z=z̄j} and c̄_{jk}|_{z=−z̄j} denote the norming constants at z = z̄_j and z = −z̄_j , respectively. We then have c_{jk} | |_{z=−zj} = (−1)^k c_{jk} | |_{z=zj} , 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1, c̄_{jk} | |_{z=−z̄j} = (−1)k c̄_{jk} | |_{z=z̄j} , 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1. (4.52)

(d) The contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω_{n+m} from z = z_j is equal to the contribution from z = −z_j . Similarly, the contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω̄_{n+m} from z = z̄_j is equal to the contribution from z = −z̄_j .

Proof. The proof of (a) is obtained as follows. We know that the transmission coefficients T_r for each of these three linear systems contain z as z^2. From (4.5), using T_r(−z) = T_r(z), as z → −z_j we obtain

T_r(z) = (−1)^{mj} t_{jmj} (z + z_j )^{mj} + (−1)^{mj −1} t_{j(mj −1)} (z + z_j )^{mj −1} + · · · + (−1) t_{j1} (z + z_j )

+ O (1) ,

which yields the first line of (4.50). The second line of (4.50) is obtained from (4.6) by proceeding in a similar manner. This completes the proof of (a). Let us now prove (b). From Theorem 2.1(a) and its analogs in Corollary 2.2 and Theorem 3.6(a), we get

ψ_n(−z) = (−1)^n ψ_n(z), ϕ_n(−z) = (−1)^n ϕ_n(z), ψ̄_n(−z) = (−1)n ψ̄_n(z), ϕ̄_n(−z) = (−1)n ϕ̄_n(z). (4.53)

Using the first line of (4.53) in (4.3) we determine the dependency constant γ_{jk}|_{z=−zj} and establish the first line of (4.51). The second line of (4.51) is obtained in a similar way by using the second line of (4.53) in (4.4). This completes the proof of (b). To prove (c) we proceed as follows. Using the first lines of (4.50) and (4.51) in (4.35) we determine the norming constant c_{jk} | |_{z=−zj} and establish the first line of (4.52). The second line of (4.52) is

proved in a similar way by using the second lines of (4.50) and (4.51) in (4.36). This completes the proof of (c). Let us finally prove (d). The right-hand side of (4.37) is the contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω_{n+m} from the bound state at z = z_j . Using (4.37) and (4.39), with the help of (4.19) and (4.20), we evaluate the contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω_{n+m} from the bound state z = −z_j and we obtain 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ_n T_r z^{m−1} = − 1 2 ∞∑ l=n K_{nl} ( C_j A^{l+m−1} j B_j )| |_{zj →−zj} , (4.54) where z_j → −z_j is used to indicate the substitution of −z_j for z_j . From (4.20) and the first line of (4.52) we get C_j | |_{z=−zj} = C_j | |_{z=zj} diag {(−1)^mj , (−1)^mj^{−1}, · · · , (−1)^1} , (4.55)

where diag is used to denote the diagonal matrix. Similarly, from (4.19), for any integer n we get A^n_j B_j | |_{z=−zj} = diag { (−1)^{n−(mj −1)}, (−1)^{n−(mj −2)}, · · · , (−1)^n } A^n_j B_j | |_{z=zj} . (4.56)

Using (4.55) and (4.56), when n + m and n + l are both even integers in (4.54), we confirm that the right-hand side of (4.54) is equal to the right-hand side of (4.37). Hence the contribution to the Marchenko kernel Ω_{n+m} from z = z_j is equal to the contribution from z = −z_j . Similarly, we prove that the contribution to Ω̄_{n+m} from z = −z̄_j is equal to the contribution from z = z̄_j .

Let us remark on the simplicity and elegance of the use of matrix triplets in dealing with bound states with multiplicities. The formulas in (4.43) are very simple compared to the formulas written for the individual bound-state norming constants. In fact, to extract the formulas for c^{(u,v)}_{jk} from the first line of (4.42) we postmultiply that first line by a column vector with m_j components so that we get c^{(u,v)}_{jk} = C^{(p,s)}_j ( I − A^{−2}_j ) e_{mj −1−k}, 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1, where we use e_l for the column vector with m_j components with all the entries 0 except 1 in the lth entry. In a similar way, from the second line of (4.42) we obtain c̄^{(p,s)}_{jk} = C̄^{(u,v)}_j [ I − (Ā_j )^{−2} ] ē_{m̄j −1−k}, 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1, where we use ē_l for the column vector with m̄_j components having 1 at the lth entry and 0 elsewhere.

Let us also remark that the fundamental result given in (4.43) is compatible with (4.26), from which we obtain the Marchenko kernels Ω^{(u,v)}_k and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k and the Marchenko kernels Ω^{(p,s)}_k and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k . When (3.1)–(3.4) hold, we see that (3.28) and (3.29), respectively, yield R^{(u,v)} = ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) R^{(p,s)}, R̄(p,s) = ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) R̄(u,v). (4.57)

Using (4.57) in (4.27) we obtain R̂^{(u,v)}_k = R̂^{(p,s)}_k − R̂^{(p,s)}_{k−2} , ^̄R^{(p,s)}_k = ^̄R^{(u,v)}_k − ^̄R^{(p,s)}_{k+2} . (4.58)

From (4.26) and (4.58) we see that in the absence of bound states we have

Ω^{(u,v)}_k = Ω^{(p,s)}_k − Ω^{(p,s)}_{k−2} , Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k = Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k − Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{k+2} .

(4.59)

In fact, (4.59) holds even in the presence of bound state. Then, comparing (4.58) and (4.59) we get C^{(u,v)}A^{k−1}B = C^{(p,s)}A^{k−1}B − C^{(p,s)}A^{k−3}B, C̄(p,s)(Ā)−k−1B = C̄(u,v)(Ā)−k−1B̄ − C̄(u,v)(Ā)−k−3B̄, which yield the important result given in (4.43). Let us also mention that from

(4.59) we get Ω^{(p,s)}_k = ∞∑ l=0 Ω^{(u,v)}_{k−2l} ,

Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k =^∞ ∑ l=0 Ω̄^{(p,s)}_{k+2l}. (4.60)

In the next theorem we show that, when the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4), their corresponding Marchenko systems hold simultaneously.

Theorem 4.8. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pair (u, v) appearing in (1.5) and the potential pair (p, s) appearing in (1.6) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, the Marchenko system related to (1.5) holds if and only if the Marchenko system related to (1.6) holds.

Proof. The proof is lengthy and it involves some fine estimates. Let us define W^{(u,v)}_{nm} := K^{(u,v)}_{nm} + ∞∑ l=n K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+m} , (4.61)

W̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} := K̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} +^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(u,v)}_{nl} Ω^{(u,v)}_{l+m} , (4.62)

W^{(p,s)}_{nm} := K^{(p,s)}_{nm} + ∞∑ l=n K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} Ω̄^{(p,s)}_{l+m} ,

W̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} := K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} +^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(p,s)}_{nl} Ω^{(p,s)}_{l+m} . (4.63)

As seen from (4.24) and the first two equations in (2.13) and (2.15) we need to prove the equivalence of the Marchenko system W̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} = 0, m > n, W^{(u,v)}_{nm} = 0, m > n, (4.64)

and the Marchenko system W̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} = 0, m > n, W^{(p,s)}_{nm} = 0, m > n. (4.65)

We provide the proof by relating W̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} to W̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} . The relation between W^{(u,v)}_{nm} and W^{(p,s)}_{nm} can be established in a similar manner and hence that proof will be omitted. Using (3.15) and (3.16) we relate ψ^{(u,v)}_n and ψ^{(p,s)}_n to each other and apply ∮ dz z^{−m−1}/(2πi) on the resulting equality. Similarly, using (3.19) and (3.20) we relate ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n and ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n to each other and apply ∮ dz z^{m−1}/(2πi) on the resulting equality. Then, with the help of (3.1) and (3.4) we obtain [ 1 0 s_{n−1} 1 ] K^{(u,v)}_{nm} − [ 1 0 0 0 ] K^{(u,v)}_{n(m+2)} = [ 1 −u_n s_{n−1} 1 ] K^{(p,s)}_{nm} , [ 1 0 s_{n−1} 1 ] K̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} = [ 1 −u_n s_{n−1} 1 ] K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} − [ 1 0 0 0 ] K̄^{(p,s)}_{n(m−2)}, where we have also used (4.25) for (u, v) and (p, s). Using (4.61) and the first line of (4.59), after some simplifications, for m > n we write W̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} appearing in (4.62) as W̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} = [ 1 −u_n s_{n−1} 1 + u_ns_{n−1} ] W̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} − [ 0 0 s_{n−1} 1 ] W̄^{(p,s)}_{n(m−2)}. (4.66)

From (4.66), when m > n + 2 we conclude that the first line of (4.64) holds if and only if the first line of (4.65) holds. We must analyze the case m = n + 2 separately because of the appearance of W̄^{(p,s)}_{n(m−2)} in (4.66). Toward that goal we apply ∮ dz z^{n−1}/(2πi) on both sides of the first line of (4.28) with the potential pair (p, s). We then get 1 2πi ∮ dz ϕ^{(p,s)}_n T^{(p,s)}_r z^{n−1} = 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n z^{n−1} + 1 2πi ∮ dz ψ^{(p,s)}_n R^{(p,s)} z^{n−1}. (4.67)

In this case, besides the bound-state poles of T^{(p,s)}r in 0 < |z| < 1, also the point at z = 0 contributes to the integral on left-hand side of (4.67). With the help of (4.25), (4.27), (4.37), from (4.67) we get [ z^nϕ^{(p,s)}_n ] | | z=0 T^{(p,s)}_r (0) − ∞∑ l=n K^{(p,s)}_{nl} C^{(p,s)}A^{l+n−1}B

= K̄^{(p,s)}_{nn} + ∞∑ l=n K^{(p,s)}_{nl} R̂^{(p,s)}_{l+n} . (4.68)

Using the analogs of (2.16), (2.17), and (2.38) for the potential pair (p, s), we have [ z^nϕ^{(p,s)}_n ] | | |_{z=0}T^{(p,s)}r (0) = D^{(p,s)}_∞ D^{(p,s)}_{n−1} [ 1 −s_{n−1} ] . (4.69)

With the help of (4.69) and the first equality in (4.26) we write (4.68) as K̄^{(p,s)}_{nn} +^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(p,s)}_{nl} Ω^{(p,s)}_{l+n} = D^{(p,s)}_∞ D^{(p,s)}_{n−1} [ 1 −s_{n−1} ] , which, with the help of (4.63), is seen to be equivalent to W̄^{(p,s)}_{nn} = D^{(p,s)∞} D^{(p,s)}_{n−1} [ 1 −s_{n−1} ] . (4.70)

Because of (4.70) we see that the second term on the right-hand side of (4.66) vanishes when m = n + 2. Consequently, we conclude that the first lines of (4.64) and (4.65) hold simultaneously also when m = n + 2.

5 The solution to the direct problem

In this section, when the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2), we provide the solution to the direct scattering problem for (1.1), i.e. the determination of the scattering coefficients and the bound-state information for (1.1) when the potential pair (q, r) is given. The steps in the solution to the direct problem are outlined as follows:

(a) Using (q_n, r_n) in (1.1), we solve (1.1) with the asymptotic conditions (2.2)– (2.5) and uniquely construct the four Jost solutions ψ^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ^{(q,r)}_n , ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n , ϕ̄^{(q,r)}_n .

(b) We recover the scattering coefficients T^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(q,r)}, R^{(q,r)}, R̄^{(q,r)}, L^{(q,r)}, L̄^{(q,r)} by using the asymptotics in (2.6)–(2.9) of the already constructed four Jost solutions.

(c) Next, we determine the poles and their multiplicities for the transmission coefficient T^{(q,r)} in 0 < |z| < 1 and the poles and their multiplicities for the transmission coefficient T̄^{(q,r)} in |z| > 1. Note that such poles occur in pairs. We use the notation that the poles of T^{(q,r)} in 0 < |z| < 1 occur at z = ±z_j and the multiplicity of the pole at each of z = z_j and z = −z_j is m_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ N. Thus, the set {±z_j , m_j }^N_{j=1} is uniquely determined from the poles of T^{(q,r)} in 0 < |z| < 1. In a similar way, we use T̄^{(q,r)} to determine its poles in |z| > 1 and the multiplicity of each pole. We use the notation that the poles in |z| > 1 occur when z = ±z̄_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄ and the multiplicity of the pole at each of z = z̄_j and z = −z̄_j is m̄_j . Thus, we also obtain the set {±z̄_j , m̄_j }^{N̄}_{j=1}.

(d) With the help of (4.5) with T^{(q,r)}, we determine the residues t^{(q,r)}_{jk} for 1 ≤ j ≤ N and 1 ≤ k ≤ m_j . Similarly, with the help of (4.6) with T̄^{(q,r)}, we obtain the residues t̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} for 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄ and 1 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j .

(e) Using (4.3) for the potential pair (q, r), we determine the dependency constants γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} for 1 ≤ j ≤ N and 0 ≤ k ≤ m_j − 1. Similarly, using (4.4) with the potential pair (q, r) we obtain the dependency constants γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} for 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄ and 0 ≤ k ≤ m̄_j − 1.

(f) Using the constructed residues t^{(q,r)}_{jk} and t̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} and the dependency constants γ^{(q,r)}_{jk} and γ̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} , from (4.41) we obtain the bound-state norming constants c^{(q,r)}_{jk} and c̄^{(q,r)}_{jk} . Note that we also get the triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}) via (4.18)–(4.23).

6 The Marchenko system

In this section we introduce the linear system (6.1) resembling (4.24), and we call it the Marchenko system for (1.1). The system (6.1) uses as input the scalar quantities Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k , which are defined as in (4.26), and hence it is appropriate that we refer to (6.1) as the Marchenko system for (1.1). We also describe how to obtain the potentials q_n and r_n from the solution to the Marchenko system (6.1).

The formulation of the Marchenko system for (1.1) is a significant step in the analysis of inverse problems related to integrable evolution equations. We expect that our method of formulating (6.1) can be applied on some other linear systems, both in the continuous and discrete cases, for which a directly relevant Marchenko theory has not yet been established.

Even though a Marchenko system such as (6.1) directly related to (1.1) is desirable, such a system does not yet seem to exist in the literature. We obtain (6.1) by exploiting the connection between (1.1) and (1.6). The only slight difference from the standard Marchenko theory is that the formulas for q_n and r_n are expressed in terms of the solution to the Marchenko system (6.1) not as in (4.33) or (4.34) but as in (6.13) and (6.14).

In the next theorem we present the derivation of the Marchenko system for (1.1).

Theorem 6.1. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, the Marchenko system given in (4.24) holds with the relevant quantities listed in (4.25)–(4.27) all related to (1.1), i.e. we have [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} M^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] + 0 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{n+m} Ω^{(q,r)}_{n+m} 0 + ∞∑ l=n+1 [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 0 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{l+m} Ω^{(q,r)}_{l+m} 0 = [ 0 0 0 0 ] , m > n. (6.1)

Here, the scalar quantities Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k are related to the scattering data set for (1.1) as in (4.26), i.e.

Ω^{(q,r)}_k := R̂^{(q,r)}_k + C^{(q,r)}A^{k−1}B, k even, Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k := ^̄R^{(q,r)}_k + C̄(q,r)(Ā)−k−1B̄, k even, Ω^{(q,r)}_k := 0, Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k := 0, k odd,

(6.2)

with R̂^{(q,r)}_k and ^̄R^{(q,r)}_k being related to the reflection coefficients R^{(q,r)} and R̄^{(q,r)} as in (4.27) and the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}) are as in (4.18) and (4.21), respectively.

Proof. A direct proof can be given by using the procedure described in (4.28)– (4.30). We present an alternate proof, and this is done by exploiting the connection between (1.1) and (1.6) when the potential pairs (q, r) and (p, s) are related as in (3.3) and (3.4). Starting with the Marchenko system (4.24) with the relevant quantities all related to the potential pair (p, s) of (1.6), we transform that Marchenko system and the relevant quantities so that they are all related to the potential pair (q, r) of (1.1). From (3.16) and (3.20) we see that ψ^{(p,s)}_n = 1 D^{(q,r)}_∞ ( Λ^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} ψ^{(q,r)}_n , ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n = 1 E^{(q,r)}_∞ ( Λ^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} ψ̄^{(q,r)}_n , (6.3)

where Λ^{(q,r)}_n is the matrix defined in (4.15) and the quantities D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are the scalar constants appearing in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively. From (4.16) we know that the matrix Λ^{(q,r)}_n is invertible for all n ∈ Z. Thus, with the help of (4.25) and (6.3) we conclude that K^{(p,s)}_{nm} = 1 D^{(q,r)}_∞ ( Λ^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} K^{(q,r)}_{nm} , K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} = 1 E^{(q,r)}_∞ ( Λ^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} K̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} . (6.4)

From the second equalities in (3.28) and (3.29), with the help of (4.27) we obtain R̂^{(p,s)} = D^{(q,r)∞} E^{(q,r)}∞ R̂^{(q,r)}, ^̄R^{(p,s)} = E^{(q,r)∞} D^{(q,r)}∞ ^̄R(q,r). (6.5)

From the second equality in (3.25) it follows that the poles of T^{(p,s)}_r and T^{(q,r)} coincide, and from the second equality in (3.27) we see that the poles of T̄^{(p,s)}_r and T̄^{(q,r)} coincide. Hence, the matrices A, Ā, B, B̄ appearing in (4.26) are common to the potential pairs (p, s) and (q, r). Using (4.45) and (6.5) in (4.26) we conclude that

Ω^{(p,s)}_k = D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}∞ Ω^{(q,r)}_k , Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k = E^{(q,r)}∞ D^{(q,r)}∞ Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k . (6.6)

With the help of the first equalities in (2.20) and (2.22), we observe that the Marchenko system (4.24) related to the potential pair (p, s) is equivalent to the system given in (4.65). Using (6.4) and (6.6) we transform (4.65) into K̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} +^∞ ∑ l=n K^{(q,r)}_{nl} Ω^{(q,r)}_{l+m} = 0, m > n, K^{(q,r)}nm + ∞∑ l=n K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{l+m} = 0, m > n. (6.7)

The system in (6.7) can be written in the matrix form as [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} K^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] + [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ] 0 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{n+m} Ω^{(q,r)}_{n+m} 0 + ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} K^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 0 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{l+m} Ω^{(q,r)}_{l+m} 0 = [ 0 0 0 0 ] , m > n. (6.8)

The matrix [K̄^{(p,s)}_{nn} K^{(p,s)}_{nn} ], as seen from the first equalities in (2.20) and (2.22), is equal to the 2×2 identity matrix, and hence the second term on the left-hand side of (4.24) does not contain the matrix [K̄^{(p,s)}nn K^{(p,s)}nn ]. However, the matrix [K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ] appearing in (6.8) is not equal to the identity matrix. From (3.33) and (3.35) it follows that [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ] = Λ^{(q,r)}_n E^{(q,r)}_∞ 0 0 D^{(q,r)}_∞ , (6.9)

where we recall that Λ^{(q,r)}n is the invertible matrix appearing in (4.15). Hence, the matrix on the left-hand side of (6.9) is invertible and we have [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ]_{−1} = 1 E^{(q,r)}_∞ 0 0 1 D^{(q,r)}_∞

( Λ^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} . (6.10)

Premultiplying both sides of (6.8) by [K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ]^{−1}, we obtain (6.1), where we have defined [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} M^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] := [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ]_{−1} [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} K^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] . (6.11)

Note that (6.11) implies that M^{(q,r)}nm = 0 and M̄^{(q,r)}nm = 0 when n + m is odd because we have K^{(q,r)}_{nm} = 0 and K̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} = 0 when n + m is odd as stated in Theorem 3.6.

We can uncouple the Marchenko system (6.1) as in (4.31) and (4.32). Hence, without a proof we state the result in the next corollary.

Corollary 6.2. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, the Marchenko system (6.1) is equivalent to the uncoupled system, for m > n, given by [ M^{(q,r)}nm ] 1 + Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{n+m} − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 [ M^{(q,r)}_{nj} ] 1 Ω^{(q,r)}_{j+l} Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{l+m} = 0, [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] 2 + Ω^{(q,r)}_{n+m} − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nj} ] 2 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{j+l} Ω^{(q,r)}_{l+m} = 0,

(6.12)

and with [M̄^{(q,r)}nm ]_1 and [M^{(q,r)}nm ]_2 obtained from the solution to (6.12) as [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] 1 = − ∞∑ l=n+1 [ M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 1 Ω^{(q,r)}_{l+m} , [ M^{(q,r)}nm ] 2 = − ∞∑ l=n+1 [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 2 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{l+m} ,

where we recall that [·]_1 and [·]_2 denote the first and second components of the relevant column vectors, as indicated in (3.42).

In the next theorem we describe the recovery of q_n and r_n from the solution to the Marchenko system (6.1).

Theorem 6.3. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, q_n and r_n are recovered from the solution to the Marchenko system given in (6.1) via

q_n = ∞∑ l=n [ M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 1 ∞∑ k=n [ M^{(q,r)}_{nk} ] 2 ∞∑ l=n [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 1 ∞∑ k=n [ M^{(q,r)}_{nk} ] 2 − ∞∑ l=n [ M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 1 ∞∑ k=n [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nk} ] 2 , (6.13)

r_n = ∞∑ l=n−1 [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{(n−1)l} ] 2 ∞∑ l=n−1 [ M^{(q,r)}_{(n−1)l} ] 2 − ∞∑ l=n [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 2 ∞∑ l=n [ M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] 2 , (6.14)

where [·]_1 and [·]_2 denote the first and second components of the relevant column vectors, as indicated in (3.42).

Proof. Using (3.16), (3.20), and (4.25) we get [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} K^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] = Λ^{(q,r)}_n [ K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} K^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] E^{(q,r)}∞ 0 0 D^{(q,r)}_∞ , (6.15) where Λ^{(q,r)}n is the invertible matrix in (4.15); D^{(q,r)}∞ and E^{(q,r)}∞ are the scalar constants appearing in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively; K^{(q,r)}_{nl} and K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} are the column vectors in (3.32) and (3.34), respectively; K^{(p,s)}_{nl} and K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} are the column vectors in (2.19) and (2.21), respectively. With the help of (6.10), from (6.15) for l ≥ n we get [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nn} K^{(q,r)}_{nn} ]_{−1} [ K̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} K^{(q,r)}_{nl} ]

= E^{(q,r)}_∞ 0 0 D^{(q,r)}_∞ −1 [ K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} K^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] E^{(q,r)}_∞ 0 0 D^{(q,r)}_∞ . (6.16)

We note that the left-hand side of (6.16) is equal to the left-hand side of (6.11). Using the summation with l ≥ n, from (6.16) we obtain ∞∑ l=n [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ]

= E^{(q,r)}∞ 0 0 D^{(q,r)}_∞ −1 ∞∑ l=n [ K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} K^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] E^{(q,r)}∞ 0 0 D^{(q,r)}_∞ . (6.17)

We remark that the summation on the right-hand side in (6.17) is related to [ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n ψ^{(p,s)}_n ] evaluated at z = 1, as seen from (2.19) and (2.21). With the help of (3.38) and (3.41) we express the right-hand side of (6.17) in terms of the matrix on the right-hand side of (3.38), and we get

∞∑ l=n [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nl} M^{(q,r)}_{nl} ] = E^{(q,r)}_{n−1} E^{(q,r)}_∞ 1 + q_n ∞∑ j=n+1 r_j q_n E (q,r) n−1 E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}_n D^{(q,r)}∞ ∞∑ j=n+1 r_j D^{(q,r)}_n D^{(q,r)}∞ . (6.18)

Using the notation of (3.42), from the (2, 1) and (2, 2) entries in (6.18) we obtain (6.14). Then, from the (1, 1) and (1, 2) entries in (6.18) and using (6.14), we obtain (6.13).

7 The alternate Marchenko system

In this section we derive the pair of scalar Marchenko equations given in (7.7) and (7.8), which resembles the uncoupled Marchenko system given in (4.31). We refer to the uncoupled system composed of (7.7) and (7.8) as the alternate Marchenko system. Such a system is the discrete analog of the Marchenko system given in (6.22) and (6.23) of [5] in the continuous case. In this section we also show that the potentials q_n and r_n are recovered as in (7.5) and (7.6) from the solution to the alternate Marchenko system.

We remark that the uncoupled alternate Marchenko equation (7.7) is closely related to the system (1.5) with the potential pair (u, v), and hence we use the superscript (u, v) in the quantities appearing in (7.7). Similarly, the uncoupled alternate Marchenko equation (7.8) involves the quantities closely related to (1.6) with the potential pair (p, s), and hence we use the superscript (p, s) in the quantities appearing in (7.8). Our alternate Marchenko equations (7.7) and (7.8) and our recovery formulas (7.5) and (7.6) are closely related to (4.12c), (4.12d), (4.21a), and (4.21b), respectively, of [13]. We remark that Tsuchida in [13] assumes that the bound states are all simple, and we also mention that, contrary to our own (7.7) and (7.8), Tsuchida’s (4.12c) and (4.12d) in [13] lack the appropriate symmetry for a standard Marchenko system apparent in (4.31) in the discrete case.

Let us make a comparison between the alternate Marchenko system used in this section and the Marchenko system introduced in Section 6. The Marchenko system (6.1) has the same standard form used in other inverse problems arising in applications, but the recovery of the potentials q_n and r_n from the solution to (6.1) is not standard, i.e. the recovery is not of the form given in (4.33) or (4.34). On the other hand, certain terms in the alternate Marchenko system involve some discrete spacial derivatives and hence the alternate Marchenko system slightly differs from the standard Marchenko system (4.24). However, the recovery of the potentials q_n and r_n is similar to recovery described in (4.33) and (4.34), which are used as the standard recovery formulas for other standard Marchenko systems.

Inspired by (3.43) and (3.46) we define the scalar quantities K^{(u,v)}_{nm} and K̄^{(p,s)} nm , respectively, as

K^{(u,v)} nm := ∞∑ l=m [ K^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 ∞∑ l=n [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 , m ≥ n, (7.1)

K̄^{(p,s)} nm := ∞∑ l=m [ K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] 2 ∞∑ l=n [ K^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] 2 , m ≥ n, (7.2)

where we use the notation of (3.42) and recall that K^{(u,v)}_{nl} and K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} satisfy (f) and (g) of Theorem 2.1, and similarly, K^{(p,s)}_{nl} and K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} satisfy (a) and (b) of Corollary 2.2. We remark that the m-dependence of K^{(u,v)}_{nm} and K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} occurs only in the numerators in (7.1) and (7.2). When m = n, with the help of (3.40),

(3.41), (7.1), and (7.2) we obtain

K^{(u,v)} nn = ∞∑ l=n [ K^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 ∞∑ l=n [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 = [ ψ^{(u,v)}n (1) ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 , (7.3)

K̄^{(p,s)} nn = ∞∑ l=n [ K̄^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] 2 ∞∑ l=n [ K^{(p,s)}_{nl} ] 2 = [ ψ̄^{(p,s)}_n (1) ] 2 [ ψ^{(p,s)}n (1) ] 2 . (7.4)

Comparing (3.43), (3.46), (7.3), and (7.4) we observe that the potentials q_n and r_n are recovered from K^{(u,v)}nm and K̄^{(p,s)}nm , respectively, as

q_n = D^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ ( K^{(u,v)} nn − K^{(u,v)}_{(n+1)(n+1)} ) , (7.5)

r_n = E^{(q,r)}∞ D^{(q,r)}_∞ ( K̄^{(p,s)} (n−1)(n−1) − K̄^{(p,s)} nn ) , (7.6)

where we recall that D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are the constants appearing in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively.

In the next theorem we show that the scalar quantities K^{(u,v)}_{nm} and K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} given in (7.1) and (7.2) satisfy the respective alternate Marchenko equations, for m > n, given by K^{(u,v)} nm + Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{n+m} + ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 ( K^{(u,v)} n(j+1) − K (u,v) nj ) G^{(u,v)}_{j+l} ( Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m} − Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m−1} ) = 0,

(7.7)

K̄^{(p,s)} nm + G^{(p,s)}_{n+m} + ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 ( K̄^{(p,s)} n(j+1) − K̄^{(p,s)} nj ) Ḡ^{(p,s)}_{j+l} ( G^{(p,s)}_{l+m} − G^{(p,s)}_{l+m−1} ) = 0,

(7.8)

where we have defined

G^{(u,v)}_n := ∞∑ j=n Ω^{(u,v)}_j , Ḡ^{(u,v)}_n := ∞∑ j=n Ω̄^{(u,v)}_j , (7.9)

G^{(p,s)}_n := ∞∑ j=n Ω^{(p,s)}_j , Ḡ^{(p,s)}_n := ∞∑ j=n Ω̄^{(p,s)}_j , (7.10)

with the scalar functions Ω^{(u,v)}_j , Ω̄^{(u,v)}_j , Ω^{(p,s)}_j , Ω̄^{(p,s)}_j defined as in (4.26) for the potentials pairs (u, v) and (p, s), respectively.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Let K^{(u,v)}_{nm} and K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} be the scalar quantities defined as in (7.1) and (7.2), respectively, and let G^{(u,v)}_n , Ḡ^{(u,v)}_n , G^{(p,s)}_n , Ḡ^{(p,s)}_n be the quantities defined in (7.9) and (7.10). Then, K^{(u,v)}_{nm}

and K̄^{(p,s)}nm satisfy the alternate Marchenko system given in (7.7) and (7.8), respectively.

Proof. In the notation of (3.42), the (1, 2) entry in the matrix Marchenko system (4.24) for the potential pair (u, v) is given by [ K^{(u,v)}_{nk} ] 1 + Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} + ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+k} = 0, k > n. (7.11)

Adding and subtracting Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} to Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+k} in (7.11), we obtain [ K^{(u,v)}_{nk} ] 1 +Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} + ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k}

+ ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 ( Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+k} − Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} ) = 0.

(7.12)

Using [K̄^{(u,v)}nn ]_1 = 1, as seen from the first equality in (2.15), we combine the second and third terms on the left-hand side of (7.12) to obtain [ K^{(u,v)}_{nk} ] 1 +Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} ∞∑ l=n [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 + ∞∑ l=n+1 [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 ( Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+k} − Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} ) = 0.

(7.13)

From (3.40) we see that the summation in the second term on the left-hand side of (7.13) is equal to [ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1)]_1, and hence by dividing (7.13) by that term we get [ K^{(u,v)}_{nk} ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 + Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} + ∞∑ l=n+1

[ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nl} ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 ( Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+k} − Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} ) = 0. (7.14)

Using the (1, 1) entry in the Marchenko system (4.24) for the potential pair (u, v), we write (7.14) as [ K^{(u,v)}_{nk} ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 + Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k}

− ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1

[ K^{(u,v)}_{nj} ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 Ω^{(u,v)}_{j+l} ( Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{l+k} − Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+k} ) = 0.

(7.15)

Taking the summation for k ≥ m in (7.15) and using (7.9) we get ∞∑ k=m

[ K^{(u,v)}_{nk} ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 + Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{n+m}

− ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1

[ K^{(u,v)}_{nj} ] 1 [ ψ̄^{(u,v)}_n (1) ] 1 Ω^{(u,v)}_{j+l} ( Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m} − Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{n+m} ) = 0.

(7.16)

Further, using (3.40), (7.1), and (7.9) in (7.16), for m > n we obtain K^{(u,v)} nm + Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{n+m} − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 ( K^{(u,v)} nj − K^{(u,v)}_{n(j+1)} ) ( G^{(u,v)}_{l+j} − G^{(u,v)}_{l+j+1} ) ( Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m} − Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{n+m} ) = 0.

(7.17)

It is lengthy but straightforward to show that ∞∑ l=n+1 ( G^{(u,v)}_{l+j} − G^{(u,v)}_{l+j+1} ) ( Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m} − Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{n+m} )

= ∞∑ l=n+1 G^{(u,v)}_{j+l} ( Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m} − Ḡ^{(u,v)}_{l+m−1} ) . (7.18)

Finally, using (7.18) in (7.17) we obtain (7.7). The derivation of (7.8) is similarly obtained with the help of the (2, 1) and (2, 2) entries of (4.24) for the potential pair (p, s). 8 The solution to the inverse problem

In this section we describe various methods to recover the potentials q_n and r_n when the scattering data set for (1.1) is available. We recall that the scattering data set consists of the scattering coefficients and the bound-state information. Because of Theorem 2.6, the four scattering coefficients T^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(q,r)}, R^{(q,r)}, R̄(q,r) contain all the information about the scattering coefficients for (1.1). Similarly, because of Theorem 4.1, (4.18)–(4.23), and (4.41), the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}) contain all the information related to the bound states of (1.1). We let D^{(q,r)} := {T^{(q,r)}, T̄^{(q,r)}, R^{(q,r)}, R̄^{(q,r)}, (A, B, C^{(q,r)}), (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)})}, (8.1) and refer to D^{(q,r)} as the scattering data set for (1.1). Let us mention that the relevant constants D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are obtained from T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} via (2.59), and hence D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ are known if D^{(q,r)} is known.

Using the theory developed in Sections 2–7, we are able to solve the inverse problem for (1.1) in various ways, and we outline below some of those methods.

(a) The standard Marchenko method. In this method, using the scattering data set D^{(q,r)} described in (8.1), we construct the scalar quantities Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k defined in (6.2) and use them as input to the Marchenko system (6.1). It can be proved in the standard way that (6.1) is uniquely solvable via iteration. From the solution [M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} M^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] to (6.1) we recover q_n and r_n via (6.13) and (6.14), respectively.

(b) The alternate Marchenko method. In this method, using the scattering data set D^{(q,r)}, we first obtain the constants D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ via (2.59) and also obtain Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k defined in (6.2). Then, we construct the scalar quantities Ω^{(p,s)}_k and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k via (6.6). Moreover, using (4.59), (4.60), and (6.6) we construct Ω^{(u,v)}_k and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k as

Ω^{(u,v)}_k = D^{(q,r)}∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ ( Ω^{(q,r)}_k − Ω^{(q,r)}_{k−2} ) , Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k = E^{(q,r)}∞ D^{(q,r)}_∞ ∞∑ l=0 Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{k+2l}. (8.2)

Next, we use (7.9) to obtain G^{(u,v)}_k and Ḡ^{(u,v)}_k and use (7.10) to get G^{(p,s)}_k and Ḡ^{(p,s)}_k . Using G^{(u,v)}_k and Ḡ^{(u,v)}_k as input to the uncoupled alternate Marchenko equation (7.7), we obtain K^{(u,v)}_{nm} . Similarly, using G^{(p,s)}_k and Ḡ^{(p,s)}_k as input to the uncoupled alternate Marchenko equation (7.8), we obtain K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} . Finally, we recover the potentials q_n and r_n via (7.5) and (7.6), respectively.

(c) Inversion with the help of the Marchenko system for (1.5). In this method, from the scattering data set D^{(q,r)} we first obtain the constants D^{(q,r)}∞ and E^{(q,r)}∞ via (2.59) and also obtain Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k defined in (6.2). Then, we get Ω^{(u,v)}_k and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k via (8.2). Using Ω^{(u,v)}_k and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k as input to the Marchenko system (4.24), we obtain K^{(u,v)}nm and K̄^{(u,v)}nm . Next, using (3.40) we recover the 2 × 2 matrix [ψ̄^{(u,v)}n (1) ψ^{(u,v)}n (1)] from K^{(u,v)}nm and K̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} . Finally, we use (3.43) and (3.44) to recover the potentials q_n and r_n, respectively.

(d) Inversion with the help of the Marchenko system for (1.6). In this method, using (2.59) we first obtain the constants D^{(q,r)}∞ and E^{(q,r)}∞ and also obtain Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k defined in (6.2) from the scattering data set D^{(q,r)}. Then, we get Ω^{(p,s)}_k and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k via (6.6). Next, using Ω^{(p,s)}_k and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k as input to the Marchenko system (4.24), we obtain [K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} K^{(p,s)}_{nm} ]. Then, via (3.41) we get [ψ̄^{(p,s)}n (1) ψ^{(p,s)}n (1)]. Finally, we use (3.45) and (3.46) to recover the potentials q_n and r_n, respectively.

(e) Inversion by first recovering the potentials u_n and s_n. In this method, from the scattering data set D^{(q,r)} we first obtain the constants D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ via (2.59) and also obtain Ω^{(q,r)}_k and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_k defined in

(6.2). Then, we construct Ω^{(u,v)}_k and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k via (8.2) and also construct Ω^{(p,s)}_k and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k via (6.6). Next, using Ω^{(u,v)}_k and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_k as input in the uncoupled Marchenko equation given in the first line of (4.31) related to (u, v), we obtain [K^{(u,v)}_{nm} ]_1, from which we recover u_n as in the first equality in (4.33). Similarly, using Ω^{(p,s)}_k and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_k as input in the uncoupled Marchenko equation given in the second line of (4.31) related to (p, s), we obtain [K̄^{(p,s)}_{nm} ]_2, from which we recover s_n as in the second equality in (4.34). Finally, we use (3.11) and (3.12) with input (u_n, s_n) and recover the potentials q_n and r_n.

9 The time evolution of the scattering data

In this section we consider an application of our results in integrable semidiscrete systems, and we provide the solution to the nonlinear system (1.4) via the method of the inverse scattering transform. This is done by describing the time evolution of the scattering data for (1.1) and determining the corresponding time-evolved potentials q_n and r_n. Hence, each of the methods to solve the inverse problem for (1.1) presented in Section 8 can be used to solve (1.4) if we replace the scattering data set D^{(q,r)} appearing in (8.1) with its time-evolved version. In this section, we also present certain solution formulas for (1.4) expressed explicitly in terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) for the linear system (1.1). Such solution formulas correspond to the reflectionless scattering data for (1.1), in which case the corresponding Marchenko integral system for (1.1) has separable kernels and hence is solved in closed form by using standard linear algebraic methods.

Let us mention [13] that the system (1.4) is the semi-discrete analog of the nonlinear system iq_t + q_{xx} − i(q r q)_x = 0, ir_t − r_{xx} − i(r q r)_x = 0, (9.1)

where q(x, t) and r(x, t) are the continuous analogs of q_n and r_n when the latter quantities depend on both n and t. The nonlinear system (9.1) is known as the derivative NLS system or the Kaup-Newell system.

It is already known [1, 13] that (1.4) can be derived by imposing the compatibility condition Ẋ_n + X_n T_{n+1} − T_n X_n = 0, (9.2)

where (X_n, T_n) is the AKNS pair with X_n being the 2×2 coefficient matrix appearing in (1.1) and T_n is the 2×2 matrix given by

T_n =

−i(z^2 − 1)[1 + (z^2 + 1) q_{n−1} r_n] z^2(1 + q_{n−1} r_n) i(z^2 − 1)q_{n−1} 1 + q_{n−1} r_n − i(z^2 − 1)q_n z^2(1 − q_n r_n) −ir_{n−1} 1 − q_{n−1} r_{n−1} + i z^2 r_n 1 + q_{n−1} r_n i(z^2 − 1) 1 + q_{n−1} r_n , which plays the key role in the time evolution of the potential pair (q_n, r_n). We recall that an overdot denotes the derivative with respect to t. Let us remark that the AKNS pair for a given nonlinear system is not unique. One can use the transformation Ψ_n → Ψ̃_n := G_nΨ_n,

X_n → X̃_n := G_n X_n G^{−1}_{n+1},

T_n → T̃_n := Ġ_n G^{−1}_n + G_nT_n G^{−1}_n ,

for any appropriate invertible matrix G_n, and the corresponding compatibility condition ˙X̃_n + X̃_n T̃_{n+1} − T̃_n X̃_n = 0,

yields the same integrable nonlinear system that (9.2) yields. Since the choice of X_n is not unique, instead of analyzing the linear system Ψ_n = X_n Ψ_{n+1}, one can alternatively analyze the system Ψ̃_n = X̃_n Ψ̃_{n+1}.

The linear system (1.5) is associated with the integrable nonlinear system

iu̇_n + u_{n−1} − 2u_n + u_{n+1} − u_{n−1} u_n v_n − u_n u_{n+1} v_n = 0,

iv̇_n − v_{n−1} + 2v_n − v_{n+1} + u_n v_{n−1} v_n + u_n v_n v_{n+1} = 0.

(9.3)

The AKNS pair (X_n, T_n) for (9.3) consists of the matrix X_n appearing as the coefficient matrix in (1.5) and the matrix T_n given by

T_n = i(z^2 − 1) − i u_{n−1} v_n i z^2 u_{n−1} − i u_n − i z^2 v_{n−1} + i v_n i ( 1 − 1 z^2 ) + iu_n v_{n−1} .

Similarly, the linear system (1.6) is associated with the integrable system (9.3) with (u_n, v_n) replaced by (p_n, s_n) there.

In the following theorem we summarize the time evolution of the scattering data for (1.5). A proof is omitted because the time evolution of the scattering coefficients is described in [13] and the time evolution of the norming constants for simple bound states described in [13] is readily generalized to the case of non-simple bound states and hence to the time evolution of the matrix triplets. Theorem 9.1. Assume that the potentials u_n and v_n appearing in (1.5) and (9.3) are rapidly decaying and 1 − u_nv_n ≠ 0 for n ∈ Z. Then, the corresponding reflection coefficients evolve in time as R^{(u,v)} → R^{(u,v)} e^{−it(z−z−1)2} , R̄^{(u,v)} → R̄^{(u,v)} e^{it(z−z−1)2} , L^{(u,v)} → L^{(u,v)} e^{it(z−z−1)2} , L̄^{(u,v)} → L̄^{(u,v)} e^{−it(z−z−1 )2} , and the transmission coefficients T^{(u,v)}_l , T^{(u,v)}r , T̄^{(u,v)}_l , T̄^{(u,v)}r do not change in time. Furthermore, in the corresponding matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(u,v)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(u,v)}) describing the bound-state data for (1.5), the row vectors C^{(u,v)} and C̄^{(u,v)} evolve in time as C^{(u,v)} → C^{(u,v)} e^{−it(A−A−1)2} , C̄^{(u,v)} → C̄^{(u,v)} e^{it[Ā−(Ā)−1]2} , (9.4) and the matrices A, Ā, B, B̄ do not change in time. Moreover, the constant D^{(u,v)}_∞ appearing in (2.10) does not change in time, either.

We remark that Theorem 9.1 holds in the same way for the system (1.6) with the potential pair (p, s). Next, we present the time evolution of the scattering data for (1.1).

Theorem 9.2. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) and (1.4) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Then, the corresponding reflection coefficients evolve in time as R^{(q,r)} → R^{(q,r)} e^{−it(z−z−1 )2} , R̄^{(q,r)} → R̄^{(q,r)} e^{it(z−z−1 )2} , L^{(q,r)} → L^{(q,r)} e^{it(z−z−1 )2} , L̄^{(q,r)} → L̄^{(q,r)} e^{−it(z−z−1)2} , (9.5)

and the corresponding transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} do not change in time. Furthermore, in the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}) describing the bound-state data for (1.1), the row vectors C^{(q,r)} and C̄^{(q,r)} evolve in time according to C^{(q,r)} → C^{(q,r)} e^{−it(A−A−1)2} , C̄^{(q,r)} → C̄^{(q,r)} e^{it[Ā−(Ā)−1 ]2} . (9.6) Moreover, neither of constants D^{(q,r)}_∞ and E^{(q,r)}_∞ appearing in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively, changes in time.

Proof. Let us first prove that D^{(q,r)}_∞ does not change in time, i.e. we have Ḋ^{(u,v)}_∞ = 0, where we recall that we use an overdot to denote the time derivative. From the second equality in (2.50) and the fact that D^{(q,r)}∞ ≠ 0, we see that Ḋ^{(q,r)}_∞ = 0 if and only if Ḋ^{(q,r)}_∞ /D^{(q,r)}_∞ = 0, which is equivalent to having ∞∑ n=−∞ q̇_n r_n + q_n ṙ_n 1 − q_n r_n = 0. (9.7)

In order to prove that (9.7) holds, we multiply the first line of (1.4) with r_n and the second line of (1.4) with q_n and then we add the resulting equations. Using the summation over n, after some straightforward simplifications, we get ∞∑ n=−∞ q̇_n r_n + q_n ṙ_n 1 − q_n r_n = ∞∑ n=−∞ (Δ_{n+1} − Δ_n) , (9.8) where we have let

Δ_n := i [ 1 1 + q_{n−1} r_n

− 1 + q_n r_{n−1} (1 − q_{n−1} r_{n−1})(1 − q_n r_n) ] . (9.9)

Since the potentials q_n and r_n are rapidly decaying as n → ±∞ and satisfy (1.2), from (9.9) we see that Δ_n is well defined and rapidly decaying as n → ±∞. Hence, the telescoping series on the right-hand side of (9.8) converges to 0, which completes the proof that Ḋ^{(q,r)}∞ = 0. The proof of Ė^{(q,r)}∞ = 0 is obtained in a similar manner by establishing that Ė^{(q,r)}∞ /E^{(q,r)}∞ = 0, which is equivalent to having_∞ ∑ n=−∞ q̇_n r_{n+1} + q_n ṙ_{n+1} 1 + q_n r_{n+1}

= 0. (9.10)

In order to prove (9.10), we replace n by n + 1 in the second line of (1.4) and multiply the resulting equation by q_n, and then we add to that equation the first line of (1.4) multiplied by r_{n+1}. Then, a summation over n, after some straightforward simplifications, yields ∞∑ n=−∞ q̇_n r_{n+1} + q_n ṙ_{n+1} 1 + q_n r_{n+1} = ∞∑ n=−∞ (Θ_{n+1} − Θ_n) , (9.11)

where we have let

Θ_n := i [ 1 1 − q_n r_n − 1 − q_{n−1} r_{n+1} (1 + q_{n−1} r_n)(1 + q_n r_{n+1}) ] . From the properties of q_n and r_n, it follows that Θ_n is well defined and rapidly decaying as n → ±∞. Thus, the telescoping series in (9.11) is convergent to 0, which establishes the proof that Ė^{(q,r)}∞ = 0. When the potential pairs (q, r), (u, v), (p, s) are related to each other as in (3.1)–(3.4), we have the matrices A, Ā, B, B̄ appearing in (4.26) are common and the scattering coefficients for (1.1), (1.5), (1.6) are related as described in Theorem 3.4. Thus, with the help of Theorem 3.4, Theorem 9.1, and the fact that Ḋ^{(q,r)}_∞ = 0 and Ė^{(q,r)}_∞ = 0, we conclude that the transmission coefficients T^{(q,r)} and T̄^{(q,r)} do not change in time and the reflection coefficients evolve as in (9.5). Furthermore, from (4.46), (9.4), and the fact that Ḋ^{(q,r)}_∞ = 0 and Ė^{(q,r)}_∞ = 0, we obtain (9.6).

Next we consider explicit solutions to the integrable systems (1.4) and (9.3) by using the method of [4, 6]. Such explicit solutions correspond to the zero reflection coefficients and the time-evolved scattering data sets. From Theorem 9.1 and Theorem 9.2 we see that the matrix triplets corresponding to (1.4) and (9.3) have similar time evolutions described as (A, B, C) → (A, B, C E), (Ā, B̄, C̄) → (Ā, B̄, C̄ Ē), (9.12) where we have defined E := e^{−it(A−A−1)2} , Ē := e^{it[Ā−(Ā)−1]2} . (9.13)

Let us remark that (4.24) and (4.26) for the potential pair (u, v) and (6.1) and (6.2) for the potential pair (q, r) are similar, and hence the solution to (6.1) is obtained in a similar way the solution to (4.24) is obtained.

Our goal now is to present the corresponding explicit solutions to (4.24) and (6.1) when their Marchenko kernels are given by Ω_{n+m} = CEA^{n+m−1}B, Ω̄_{n+m} = C̄Ē(Ā)^{−n−m−1}B̄. (9.14) Note that we impose no restriction on the values of N, N̄, z_j , z̄_j , m_j , m̄_j in the matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) appearing in (4.18) and (4.21), respectively. Hence, this method yields an enormous number of explicit solutions to each of (4.24) and (6.1). From (9.14) we see that the Marchenko kernels Ω_{n+m} and Ω̄_{n+m} are separable in n and m, i.e. we can write them as the matrix products given by

Ω_{n+m} = [C A^n] [ E A^{m−1} B ] , Ω̄_{n+m} = [¯ C (Ā)^{−n} ] [¯ E(Ā)^{−m−1} B̄ ] , (9.15)

where we have used the fact that the matrices A and E commute and that the matrices Ā and Ē commute.

Before we present our explicit solutions to (4.24) and (6.1), we introduce some auxiliary quantities. In terms of the positive integers m_j , N, m̄_j , N̄ appearing in (4.18)–(4.23), we introduce the positive integers N and N̄ as

N := N∑ j=1 m_j , N̄ := N̄∑ j=1 m̄_j . (9.16)

From the results in Section 4 it follows that 2(N + N̄ ) corresponds to the total number of bound states including the multiplicities for (1.1) and (1.5). In terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) let us introduce the N ×N̄ matrix Υ and the N̄ × N matrix Ῡ as

Υ := ∞∑ k=0 A^k B C̄ (Ā)^{−k}, Ῡ := ∞∑ k=0 (Ā)^{−k} B̄ C A^k. (9.17)

In terms of the two matrix triplets let us also define the N × N matrix U_n and the N̄ × N̄ matrix Ū_n as

U_n := I − Ē (Ā)^{−n−2} Ῡ E A^{2n+1} Υ (Ā)^{−n−1}, (9.18) Ū_n := I − EA^nΥĒ(Ā)^{−2n−3} Ῡ A^{n+1}, (9.19)

where we recall that the N ×N matrix E and the N̄ ×N̄ matrix Ē are defined in (9.13).

In the next proposition we elaborate on the matrices Υ and Ῡ.

Proposition 9.3. Let (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄) be the matrix triplets appearing in (4.18)–(4.23) with |z_j | < 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N and |z̄_j | > 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄. Then, the matrices Υ and Ῡ defined in (9.17) are the unique solutions to the respective linear systems

Υ − AΥ(Ā)^{−1} = B C̄, Ῡ − (Ā)^{−1} ῩA = B̄ C. (9.20)

Proof. By premultiplying the first equality in (9.17) by A and postmultiplying it by (Ā)^{−1} and subtracting the resulting matrix equality from the original equality, we obtain the first linear system in (9.20). The second equality in (9.20) is similarly obtained from the second equality in (9.17). The existence and uniqueness of the solutions to the two matrix systems in (9.20) can be analyzed as in Theorem 18.2 of [9]. Given the matrix triplets (A, B, C) and (Ā, B̄, C̄), we have the unique solutions Υ and Ῡ to (9.20) if and only if the product of an eigenvalue of A and an eigenvalue of (Ā)^{−1} is never equal to 1. The satisfaction of the latter condition directly follows from the fact that |z_j | < 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N and |z̄_j | > 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N̄. Thus, the solutions Υ and Ῡ to (9.20) are unique and given by (9.17).

Next, we present the explicit solution formula for the Marchenko system (4.24) corresponding to the Marchenko kernels given in (9.15) for the potential pair (u, v). Theorem 9.4. Using the time-evolved reflectionless Marchenko kernels Ω^{(u,v)}_{n+m} and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+m} that have the form as in (9.15) for the potential pair (u, v), the corresponding Marchenko system (4.24), in the notation of (3.42), has the solution given by [ K^{(u,v)}nm ] 1 = −C̄^{(u,v)} (Ā)^{−n} (U^{(u,v)}_n )^{−1} Ē (Ā)^{−m−1} B̄, (9.21) [ K^{(u,v)}_{nm} ] 2 = C^{(u,v)} A^n (Ū^{(u,v)}_n )^{−1} E A^n Υ^{(u,v)} Ē (Ā)^{−m−n−2} B̄, (9.22) [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} ] 1 = C̄^{(u,v)} (Ā)^{−n} (U^{(u,v)}_n )^{−1} Ē (Ā)^{−n−2} Ῡ^{(u,v)} E (A)^{n+m} B, (9.23) [ K̄^{(u,v)}_{nm} ] 2 = −C^{(u,v)} A^n (Ū^{(u,v)}_n )^{−1} E A^{m−1} B, (9.24)

where Υ^{(u,v)} and Ῡ^{(u,v)} are the matrices appearing in (9.17) for the potential pair (u, v) and the matrices U^{(u,v)}_n and Ū^{(u,v)}_n are defined as in (9.18) and (9.19) for the potential pair (u, v).

Proof. For simplicity, we suppress the superscript (u, v) in the proof. We already know that the Marchenko system (4.24) is equivalent to the combination of the uncoupled system (4.31) and the system (4.32). To obtain (9.21) we proceed as follows. Using (9.15) as input to the first line of (4.31) we get [ K_{nm} ] 1 + C̄ (Ā)^{−n} Ē (Ā)^{−m−1} B̄ − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 [ K_{nj} ] 1 C E A^{j+l−1} B C̄ (Ā)^{−l} Ē (Ā)^{−m−1} B̄ = 0, (9.25)

where we have used the fact that E and A commute and Ē and Ā commute. From (9.25) we see that [K_{nm}]_1 has the form [ K_{nm} ] 1 = H_n Ē(Ā)^{−m−1}B̄, (9.26) where H_n satisfies

H_n I − ∞∑ l=n+1 ∞∑ j=n+1 Ē (Ā)^{−j−1} B̄ CE A^{j+l−1} B C̄ (Ā)^{−l} = −C̄ (Ā)^{−n}. (9.27) Using (9.17) on the left-hand side of (9.27), we write (9.27) as

H_n U_n = −C̄ (Ā)^{−n}, (9.28)

where U_n is the matrix defined in (9.18). From (9.28) we get

H_n = −C̄ (Ā)^{−n} (U_n)^{−1}, (9.29)

and using (9.29) in (9.26) we obtain (9.21). The solution formula for [¯ K_{nm} ] 2 appearing in (9.24) is obtained in a similar manner by using the second line of (4.31). Then, using (9.15) and (9.24) in the second line of (4.32) we obtain the formula for [K_{nm}]_2 given in (9.22). Similarly, by using (9.15) and (9.21) in the first line of (4.32), we obtain the formula for [K̄_{nm}]_1 given in (9.23).

We remark that the result of Theorem 9.4 remains valid for the Marchenko system (6.1) because of the resemblance between (4.24) and (6.1) and the fact that (9.12) and (9.13) have the same appearance for the potential pairs (u, v) and (q, r). So, without a proof we state the result in the next corollary.

Corollary 9.5. Using the time-evolved reflectionless Marchenko kernels Ω^{(q,r)}_{n+m} and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{n+m} that have the form as in (9.15) for the potential pair (q, r), the corresponding Marchenko system (6.1), in the notation of (3.42), has the solution given by [ M^{(q,r)}nm ] 1 = −C̄^{(q,r)} (Ā)^{−n} (U^{(q,r)}_n )^{−1} Ē (Ā)^{−m−1} B̄, (9.30) [ M^{(q,r)}nm ] 2 = C^{(q,r)} A^n (Ū^{(q,r)}_n )^{−1} E A^n Υ^{(q,r)} Ē (Ā)^{−n−m−2} B̄, (9.31) [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] 1 = C̄^{(q,r)} (Ā)^{−n} (U^{(q,r)}_n )^{−1} Ē (Ā)^{−n−2} Ῡ^{(q,r)} E (A)^{n+m} B, (9.32) [ M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} ] 2 = −C^{(q,r)} A^n (Ū^{(q,r)}_n )^{−1} E A^{m−1} B, (9.33)

where Υ^{(q,r)} and Ῡ^{(q,r)} are the matrices appearing in (9.17) for the potential pair (q, r) and the matrices U^{(q,r)}n and Ū^{(q,r)}n are defined as (9.18) and (9.19) for the potential pair (q, r).

In the next proposition, when (3.1)–(3.4) hold, we show how some relevant quantities for the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to the corresponding quantities for the potential pair (q, r). These results will enable us to obtain explicit solutions to the nonlinear system (1.4) by using the input data directly related to the potential pair (q, r).

Proposition 9.6. Assume that the potentials q_n and r_n appearing in (1.1) are rapidly decaying and satisfy (1.2). Assume further that the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to the potential pair (q, r) as in (3.1)–(3.4). Then, we have the following:

(a) The matrices Υ and Ῡ appearing in (9.17) corresponding to the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to those with the potential pair (q, r) as

Υ^{(u,v)} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}∞ Υ^{(q,r)} [ I − (Ā)^{−2} ]_{−1} , Ῡ(u,v) = D^{(q,r)∞} E^{(q,r)}∞ Ῡ^{(q,r)} (I − A^{−2}) , (9.34)

Υ^{(p,s)} = E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}_∞ Υ^{(q,r)}, Ῡ^{(p,s)} = D^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ Ῡ^{(q,r)}, (9.35)

where D^{(q,r)}∞ and E^{(q,r)}∞ are the constants appearing in (2.50) and (2.51), respectively.

(b) The matrices U_n and Ū_n appearing in (9.18) and (9.19), respectively, corresponding to the potential pairs (u, v) and (p, s) are related to the quantities relevant to the potential pair (q, r) as U^{(u,v)}_n = I + Ē (Ā)^{−n−2} Ῡ^{(q,r)} E A^{2n−1} ( I − A^2 ) Υ^{(q,r)} (Ā)^{−n−1} [ I − (Ā)^{−2} ]_{−1} , (9.36)

Ū^{(u,v)}_n = I

+ E A^n Υ^{(q,r)} Ē (Ā)^{−2n−3} [ I − (Ā)^{−2} ]_{−1}¯ Υ^{(q,r)} A^{n−1} ( I − A^2 ) , (9.37)

U^{(p,s)}_n = U^{(q,r)}_n , Ū^{(p,s)}_n = Ū^{(q,r)}_n , (9.38)

where Υ^{(q,r)} and Ῡ^{(q,r)} are the matrices appearing in (9.17) for the potential pair (q, r).

Proof. Using (4.46) in (9.17) we get (9.34). Similarly, using (4.45) in (9.17) we have (9.35). Next, using (9.34) in (9.18) we obtain (9.36). Then, using (9.34) in (9.19) we get (9.37). Finally, using (9.35) in (9.18) and (9.19) we obtain (9.38).

In the next theorem we present the explicit solution formulas for the alternate Marchenko equations (7.7) and (7.8) corresponding to the time-evolved reflectionless scattering data expressed in terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(u,v)}), (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(u,v)}), (A, B, C^{(p,s)}), and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(p,s)}).

Theorem 9.7. Using as input the time-evolved reflectionless Marchenko kernels Ω^{(u,v)}_{n+m} and Ω̄^{(u,v)}_{n+m} that have the form as in (9.15) for the potential pair (u, v), the corresponding alternate Marchenko equation (7.7) has the explicit solution given by K^{(u,v)} nm = −C̄^{(u,v)} (Ā)^{−n−1} [ I − (Ā)^{−1} ]_{−1} (V^{(u,v)}_n )^{−1} Ē (Ā)^{−m} B̄, (9.39) where the N̄ × N̄ matrix V^{(u,v)}_n is defined as V^{(u,v)} n := I + Ē (Ā)^{−n−1} [ I − (Ā)^{−1} ]¯ Υ^{(u,v)} E A^{2n+1} (I − A)^{−1}Υ^{(u,v)} (Ā)^{−n−1}, with N̄ being the positive integer defined in (9.16) and with Υ^{(u,v)} and Ῡ^{(u,v)} being the matrices appearing in (9.17) for the potential pair (u, v). Similarly, using as input the time-evolved reflectionless Marchenko kernels Ω^{(p,s)}_{n+m} and Ω̄^{(p,s)}_{n+m} that have the form as in (9.15) for the potential pair (p, s), the corresponding alternate Marchenko equation (7.8) has the explicit solution given by K̄^{(p,s)} nm = −C^{(p,s)} A^{n−1}(I − A)^{−1} (V̄^{(p,s)}_n )^{−1} E A^m B, (9.40) where V̄^{(p,s)}_n is the N × N matrix defined as

V̄^{(p,s)}_n := I + E A^{n+1} (I − A)Υ^{(p,s)} Ē (Ā)^{−2n−3} [I − (Ā)^{−1}]^{−1} Ῡ^{(p,s)} A^{n−1},

with N being the positive integer defined in (9.16) and with Υ^{(p,s)} and Ῡ^{(p,s)} being the matrices appearing in (9.17) for the potential pair (p, s). Proof. Using (9.14) with the potential pair (u, v), from (7.9) we obtain G^{(u,v)}_n = ∞∑ k=n C^{(u,v)}EA^{k−1}B, which is equivalent to G^{(u,v)}_n = C^{(u,v)} EA^{n−1} (I − A)^{−1} B. (9.41) Let us remark that (I − A)^{−1} is well defined because |z_j | < 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N, as seen from (4.19) and Theorem 4.1. In the same way, from (7.10) and (9.14) we get Ḡ^{(u,v)}_n =^∞ ∑ k=n C̄^{(u,v)} Ē (Ā)^{−k−1} B̄, or equivalently Ḡ^{(u,v)}_n = C̄^{(u,v)}Ē(Ā)^{−n−1} [I − (Ā)^{−1}]^{−1} B̄. (9.42) Using (9.41) and (9.42) in (7.7) and by proceeding in a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 9.4, we obtain (9.39). The explicit solution given in (9.40) is obtained similarly by using in (7.8) the analogs of (9.41) and (9.42) for the potential pair (p, s).

Let us remark that, using (9.21) and (9.24) in (4.33), respectively, we obtain an explicit solution formula for the nonlinear system (9.3), where u_n and v_n are expressed explicitly in terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(u,v)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(u,v)}) as u_n = −C̄^{(u,v)}(Ā)^{−n} ( U^{(u,v)}_n )_{−1} Ē (Ā)−n−3B̄, v_n = −C^{(u,v)} A^n ( Ū^{(u,v)}_n )_{−1} E A^{n+1} B, (9.43)

where E and Ē are the matrices defined in (9.13), and U^{(u,v)}n and Ū^{(u,v)}n are the matrices appearing in (9.18) and (9.19), respectively, for the potential pair (u, v). Let us finally discuss explicit solutions to the nonlinear system (1.4). We can express any time-evolved reflectionless scattering data for the potential pair (q, r) in terms of the Marchenko kernels Ω^{(q,r)}_{n+m} and Ω̄^{(q,r)}_{n+m} appearing in (9.14). Hence, as seen from (9.13) and (9.14), we can explicitly determine the corresponding solution to (1.4), where q_n and r_n are explicitly expressed in terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}). In fact, using these two matrix triplets as input in any of the inversion methods outlined in Section 8, we are able to obtain explicit solution formulas for (1.4).

For example, using these two matrix triplets on the right-hand sides of (9.30)–(9.33), we first obtain the four scalar quantities [M^{(q,r)}_{nm} ]_1, [M^{(q,r)}_{nm} ]_2, [M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} ]_1, [M̄^{(q,r)}_{nm} ]_2, and use them in (6.13) and (6.14) to obtain the solution (q_n, r_n) to (1.4) explicitly displayed in terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}). We can obtain another explicit solution formula for (1.4) by expressing the right-hand sides of (7.5) and (7.6) in terms of the matrix triplets (A, B, C^{(q,r)}) and (Ā, B̄, C̄^{(q,r)}). That formula is given by

q_n = τ_n − τ_{n+1}, r_n = τ̄_{n−1} − τ̄_n,

where we have defined

τ_n := D^{(q,r)}_∞ E^{(q,r)}_∞ K^{(u,v)} nn , τ̄_n := E^{(q,r)}_∞ D^{(q,r)}_∞ K̄^{(p,s)} nn , (9.44)

and the right-hand sides in (9.44) are expressed in terms of the quantities relevant to the potential pair (q, r) with the help of (4.45), (4.46), (9.34), (9.35), (9.39), (9.40). We get τ_n = −C̄^{(q,r)} [ I − (Ā)^{−2} ]_{−1} [ I − (Ā)^{−1} ]_{−1} (Ā)^{−n−1} ( V^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} Ē (Ā)−n B̄, τ̄_n = −C^{(q,r)} A^{n−1}(I − A)^{−1} ( V̄^{(q,r)}_n )_{−1} E A^n B, where we have defined

V^{(q,r)}_n := I + Ē (Ā)^{−n−1} [ I − (Ā)^{−1} ]¯ Υ^{(q,r)} (I − A^{−2}) E A^{2n+1} × (I − A)^{−1} Υ^{(q,r)} [ I − (Ā^{−2}) ]_{−1} (Ā)^{−n−1}, V̄^{(q,r)}_n := I + E An+1 (I − A)Υ(q,r) Ē (Ā)−2n−3 [I − (Ā)−1]^{−1} Ῡ(q,r) An−1, with Υ^{(q,r)} and Ῡ^{(q,r)} denoting the matrices in (9.17) for (q, r).

We can also obtain an explicit solution formula for (1.4) by using q_n and r_n given in (3.43) and (3.44), respectively, after expressing their right-hand sides in terms of the quantities relevant to the potential pair (q, r), and this can be achieved with the help of (3.40), (4.46), (9.21)–(9.24), (9.36), and (9.37). In a similar way, it is possible to obtain an explicit solution formula by using q_n and r_n given in (3.45) and (3.46), respectively, after expressing their right-hand sides in terms of the quantities relevant to the potential pair (q, r). Still another solution formula for (1.4) is obtained via (3.11) and (3.12), and this is done as follows. We first express the right-hand side of the first line of (9.43) in terms of the matrix triplet for the potential pair (q, r), and hence recover u_n in terms of the quantities relevant to (q, r). In a similar way, we use the analog of the second line of (9.43) for the potential pair (p, s) and obtain s_n in terms of the quantities relevant to (q, r). Finally, we use the resulting expressions for u_n and s_n on the right-hand sides of (3.11) and (3.12) and obtain a solution formula for q_n and r_n as a solution to (1.4).

References

[1] M. J. Ablowitz and P. A. Clarkson, Solitons, nonlinear evolution equations and inverse scattering, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1991.

[2] M. J. Ablowitz, B. Prinari, and A. D. Trubatch, Discrete and continuous nonlinear Schrödinger systems, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2003.

[3] T. Aktosun, T. Busse, F. Demontis, and C. van der Mee, Symmetries for exact solutions to the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, J. Phys. A 43, 025202 (2010).

[4] T. Aktosun, F. Demontis, and C. van der Mee, Exact solutions to the focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Inverse Problems 23, 2171–2195 (2007).

[5] T. Aktosun and R. Ercan, Direct and inverse scattering problems for a first-order system with energy-dependent potentials, Inverse Problems 35, 085002 (2019).

[6] T. Aktosun and C. van der Mee, Explicit solutions to the Korteweg-de Vries equation on the half line, Inverse Problems 22, 2165–2174 (2006).

[7] T. N. Busse, Generalized inverse scattering transform for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Ph.D. thesis, The University of Texas at Arlington, 2008.

[8] T. N. Busse Martines, Generalized inverse scattering transform for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation for bound states with higher multiplicities, Electron. J. Differential Equations, Vol. 2017 (2017), No. 179, pp. 1–15.

[9] H. Dym, Linear algebra in action, Am. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2006.

[10] R. Ercan, Scattering and inverse scattering on the line for a first-order system with energy-dependent potentials, Ph.D. thesis, The University of Texas at Arlington, 2018.

[11] T. Tsuchida, Integrable discretizations of derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equations, J. Phys. A 35, 7827–7847 (2002).

[12] T. Tsuchida, New reductions of integrable matrix partial differential equations: Sp(m)-invariant systems, J. Math. Phys. 51, 053511 (2010).

[13] T. Tsuchida, A refined and unified version of the inverse scattering method for the Ablowitz-Ladik lattice and derivative NLS lattices, preprint, arXiv:1206.3210