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Abstract

We establish two theorems that illustrate the uniqueness of inverse q-Sturm-Liouville
problems based on a specified set of spectral data. The first uniqueness theorem employs
the method of transformation operators to provide a q-analog of the Levinson-Marchenko
uniqueness theorem. The second uniqueness theorem is a q-analog of the Ashrafyan
uniqueness theorem. We introduced a q-analog of the Gelfand-Levitan approach, which
involves converting q-difference operators into q-integral operators to prove the theorem.
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1 Introduction

Let [a, b] ⊆ R be a finite closed interval and v(·) be a continuous real-valued function defined
on [a, b]. The Sturm-Liouville problem is the problem of finding a function y(·) and a number
λ ∈ C satisfying the differential equation

ly := −y′′ + v(x)y(x) = λy(x), a 6 x 6 b, (1.1)

together with the boundary conditions

a1y(a) + a2y
′(a) = 0, b1y(b) + b2y

′(b) = 0. (1.2)

The sequence of eigenvalues {λn}∞n=0 is called the spectrum of l corresponding to the eigenfunc-
tions {θ(·, λn)}∞n=0. Recovering operators from their spectral values is the inverse problem of
spectral analysis. In numerous domains of mathematics and its applications, such as physics,
engineering, and control theory, inverse problems are crucial. For instance, in [16], Casti in-
troduced a general inverse problem in optimal control theory. In [18], Ferlauto and Marsilio
discussed numerical techniques to solve two-dimensional inverse problems related to aerody-
namic design. Furthermore, Alhaidari and Taiwo in [3] focused on determining the potential
function linked to the energy spectrum.
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†e-mail: zsmansour@cu.edu.eg
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In the following, we use the notation l(v, h,H) to donate the operator defined in (1.1) with
the boundary conditions

y′(0)− hy(0) = 0, (1.3)

y′(π) +Hy(π) = 0, (1.4)

where h and H are real numbers. Moreover, the norming constants {an}∞n=0 are defined by

an =

∫ π

0

|θ(x, λn)|2dx, n ∈ N0,

where {θ(x, λn)}∞n=0 is the set of eigenfunctions of the problem (1.1)-(1.3). The operator l̃ is
defined in a similar manner to the operator l, but with the replacements of v, h, and H by ṽ,
h̃, and H̃, respectively.

In 1949, Ambarzumian introduced the following uniqueness theorem, which is considered
the first uniqueness theorem in inverse problems; see [4].

Theorem A. (Ambarzumian’s Theorem) Let {λn}∞n=0 denote the eigenvalues of the Sturm-
Liouville problem

y′′ + {λ− v(x)}y = 0 (0 6 x 6 π),

with the boundary conditions
y′(0) = y′(π) = 0,

where v(x) is a real-valued continuous function on the interval [0, π]. If λn = n2, n ∈ N0, then
v(x) = 0 a.e. on (0, π).

Ambarzumian’s Theorem is an oddity, and Borg in [15] proved that the specification of
two spectra of Sturm-Liouville operators uniquely defines the potential function v(·). In 1949,
Levinson presented a different proof of Borg’s result.

Levinson was the first to use the contour integral method to study the inverse problem for
the Sturm-Liouville operator [32]. He introduced Theorem B below. Tikhonov (1950) proved
the uniqueness theorem for solving the inverse Sturm-Liouville problem on the half-line by
utilizing the Weyl function [35]. The transformation operator played a significant role in the
spectral theory of Sturm-Liouville operators. Marchenko initially employed the transformation
operators to introduce another proof for Theorem B, see also [33].

Theorem B. (Levinson-Marchenko Theorem)
Let l(v, h,H) and l̃ = l(ṽ, h̃, H̃) be the operators associated with the spectral data {λn, an}

and {λ̃n, ãn}, respectively. If λn = λ̃n, an = ãn, n ∈ N0, then l = l̃, i.e., v(x) = ṽ(x) a.e. on
(0, π), h = h̃ and H = H̃.

The isospectrality problem involves characterizing all problems of the form (1.1)-(1.2) that
have the same spectrum. I.e., two problems are isospectral if they have the same set of eigen-
values. This problem has been studied in detail by Trubowitz et al. in three papers [17,23,24]
and by Jodiet and Levitan in [28]. In [10], Ashrafyan proved Theorem C below, which is a
generalization of the Levinson-Marchenko uniqueness theorem.

Theorem C. (Ashrafyan Theorem.)
Let l(v, h,H) and l̃ = l(ṽ, h̃, H̃) be the operators associated with the spectral data {λn, an}

and {λ̃n, ãn}, respectively. If λn = λ̃n, an ≥ ãn, n ∈ N0, then l = l̃, i.e. v(x) = ṽ(x) a.e. on
(0, π), h = h̃ and H = H̃.

2



This paper has the following structure after this introduction section, Section 1. Section 2
contains the q-notations that are essential to our task. In Section 3, we introduce the q-analog
of the Levinson-Marchenko uniqueness theorem, Theorem B. Section 4 includes a q-analog of
the Gelfand-Levitan equation with some essential properties of q-linear operators that we need
in Section 5. In Section 5, we introduce the q-analog of the Ashrafyan uniqueness theorem,
Theorem C.

2 q-Notation and results

This section outlines the fundamental q-notations employed in our study. Unless specified
otherwise, q is a positive number within the interval (0, 1), N denotes the set of positive integers,
and N0 = N ∪ {0}. The q-shifted factorial is defined for a ∈ C by

(a; q)n =

{

1, n = 0,
∏n−1

i=0 (1− aqi) , n ∈ N.

In [25], Jackson defined a q-analog of the exponential function Eq(z) by

Eq(z) :=

∞
∑

n=0

qn(n−1)/2(z(1 − q))n

(q; q)n
, z ∈ C.

A pair of q-analogs of the trigonometric functions cos(z) and sin(z) are defined on C by

cos(z; q) :=

∞
∑

n=0

(−1)nqn
2 (z(1− q))2n

(q; q)2n
,

sin(z; q) :=

∞
∑

n=0

(−1)nqn
2+n (z(1 − q))2n+1

(q; q)2n+1
.

(2.1)

The trigonometric functions cos z and sin z have several q-analogs in the literature. See, for
example [11, 20, 29]. In [30], Koelink and Swarttouw demonstrated that the zeros of cos(z; q)
and sin(z; q) are real and simple. In [7], the authors introduced an asymptotic formula for the
zeros of cos(z; q) and sin(z; q).

A q-geometric set A is the set such that qx ∈ A whenever x ∈ A, see [1]. Let f be a function,
real or complex-valued, defined on a q-geometric set A, where |q| 6= 1.

Jackson in [26] defined the q-difference operator, Dq, by

Dqf(x) :=
f(x)− f(qx)

x− qx
, x ∈ A\{0}.

If 0 ∈ A, the q-derivative at zero is defined for |q| < 1 by

Dqf(0) := lim
n→∞

f (xqn)− f(0)

xqn
, x ∈ A\{0},

provided the limit exists and is independent of x. Furthermore, the q-derivative at zero is
defined for |q| > 1 by

Dq−1f(0) := Dqf(0).

The q-product rule is
Dq(fg)(x) = g(x)Dqf(x) + f(qx)Dqg(x),

3



where f, g are defined on a q-geometric set A and x ∈ A. In [27], Jackson introduced a
q-extension of the Riemann integral by

∫ x

0

f(t) dqt := (1− q)

∞
∑

n=0

xqnf (xqn) (x ∈ A), (2.2)

provided that the series converges. In general,

∫ b

a

f(t) dqt :=

∫ b

0

f(t) dqt−
∫ a

0

f(t) dqt, a, b ∈ A.

A function f defined on a q-geometric set A is said to be q-regular at zero if

lim
n→∞

f (xqn) = f(0), for all x ∈ A,

see [8]. The fundamental theorem of q-calculus states that if f is a function defined on a
q-geometric set A, then for x ∈ A

Dq

∫ x

0

f(t) dqt = f(x),

∫ x

0

Dqf(t) dqt = f(x)− lim
n→∞

f (xqn) . (2.3)

Moreover, if f is q-regular at zero, then for {a, b} ⊆ A,

∫ b

a

Dqf(t) dqt = f(b)− f(a),

see [8, 20]. Similarly, in [9], the authors proved that if f is a function defined on a q-geometric
set A and x ∈ qA, then

Dq−1

∫ x

0

f(t) dqt = qf (x/q) ,

∫ x

0

Dq−1f(t) dqt = q
(

f(x/q)− lim
n→∞

f(xqn−1)
)

. (2.4)

Moreover, if f is q-regular at zero, then for {a, b} ⊆ A,

∫ b

a

Dq−1f(t) dqt = q (f(b/q))− f (a/q)) .

Let f(x, t) be a function defined on A× A, then simple manipulation yields

Dq−1,x

∫ x

0

f(x, t) dqt =

∫ x

0

Dq−1,xf(x, t) dqt + f

(

x

q
,
x

q

)

, (2.5)

Dq,x

∫ x

0

Dq−1,xf(x, t) dqt =

∫ x

0

Dq,xDq−1,xf(x, t) dqt+Dq,xf (x, t) |t=x . (2.6)

The rules (2.7) and (2.8) below of q-integration by parts are derived from the fundamental
theorems of q-calculus (2.3) and (2.4), respectively.

∫ x

0

u(t)Dqv(t) dqt = [(uv)(t)]x0 −
∫ x

0

Dqu(t)v(qt) dqt, (2.7)

∫ x

0

u(x)Dq−1v(x) dqx = q [(uv)(t)]
x
q

0 −
∫ x

0

Dq−1u(t)v(
t

q
) dqt, (2.8)
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provided that (uv)(·) is q-regular at zero. See also [9].
For a > 0, we use the notations Aq,a and A∗

q,a to donate

Aq,a := {aqn : n ∈ N0}, A∗

q,a := Aq,a ∪ {0}.
In the following, we consider the set X of all functions defined on [0, a] that satisfy

∫ a

0

|f(t)|2dqt <∞.

We define an equivalence relation on X by

f ∼ g if and only if f(aqk) = g(aqk), k ∈ N0.

Let L2
q [0, a] := {[f ] : f ∈ X} , associated with the inner product

〈[f ], [g]〉 =
∫ a

0

f(t)g(t)dqt, f ∈ [f ], g ∈ [g]. (2.9)

One can verify that L2
q [0, a] associated with the well defined inner product (2.10) is a Hilbert

space; see [5]. The space C2
q [0, a] is the subspace of L

2
q[0, a] of all functions y(·) defined on [0, a]

such that y(·), Dqy(·) are continuous at zero; see [1]. In a similar manner, we can define an
equivalence relation on X ×X defined by

f ∼ g if and only if f(aqk, aqm) = g(aqk, aqm), k,m ∈ N0.

Let L2
q([0, a]× [0, a]) := {[f ] : f ∈ X ×X}, associated with the inner product

〈[f ], [g]〉 =
∫ a

0

∫ a

0

f(x, t)g(x, t)dqx dqt, f ∈ [f ], g ∈ [g]. (2.10)

2.1 The q-Sturm-Liouville problems

In [5, 8], Annaby and Mansour introduced the following q-Sturm–Liouville problem

Lq(y) = −1

q
Dq−1Dqy(x) + v(x)y(x) = λy(x), 0 6 x 6 a <∞, λ ∈ C, (2.11)

with the boundary conditions

U1(y) := a11y(0) + a12Dq−1y(0) = 0, (2.12)

U2(y) := a21y(a) + a22Dq−1y(a) = 0, (2.13)

where v(·) is continuous at zero and {aij} , i, j ∈ {1, 2} are arbitrary real numbers. Recall
that two functions {y1, y2} form a fundamental set of solutions of (2.11) if and only if their
q-Wronskian, which is defined as

Wq (y1, y2) (x) := y1(x)Dqy2(x)− y2(x)Dqy1(x), x ∈ [0, a], (2.14)

does not vanish at any point of [0, a]. Annaby and Mansour [5, 8] demonstrated the existence
and uniqueness of solutions through the following theorem:
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Theorem 2.1. Let c1, c2 be complex constants. Equation (2.11) has a unique solution in C2
q [0, a]

which satisfies
ϕ(0, λ) = c1, Dq−1ϕ(0, λ) = c2, λ ∈ C. (2.15)

Moreover, ϕ(x, λ) is entire in λ for all x ∈ [0, a] and has the following form:

ϕ(x, λ) = c1 cos(sx; q) + c2
sin(sx; q)

s
+
q

s

∫ x

0

Sq(x, qt)v(qt)ϕ(qt, λ) dqt,

where Sq(x, t) is defined as

Sq(x, t) = sin(sx; q) cos(st; q)− cos(sx; q) sin(st; q), x ∈ [0, a]. (2.16)

Moreover, they proved that the eigenvalues {λn}∞n=0 of the problem (2.11)-(2.13) are real and
the eigenfunctions {ϕ(·, λn)}∞n=0 associated with distinct eigenvalues are orthogonal in L2

q[0, a]
and hence the parserval’s identity

‖ f ‖2=
∞
∑

n=1

| < f, ϕn > |2
‖ ϕn ‖2 , (2.17)

holds for f ∈ L2
q [0, a], see [5, Lemma 4.3].

In [9], Annaby et al. studied the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the problem (2.11)-
(2.13) when the interval [0, a] is replaced with [0,∞). They developed the q-Titchmarsh-Weyl
theory for singular q-Sturm-Liouville problems and proved that for any two functions y and z
in C2

q (0, a), the Green’s identity has the following form for x ∈ [0, a]
∫ x

0

(yLqz − zLqy)dqt = Wq−1 (y, z) (0)−Wq−1 (y, z) (x), (2.18)

where Lq is the q-difference operator defined in (2.11), see [9].

Remark 2.1. Equation (2.11) can be written as

y(qx) + qy(
x

q
)−

[

(1 + q) + (v(x)− λ)x2(1− q)2
]

y(x) = 0. (2.19)

From Theorem 2.1, if (2.11) is solved with the initial conditions y(0) = Dq−1y(0) = 0, then the
solution is the trivial solution using (2.19). Also, if we solve Equation (2.11) with the boundary
conditions y(a) = Dq−1y(a) = 0, we conclude that y(aqn) = y(0) = 0 from the functional
equation (2.19) and the continuity of the solution at zero.

From Theorem 2.1, we deduce that if ϕ0(x, λ) is the solution of

−1

q
Dq−1Dqy(x) = λy(x), 0 6 x 6 a, (2.20)

with the initial conditions (2.15) and ϕ(x, λ) is the solution (2.11) with the initial conditions
(2.15), then

ϕ0 = (I + T )ϕ,

where I is the identity operator and T is the operator defined as

T : L2
q[0, a] → L2

q [0, a]

ϕ→
∫ x

0

−Sq(x, t)

s
v(t)ϕ(t, λ)dqt, (2.21)

in which Sq(x, t) is defined in (2.16).
In the next theorem, we prove that the operator (I + T ) is invertible.
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Theorem 2.2. If T is the operator defined in (2.21), then (I + T ) is invertible and

(I + T )−1 = (I + E),

where E is the operator defined as

E : L2
q [0, a] → L2

q [0, a]

f −→
∫ x

0

f(t)W (x, t) dqt. (2.22)

The kernel function W (x, t) is defined by

W (x, t) =
∞
∑

n=1

Wn(x, t), (2.23)

where

W1(x, t) =
1

s
Sq(x, t)v(t), Wn+1(x, t) =

q

s

∫ x

t

Sq(x, qη)v(qη)Wn(qη, t) dqη, n ∈ N. (2.24)

In addition,

‖W‖2 =
∫ a

0

∫ a

0

|W (x, t)|2 dqt dqx <∞. (2.25)

Proof. The general solution of (2.20) with the initial conditions (2.15) is

ϕ0(x, λ) = c1 cos(sx; q) +
c2
s
sin(sx; q). (2.26)

From Theorem 2.1, the general solution of (2.11) with the initial conditions (2.15) is given by

ϕ(x, λ) = c1 cos(sx; q) +
c2
s
sin(sx; q) +

q

s

∫ x

0

Sq(x, qt)v(qt)ϕ(qt, λ) dqt, (2.27)

where Sq(x, t) is defined as in (2.16). Substitution with ξ = qt in the q-integral (2.27) and
(2.26) yields

ϕ(x, λ) = ϕ0(x, λ) +
1

s

∫ qx

0

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)ϕ(ξ, λ) dqξ. (2.28)

Since Sq(x, x) = 0, from (2.16), then (2.28) takes the form

ϕ(x, λ) :=ϕ0(x, λ) +
1

s

∫ x

0

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)ϕ(ξ, λ) dqξ. (2.29)

Using the method of successive approximations in (2.29). Then, we have

ϕ0(x, λ) = ϕ0(x, λ), ϕn+1(x, λ) =
1

s

∫ x

0

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)ϕn(ξ, λ) dqξ (n ∈ N0). (2.30)

We shall prove the identity

ϕn(x, λ) =

∫ x

0

Wn(x, t)ϕ0(t, λ) dqt, Wn(x, t) ∈ L2
q([0, a]× [0, a]), (2.31)
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where

Wn(x, t) =
1

s

∫ qx

qt

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)Wn−1(ξ, t) dqξ, n > 1,

by using the mathematical induction. First, the basis of induction. Substituting n = 0 in
(2.30), we obtain

ϕ1(x, λ) =
1

s

∫ x

0

Sq(x, t)v(t)ϕ0(t, λ) dqt.

Thus, (2.31) is valid for n = 1, where

W1(x, t) =
1

s
Sq(x, t)v(t). (2.32)

Since v(.) is continuous at zero and Sq(x, t) is a continuous function for (x, t) in [0, a]× [0, a],
then W1(x, t) ∈ L2

q([0, a]× [0, a]).
Second, we suppose that (2.31) is valid for n ≥ 1 and Wn(x, t) ∈ L2

q([0, a]× [0, a]).
Third, we substitute (2.31) into (2.30) to obtain

ϕn+1 (x, λ) =
1

s

∫ x

0

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)

∫ ξ

0

Wn(ξ, t)ϕ0(t, λ) dqt dqξ. (2.33)

Since v(x), ϕ(x, λ) are L2
q[0, a] functions and Sq(x, t), Wn(x, t) ∈ L2

q([0, a] × [0, a]), then the
double q-integral (2.33) is absolutely convergent for all (x, t) ∈ Aq,a × Aq,a. Therefore, we can
interchange the order of q-integrations to obtain

ϕn+1 (x, λ) =
1

s

∫ x

0

ϕ0(t, λ)

∫ x

qt

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)Wn(ξ, t) dqξ dqt. (2.34)

Therefore, by comparing (2.34) with (2.31), we obtain

Wn+1(x, t) =
1

s

∫ x

qt

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)Wn(ξ, t) dqξ

=
1

s

∫ qx

qt

Sq(x, ξ)v(ξ)Wn(ξ, t) dqξ. (2.35)

Making the substitution ξ = qη into the q-integral (2.35) yields

Wn+1(x, t) =
q

s

∫ x

t

Sq(x, qη)v(qη)Wn(qη, t) dqη. (2.36)

Consequently, from the mathematical induction, (2.31) is true for all n ∈ N and

Wn+1(x, t) ∈ L2
q([0, a]× [0, a]).

Set

ϕ(x, λ) :=
∞
∑

n=0

ϕn(x, λ). (2.37)

Then, from (2.23), we conclude

ϕ(x, λ) := ϕ0(x, λ) +

∫ x

0

W (x, t)ϕ0(t, λ) dqt,

8



where W (x, t) is defined in (2.23).
Now, using the mathematical induction, we prove that

|Wn(x, t)| ≤
MnLn(1− q)n−1q

n(n−1)
2

|s|n(q; q)n−1

xn−1, (x, t) ∈ Aq,a × Aq,a, n ∈ N, (2.38)

where M and L are the constants defined by

M = max
(x,t)∈([0,a]×[0,a])

|Sq(x, t)|, L = max
n∈N0

|v(aqn)|.

M exists because Sq(x, t) is continuous on [0, a]× [0, a] and L exists because v(.) is continuous
at zero. Using (2.32) for t ≤ x, we have

|W1(x, t)| =
1

|s| |Sq(x, t)||v(t)| ≤
ML

|s| .

Therefore, (2.38) is true at n = 1. We suppose that (2.38) holds for n ≥ 1.
From (2.36) for all x, t in Aq,a, we have

|Wn+1(x, t)| ≤
q

s

∫ x

t

|Sq(x, qη)||v(qη)||Wn(qη, t)| dqη

≤qML

|s|

∫ x

t

|Wn(qη, t)| dqη. (2.39)

Using (2.38) in (2.39) for t ≤ x, we have

|Wn+1(x, t)| ≤
Mn+1Ln+1(1− q)(n−1)q

n(n−1)
2

|s|n+1(q; q)n−1

∫ x

t

(qη)n−1 dqη

≤M
n+1Ln+1(1− q)nq

n(n+1)
2

|s|n+1(q; q)n
xn.

Hence, from the mathematical induction, (2.38) is correct for all n ∈ N. Consequently,

|W (x, t)| ≤
∞
∑

n=1

|Wn(x, t)| ≤
∞
∑

n=1

(ML)n(1− q)(n−1)q
n(n−1)

2

|s|n(q; q)n−1
xn−1 =

ML

|s| Eq(
MLxq

s
). (2.40)

From (2.40), we can obtain (2.25) and hence the series of (2.23) converges absolutely and
uniformly on Aq,a. Using (2.38) in (2.31), we can prove that ϕ(x, λ) is well defined and

|ϕ(x, t)| ≤
∞
∑

n=1

|ϕn(x, t)| ≤
∞
∑

n=1

c3(ML)n(1− q)nq
n(n−1)

2

|s|n(q; q)n
xn = c3Eq(

MLx

s
) <∞, (2.41)

where |ϕ0(x, λ)| < c3 and c3 is a positive constant. Consequently, the series of (2.37) converges
absolutely and uniformly on Aq,a.

3 A q-analog of Levinson-Marchenko uniqueness theo-

rem

In this section, we introduce a q-analog of the Levinson-Marchenko uniqueness theorem, namely
Theorem B. To achieve our goal, we need the following prerequisites. We define a function f
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to be equal to zero almost everywhere, and we denote it by (f = 0 (qa.e.)), if f(x) is equal to
zero only on a finite subset of Aq,a. We shall also use the notation Lq(v, h,H) to donate the
operator defined in (2.11) with the boundary conditions

Dq−1y(0)− hy(0) = 0, Dq−1y(a) +Hy(a) = 0. (3.1)

Moreover, we define αn as

αn :=

∫ a

0

|φ(x, λn)|2 dqx, n ∈ N0. (3.2)

where {φ(x, λn)}∞n=0 are the eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalues {λn}∞n=0. The oper-
ator L̃q = Lq(ṽ, h̃, H̃) is defined similarly as the operator Lq(v, h,H) as the following

L̃q(y) = −1

q
Dq−1Dqy(x) + ṽ(x)y(x) = λy(x), 0 6 x 6 a, λ ∈ C, (3.3)

with replacing v, h,H by ṽ, h̃, H̃, respectively, and the boundary conditions are

Dq−1y(0)− h̃y(0) = 0, Dq−1y(a) + H̃y(a) = 0. (3.4)

In the following, we discuss some properties of q-integral operators that assist us in proving
our theorems.

Theorem 3.1. Let χ : L2
q [0, a] → L2

q [0, a] be the bounded linear operator defined by

(χf)(t) =

∫ a

0

k(t, x)f(x) dqx,

where k(t, x) ∈ L2
q([0, a]× [0, a]). Then the adjoint operator χ∗ is defined by

(χ∗g) (t) =

∫ a

0

k(x, t)g(x) dqx, g ∈ L2
q [0, a].

Proof. The proof is similar to the classical case for the integral operator and is omitted. See [22,
Theorem 11.2].

Theorem 3.2. Let A be the bounded linear operator defined on L2
q [0, a] by

Af(x) = f(x) +

∫ a

qx

Q(t, x)f(t) dqt, 0 < x < t, (3.5)

where Q(t, x) is a real-valued function defined on L2
q([0, a] × [0, a]). Then the adjoint of the

operator A is given by

A∗f(x) = f(x) +

∫ x

0

Q(x, t)f(t) dqt.

Proof. Since 0 < x < t, we may assume that Q(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ Aq,a and (3.5) is equivalent
to

Af(x) = f(x) +

∫ a

x

Q(t, x)f(t) dqt, 0 < x < t. (3.6)

Therefore, the proof follows from Theorem 3.1 by taking

k(t, x) :=

{

0, t ≤ x,

Q(t, x), t > x.

10



Proposition 3.3. Let A be the bounded operator defined on L2
q [0, a] by the following equation

(Af)(x) = f(x) +

∫ a

x

Q(t, x)f(t) dqt, x ∈ Aq,a. (3.7)

in which Q(t, x) ∈ L2
q([0, a]× [0, a]). Then A is an invertible operator and its inverse operator

A−1 is given by

(A−1g)(x) = g(x) +

∫ a

x

R(t, x)g(t) dqt, g ∈ L2
q [0, a], (3.8)

where R(t, x) is defined recursively for t, x in Aq,a by

R(t, a) = 0,

R(t, aqm) = −Q(t, aqm)−
∫ t

aqm
Q(s, x)R(t, s) dqs, (3.9)

and the q-integral in (3.9) is considered zero if t ∈ {aqk, k ≤ m}.

Proof. Set Af = g. Then from (3.7), we have

f(x) = g(x)−
∫ a

x

Q(t, x)f(t) dqt. (3.10)

Substituting x = a into (3.10) yields
f(a) = g(a). (3.11)

We shall prove using the strong mathematical induction that

f(aqj) = g(aqj) +

∫ a

aqj
R(t, aqj)g(t) dqt, j ∈ N0. (3.12)

First, the basis of induction, from Equation (3.11), (3.12) holds at j = 0. Second, we assume
that (3.12) holds for 0 ≤ j ≤ m. Hence, from (3.10), we have

f(aqm+1) =g(aqm+1)−
∫ a

aqm+1

Q(s, aqm+1)f(s) dqs

=g(aqm+1)−
∫ a

aqm+1

Q(s, aqm+1)

(

g(s) +

∫ a

s
R(t, s)g(t) dqt

)

dqs

=g(aqm+1)−
∫ a

aqm+1

Q(t, aqm+1)g(t) dqs−
∫ a

aqm+1

Q(s, aqm+1)

∫ a

s
R(t, s)g(t) dqt dqs.

(3.13)

Since g(t) is a L2
q[0, a] function and Q(x, t) ∈ L2

q([0, a]× [0, a]), then the double q-integral on the right
hand side of (3.13) is absolutely convergent. Therefore, we can interchange the order of q-integration
to obtain

f(aqm+1) = g(aqm+1) +

∫ a

aqm+1

g(t)

(

−Q(t, aqm+1)−
∫ t

aqm+1

Q(s, aqm+1)R(t, s) dqs

)

dqt

= g(aqm+1) +

∫ a

aqm+1

g(t)R(t, aqm+1) dqt.

Hence, from the mathematical induction, the identity (3.12) holds for all j ∈ N0 and (3.9) is
obtained.
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Proposition 3.4. Let T be a self-adjoint operator on a complex vector inner product space V .
If 〈Tv, v〉 = 0 for all v ∈ V , then T = 0.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that if T is a self adjoint operator on a complex vector
inner product space V , then

‖T‖ = sup
v∈V

|〈Tv, v〉|,

see [22, Corollary 4.2].

Now we introduce a q-analog of Theorem B, the Levinson-Marchenko theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let {λn, αn}∞n=0 and {λ̃n, α̃n}∞n=0 be the spectral data of the problems Lq(v, h,H)
and Lq(ṽ, h̃, H̃), respectively. If λn = λ̃n, αn = α̃n, n ∈ N0, and h̃ = h, then L̃q = Lq, i.e.,
ṽ(x) = v(x) (qa.e.) and H̃ = H.

Proof. If ϕ is a solution of Lq(v, h,H), then from Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2, we have

ϕ(x, λ) = (I + E)ψ0(x, λ), ψ0(x, λ) = (I + T )ϕ(x, λ), (3.14)

where T and E are the operators defined in (2.21) and (2.22), respectively. Here, the function
ψ0 is the solution of (2.20) with the initial conditions ψ0(0) = 1, Dq−1ψ0(0) = h.

Similarly if ϕ̃ is a solution of Lq(ṽ, h̃, H̃) with h̃ = h, then

ϕ̃(x, λ) = (I + Ẽ)ψ0(x, λ), ψ0(x, λ) = (I + T̃ )ϕ(x, λ), (3.15)

where Ẽ and T̃ are the operators defined on L2
q [0, a] as

(Ẽf)(x) :=

∫ x

0

W̃ (x, t)f(t) dqt,

(T̃ f)(x) :=

∫ x

0

−Sq(x, t)

s
ṽ(t)f(t) dqt.

From (3.14) and (3.15), we have

ϕ(x, λ) = (I + E) (I + T̃ )ϕ̃(x, λ)

=(I + E + T̃ + ET̃ )ϕ̃(x, λ). (3.16)

Equation (3.16) becomes

ϕ(x, λ) = ϕ̃(x, λ) +

∫ x

0

Q(x, t)ϕ̃(t, λ) dqt, (3.17)

where Q(x, t) is the real-valued function defined for (x, t) ∈ Aq,a ×Aq,a by

Q(x, t) =W (x, t)− Sq(x, t)

s
ṽ(t)− 1

s

∫ x

qt

W (x, ξ)Sq(ξ, t)ṽ(t) dqξ.

From (2.16), (2.23) and (2.24), we conclude that

W (x, x) = Sq(x, x) = 0, (x ∈ Aq,a).

Therefore,
Q(x, x) = 0, (x ∈ Aq,a).
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Let f ∈ L2
q[0, a]. From (3.17), we have

∫ a

0

f(x)ϕ(x, λ)dqx =

∫ a

0

f(x)ϕ̃(x, λ) dqx+

∫ a

0

f(x)

∫ x

0

Q(x, t)ϕ̃(t, λ) dqt dqx. (3.18)

Since f(x), ϕ̃(x, λ) are L2
q [0, a] functions and Q(x, t) ∈ L2

q([0, a] × [0, a]), then the double q-
integral on the right hand side of (3.18) is absolutely convergent. Therefore, we can interchange
the order of q-integration to obtain

∫ a

0

f(x)ϕ(x, λ)dqx =

∫ a

0

f(x)ϕ̃(x, λ) dqx+

∫ a

0

∫ a

qx

f(t)Q(t, x)ϕ̃(x, λ) dqt dqx. (3.19)

Equation (3.19) can be written as

∫ a

0

f(x)ϕ(x, λ) dqx =

∫ a

0

g(x)ϕ̃(x, λ) dqx, (3.20)

where g(x) = f(x) +
∫ a

qx
Q(t, x)f(t) dqt. Set

bn :=

∫ a

0

f(x)ϕ (x, λn) dqx, dn :=

∫ a

0

g(x)ϕ̃ (x, λn) dqx, n ∈ N0. (3.21)

From (3.20) and (3.21), we obtain bn = dn for all n ∈ N0. Using Parseval’s equality (2.17) and
(3.21), we conclude that

∫ a

0

|f(x)|2 dqx =

∞
∑

n=0

∣

∣

∫ a

0
f(x)ϕ (x, λn) dqx

∣

∣

2

∫ a

0
ϕ2 (x, λn) dqx

=

∞
∑

n=0

|bn|2
αn

=

∞
∑

n=0

|dn|2
α̃n

=

∫ a

0

|g(x)|2 dqx. (3.22)

Then, from (3.22), we have
‖f‖2 = ‖g‖2. (3.23)

Since Af(x) = g(x), then ‖Af‖2 = ‖f‖2 for any f ∈ L2
q [0, a]. Consequently

〈Af,Af〉 = 〈f, f〉 . (3.24)

Equation (3.24) becomes

〈(A∗A− I)f, f〉 = 0, for all f ∈ L2
q [0, a].

Since the operator T := (A∗A−I) is a self-adjoint operator on the complex inner product space
L2
q [0, a], then from Proposition 3.4, we have A∗A = I and hence A−1 = A∗. Therefore, using

Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 3.3, we conclude that
∫ x

0

Q(x, t)g(t) dqt =

∫ a

x

R(t, x)g(t) dqt for all g ∈ L2
q[0, a], x ∈ Aq,a, (3.25)

where R(t, x) is defined in (3.9). For k ∈ N, define the function gk by

gk(t) =

{

0, t 6= aqk,
1, t = aqk.

In (3.25) set x = aqm, m ∈ N and if k ≥ m, substitute with g = gk on (3.25), then

aqk+m(1− q)Q (aqm, aqk) = 0.
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Hence,
Q
(

aqm, aqk
)

= 0 for all k ≥ m.

Therefore, from (3.17), we conclude that

ϕ(x, λ) = ϕ̃(x, λ), x ∈ Aq,a. (3.26)

Consequently, using (2.11) and (3.3), we can obtain

(v(x)− ṽ(x))ϕ(x, λ) = 0, for all x ∈ Aq,a.

Since ϕ(x, λ) is continuous at zero and ϕ(0, λ) 6= 0, then ϕ(x, λ) = 0 possibly at a finite subset
of Aq,a. Therefore, v(x) = ṽ(x) (qa.e.). In addition, using (3.1), (3.4) and (3.26), we have
(

H − H̃
)

ϕ(a, λ) = 0. From Remark 2.1, we have ϕ(a) 6= 0. Hence H = H̃.

4 A q-analog of the Gelfand-Levitan equation with an

application

In this section, we introduce a q-analog of the Gelfand-Levitan equation and use it to transform
the q-difference operators into q-integral operators; see [2, 19, 21]. This helps us to prove a q-
analog of the Ashrafyan uniqueness theorem, namely Theorem C.

The Gelfand-Levitan equation is defined by

G(x, t) + F (x, t) +

∫ x

0

G(x, s)F (s, t) ds = 0, 0 < t < x, (4.1)

where F (x, t) is called the kernel function. This equation was introduced by Gelfand and
Levitan in [21]. The Gelfand-Levitan method is a powerful tool for solving the inverse Sturm-
Liouville problems. This method involves reconstructing the differential equation from its
spectral data. In [10, 19, 28], the authors used the Gelfand-Levitan integral equation (4.1) to
prove uniqueness theorems for inverse Sturm-Liouville problems.

Let v0(x) be a continuous function at zero defined on [0, a], and h0 and H0 be fixed real
numbers. Consider the q-Sturm-Liouville problem

Lq,0 := Lq(v0, h0, H0) = −1

q
Dq−1Dqy(x) + v0(x)y(x) = λy, x ∈ [0, a], (4.2)

with the boundary conditions

Dq−1y(0)− h0y(0) = 0, Dq−1y(a) +H0y(a) = 0. (4.3)

Let φ0(x, λ) be the solution of (4.2) with the initial conditions

φ0(0, λ) = 1, Dq−1φ0(0, λ) = h0. (4.4)

Then φ0(x, λ) satisfies the first boundary condition in (4.3) for every λ ∈ C.
The eigenvalues, {λn,0}∞n=0, of the problem (4.2)− (4.4) are the roots of the equation

Dq−1φ0(a, λ) +H0φ0(a, λ) = 0. (4.5)
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The corresponding eigenfunctions are {φ0 (·, λn,0)}∞n=0 and the normalization constants {αn,0}
are defined by

αn,0 :=

∫ a

0

|φ0 (x, λn,0) |2 dqx, n ∈ N0. (4.6)

The q-Gelfand-Levitan equation has the following form

K(x, y) + F (x, y) +

∫ x

0

K(x, t)F (t, y) dqt = 0, (x, y) ∈ Aq,a × Aq,a, 0 < y < x. (4.7)

Let {cn}∞n=0 be a sequence of real numbers that is not identically zero and for which the series
∑

∞

n=0 cn converges. Define the kernel function F (x, y) by

F (x, y) :=
∞
∑

n=0

cnφ0 (x, λn,0)φ0 (y, λn,0) , (x, y) ∈ Aq,q ×Aq,a. (4.8)

Theorem 4.1. Let {λn,0, αn,0}∞n=0 be the spectral date of the operator Lq,0 defined by (4.2).
Assume that the coefficients {cn}∞n=0 of the function F (x, y) defined by (4.8) satisfy

lim
n→∞

cn = 0, 1 + cnαn,0 > 0, where αn,0 is defined by (4.6). (4.9)

Then the q-Gelfand-Levitan equation (4.7) has a unique solution on L2
q([0, a]× [0, a]).

Proof. If (4.7) has two distinct solutions, then the homogenous equation

K(x, y) +

∫ x

0

K(x, t)F (t, y) dqt = 0, 0 < y < x, (x, y) ∈ Aq,a ×Aq,a, (4.10)

has a non-zero solution. Therefore, to prove the uniqueness of the solution of (4.7), we prove
that Equation (4.10) has only the trivial solution. Fix x ∈ Aq,a. Suppose that hx(y) (y ∈ Aq,a)
is a nontrivial solution of (4.10). That is,

hx(y) +

∫ x

0

F (t, y)hx(t) dqt = 0. (4.11)

By multiplying equation (4.11) with hx(y) and q-integrating in y from 0 to x, we obtain
∫ x

0

h2x(y) dqy +

∫ x

0

∫ x

0

F (t, y)hx(t)hx(y) dqt dqy = 0. (4.12)

From (4.10), y < x. Therefore, we may assume without any loss of generality that hx(y) = 0
for y ≥ x. Hence

∫ x

0

h2x(y) dqy =

∫ a

0

h2x(y) dqy. (4.13)

Hence, from Parseval equality (2.17), we obtain

∫ a

0

h2x(y) dqy =
∞
∑

n=0

1

αn,0

(
∫ a

0

hx(y)φ0 (y, λn,0) dqy

)2

. (4.14)

Substituting (4.8), (4.13), (4.14) into (4.12) and using hx(y) = 0 for y > x, we obtain
∫ a

0

h2x(y)dqy +

∫ a

0

∫ a

0

F (t, y)hx(t)hx(y)dqtdqy

=

∞
∑

n=0

1

αn,0
[1 + cnαn,0]

[
∫ a

0

hx(y)φ0 (y, λn,0) dqy

]2

= 0. (4.15)
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Using (4.15) and condition (4.9), it follows that

∫ a

0

hx(y)ϕ0 (y, λn,0) dqy = 0, n ∈ N0. (4.16)

From (4.16), the function hx(y) is orthogonal to the complete orthogonal basis {φ0 (y, λn,0)}.
Hence hx(y) = 0 for all y ∈ Aq,a. Since x ∈ Aq,a is arbitrary, then hx(y) = h(x, y) = 0 for all
(x, y) ∈ Aq,a × Aq,a.

Theorem 4.2. The solution of the q-Gelfand-Levitan equation (4.7) satisfies the following q-
difference equation

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, y)− v(x)K(x, y) = Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y)− v0(y)K(x, y), (x, y) ∈ Aq,a × Aq,a,
(4.17)

where
v(x) := v0(x) +Dq,xK(x, t) |t=x +Dq−1,tK(x, t) |t=x, x ∈ Aq,a, (4.18)

h0K(x, 0)−Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=0 = 0, (4.19)

and
K(x, x) = 0, for all x ∈ Aq,a. (4.20)

Proof. Set

J := K(x, y) + F (x, y) +

∫ x

0

K(x, t)F (t, y)dqt, (x, y) ∈ Aq,a ×Aq,a. (4.21)

Applying Dq−1,x on (4.21) and using (2.5), we obtain

Dq−1,xJ = Dq−1,xK(x, y) +Dq−1,xF (x, y) +

∫ x

0

Dq−1,xK(x, t)F (t, y) dqt

+K

(

x

q
,
x

q

)

F

(

x

q
, y

)

. (4.22)

Operating with Dq,x on (4.22) and using (2.6) yields

Dq,xDq−1,xJ = Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, y) +Dq,xDq−1,xF (x, y) +Dq,xK(x, t) |t=x F (x, y)

+ Dq,x

[

K

(

x

q
,
x

q

)

F

(

x

q
, y

)]

+

∫ x

0

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)F (t, y) dqt. (4.23)

Similarly, applying Dq,yDq−1,y on (4.21) yields

Dq,yDq−1,yJ = Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y)+Dq,yDq−1,yF (x, y)+

∫ x

0

K(x, t)Dq,yDq−1,yF (t, y)dqt. (4.24)

From (4.8) and (4.2), we obtain

Dq,yDq−1,yF (t, y)−Dq,tDq−1,tF (t, y) =(v0(y)− v0(t))F (t, y). (4.25)

Substituting (4.25) into (4.24), we get

Dq,yDq−1,yJ =Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y) +Dq,yDq−1,yF (x, y) + I1 + I2, (4.26)
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where

I1 : =

∫ x

0

K(x, t)Dq,tDq−1,tF (t, y) dqt,

I2 : =

∫ x

0

(v0(y)− v0(t))K(x, t)F (t, y) dqt.

From (2.7), applying twice the q-integration by parts rule to I1 yields

I1 = [K(x, t)Dq−1,tF (t, y)]
x
t=0 − [Dq−1,tK(x, t)F (t, y)]xt=0 +

∫ x

0

Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t)F (t, y) dqt.

(4.27)
Substituting (4.27) into (4.26), we get

Dq,yDq−1,yJ =Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y) +Dq,yDq−1,yF (x, y)

+

∫ x

0

[v0(y)K(x, t)− v0(t)K(x, t) +Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t)]F (t, y)dqt

+[K(x, t)Dq−1,tF (t, y)]
x
t=0 − [Dq−1,tK(x, t)F (t, y)]xt=0. (4.28)

We obtain from equations (4.21), (4.23), (4.25), and (4.28) the following formula:

Dq,xDq−1,xJ −Dq,yDq−1,yJ + v0(y)J − v(x)J =

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, y)−Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y) + (v0(y)− v(x))K(x, y)

+ (v0(x) +Dq,xK(x, t) |t=x +Dq−1,tK(x, t) |t=x −v(x))F (x, y)−K(x, x)Dq−1,tF (t, y)|t=x

+K(x, 0)Dq−1,tF (t, y)|t=0 −Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=0F (0, y) +Dq,x

[

K

(

x

q
,
x

q

)

F

(

x

q
, y

)]

+

∫ x

0

[Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)−Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t) + v0(t)K(x, t)− v(x)K(x, t)]F (t, y) dqt = 0.

By assuming (4.18) and (4.20), we obtain

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, y)−Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y) + (v0(y)− v(x))K(x, y)

+K(x, 0)Dq−1,tF (t, y)|t=0 −Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=0F (0, y)

+

∫ x

0

[Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)−Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t) + v0(t)K(x, t)− v(x)K(x, t)]F (t, y) dqt = 0.

(4.29)

From (4.4) and (4.8), we conclude that

Dq−1,tF (t, y)|t=0 = h0F (0, y), (4.30)

where F (0, y) 6= 0. Hence, from (4.30) and (4.19), we obtain

K(x, 0)Dq−1,tF (t, y)|t=0 −Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=0F (0, y) = 0. (4.31)

Substituting (4.31) into (4.29) yields

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, y)−Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y) + (v0(y)− v(x))K(x, y)

+

∫ x

0

[Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)−Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t) + v0(t)K(x, t)− v(x)K(x, t)]F (t, y) dqt = 0.

17



Hence, the function

hx(y) = Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, y)−Dq,yDq−1,yK(x, y) + (v0(y)− v(x))K(x, y),

is a solution of (4.11). Using Theorem 4.1, we conclude that hx(y) = 0 for all y ∈ Aq,a. This
results in (4.17) and concludes the proof.

Theorem 4.3. If K(x, y) is the solution of the q-Gelfand-Levitan equation (4.7) and φ0(x, λ)
is a solution of (4.2)-(4.4), then for every complex number λ, the function

φ(x, λ) := φ0(x, λ) +

∫ x

0

K(x, t)φ0(t, λ) dqt, x ∈ A∗

q,a, (4.32)

is a solution of the q-difference equation (2.11) subject to the initial conditions

φ(0, λ) = 1, Dq−1φ(0, λ) = h0 − q
∞
∑

k=0

ck = h. (4.33)

Proof. Since φ0(x, λ) is a solution of (4.2)-(4.4), then

λφ(x, λ) =λφ0(x, λ) +

∫ x

0

λφ0(t, λ)K(x, t) dqt

=λφ0(x, λ)−
∫ x

0

Dq,tDq−1,tφ0(t, λ)K(x, t) dqt +

∫ x

0

v0(t)φ0(t, λ)K(x, t) dqt. (4.34)

Using the q-integration by parts rule (2.7) yields

∫ x

0

K(x, t)Dq,tDq−1,tφ0(t, y) dqt =[K(x, t)Dq−1,tφ0(t, y)]
x
t=0 − [Dq−1,tK(x, t)φ0(t, y)]

x
t=0

+

∫ x

0

Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t)φ0(t, y) dqt.

Hence, (4.34) takes the form

λφ(x, λ) = λφ0(x, λ) +

∫ x

0

[v0(t)K(x, t)−Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t)]φ0(t, λ) dqt

= −K(x, x)Dq−1,tφ0(t, λ)|t=x +K(x, 0)Dq−1,tφ0(t, λ)|t=0

= −Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=0φ0(0, λ) +Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=xφ0(x, λ). (4.35)

Using (4.4), (4.19), and (4.20) in (4.35), we get

λφ(x, λ) = λφ0(x, λ) +Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=xφ0(x, λ)

+

∫ x

0

(v0(t)K(x, t)−Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t))φ0(t, λ) dqt. (4.36)

Operating on (4.32) by Dq,xDq−1,x, then using (2.5) and (2.6), we obtain

Dq,xDq−1,xφ(x, λ) = Dq,xDq−1,xφ0(x, λ) +

∫ x

0

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)φ0(x, λ) dqt

+ Dq,x

(

K

(

x

q
,
x

q

)

φ0(
x

q
, λ)

)

+Dq,xK(x, t) |t=x φ0(x, λ). (4.37)
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Substituting (4.2) and (4.20) into (4.37) yields

Dq,xDq−1,xϕ(x, λ) = (−λ + v0(x) +Dq,xK(x, t) |t=x)ϕ0(x, λ)

+

∫ x

0

Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)φ0(x, λ) dqt. (4.38)

From (4.36) and (4.38), we obtain

Dq,xDq−1,xφ(x, λ) + λφ(x, λ) = [v0(x) +Dq,xK(x, t) |t=x +Dq−1,tK(x, t)|t=x]φ0(x, λ)

+

∫ x

0

[Dq,xDq−1,xK(x, t)−Dq,tDq−1,tK(x, t)]φ0(x, λ) dqt

+

∫ x

0

v0(t)K(x, t)φ0(x, λ) dqt. (4.39)

Substituting (4.18) and (4.32) into (4.39) yields that ϕ(x, λ) is a solution of (2.11).
Now, we prove (4.33). From (4.32), we have

φ(0, λ) = φ0(0, λ) = 1. (4.40)

Using (4.20) in (4.32), we obtain

φ(x, λ) =φ0(x, λ) +

∫ qx

0

K(x, t)φ0(t, λ) dqt

=φ0(x, λ) + q

∫ x

0

K(x, qt)φ0(qt, λ) dqt. (4.41)

Using (2.5) in (4.41) yields

Dq−1,xφ(x, λ) = Dq−1φ0(x, λ) + q

∫ x

0

Dq−1,xK(x, qt)φ0(qt, λ) dqt+ qK(x/q, x)φ0(x, λ).

Hence,

Dq−1φ(0, λ) = lim
n→∞

(Dq−1,xφ(x, λ)) (xq
n)

=Dq−1φ0(0, λ) + qφ0(0, λ) lim
n→∞

K(xqn−1, xqn)

=Dq−1φ0(0, λ)− qφ0(0, λ) lim
n→∞

F (xqn−1, xqn). (4.42)

Using (4.4) and (4.8) in (4.42), we get

Dq−1φ(0, λ) = h0 − q
∞
∑

n=0

cn = h. (4.43)

From (4.40) and (4.43) yields (4.33).

In the following theorems, we assume that the problems Lq(v0, h0, H0) and Lq(v, h,H) have
the same spectrum {λn}∞n=0.

Theorem 4.4. Let {λn}∞n=0 be the eigenvalues of the unperturbed problem (4.2)-(4.4). Then the
eigenfunctions {φ (x, λn)}∞n=0 defined by Equation (4.32) with λn in place of λ, can be expressed
by the formula

φ (x, λn) = φ0 (x, λn)−
∞
∑

k=0

ckφ (x, λk)

∫ x

0

φ0 (t, λn)φ0 (t, λk) dqt, x ∈ A∗

q,a. (4.44)
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Moreover, the functions {φ (·, λn)}∞n=0 satisfy the boundary condition

Dq−1φ (a, λn) +Hφ (a, λn) = 0,

for some real constant H.

Proof. From (4.7) and (4.8), we have

K(x, t) =− F (x, t)−
∫ x

0

K(x, s)F (s, t)dqs

= −
∞
∑

k=0

ckφ0 (t, λk)

[

φ0 (x, λk) +

∫ x

0

K(x, s)φ0 (s, λk) dqs

]

= −
∞
∑

k=0

ckφ0 (t, λk)φ (x, λk) . (4.45)

Substituting (4.45) into (4.32) yields (4.44). Set x = a in (4.44). Then

φ (a, λn) =φ0 (a, λn)−
∞
∑

k=0

ckφ (a, λk)

∫ a

0

φ0 (t, λk)φ0 (t, λn) dqt

=φ0 (a, λn)− cnαn,0φ (a, λn) , (4.46)

where αn,0 is defined in (4.9). From (4.46), it follows that

φ (a, λn) =
φ0 (a, λn)

1 + cnαn,0
. (4.47)

The q-differentiation of (4.44) with respect to Dq−1,x yields

Dq−1,xφ (x, λn) =Dq−1,xφ0 (x, λn)−
∞
∑

k=0

ckDq−1,xφ (x, λk)

∫ x

0

φ0 (t, λk)φ0 (t, λn) dqt

− q

∞
∑

k=0

ckφ (x, λk)φ0 (x, λk)φ0 (x, λn) . (4.48)

From (4.47) and the second boundary condition (4.3) in (4.48), we obtain

Dq−1φ (a, λn) (1 + cnαn,0) = −H0φ0 (a, λn)− qφ0 (a, λn)

∞
∑

k=0

ckφ (a, λk)φ0 (a, λk)

= −H0φ (a, λn) (1 + cnαn,0)− q (1 + cnαn,0)φ (a, λn)
∞
∑

k=0

ck
φ2
0 (a, λk)

1 + ckαk,0

. (4.49)

Therefore,
Dq−1φ (a, λn) = −Hφ (a, λn) ,

where

H = H0 + q
∞
∑

k=0

ck
φ2
0 (a, λk)

1 + ckαk,0

. (4.50)
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5 A q-analog of the Ashrafyan uniqueness theorem

In this section, we introduce a q-analog of the Ashrafyan uniqueness theorem, namely Theorem
C. We present some definitions that will guide our next theorems, aiding in the proof of the
Ashrafyan uniqueness theorem.

Let f, g be entire functions and a ∈ C, we say that

f(z) = O(g(z)), as z → a,

if f(z)/g(z) is bounded in a neighborhood of a.

f(z) ∼ g(z), as z → a, if lim
z→a

f(z)

g(z)
= 1.

If f(z) :=
∑

∞

n=0 anz
n is an entire function, then the maximum and minimum modulus are

defined respectively for r > 0 by

M(r; f) := sup{|f(z)| : |z| = r},

µ(r; f) := inf{|f(z)| : |z| = r}.
The order ρ(f) of f is defined as

ρ(f) := lim sup
r→∞

log logM(r, f)

log r
= lim sup

n→∞

n log n

− log |an|
;

see [14]. In the following, the functions φ1(·, λ) and φ2(·, λ) are the solutions of (2.11) with the
initial conditions

D
(j−1)
q−1 φi(0, λ) = δij , 1 6 i, j 6 2, λ ∈ C,

where D
(0)
q is the identity operator. In this case, any solution of (2.11) is a linear combination

of {φ1, φ2}. In [7], the authors defined the characteristic determinant ∆(λ) as

∆(λ) = U1 (φ1)U2 (φ2)− U1 (φ2)U2 (φ1) , (5.1)

where U1 and U2 are defined in (2.12) and (2.13), respectively.
In their paper [6], Annaby and Mansour presented the asymptotic behavior of the functions

cos(z; q) and sin(z; q) by employing the technique developed by Bergweiler and Hayman to
investigate the asymptotic properties of the solutions of functional equations, see [12, 13].

Theorem 5.1. [6] As n→ ∞, we have

xn =
q−n+ 1

2

(1− q)
(1 +O (qn)) ,

yn =
q−n

(1− q)
(1 +O (qn)) ,

where {xn} and {yn} are the positive zeros of cos(·; q) and sin(·; q), respectively.

The authors in [7] examined the asymptotic formulas for eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of
the q-Sturm–Liouville problem (2.11)-(2.13) and established the following theorems:
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Theorem 5.2. [7] Let λ be a complex number, and let s =
√
λ. Then the asymptotic formulaes

φ1(x, λ) = cos(sx; q) +O

(

|s|−1exp

(

− (log |s|x(1− q))2

log q

))

, (5.2)

φ2(x, λ) =
sin(sx; q)

s
+O

(

|s|−2exp

(

− (log |s|x(1− q))2

log q

))

, (5.3)

holds as |λ| −→ ∞, where for each x ∈ (0, a] the O-terms are uniform on {xqn, n ∈ N0}.
Moreover, if v(·) is bounded on [0, a], the O-terms (5.2)-(5.3) will be uniform for all x ∈ [0, a].

Theorem 5.3. [7] As |λ| −→ ∞, the asymptotic relation of ∆(λ) defined in (5.1) has the
following form:

∆(λ) = −a12a22
√
qs sin(sq−1/2a; q) +O

(

exp

(

−
(

log |s|q−1/2a(1− q)
)2

log q

))

. (5.4)

Theorem 5.4. [7] The positive zeros {λn} of ∆(λ) that defined in (5.1) are given asymptotically
as n −→ ∞ by

λn =











q
a2
y2n
(

1 +O
(

qn/2
))

, a12a22 6= 0,
q
a2
x2n
(

1 +O
(

qn/2
))

, a12 = 0,
1
a2
x2n
(

1 +O
(

qn/2
))

, a22 = 0,

where {xn}, {yn} represent the positive zeros of cos(·; q) and sin(·; q), respectively.
From Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.4, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.1. [7] As n −→ ∞,

sn :=
√

λn =

{

q−n+1/2

a(1−q)

(

1 +O
(

qn/2
))

, a12 6= 0,
q−n+1

a(1−q)

(

1 +O
(

qn/2
))

, a12 = 0.
(5.5)

Proposition 5.5. If {y(·, λn)}∞n=0 is the set of solutions of the problem (2.11)-(2.13), then there
exist positive constants k1, k2 (independent of n) such that

k1 exp

(−(log2 |sn|a(1− q))

log q

)

≤ |y(a, λn)| ≤ k2 exp

(−(log2 |sn|a(1− q))

log q

)

, n ∈ N. (5.6)

Proof. Since {y(x, λn)} is a solution of the problem (2.11)-(2.13), then y(x, λn) satisfies the
functional equation (2.19). Furthermore, y(a, λ) is an entire function in λ of order zero; see [14].
From Remark 2.1, we have y(a, λn) 6= 0 for all n ∈ N. Let the set E be defined as

E := R \ {tn ∈ R : y(a, tn) = 0}.
Hence,

lim
n→∞

m{E ∩ (0, λn)}
λn

= 1,

From [31, p.1], we have

M (λn; y(a, λ)) ∼ µ (λn; y(a, λ)) as n→ ∞.

Since

|y(a, λ)| ∼ exp

(−(log2 |s|a(1− q))

log q

)

for sufficiently large λ,

where s :=
√
λ, see [7]. Hence, there exist positive constants k1, k2 such that (5.6) holds.
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Corollary 5.2. Let {φ (·, λn)} and {φ0 (·, λn,0)} be the eigenfunctions of the q-Sturm–Liouville
problems (2.11)–(3.1) and (4.4)–(4.5), respectively. Then we have the asymptotic formulae as
n→ ∞

φ(x, λn) = cos(snx; q) +
h sin(snx; q)

sn
+O

(

|sn|−1exp

(

− (log |sn|x(1− q))2

log q

))

, (5.7)

φ0(x, λn,0) = cos(sn,0x; q)+
h0 sin(sn,0x; q)

sn,0
+O

(

|sn,0|−1exp

(

− (log |sn,0|x(1− q))2

log q

))

, (5.8)

where sn =
√
λn, sn,0 =

√

λn,0 and for each x ∈ (0, a] the O-terms are uniform on {xqn, n ∈
N0}. Moreover, if v(·) is bounded on [0, a], the O-terms (5.7)-(5.8) will be uniform for all
x ∈ [0, a]..

Proof. Since φ (x, λ) is the solution of (2.11) with the boundary condition (3.1), then

φ (x, λ) = φ1 (x, λ) + hφ2 (x, λ) , x ∈ (0, a]. (5.9)

Using Theorem 5.2, we obtain (5.7). In the same way, we prove (5.8).

Remark 5.1. From Corollary 5.2, M(r;φ) ∼ exp

(

− (log r(1− q))2

log q

)

as r → ∞. Hence, φ is

an entire function of order zero, and so ∆(λ); see [14].

Lemma 5.1. If {φ (·, λn)} denotes the eigenfunctions corresponding to the spectrum {λn} of
the problem Lq(v, h,H), then the characteristic determinant ∆(λ) and the norming constants
{αn} can be represented as follows:

∆(λ) = −Dq−1φ(a, λ)−Hϕ(a, λ), (5.10)

αn = φ (a, λn) ∆̇ (λn) , n ∈ N0,

where the dot of ∆(λ) is the derivative with respect to λ.

Proof. Substituting (2.12) and (2.13) into (5.1), we have

∆(λ) = a11 [a21φ2 (a, λ) + a22Dq−1φ2 (a, λ)]− a12 [a21φ1 (a, λ) + a22Dq−1φ1 (a, λ)] .

Comparing (3.1) with (2.12) and (2.13), we obtain

a11 = −h, a12 = a22 = 1, a21 = H.

Consequently,

∆(λ) = −H [φ1 (a, λ) + hφ2 (a, λ)]− [Dq−1φ1 (a, λ) + hφ1 (a, λ)] . (5.11)

Using (5.9) in (5.11) yields (5.10).
For arbitrary λ and µ, set y = φ(x, λ) and z = φ(x, µ). Hence, from the Green’s identity

(2.18), we obtain

(µ− λ)

∫ a

0

y(x)z(x) dqx =Wq−1 (y, z) (0)−Wq−1 (y, z) (a).
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Using (2.14) and the initial condition in (3.1) yields
∫ a

0

y(x)z(x) dqx =
φ(a, µ)Dq−1φ(a, λ)− φ(a, λ)Dq−1φ(a, µ)

(µ− λ)
.

Taking the limit as µ approaches λ, yields
∫ a

0

φ2(x, λ)dqx = φ̇(a, λ)Dq−1φ(a, λ)− φ(a, λ)Dq−1φ̇(a, λ).

Setting λ = λn and using the boundary condition in (3.1), we obtain

αn = φ (a, λn)
[

−Hφ̇(a, λn)−Dq−1φ̇(a, λn)
]

= φ (a, λn) ∆̇ (λn) , n ∈ N0.

Theorem 5.6. The specification of the spectrum {λn}∞n=0 of the problem Lq(v, h,H) uniquely
determines the characteristic function ∆(λ) by the formula

∆(λ) = a (λ0 − λ)

∞
∏

n=1

λn − λ
qy2n
a2

. (5.12)

Proof. It follows from Remark 5.1 that ∆(λ) is an entire function in λ of order zero. Conse-
quently by Hadamard’s factorization theorem [34, chapter 5], ∆(λ) has the following form

∆(λ) = C

∞
∏

n=0

(

1− λ

λn

)

, (5.13)

where C is a constant. Consider the function

∆̃(λ) := −s√q sin(saq− 1
2 ; q) = −λa

∞
∏

n=1

(

1− a2λ

qy2n

)

, (5.14)

where {yn} are the positive zeroes of sin(·; q). Then

∆(λ)

∆̃(λ)
= C

λ− λ0
aλ0λ

∞
∏

n=1

qy2

a2λn

∞
∏

n=1

(

1 +
λn − qy2n

a2

qy2n
a2

− λ

)

.

From Corollary 5.1 and (5.4), we conclude

lim
λ→−∞

∆(λ)

∆̃(λ)
= 1, lim

λ→−∞

∞
∏

n=1

(

1 +
λn − qy2n

a2

qy2n
a2

− λ

)

= 1.

Hence,

C = aλ0

∞
∏

n=1

a2λn
qy2n

. (5.15)

Substituting (5.15) into (5.13) yields (5.12), which completes the proof.
It is worth noting that from Theorem 5.4,

λn ≃ q

a2
y2n
(

1 +O
(

qn/2
))

, as n→ ∞.

Hence,
∞
∏

n=1

λn − λ

qy2n/a
2
=

∞
∏

n=1

(

1 + rn −
a2λ

qyn

)

, rn = O
(

qn/2
)

as n→ ∞.

Therefore, the infinite product in (5.12) is convergent. Similarly, we can prove that the infinite
product in (5.15) is convergent.
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Proposition 5.7. Let {λn, αn}∞n=0 and {λn,0, αn,0}∞n=0 be the spectral data of the problems
Lq(v, h,H) and Lq(v0, h0, H0), respectively. If λn = λn,0, then

αn

αn,0
=

φ(a, λn)

φ0(a, λn)
. (5.16)

Proof. Using Lemma 5.1, we have

αn

αn,0

=
φ(a, λn)∆̇ (λn)

φ0(a, λn,0)∆̇0 (λn,0)
,

where ∆ (λn) ,∆0 (λn,0) are the characteristic functions associated with the problems Lq(v, h,H))
and Lq(v0, h0, H0), respectively. Since λn = λn,0 for all n ∈ N0, then by using Theorem 5.6, we
have ∆ (λn) = ∆0 (λn,0) for all λ ∈ C. Consequently,

∆̇ (λn) = ∆̇0 (λn,0) (n ∈ N0),

and (5.16) follows.

Theorem 5.8. Let {φ0 (x, λn,0)}∞n=0 and {φ (x, λn)}∞n=0 be the eigenfunctions of the problems
Lq(v0, h0, H0), Lq(v, h,H), respectively. If

h = h0, λn = λn,0 (n ∈ N0) ,

then the series

F (x, y) =

∞
∑

n=0

(
1

αn
− 1

αn,0
) φ0 (x, λn,0)φ0 (y, λn,0) , (5.17)

converges uniformly for (x, t) ∈ Aq,a ×Aq,a.

Proof. Since λn = λn,0, then equation (5.17) can be written as

F (x, y) =

∞
∑

n=0

1

αn
(1− αn

αn,0
)φ0 (x, λn)φ0 (y, λn) . (5.18)

Using (5.16) and Corollary 5.2 at h = h0, we conclude that

αn

αn,0

=
φ (a, λn)

φ0 (a, λn)
= 1 +O(

1

sn
) as n→ ∞. (5.19)

From (5.19), there exists a positive constant k such that

|1− αn

αn,0
| ≤ k

sn
, (n ∈ N0). (5.20)

From (3.2) and (2.2), we have
αn ≥ a(1− q)φ2 (a, λn) . (5.21)

Applying Proposition 5.5, there exist a positive constant k1 such that

1

|αn|
≤ 1

a(1− q)k1
2 exp

(−2(log2 |sn|a(1− q))

log q

) (n ∈ N0). (5.22)
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Also, from Remark 5.1,

|φ0 (x, λn)φ0 (y, λn) | ≤ k2
2 exp

(−2(log2 |sn|a(1− q))

log q

)

(n ∈ N0), (5.23)

where k2 is a positive constant. From (5.22), (5.23), we have

|φ0 (x, λn)φ0 (y, λn) |
|αn|

≤M (n ∈ N0), (5.24)

where M =
k22

a(1− q)k1
2 . Substituting (5.20) and (5.24) into (5.25), we obtain

|F (x, y)| =
∞
∑

n=0

1

|αn|
|(1− αn

αn,0
)||φ0 (x, λn)φ0 (y, λn) | ≤Mk

∞
∑

n=0

1

|sn|
. (5.25)

From the asymptotic of the sequence {sn}, see (5.5), the series
∑

∞

n=0

1

|sn|
is convergent. This

is the final step of the proof.

Now, we introduce a q-analog of Theorem C, the Levinson-Marchenko theorem.

Theorem 5.9. Let {λn, αn}∞n=0 and {λn,0, αn,0}∞n=0 be the spectral data of the problems Lq(v, h,H)
and Lq(v0, h0, H0), respectively. If h = h0, λn = λn,0 and αn ≥ αn,0, n ∈ N0, then Lq = Lq,0,
i.e., v(x) = v0(x) on Aq,a (qa.e.) and H = H0.

Proof. Let us consider problem (4.2) with the boundary conditions (4.3) and problem (2.11)
with the boundary conditions (3.1). These problems have the following norming constants:

αn,0 =

∫ a

0

φ2
0 (x, λn,0) dqx, αn =

∫ a

0

φ2 (x, λn) dqx.

The q-Gelfand–Levitan operator (4.7) establishes the connection between these two problems
as stated on Theorem 4.3. Substituting (5.16) into (4.47) yields

cn =

(

1

αn
− 1

αn,0

)

. (5.26)

Using (5.26) in (4.8) at λn = λn,0, we get

F (x, y) =
∞
∑

n=0

(
1

αn

− 1

αn,0

)φ0 (x, λn)φ0 (y, λn) .

From (5.26), (4.33), and (4.50), we obtain

h = h0 − q

∞
∑

n=0

(

1

αn
− 1

αn,0

)

, (5.27)

and

H = H0 + q

∞
∑

n=0

(αn,0 − αn)

αn,0
φ2
0 (a, λn) .
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Since h = h0, then (5.27) yields

∞
∑

n=0

(

1

αn
− 1

αn,0

)

= 0. (5.28)

Since αn ≥ αn,0 for all n ∈ N0, then from equation (5.28), we conclude that αn = αn,0 for all
n ∈ N0. Therefore, using Theorem 3.5, we obtain v(x) = v0(x) on Aq,a (qa.e.) and H = H0.
This completes the proof.
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