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Stability of a flexible missile described by asymptotics of
the eigenvalues of fourth order boundary value problems
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Abstract

Fourth order problems, with the differential equation y™® — (gy')’ = A%y,
where g € C'[0, a] and a > 0, occur in engineering on stability of elastic rods.
They occur as well in aeronautics to describe the stability of a flexible missile.
Fourth order Birkhoff regular problems with the differential equation y®* —
(9y') = M\?y and eigenvalue dependent boundary conditions are considered.
These problems have quadratic operator representations with non self-adjoint
operators. The first four terms of the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of the
problems as well as those of the eigenvalues of the problem describing the
stability of a flexible missile are evaluated explicitly.
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1. Introduction

Higher order ordinary differential operators occur in applications with or
without the eigenvalue parameter in the boundary conditions. Such problems
are realized as operator polynomials, also called operator pencils. Some
recent developments of higher order differential operators whose boundary
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conditions may depend on the eigenvalue parameter have been investigated
in (5,16, 819, [10, 11, [13, 14, [15].

Problems like the generalized Regge problem, the stability of elastic rod
problems and the vibrating curve problems have boundary conditions with
partial first derivatives with respect to the time variable ¢ or whose mathe-
matical model leads to an eigenvalue problem with the eigenvalue parameter
A occurring linearly in the boundary conditions. Such problems have an
operator representation of the form

L(\) = A2M —iAK — A (1.1)

in the Hilbert space H = Lo(I) ® C*, where I is an interval, k the number
of eigenvalue dependent boundary conditions, M, K and A are coefficient
operators.

Separation of variables leads the stability of elastic rod problems investi-
gated in [3,16, 18,19, (14, 15] to fourth order eigenvalue problems with eigenvalue
parameter dependent boundary conditions, where the differential equation

y W — (gy) = Ny (1.2)

depends on the eigenvalue parameter. The fourth order problem with the
differential equation (LZ) and the boundary conditions 3”(0) = y(0) = 0
and y"(a) = y®(a) = 0 describes the stability of a flexible missile, see
[1,12,13]. This problem can be represented by the operator polynomial

L) =XM-A (1.3)

in the Hilbert space Lo([).

In 8] we have investigated a class of boundary conditions for which nec-
essary and sufficient conditions have been obtained such that the associated
operator pencil consists of self-adjoint operators, while in [9] we have contin-
ued the work of [§] in the direction of [6] to derive eigenvalue asymptotics
associated with boundary conditions which do not depend on the eigenvalue
parameter at the left endpoint and depend on the eigenvalue parameter at
the right endpoint. Note that the problems investigated in |6, 9] are Birkhoff
regular. In [14] we have investigated a class of boundary conditions for which
necessary and sufficient conditions have been obtained such that the associ-
ated operator pencil is Birkhoff regular.

In this paper we extend the work of [9] to classes of Birkhoff regular
problems where the coefficient operators K and A of the associated quadratic
operator pencil are not necessary self-adjoint.
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We give a characterization of fourth order Birkhoff regular problems in
Section 2l In Section [l we present the quadratic operator pencil under con-
sideration as well as the boundary conditions that will be investigated. In
Section M we classify the eigenvalue dependent boundary problems under con-
sideration in two different classes according to the right endpoint boundary
conditions and we derive the eigenvalue asymptotics for the case ¢ = 0. As
these problems are Birkhoff regular, then the eigenvalues for general g are
small perturbations of those for ¢ = 0. Hence in Section [l we use the eigen-
value asymptotics for ¢ = 0 to provide the first four terms of the eigenvalue
asymptotics of the two relevant classes and we compare the results obtained
to those obtained in [9]. Finally in Section [6] we give the asymptotics of the
eigenvalues of the problem describing the stability of a flexible missile.

2. Fourth order Birkhoff regular problems

On the interval [0, a], we consider the eigenvalue problem

y W — (gy') = Ny, (2.1)
B;(Ny =0, j=1,2,3,4,

where g € C'[0,al], a > 0, is a real valued function and (2.2)) are separated
boundary conditions independent of A or depending on A linearly. We assume
that

B;(Ny = y[”j](aj) + iﬁj)\y[qj](aj), (2.3)

where a; = 0 for j = 1,2 and a; = a for j = 3,4, with 0 < ¢; < p; < 3, for
B; € C\ {0} while 3; = 0 corresponds to ¢; = —o0, j =1,2,3,4.
We recall that the quasi-derivatives associated to (2.1]) are given by

[ gv"),  (24)

[ [ (3] ®3) [ (4) _ (

YO =y, gl =y, yB =" ¥ =y — gy gl =y
see [7, Definition 10.2.1, page 256].

Recall that in applications, using separation of variables, the parameter
A emanates from derivatives with respect to the time variable in the origi-
nal partial differential equation, and it is reasonable that the highest space
derivative occurs in the term without time derivative. Thus the most relevant

boundary conditions would have ¢; < p; for j =1,2,3,4.



We define
0, ={s€{1,2,3,4} : Bs(\) depends on A}, Oy = {1,2,3,4}\O,, (2.5)
0 =0,n{1,2}, 6=06,n{3,4}, (2.6)
and
A={s€{l1,2,3,4} : ps > —oo}, A® = AN {1,2}, A*=AN{3,4}. (2.7)
Assumption 2.1. We assume that the numbers p;, for s € A°, ¢; for j € 6
are distinct and that the numbers p, for s € A%, g; for j € ©f are distinct.

Assumption BT means that for any pair (r,a;) the term yl"(a;) occurs
at most once in the boundary conditions (2:2) and that the numbers g;, p;,
J=1,2,3,4 are mutually disjoint.

Let pj,q; € {0,1,2,3}, where p;,q; are as defined in Assumption 2.,
7 =1,2,3,4. Let usuch that u =0if j = 1,2 and u =11if j = 3,4. Let

C(r,u), r=1,2,3,4,5, u= 0,1, be the following conditions:
C(1,u): proow > Qreou + 2, P2you > Qoyou + 25
C(2,u): Preow > Qreou + 2, Gatou + 2 > Payous
C(B,U)I Pi1+2u > q1+2u + 27 P2+2u = (2424 + 2 and 52+2u 7& ( 1)la Where
l=1,2;
C(4,u): qraou + 2 > Priou, Goyou + 2 > Poyou;
C(5,u): Qra2u + 2 > Priou, Porou = Gor2u + 2,

5 7& (_1)l+1 if Q420 — Q2420 = 1,

24-2u .
(_1)l if q1+2u — 2420 = 3,

where [ =1, 2.

For the boundary conditions (2.2)) and the assumptions made so far, [14,
Theorem 3.4] leads to the following.

Proposition 2.2. The problem (21)), 22) is Birkhoff reqular if and only if
there are ro,m € {1,2,3,4,5} such that the conditions C(ry,0) and C(ry,1)
hold.

3. The quadratic operator pencil L

We denote the collection of boundary conditions (2.2) by U and define
the following operators related to U

Ury = (y[pj](aj))jeer ,7=20,1, and Viy = (ﬁjy[qj](aj))j€@1 ’ (3.1)
y € W5(0,a),



where W}(0, a) is the Sobolev space of order 4 on the interval (0, a).
We put k = |©;] and we consider the linear operators A(U), K and M
in the space Ly(0,a) @ C* with domains

) = {7 = (1, ) v < Wi 0.0). Uy =0},
D(K) = D(M) = Ly(0,a) ® CF,
given by

(A(U))y = (y(4) [}1;9@/)/) for g € Z(A(U)),

I 0 0 0 . . .
M = (0 O) and K = (0 Ko) with K, = diag(8; : j € ©).

It is clear that M and K are bounded operators and M is nonnegative and
self-adjoint. We associate a quadratic operator pencil

L(\) = A2M —iAK — A(U), AeC (3.2)

in the space Ly(0,a) @ C* with the problems (2.I)), (Z.2). We observe that
[B2) is an operator representation of the eigenvalue problem (2.1)), (2.2)) in
the sense that a function y satisfies (2.1)), (2.2]) if and only if it satisfies
L(N)y = 0.

Note that if all the boundary conditions in (22) are independent of A,
then Viy = 0 and Uy = 0, where y € Wi(0,a). Hence (3.2)) will be reduced
to

L(\) = MM — A(U), XeC (3.3)

in the space Lo (0, a).

We are going to investigate the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of the
classes of the boundary value problems where the boundary conditions at
the left endpoint are independent of the parameter A, while the boundary
conditions at the right endpoint depend or may not depend on the parameter.
For the case 334 # 0, we are going to compare the results of our investigation
to those obtained in the case of self-adjoint problems studied in [9]. Hence
the four boundary conditions (2.2) are

{yw (0)=0, yI(0)=0,

3.4
yP3l(a) + iBshylel(a) = 0, yPid(a) + iyl (a) = 0, (34)



where 0 < p; < pp < 3,0 < g3 <p3 <3,0< g1 < py <3 and
0 < p3 < ps < 3. Therefore taking Assumption 2.1l into account, we will
distinguish the following different cases of boundary conditions at the end-
point 0:

Case 1: (p1,p2) = (0,1), Case 2 : (p1,p2) = (0,2),
Case 3 : (p1,p2) = (0,3), Case 4 : (p1,p2) = (1,2), (3.5)

Case 5 : (p1,p2) = (1,3), Case 6 : (p1,p2) = (2,3).

However the boundary conditions at the right endpoint a will be classified as

),

Case® 1: (p3,qs) = (1,0) and (p4, qq) = (3,2 (3.6)
3,0) '

Case® 2 : (p3, q3) = (2,1) and (ps, qu) = (3,

As we have 2 sets of boundary conditions at the endpoint a and 6 sets of
boundary conditions at the endpoint 0, then we have 12 sets of boundary
conditions in total. We are going to classify these 12 sets of boundary condi-
tions according to the endpoint a. Hence we will have 2 classes of boundary
conditions that we are going to classify by the pair (p;,q;), j = 3, 4, see (B.6).

Define the condition C"(2,u): p1i2u < G112u+2, G2ir20+2 < P2you, u =0, 1.
Note that the conditions C'(2,u) and C’(2,u), u = 0,1 are redundant, see
[14, page 5]. Hence for u = 0,1, any result that is valid for C(2,u), the
equivalent result is valid for C'(2,u), as well.

Note that the left endpoint boundary conditions satisfy the condition
C(1,0), while the right endpoint boundary conditions satisfy the conditions
C(4,1) for Casel® 1 and the condition C’(2,1) for Case!® 2. Whence the
problems are Birkhoff regular for the classes Case!® 1 and Case® 2, see
Proposition 2.2

We are going to investigate as well the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of
the problem describing the stability of a flexible missile, where the boundary
conditions are 3”(0) = y®(0) = 0 and y"(a) = y®(a) = 0.

Note that the left endpoint boundary conditions of this problem satisfy
the condition C'(1,0), while the right endpoint boundary conditions satisfy
the condition C(1,1). Hence the problem is Birkhoff regular according to
Proposition 2.2



4. Asymptotics of eigenvalues for g = 0

In this section we consider the boundary value problems (2.1I), (34) with
g = 0. We count all the eigenvalues with their proper multiplicities and
develop a formula for the asymptotic distribution of the eigenvalues for g = 0,
which is used to obtain the corresponding formula for general g. We take the
canonical fundamental system y;, j = 1,...,4, of (Z1)) with yjm)(O) = 0} m+1
for m =0, ..., 3, which is analytic on C with respect to A. Putting
M) = (Bi(N)y; (- M) -1
the eigenvalues of the boundary value problems (2.1]), (8:4) for g = 0, are the
eigenvalues of the analytic matrix function M, where the corresponding ge-
ometric and algebraic multiplicities coincide, see [4, Theorem 3.1.2]. Setting
A = p? and
1 1
y(z,p) = %8 sinh(pz) — %8 sin(px),

it is easy to see that

yi(A) =y @), j=1,....4, (4.1)

Since the first and the second rows of M () have exactly one entry 1
and all other entries 0, it follows that for each of the 2 different classes of
boundary conditions det M (\) = +¢(u), where

(3,4) in Case 1, (2,4) in Case 2,(2,3) in Case 3,

4.2
(1,4) in Case 4, (1,3) in Case 5, (1,2) in Case 6. (4.2)



Therefore

¢(1) = Bs(1*)Yo(1) (-, 1) Ba(pe ) @ (s 1) = Ba(1*)Yo (1) (5 1) Bs (1) Yo(2) (- 12)
= (yf,('i) (a) + sy %) ) (yf, 5 () + iBap® f,q(;) (a)>

— (4% @) + iBap® y% )) (505 (@) + iBony ) (a)
- yf,% (a)ye) (@) =y (@) (@) + i | B (18 (@) (0)

—y) @)y <a>)+/34( (@) (@) = v (@) (@) |

+ ByBapt® [yé‘i‘i’) (@)% (@) = yi8) (@it (@)]. (4.3)

Next we discuss the asymptotics of the zeros of the problems for each class
Case® j,j=1,2.

4.1. Asymptotics of eigenvalues for g = 0 of the problems of Class Casel® 1

It follows from (B.6]) and (IEI) that the characteristic functions ¢(u) of
the eigenvalue problems of Case(® 1 are given by:

O(1) = U0y (@)yts) (@) = 43 (@ (@) + it | B (o) (@) (@)
50 (@ot2)(@) ) + 81 (V0 (@i (@) = vy (o) (@)
+ o’ [ (@)5o2)(@) = v (@i (@)]. (4.4)

Each of the summands in ¢ is a product of a power in u and a product of
two sums of a trigonometric and a hyperbolic functions. The highest u-power
occurs with

BsBap’ [yga) (a>ya(2) (a) — Yo (1) (a)y:,’(z) (a)] .
Hence we are going to investigate the zeros of
do(p) = 2" [yg(l)(a)y(,@)(a) - ya(l)(a)yc/rl@)(a)} :

It follows from (4.]) and (£.2)) that for the above six cases we obtain:
Case 1: p1 =0, po = 1:

¢o(p) = p(cos(pa) sinh(pa) — sin(pa) cosh(ua)).



Case 2: p1 =0, py = 2:

bo(p) = —p? sin(pa) sinh(ua).
Case 3: p1 =0, py = 3:

¢o() = —p’(sin(pa) cosh(ua) + cos(pa) sinh(ua)).
Case 4: p1 =1, pp = 2:

¢o() = —p° (sin(pa) cosh(ua) + cos(pa) sinh(ua)).
Case 5: p1 =1, py = 3:

¢o(p) = —2u* cos(pa) cosh(pua).

Case 6: p1 =2, po = 3:

¢o(p) = p1°(sin(pa) cosh(pa) — cos(pa) sinh(ua)).

Next we give the asymptotic distributions of the zeros of ¢g(u), with
proper counting.

Lemma 4.1. Case 1: p; =0, po = 1, ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 4 at 0,

exactly one simple zero fix, in each interval ((k: — %) = (k‘ + %) g) for positive
integers k with asymptotics

- ™
b = (41{:—3)@—1—0(1), k=23...,
simple zeros at fi, —fig, fi—x = ifix and —ifiy for k =2,3,..., and no other
2€T0S.
Case 2: p1 =0, pa = 2, @9 has a zero of multiplicity 4 at 0, simple zeros at

ﬂk:(k;—l)g, k=23,...,

simple zeros at —fi, fi_x = tji and —ifix for k = 2,3,..., and no other
zeros.

Case 3: py = 0, po = 3, ¢o has a zero of multiplicity 4 at 0, exactly one
simple zero [i in each interval ((k — %) = (k + %) g) for positive integers k
with asymptotics

T

Mk=(4k‘—5)4a

+o(1), k=2,3,...,



simple zeros at —fi, fi—x = ifix and —ifiy for k = 2,3,..., and no other
2eros.
Case 4: py = 1, po = 2, ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 4 at 0, exactly one

simple zero [i; in each interval ((k — %) ~ (k + %) %) for positive integers k
with asymptotics

T
fr = (4k — 5)— 1), k=2,3,...
Kk ( )4a +O( )7 y s )

simple zeros at —fi, fi—x = ifix and —ifyy for k = 2,3,..., and no other

zeros.
Case b: py =1, po =3, ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 4 at 0, simple zeros at

s

i = 2k —1)—, k=2,3,...

Mk ( )20,’ )y )
simple zeros at —fiy, fi_x = ijly and —ifix, k =2,3,..., and no other zeros.
Case 6: p1 = 2, po = 3, ¢o has a zero of multiplicity 8 at 0, exactly one

simple zero [ij in each interval ((k — %) - (k + %) %) for positive integers k
with asymptotics
e =4k —7) = 4 0(1), k=3.4,...,
da
simple zeros at [ig, —fig, fi—p = tfx and —ifiy for k= 3,4,..., and no other
2eros.

Proof. The result is obvious in cases 2 and 5. Cases 3 and 4 are identical,
while cases 1 and 6 differ in the factor with the power of u. We will consider
Case 3. The choice of the indexing for the non-zeros of ¢q will become
apparent later.

It is easy to see that ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 4 at 0. Next we are going
to find the zeros of ¢y on the positive real axis. One can observe that for
i # 0, ¢o(p) = 0 implies cosh(pa) # 0 and cos(pa) # 0, whence the positive
zeros of ¢ are those > 0 for which tan(ua)+tanh(ua) = 0. Since tan’(x) >
1 and tanh’(z) > 0 for all x € R, the function p — tan(ua) + tanh(ua) is
increasing with positive derivative on each interval ((k — %) z, (k: + %) %),
k € Z. On each of these intervals, the function moves from —oo to oo, thus
we have exactly one simple zero fi, of tan(ua) + tanh(ua) in each interval

((k — %) I (k + %) I), where k is a positive integer, and no zero in (0, 5).

Since tanh(ua) — 1 as yu — oo, we have
T

,uk:(4k—5)@—l—0(1), ]{3:2,3,
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The location of the zeros on the other three half-axes follows from repeated

application of ¢g(ip) = —do(p).

To complete the proof, we will show that all zeros of ¢q lie on the real or
the imaginary axis. To this end we observe that the product-to-sum formula
for trigonometric functions gives

do(u) = —pi°[sin(ua) cosh(pa) + cos(ua) sinh(pa)]
= —%ug[sin((l +i)pua) + sin((1 —i)pa) — isin((1 + i) pa)

+isin((1 —i)ua)]

_ _%,ﬁ[u —i)sin((1+ Dpa) + (1+ ) sin((1 — Hpa).  (4.5)

Putting (1 4 i)ua = x + iy, x, y € R, it follows for p # 0 that

do(i) = 0 = | sin((1 + i)pa)] = |sin((1 — i)pa) (46)
& |sin(z + 1y)| = | sin(y — iz)]

2

& cosh?y — cos® x = cosh? ¢ — cos?y

& cosh? [y| + cos? |y| = cosh? |z| + cos?® |z].
Since cosh®z + cos?x = 1 cosh(2z) + L cos(2z) + 1 has a positive derivative
on (0, 00), this function is strictly increasing, and ¢o(u) = 0 therefore implies
by (46]) that |y| = || and thus y = +x. Then
rt+y 1tz
r= (14+d)a 1+ia

is either real or pure imaginary.

For Case 1, a power series expansion shows that ¢y has a zero of mul-
tiplicity 4 at 0. For the zeros on the positive real axis we just need to
replace the function p +— tan(ua) + tanh(ua) in the proof of Case 3 by
p +— tan(pa) — tanh(pa) and observe that tanh’(ua) < 1. Furthermore, in
this case we have a representation of ¢, similar to (4.5]), except that on the
right hand side, the factor 1—: in front of the sine functions are interchanged.
Hence (£.6) holds in Case 1, and all the zeros must be real or pure imaginary.

Case 6 easily follows from the result for Case 1. O

Proposition 4.2. For g = 0, there exists a positive integer ko such the
eigenvalues N\, k € Z of the problems 2.10), (3.4), where (p3,qs3) = (1,0) and
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(pa,qu) = (3,2), are A\_p = — A, A = j: for k > ko and the fi, have the
following asymptotic representations as k — 0o:

Case 1: py =0, pp=1, i = (4k — 3)5—@ +o(1).

Case 2: py =0, pp =2, = (k— 1)z +o(1).
a

Case 3: p1 =0, po =3, = (4k — 5)41 +o(1).
a

Cased: pr=1, pp=2, fip = (4k—5)2—a +o(1).

Case 5: p1 =1, po =3, jx=(2k— 1)21 +o(1).
a

Case 6: p1 =2, po =3, [ = (4k — 7)2—@ +o(1).

In particular, there is an even number of the pure imaginary eigenvalues
in each case.

Proof. In each case, we will show that the zeros of ¢ are asymptotically close
to the zeros of ¢g. We will start with Case 3.
Case 3: A straightforward calculation gives

(1) = =22 (in(ua) cosh(ua) + cos(a) sinh(ua)
— 5 (1 — cos(pa) cosh(pa) + 221 + cos(pa) cosha)
+ g(cos(,ua) sinh(pa) — sin(ua) cosh(ua)). (4.7)
Let
¢(1) + BsPadbolp)

P1(p) = & (4.8)

Po(pt)

The first term, up to the constant —%B354, is ¢o(p). It follows that for u

12



with ¢o(p) # 0, sin(pa) # 0, sinh(pa) # 0, we have

61(n) = 20(p) + PsPago(p) _ 1 i(Ba— fs) 1
! ¢o(p) p cos(pa) cosh(pa) tan(pa) + tanh(pa)
1 (81 + B3)
p tan(pa) + tanh(pa)
17 2 cos(pa) tanh(pa)
* 2 sin(pa) + cos(ua) tanh(pa) | (49)

Fix ¢ € (0, ) and for k = 2,3,..., let Ry, be the boundaries of the
squares determined by the vertices (4k — 5)7- & ¢ & ie. These squares do
not intersect due to € < g-. Since tanz = —1 if and only if z = jm — 7 and
J € Z, it follows from the periodicity of tan that the number

Ci(e) = 2min{| tan(pa) + 1| : p € Ry}

is positive and independent of . Since tanh(ua) — 1 uniformly in the strip
{peC: Rep>1,|Im p| < -} as |u| — oo, there is and integer k;(c) such
that

| tan(pa) + tanh(pa)| > Ci(e) for all p € Ry with k > ky(e).

By periodicity, there is a number Cy(¢) > 0 such that | cos(ua)| > Cs(e)
for all 4 € Ry and all k. Observing |cosh(ua)| > |sinh(Rua)l, it follows
that there exists ko(e) > ki(e) such that for all u on the squares Ry . with
k > ko(e) the estimate |¢1(p)| < 1 holds. Further we assume from Lemma
1] that fi, is inside of Ry, for k > ko(e) and no other zero of ¢y has this
property. By definition of ¢; in (4.8]) and the estimate |¢1(p)| < 1 for all p
on the square Ry ., we have

12¢(1) + BsBago(mu)| < |go(p)], (4.10)

for all ;2 on the square Ry .. Hence it follows by Rouché’s theorem that there
is exactly one (simple) zero fi; of ¢ in each Ry, for k > ky(e). In view
of ¢o(ip) = ¢o(p) and ¢q(ip) = —¢1(p) for all p € C, the same reasoning
applies to the corresponding squares along the positive imaginary semiaxis.
Observing that ¢ is an even function, it follows that the same estimate ap-
plies to the corresponding squares along the other remaining two semiaxes.
Therefore ¢ has zeros tfig, £fi_ for k > ky(e) with the same asymptotic
behaviour as the zeros +fix, tifix of ¢y as stated in Lemma [4.1]
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Next we are going to estimate ¢; on the squares Sy, k € N, whose vertices
are k7 +ik%Z. For k € Z and v € R,

tan <(%ﬂ + m) a) = tan(iya) = i tanh(ya) € iR. (4.11)

Therefore, we have for u = %’T + 47y, where k € Z and vy € R, that
|tan(pa)| < 1 and |tan(pua) £ 1] > 1. (4.12)

For =z + iy, z,y € R and = # 0, we have

e(am—l—my) _ e—(am—l—my)

tanh(ua) = i) o) — *£1 (4.13)

uniformly in y as 2 — £o00. Hence there is k1 > 0 such that for all k € 7,
|k| > k1, and v € R,

’tamh((l%7r + z'v) a) —sgn(k)‘< % (4.14)

It follows from (@I2) and @Id) for pu = 5 + iy, k € Z, [k| > k1, and v € R
that

1
‘tan(,ua) + tanh(,ua)’z 5 (4.15)
Furthermore, we will make use of the estimates
km
kmo S e .
’cosh(( ” —l—w)a) ’_ | sinh(k)|, (4.16)
k
’cos((;7T + z’v) a) ’: cosh(ya) > 1, (4.17)

which hold for all £k € Z and all v € R. Therefore it follows from (.12,
(A15)-(417) and the corresponding estimates with y replaced by i that
there is k; > k; such that |p1(p)] < 1 for all u € Sy with k& > 1251, where ¢; is
as defined in (A8)). By definition of ¢; in (4.8]) and the estimate |¢p1(u)| < 1
for all u € Si, from Rouché’s theorem we conclude that the functions ¢y and
¢ have the same number of zeros in the square Sy, for £ € N with £ > k.
Since ¢g has 4k + 4 zeros inside Sy and thus 4k + 4 4 4 zeros inside Sy,
it follows that ¢ has no large zeros other than the zeros +/i; found above for
|k| sufficiently large, and that there are fi; for small |k| such that A, = /i
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account for all eigenvalues of the problem (2.1), (8.4]), where p; = 0, ps = 3,
(p3,q3) = (1,0) and (p4, q1) = (3,2). Since each of these eigenvalues gives rise
to two zeros of ¢, counted with multiplicity. All eigenvalues with nonzero

real part occur in pairs 5\k, —\p with _§R5\k > 0, which shows that we can

index all such eigenvalues as 5\_k = — ). Since there is an even number of
remaining indices, the number of pure imaginary eigenvalues must be even.
Case 4: The value of o(1) differs from that in Case 3 by -1 while the value of
o(2) differs from that in Case 3 by 1, see (4.2)). Hence the function ¢ in this
case is up to a constant factor identical to that in Case 3. Hence the results
in cases 3 and 4 are similar.

Case 1: The values of ¢(1) and o(2) differ from those in Case 3 by 1. Hence
the function ¢ in this case is obtained from that in Case 3 by multiplication
by 1~2 and by replacing each trigonometric and hyperbolic function by its
derivative. Hence the result follows from that in Case 3.

Case 6: The values of ¢(1) and ¢(2) differ from those in Case 1 by -2. Hence
the function ¢ in this case is obtained from that in Case 1 by multiplication
by u* and by replacing each trigonometric function by its negative.

Case 2: A straightforward calculation gives

(1) = —BsPap” sin(pa) sinh(pa)

I i(Bs z Ba)p

+ cos(pa) cosh(ua). (4.18)

(sin(pa) cosh(pa) + cos(pa) sinh(pa))

Then it follows from (Z8) that

b1(1) = 20(p) Zof,z%%(ﬂ)
— % (coth(pa) + cot(ua)) + 2%2 cot(pa) coth(pa). (4.19)

The result follows with reasonings and estimates as in the proof of Case 3,
replacing p by &+ 7 and p £ 47 respectively.

Case 5: Since both o(1) and ¢(2) differ from the values in Case 2 by -1, it
follows that the function ¢ in this case is obtained from ¢ in Case 2 by multi-
plication by 2 and by replacing the trigonometric and hyperbolic functions
by their derivatives. The result follows with reasonings and estimates similar
to those in Case 3. O
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4.2. Asymptotics of eigenvalues for g = 0 of the problems of Class Casel® 2
It follows from (B.6]) and (@) that the characteristic functions ¢(u) of
the eigenvalue problems of Case(® 2 are given by:

O(1) = Wiy (@)y'ts, (@) =y (@l (@) + i | B (o) (@) (@)
50 (@2(@)) + B1 (1) (@)t (@) = o0z (0))
+ 5354#4 [%(1)(“)%(2)(@ - y(ly(l)(@)ya@)(aﬂ : (4.20)

The highest p-powers of the characteristic functions of the problems of Case(®
2 occur with

. 3 3
i85 Y (@S (@) = 500y (@) (@) . (4:21)
Hence we are going to investigate the zeros of

do(11) = 2022 [y (@ (@) = 150 (@90 (0)].

It follows from (&I)) and (E2) that for the six cases of Casel® 2, we obtain:
Case 1: p; =0, po = 1:

¢o(p) = p(cos(ua) sinh(ua) + sin(ua) cosh(ua)).

Case 2: py =0, py = 2:
¢o(p) = pi® cos(pa) cosh(pa).

Case 3: p; =0, py = 3:

do1) = 1 (cos(1a) sinh(ua) — sin(pa) cosh(jua)).
Case 4: py =1, py = 2:

¢do() = 1 (cos(ua) sinh(ua) — sin(pa) cosh(ua)).
Case 5: py =1, py = 3:

doli) = —24* sinjua) sinh (pa).

Case 6: py = 2, py = 3:

¢o(p) = —° (sin(ua) cosh(pa) + cos(ua) sinh(ua)).

Next we find the asymptotic distribution of the zeros of the functions ¢
of the problems of Case(® 2, with proper counting.
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Lemma 4.3. Case 1: p; =0, po = 1, ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 2 at 0,
exactly one simple zero fux, in each interval ((k: — %) z (k‘ + %) %) for positive

integers k with asymptotics

T
iy = (4k — 1)— 1), k=1,2,...
Kk ( )4a +O( )7 ) )
simple zeros at [ig, —fig, fi—p = tfx and —ifiy for k=1,2,..., and no other

zeros.
Case 2: py =0, pos =2, ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 2 at 0, simple zeros at

T

i = (2k —1)—, k=1,2,...,
simple zeros at —fiy, fi_x = ijly and —ifix, k = 1,2,..., and no other zeros.
Case 3: py = 0, po = 3, @9 has a zero of multiplicity 6 at 0, exactly one
simple zero [i in each interval

((k — %) z (k + %) g) for positive integers k with asymptotics

a’

s
fr = (4k — 5)— 1), k=2,3,...
Kk ( )4a +O( )7 )’y )
simple zeros at fi, —fig, fi—x = ifix and —ifiy for k =3,4,..., and no other

zeros.

Case 4: py = 1, po = 2, ¢g has a zero of multiplicity 6 at 0, exactly one
simple zero [i in each interval

((k — %) - (k + %) %) for positive integers k with asymptotics

. T
[l = (41{:—5)@%—0(1), k=23,...,
simple zeros at fi, —fig, fi—x = ifix and —ifiy for k =3,4,..., and no other

zeros.
Case 5: p1 =1, pa = 3, @9 has a zero of multiplicity 6 at 0, simple zeros at

ﬂk:(k;—l)g, k=23,...,

simple zeros at —fi, fi_x = tji and —ifix for k = 2,3,..., and no other
2eros.

Case 6: p1 = 2, ps = 3, ¢o has a zero of multiplicity 6 at 0, exactly one
simple zero [i in each interval ((k — %) ~ (k + %) %) for positive integers k
with asymptotics

s

Mk=(4k‘—5)4a

+o(1), k=2,3,...,
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simple zeros at —fi, fi—x = ifix and —ifiy for k = 2,3,..., and no other
2eros.

Proof. The proof of Lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma [4.1] O

Proposition 4.4. For g = 0, there exists a positive integer ko such the
eigenvalues A, k € Z of the problems [2.1]), (3.4)), where (p3, q3) = (2,1) and

(p1,q4) = (3,0), are Ay = —5\k, Ay = f: for k > ko and the fi, have the
following asymptotic representations as k — oo:

Case 1: pr =0, pp=1, jup = (dk — 1)I—a +o(1).

Case 2: py =0, pp =2, [ =2k — 1)21 +o(1).
a

Case 3: p1 =0, po =3, [y = (4k — 5)2—@ + o(1).

Case 4: p1 =1, po =2, g = (4k — 5)I_a +o(1).

Case 5: p1 =1, po =3, = (k— 1)z +o(1).
a

Case 6: p1 =2, pp =3, [ = (4k — 5)2—@ +o(1).

In particular, the number of the pure imaginary eigenvalues is odd in each
case.

Proof. Case 3: A straightforward calculation gives

(1) = "L cos j1a) sinh i) ~ sin(yia) cosh(ya)

_ % sin(ya) sinh(pa)
_ ZﬁT‘W(Sin(,ua) cosh(pa) + cos(ua) sinh(ua)). (4.22)

All the estimates are as in Case 3 of the proof of Proposition and the
result follows from that in Case 3 of the proof Proposition 4.2l

The results in Case 1, Case 4 and Case 6 follow from reasonings respec-
tively similar to those in Case 1, Case 4 and Case 6 of the proof of Proposition
4.2
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Case 2: A straightforward calculation gives

(1) = iBsp* cos(pa) cosh(pa)
+ %(cos(ua) sinh(pa) — sin(pa) cosh(ua))
— iy sin(pa) sinh(pa). (4.23)

All the estimates are as in Case 2 of the proof of Proposition and the
result follows from that in Case 2 of the proof Proposition 1.2l

The result in Case 5 follows from reasonings similar to those in Case 5 of
the proof of Proposition 4.2 O

5. Asymptotics of eigenvalues

Let D be the characteristic function of the problems ([21I), (4] for Case(®
1 and Casel® 2 with respect to the fundamental system y;, j = 1,2,3,4,
with y][-m}(O) = djmp1 for m = 0,1,2,3, where 0 is the Kronecker delta.
Denote by Dy the corresponding characteristic function for ¢ = 0. Note
that the characteristic functions Dy and ¢g considered in Section H| have
the same zeros, counted with multiplicity. Due to the Birkhoff regularity,
g only influences lower order terms in D). Therefore it can be inferred that
away from the small squares Ry, — Ry, iRy, —iR_j; around the zeros of Dy,
|D(1) — Do(p)| < |Do()| if || is sufficiently large. Since the fundamental
system y;, j = 1,2, 3,4, depends analytically on y, also D and Dy are analytic
functions. Hence applying Rouché’s theorem both to the large squares Sy, and
to the small squares which are sufficiently far away from the origin, it follows
that the boundary value problem for general g has the same asymptotic
distribution as for g = 0 for Case® 1 and Case(® 2 respectively. Whence
Proposition leads to

Proposition 5.1. Forg € C10, a], there exists a positive integer ko such the
eigenvalues A, k € Z of the problem (Z1)), B4), where By(\)y = yP(0),
Ba(N)y = y¥(0), Bs(\)y = y'(a) + iBs y(a), Bs(N)y = yPl(a) + iBi)y"(a)

are A_j, = —5\k, A = [z for k > ko and the ji have the following asymptotic
representations as k — 0o:

Case 1: py =0, pp=1, ji = (4k — 3)5—@ +o(1).
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Case 2: py =0, pp=2, [ = (l{;—l)g—i-o(l).
Case 3: py =0, pp=3, [ = (4/{:—5)41—1—0(1).
Case 4: p1 =1, py =2, (4k—5) ” +o(1).
1).
5, +ol)

Case 6: p1 =2, pp =3, i = (4k — 7)@ +o(1).

4
Case 5: p1 =1, py = 3, = (2k — 1)

In particular, there is an even number of the pure imaginary eigenvalues
in each case.

However Proposition [£.4] leads to

Proposition 5.2. Forg € C0, al, there exists a positive integer ko such the
eigenvalues Ny, k € 7 of the problem 21), B4), where B;(\)y = y(0),
By(N)y = y1(0), Bs(\y = y"(a) + i)y (a), Ba(N)y = y¥(a) + iBsry(a)
are Ay = —\g, A = {2 for k > ko and the fi, have the following asymptotic
representations as k — oo:

Case 1: p1 =0, py =1, = (4k — 1) + o(1).

4a
Case 2: p1 =0, pp=2, [y = (2k— 1)2— + o(1).

Case 3: py =0, py =3, = (4k — 5)4a + o(1).
Case 4: p1 =1, py =2, (4k—5)4 +o(1).
Case 5: py =1, pp =3, ,[Lk:(k:—l)g—i-o(l).

Case 6: p; =2, py = 3, = (4k — 5)4 +o(1).

In particular, there is an odd number of the pure imaginary eigenvalues in
each case.

In the remainder of the section we are going to establish more precise
eigenvalue asymptotics of the problems of Case® 1 and Case(® 2 respectively.
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We again replace A with g%, Then according to [4, Theorem 8.2.1], (2.1)) has
an asymptotic fundamental system {n;, 12, 13,74} of the form

v

j ' ux
7719)(55, ,U) = 51/,]'(1'7:“)6 - ) (51)

where

Suste) = | 5] {Z<mv—l>wr<x>6w”} o), (52)

r=0

7 = 0,1,2,3, where [%] means that we omit those terms of the Leibniz
(k

expansion which contain a function ¢y ) with k > 4 — r. Since the coefficient
of yP¥l in @) is zero, we have ¢g(z) = 1, see [4, (8.2.3)].

We will now determine the functions ¢; and ¢,. In this regard, observe
from [4, (8.1.2) and (8.1.3)] that ny = 0 and [ = 4, see |4, Theorem 8.1.2].
From [4, (8.2.45)] we know that

Or = Y1, = 5{‘/@["}51, (5.3)

where ¢, is the v-th unit vector in C*, V' = (iU=D¢=D)4  and QI are
4 x 4 matrices given by [4, (8.2.28), (8.2.33) and (8.2.34)], that is, Q" = I,,

Q0" — QMo = Q@ =, (5.4)
o1
Q7 — %0, = QY — Tg0ueT0;2Q1, (5.5)

2
o1 , .
0=c' (Qm +7 > kg_jQLleeTQ;l‘JQ[?—ﬂ)gu (v=1,2,3,4), (5.6)
j=1
where ky = —g, k1 = —¢', Q4 = diag(1,i,—1,—i) and e" = (1,1,1,1). Let

G(z) = [y g(t)dt. A lengthy but straightforward calculation gives
1 1 1

Y1 = ZGv Y2 = ﬁGz - gg (5-7)
and thus
1 1 1 jv—1
= 1 T o—vtl -1 1 v—=1{( =~ ~2 = -2 T p
n (+4z Gu= "+ (1) 32G g9 ) )e
{0l bt (538)
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for v =1,2,3,4, where {o( )} means that the estimate is uniform in x.
Next we provide the first four terms of the eigenvalue asymptotics of the
problems (Z.I)), [3:4) for Case® 1 and Case(® 2 respectively. We are going
to start with the problems of Case(® 1.
The characteristic function of (211, (8:4) for the problems of Case(® 1 is

D(p) = det (v eXp(gj,k))?,k:h
where
E1p =62k =0, e35 = ap =" 'pa, Yix = pp (0, 1),
Y2,k = 5]6,2(07/*”) lf D2 S 27 72,/6 = 6k,3(07 M) - g(o)(sk,l(07 M) lf P2 = 37

Y.k = Op1(a, p1) + B3>y 0(a, ),
Yar = Ors(a, 1) — g(a)dp1(a, p) + iBap*dn 2 (a, ).

Note that .
D(p) =Y dm(p)emre, (5.9)
m=1

where w; = 141, wo = =144, w3 = —1—14, wy = 1 —i, ws = 0. The functions
Y1, ..., s have the asymptotics cpu® + cp1p* =t + -+ + g pt*0 + o(p*0).
It follows from (5.9) that

5

Dy() == D(p)e™ " =ty (1) + Y thyn () @m0, (5.10)
m=2
where Wy — W = —2, w3 — W1 :—2—27,, Wy — W = —27,, Wy — W1 = -1 —u.
Thus for arg p € [—2F, Z], we have |el“m—wsna| < emsinglule for ;= 2,3, 5
and the terms 1, (u)e@m =%V for m = 2,3, 5 can be absorbed by v, (j) as
they are of the form o(p~*) for any integer s. Hence for argpu € [—%’T, gh
Di(p) = w1 () + a(p) 1900 =y () + (e, (5.11)
where
V1(p) = [V13724 — Y23714] [131742 — V32Y41] (5.12)
Vu(pe) = [12723 — Y22713) [131744 — Y3aYa1] - (5.13)

A straightforward calculation gives
Ya1va2 — Va2 yar = 2038ap° + (1 — i) (2B5Bab1(a) + (Bs + Ba))
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— 2i(B3640°(a) + (Bs + Ba)d(a) + Dt + o(u?),  (5.14)
Y3174 — Y3aya1 = 283 Bap® + (14 0) (285841 (a) — (B3 + Ba))1”
+ 2i(B3B10°(a) — (Bs + Ba)pi(a) + Dt +o(u*).  (5.15)

For the other two factors in (5.12) and (5.I3]) we have to consider the six
different cases.
Case 1: p; =0, po = 1. We have for this case

Yi37Y2a — Yoz y1ia = (1 —4)pu 4 o(p), (5.16)
V12723 — Y2213 = —(1 4+ @)+ op). (5.17)

Therefore
P1(p) = 2(1 — i) BsBap” — i(B3B4G(a) + 2(Bs + 1))

= S+ (G — 455u9(0) + 45 + B)Gla) + 1607

+ o(i”), (5.18)
Ua(p) = —=2(1 4 0)Bsfap” — i(B354G(a) — 2(Bs + Ba))°
+ (1= D(BBG (a) — 485519 0) — 4(Bs + )G la) — 16)°
+ o(u°). (5.19)
Case 2: p; =0, po = 2. Here we get
M3V — Yasa = —2% + o(p?), (5.20)
Yi2Yes — Yeay1s = 204° + o(p?). (5.21)
Thus
(1) = —A4B3Bap” — (1 — 1) (B34G(a) + 2(Bs + Ba))pt”
+iBAG@) + (B + BIG@) + D + o), (522

Pa(p) = 4BsBap” + (1 + 1) (834G (a) — 2(Bs + Sa))1”
+ BB + A5 — B)C(a) + 100 + o). (5.23)
Case 3: p1 = 0, po = 3. We obtain
TgY21 — Yasyia = (1 + 9’ + o(p?), (5.24)
Y1223 — Yazyis = —(1 — i) p® 4 o(p®). (5.25)
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Hence

V1 (p)

Ya(p) =

= 2(1 +14)B3B11° + (B381G(a) + 2(Bs + Ba))u®

+ %(1 — 1) (B364G?(a) — 4B5819(0) + 4(Bs + 1) G (a) + 16)u

+o(u"), (5.26)
—2(1 —0)B3Bap” — (B3 aG(a) — 2(Bs + Ba) 1

- %(1 +1)(B35G? (a) — 485849(0) — 4(Bs + B1)G(a) + 16)p”

+ o(u"). (5.27)

Case 4: p; = 1, po = 2. Here we have
Yizv2e — Yesy1a = (L4 i)p’ + o(p?), (5.28)
Yi2Y2s — Yoyiz = —(1 — i)p® + o(p?). (5.29)

Thus
1 ()

Ya(p) =

= 2(1 +14)B3B11° + (B381G(a) + 2(Bs + Ba) )

+ %(1 — 1) (P3G (a) — 4B5819(0) + 4(Bs + 51)G(a) + 16)p”

+o(u"). (5.30)
—2(1 —0) B3 841" — (B3 uG(a) — 2(Bs + Ba))

- %(1 +4)(B581G*(a) — 4B5819(0) — 4(B3 + B1)G(a) + 16)1"

+o(u"). (5.31)

Case 5: p1 =1, po = 3. We get
YizYos — Yozyia = —2ipt + o(u?), (5.32)
Y12Y23 — Yoz = —2ip* + o(u?). (5.33)

Therefore

V1 (p)

Ya(pe)

= —4ify G — (L4 0) (B6:Ga) +2(Bs + B

= L(BBIGH @)+ 4(5s + BIG0) +16)° + o), (534)
= —4iB3Bap” + (1 — ) (BsPaG (a) — 2(B3 + Ba) )1’

+ 4 (BsBiGHa) — A(Bs + BIG() + 160 +o(i). (53
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Case 6: p1 = 2, po = 3. We obtain

Yizyea — Y23y1a = —(1 — 0)p® + o(p°), (5.36)
Yiayaz — Yaeviz = (1 +4)p° + o(i°). (5.37)

Hence

Yr(p) = —2(1 — 0) B3 Bap™ +i(B38.G(a) + 2(B3 + Bu))pu'°
b2 DB BC @) + 128 9(0) + 4(8s + B)Ca) +16)4°
+o(u?), (5.38)

Ya(p) = 2(1 +4)B3Bap™ +i(B38:G(a) — 2(B3 + Ba))pu'°
- %(1 — 0)(B3B4G?(a) + 1203849(0) — 4(Bs + B1)G(a) + 16)°
+o(u’). (5.39)

We already know by Proposition [B.Ilthat the zeros uy of D satisfy the asymp-
totics pip = k% + 79 + o(1) as k — oo. In order to improve on these asymp-
totics, write

[ = k;g +r(k), (k) =Y Tk ok, k=1,2,....  (5.40)
m=0

Because of the symmetry of the eigenvalues, we will only need to find the
asymptotics as k — oo. We know 7y from Proposition 5], and our aim is to
find 7 and 75. To this end we will substitute (5.40]) into D;(uy) = 0 and we
will then compare the coefficients of £°, k~! and k2.

Observe that

6—2iuka _ e—2i'r(k)a — 6—22'7011 exp (_22& <E + E + O(k,—2))>

ko k?
. 1 1
= ¢~ 200 (1 - Ziaﬁ% — (2a°1] + 2iam) =T o(k_Q)) , (5.41)
while
1 a ar(W)\™" o  d®n 9



We know that D;(uy) = 0 can be written as

pig, 1 (pw) + g, () e = 0, (5.43)

where ~ is the highest p-power in v (p) and 14(p). Substituting (5.41)) and
(5.42) into (5.43) and comparing the coefficients of £°, k=1 and k=2 we get

Theorem 5.3. For g € C'(0,al, there exists a positive integer ko such that
the eigenvalues Ny, k € Z of the problem (1), (3.4), where By (y) = yP1(0),

By(y) = y(0). Bsy = y'(a) +ifshy(a) and Byy = y"(a) + iBiXy"(a) are
Ak = —Ng, M = 2 for k > ko and the uy have the asymptotics

—k‘ +7’0+ L +ﬁ+0(k )

and the numbers 1, T, To are as follows:
Case 1: py =0, po =1,

B _1G(a)+1i 1,1
o= 4a’7—1_4 m 53 54 ’
1

_ 3 Gl Mm_la(1+i__£>+§i<£+i)
7—2_%7_17 4 2 ﬁg BE 334 87 \Bs 54.

7r 1G) 1 (1 1
M= = +5- — ),
1

Bs 54

T_lﬂﬂ__g(1+iA_2)+li<i+i)
2_4 ™ 4 53 54 334 2m \ B3 54.

=3,
5m 1G(a)+1z' 1+1
T = ——., T1 = — [ J— -
07 40 VT4 27\ By B/
1

_5G@ lag® la (1l 1 2\ 5i(1 1
2T 1 a2 Am\BE B BBi) 8 \B  Bi)

Case 4: py =1, po = 2,

5 1G(a)+1z' 1+1
_ ™ = — [ _ _
40’ ' 4 1w 271 \ B3 Bi)’

5 G(a) 1ag(0)_1a(1+1_ 2)+5i<1+1)
T x4 2 An\B B Bb) 87 \B  B)

T0 = —
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Case 5: py =1, pp =3,

T
To= "7 T1 =

1
4a 4
no Gl Be0 TE (1 L) de (L1 2
U6 w4 w8 \B B Am\B B BB
In particular, there is an even number of the pure imaginary eigenvalues in
each case.

Next we provide the first four terms of the eigenvalue asymptotics of the

problems ([21)), (34) of Case® 2.
The characteristic function of (2.I)), (3.4) for the problems of Case(® 2 is
D(p) = det(y;x exp(€0))] 1

where

Ere =k =0, E3 = Eap = 1" p1a, Y1 = O, (0, 1),
Yo = O,2(0, ) if po <2, o = 03(0, 1) — 9(0)0x,1(0, ) if po = 3,
Vs = Orz(a, i) + i3 (a, ),
Yak = Ok3(a; 1) — g(a)dk(a, pr) +iBapi*dr o(a, ).
Note that for the calculations of the functions ¢y and v, respectively de-

fined in (5.12) and (5.13)) only the factors 31742 — V32741 and Y3174 — V34741
respectively given in (5.14) and (5.I5) will change. Hence we are going to

provide these two terms. A straightforward calculation gives

Y3142 — Ya2yar = 283’ + %(1 — i) (B3G(a) — 2B3B1 + 2)p° — %i(ﬁ3G2(@)

+4(1 — B384)G(a) — 168, u* + o(u?), (5.44)
V31Yaa — Y3ayar = —2B3u° — %(1 +i)(B5G(a) + 2838, — 2)u° — %i(ﬁng(&)
— 4P3(1 = B4)G(a) — 16)p" + o(u*). (5.45)
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Using the same method as for Case® 1, we get

Case 1: p; = 0, po = 1. It follows from (5.12)), (516), (544) on one hand
and from (513), (5I7), (545) on the other hand that

Ui(p) = 2(1 = )Bsp” — i(B3G(a) — 28381 + 2)p° — 1(1 +1)(83G%(a)

+4(1— ByBIG(@) — 4509(0) — 160 + o), (5.46)
Ual) = 201+ )sp” + i(55G(a) + 28 — 20p° — (1~ D(BHCa)
— 41— B3B2)G(a) — 4B5g(0) — 166:)15° + o(ss%). (5.47)
Case 2: p1 = 0, py = 2. Using (6.12), BG20), (5.24) and (5.13), (5:21), (5.4%),

we have

Ur(p) = —4Bsp® + (1 — 0)(BsG(a) — 20364 — 2)u

— (5GP a) + 40— BB)G(a) — 16804+ o(u), (5.49)
Pa(p) = —453u — (1 414)(B3G(a) + 2384 — 2)p"

— (5GP (a) 41— ByB)G(a) — 1650+ o(u®). (5.49)

Case 3: p; = 0, po = 3. Putting respectively (5.12), (5.24), (5.44) and (513,
(6.29), (545), together gives

(
(
(
(

1) = 2(1+ i) B’ + (B3G(a) — 20384 + 2)p° + l(1 —)(B:G*(a)

8
+4(1 = B364)G(a) — 4B59(0) — 1684) " + o(u"), (5.50)
Pa(p) = 2(1 — ) Bap” + (BsG(a) + 28385 — 2)p° + %(1 +14)(BsG*(a)
— 4(1 — B3B4)G(a) — B39(0) — 1684 " + o(u). (5.51)

Case 4: py = 1, po = 2. The equations (5.12)), (5.28), (5.44) and (5.13),
(5.29), (5.45), respectively yield

Br(j1) = 201+ )83’ + (B3Gla) — 28584 + 2 + L (1 — 1)(BG2(a)

8
+4(1 — B34)G(a) — 4B59(0) — 1684)u” + o(1"), (5.52)
a(p) = 2(1 — ) Bsp® + (B3G(a) + 28364 — 2)p° + %(1 +14)(85G*(a)
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— 4(1 — B3B4)G(a) — B39(0) — 1684 " + o(u). (5.53)

Case 5: py = 1, po = 3. It follows from (5.12)), (5.32) and (5.44)) on one hand
and from (5.13), (533) and from (5.45]) on the other hand that

Un(in) = —4iBap™ + (1 + )(2850,G(a) — BoGa) — 2)4°

— 155G (@) + 401~ B5)Gla) — 168)° + o), (550
ba(p) = 4ifBap'® — (1 — 1)(2B364 + B3G(a) — 2)p°

— 1BG (@) A0~ BBIG() — 168" +o().  (55)

Case 6: p1 = 2, p2 = 3. Using respectively (5.12), (5:36) and (5.44) on one
hand and (5.13), (5:37) and (5.45) on the other hand, we get

Un) = —2(1 = By + i(55Gla) — 26550+ 2 + (1 + ) (3G (@)
£4(1 = BB)G(a) + 12659(0) — 168)4° + o(u”) (5.56)
Pal) = ~2(1 +0)Bop" — i(BsGa) + 26561 — ' + (1~ (556 (a)
— 4(1 = B8)G(a) + 12059(0) — 168" + ofu). (5.57)

Using (5.40)—(5.43)) and applying to Proposition [5.2] the same reasoning and
calculations as for Proposition 5.1l we get

Theorem 5.4. For g € C'[0,al, there exists a positive integer ko such that
the eigenvalues Ay, k € Z of the problem (21)), (3.4), where B;(y) = yP1(0),
By(y) = yP21(0), Bsy = y"(a) +iBsA\y'(a) and By = yP(a) + iBs y(a) are
Ap ==, \p = wz for k > ko and the p;, have the asymptotics

—k‘ +7’0+ k‘ +ﬁ+0(k‘ )

and the numbers 1, T, To are as follows:
Case 1: py =0, po =1,

7_0:_1 7_1_1 (@)  1i1l=p56
4a’ 4 7 27 By
- 1 G(a) 1ag(0) 1 a(B3BF+2838:+1) n 1i1— B30
16 7 4 72 4 7232 87 B3
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Case 2: p1 =0, p2 =2,

x 10, 1i1-Bb
0 2 4w 27 B3
LGl La(Bfi+ 205 +1) 1il- b
8 m 4 w233 47 B
Case 3: p1 =0, pa = 3,
7_:_5_7T T:}ﬁ3ﬁ4—1_£G(a)
0 40’ VT2 7B 4 7’
Ty = _i an(a)_‘_l CLG(CE) 54B3 - 1+§ B453 - 1_1 a(ﬁgﬁz — 2ﬁ354 —+ 1)
16 72 4 2 Bs 8 mfs 4 232
5 G(a)
16 7
Case 4: py =1, po = 2,
72_517215354—1_1G(a)
0 da’ T2 B 4 7’
= 1 aG2(a)+1 aG(a) Bafs — 1+§ BaBs—1 1 a(B26% — 2B3B4 + 1)
16 72 4 72 B3 8 7hs 4 7232
5 G(a)
16 T

Case 5: py =1, pp =3,

_1G(a)+1£1—ﬁ3ﬁ4

a 4 7 21 By

Gla) 1a(B8i+2838i+1) 10 1-pB

1
4 4 7253 27 By
Case 6: py =2, po = 3,

5 1Gla) 1i1—psb
P R B
=D Gla)  3ag(0) 1a(F3fi+26:6u+1) 51— Fsfs
16 « 4 72 4 232 8w wfhs

In particular, there is an odd number of pure imaginary eigenvalues in each
case.
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Note that the functions v; and 14 in Case 3 of the problems of classes
Case® 1 and Case(® 2 are respectively equal to those of Case 4 of the same
class. Hence the values of 7, £ = 0,1,2 in Case 3 of each of the classes
Case® 1 and Case® 2 are equal to those in Case 4 for the corresponding
class.

Remark 5.5. In [9] we have considered the differential equation (2.I]) with
the boundary terms B;(\)y and By(A\)y at 0 as in this paper, but only the
cases 1,2,5 and 6.

The boundary terms Bs(\)y and By()\)y considered in Case(® 1 of this
paper differ from those of [9]. However according to the values of 71, we
can observe that if §; > 0, j = 3,4, or if f36, < 0 and B3 + 84 < 0, then
the eigenvalues of the operator pencil L(\) lie on the closed upper half-plane
satisfying [9, Proposition 2.3].

The boundary terms Bs(\)y and By()\)y considered in Case(® 2 of this
paper are those of [9] but where 3 > 0 and 54 < 0. We can observe that all
eigenvalues of L(\) lie in the closed upper half-plane in cases 1, 2, 5 and 6 if
B3 > 0 and P304 < 1 orif g3 <0 and B384 > 1 . However the eigenvalues in
cases 3 and 4 will lie in the closed upper half-plane if §3 > 0 and (364 > 1
or B3 < 0 and (36 < 1.

6. Asymptotics of eigenvalues of the problem describing the sta-
bility of a flexible missile

In this section we consider the problem (2.I]), (8.4) where 3 = 8, = 0,

p1 = p3 =2 and py = py = 3. It follows from (A1), (£2)) and (£20) that the
characteristic function of the problem for g = 0 is:

¢(1) = 2p*[1 — cos(pa) cosh(pa)]. (6.1)

Next we give the asymptotics distributions of the zeros of ¢(u) with their
proper counting.

Lemma 6.1. For g = 0 the function ¢ has a zero of multiplicity eight at
0, ezactly one simple zero in each interval [2m7, (2m + %)g] and [(2m +
%)%, (2m + 2)Z], respectively, for nonnegative integers m with asymptotics

T
i, = (2k — 5)— + o(1 =3,4,...
1223 (k 5)2a O( )7 k 3a ’ ;

simple zeros at — i, fi_x = ik, -ijlg, for k =3,4,..., and no other zeros.
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Proof. 1t is easy to see that 0 is a zero of ¢ of multiplicity 8. Next we find
the zeros of ¢ on the positive real axis. Let f(u) = cos(pa) cosh(pa) — 1 and
L = [2m+1)Z, 2m+L3H I, m=0,1,...,5 = 0,1,2,3. The zeros of ¢ are
the zeros of f. It is obvious that for all m and p € I,,,1 U I, 2, f(p) < 1. On
I, po— cos(pa) is decreasing and positive, while 1 — cosh(pa) is increasing
and positive, so that f is increasing. At the endpoints of this interval, f has
the values f(2mZ) = cosh(2mm) —1 > 0 and f((2m+3)Z) = —1 < 0. Hence
f has exactly one simple zero on I,,,o. From f”(u) = —2a? sin(ua) sinh(pa)
we see that f is strictly convex on I, 3 with f((2m + 2)Z) = —1 < 0 and
f((2m+2)7) = cosh((2m 4+ 2)m) — 1 > 0. Hence f has exactly one simple

zero on I, 3. Since — 0 as y — oo, we have

cosh(pa)

1 3
i = <2m+§)g—|—o(1) and ji2, = (2m+§)§+0(1), m=0,1,....

The location of the zeros on the other three half-axes follows by repeated
application of ¢(ip) = ¢(u).

To complete the proof we show that all zeros of ¢ lies on the real or the
imaginary axis. Define the eigenvalue problem

yW =71y, y"(0) =0, y¥(0) =0, y"(a) =0, y®(a) =0.  (62)

The substitution of 7 = p* shows that pu — —2u*f(u) is the characteristic
function of the problem (6.2). Hence the zeros of f are fourth roots of
nonnegative real numbers, which means that all zeros of f are real or pure
imaginary. O

Proposition 6.2. For g =0, 83 = 4 =0, py = p3 = 2 and py = py = 3,
there exists a positive integer ko such that the eigenvalues j\k, k € Z, counted
with multiplicity, of the problem ([2.1)—[B.4), can be indexed in such a way
that the eigenvalues M. are real and satisfy Ay = =M. Fork >0, we can
write \, = {2, where the jix have the following asymptotic representation as
k — oo:

R ™

Note that in this case, there is no perturbed term. Hence ¢(u) = 0 and
o(u) = do(p).
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The characteristic function of (2.I]), (3.4)), in this case, is
D(p) = det (v eXp(gj,k))?,k:h
where

1
ek =¢6x =0, E3p =4 =1 pa,

Tk = 5k,2(07 1), Yo,k = 5k,3(07 1) — 9(0)5k,1(0= 1),
Yag = Ok 2(a, 1), yar = dps(a, n) — g(a)dx(a, ).

We are going to calculate of the functions v; and 14 respectively defined in

(5I12) and (BI3). A straightforward calculation gives

. 3 .
Yizves — Yesyia = —(1 — i)’ + =(1 4+ 1)g(0)® + o(1*),

4

. 3 .
YiaYaz — Ya2y1z = (1 +4)p’ — 1(1 —i)g(0)p® + o(1?),

: L.
Ys1vaz — Ya2yar = (1 — i)p’ + izG(a),u4

- 1_16(1 +1) (G*(a) +12g(a)) 1 + o(?),

Y3144 — Yaayar = (1 +0)p® + %iG(a);ﬁ
— (1= )(@(a) + 129(a) + o).
Therefore it follows from (5.12) and (G.I3) that
Un) = 204"+ (1 + )Gl
+£(6(0) +12(9(0) + g(a))i* + o),
Ualn) = 20— (1~ )Ga)

+ 5(G(a) +12(9(0) + g(a))p® + o(1).

(6.3)

(6.4)

(6.5)

(6.6)

(6.7)

(6.8)

Using (5.40)—(5.43)) and applying to Proposition [6.2] the same reasoning and

calculations as for Proposition 5.1l we get
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Theorem 6.3. For g € C'(0,al, there exists a positive integer ko such that
the eigenvalues N\, k € Z of the problem describing the stability of a flexible
missile are \_j, = —\g, Ay = pi for k > ko and the py have the asymptotics

=k 7+ 7+ 5+ o(k ™)

and the numbers 1o, 11, To are as follows:

5m 1 G(a) 5G(a) 1 a
T0 == —— T = — — — — -
0 2" ' T4 17 8 w2 4 72

In particular,all the eigenvalues are real.

(59(0) + 3g(a)).

T2

Note from Lemma and the values of 7y, 71 and 75 in Theorem that
the asymptotics of the zeros of ¢(u) defined in (6] are either real or pure
imaginary. Hence the eigenvalues of the problem describing the stability of
a flexible missile are all real.

Note as well that according to [8, Theorem 1.2] the problem describing
the stability of a flexible missile is self-adjoint and therefore its eigenvalues
must necessary be real.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank Prof Manfred Moller for
fruitful discussions.
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