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1 Introduction

We consider complex linear Hamilton operators in a compligxéft space
2,

A=JB,  where B*=B, J=-J  J=-1 (11

In particular, the operatar: 2° — 2" is bounded. The selfadjoint operator
B is defined on a dense domdi{B) C 2". Our aim is to prove the well-
posedness of the Cauchy problem for the equation

X(t) = AX(t), (1.2)

and obtain a spectral representation for solutions and an@sponding
spectral resolution foA. For example, fod = i the solutions are given
by X(t) = €B'X(0). A more general ‘commutative case’, wh&B = BJ,
reduces tal =i, sinceJB = iB;, whereB; = —iJB is the selfadjoint op-
erator. HoweverJ)B # BJ for linearizations olJ (1)-invariant nonlinear
Schraddinger equations as shown in Appendix_ of [26].

We develop the theory in the case of nonnegative ‘energyabpesr’ B
with spectral gap and finite ‘degeneracy of the vacuum’:

Condition | o(B) c {0}U[d,»), >0 (1.3)
Condition Il dimKerB < co. (1.4)

These conditions hold, in particular, for all equationssidared in[[20]—
[23]. The motivation for the theory was discussed(in| [26]wihich the
simplest case(B) C (9,) (i.e., dim KerB = 0) was studied.

We reduce the problem to a selfadjoint generator developisygecial
version of M. Krein’s spectral theory dfselfadjoint operators in Hilbert
spaces with indefinite metricl[2], [27]. We apply this versior justifi-
cation of the eigenfunction expansions for the linearaatf relativistic
nonlinear Ginzburg—Landau equation|[22]. The generatthefineariza-

tion reads
0 1
A_<_S o)’ (1.5)

whereS:= —f—; +mP 4+ Vo (x). Our results are concerned with the follow-
ing:

e The existence and uniqueness and formula for generalizaticsts
to (I.2) under conditions (1.3), (1.4) for all initial staté with finite en-
ergy (BX, X). Here,(-,-) stands for the scalar product.ifi'.
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e The eigenfunction expansion

( ‘.p(t) ) =tPg+ Wo + Z e '™Ca + e '“'C(w)ay dw (1.6)
W(t) |ew|>m

for solutions to [(1.R) with generatdr (1.5). Herky € KerA, anday are
the eigenvectors &k, Wy is the associated eigenvectordg, while a,, are
generalized eigenfunctions Af

Such eigenfunction expansions were used in[4, 5, 22] forctde
culation of ‘Fermi Golden Rule’ (FGR) in the context of thentioear
Schrodinger and Klein—Gordon equations. This is a noniegey con-
dition, which was introduced in [42] in the framework of nim@ar wave
and Schrodinger equations. This condition means a strongling of
discrete and continuous spectral components of solutiemsdging the ra-
diation of energy to infinity and which results in the asyntjtstability
of solitary waves. The calculation of FGR, as given[ih[[4, 6], 2elies
on eigenfunction expansions of type {1.6). Our main Thed@ehjustifies
the eigenfunction expansion [22, (5.14)], for which no dethproof was
given before. This justification was one of our main motiatior writing
the present paper.

The eigenfunction expansioh_(I1.6) extends our previousliré26],
where the expansion was established only for odd solutiortkis frame-
work we have KeB = 0 and®q = Wy = 0. This framework was sufficient
for the proof of asymptotic stability of standing solitors the nonlin-
ear relativistic Ginzburg—Landau equations under oddupleations [22].
However, to establish the asymptotic stability under aabjtperturbations
we need the expansidn (1.6) for solutions without antisytryne

Let us comment on our approach. First, we reduce the abpnataiem
(@.2) under conditions (1.3), (1.4) to a selfadjoint getmraustifying the
classical M. Krein transformatiof [10]. This reduction isgecial version
of spectral theory of-selfadjoint operators in Hilbert spaces with indefi-
nite metric [2[ 27], extending our approachl[26] to the case£ 0. This
extension required new robust ideas i) to analyze the streicf spectrum
of the reduced selfadjoint operator, and ii) to find the cacedriorm of the
Hamilton operator. We provide a broad range of examplesfgatg all
the imposed conditions (1.3),(1.4), (2.12), and (3.1).

Second, we apply this abstract spectral theory to operdt8) and
construct the eigenfunction expansion for the reduceadjelint operator



following the method of Section 5 from [26]. At last, we dedUd.6) by
extending our approach from [26], which relies on the meshafd®DO.

One of our novelties is a vector-valued treatment of the eagence of
the integral over the continuous spectrum[inl(1.6). Nameéyshow that
the integral is the limit of the corresponding integralsrove< |w| < M
asM — o in the Sobolev space!(R). In its own turn, the integral over
m < |w| < M is absolutely converging in the weighted-space with the
weight(1+ |x|) S, wheres > 1.

Finally, calculation of the symplectic normalization oetheneralized
eigenfunctions requires extra arguments pertaining tonthreegenerate

casel[26].

We now give some comments on the related works. Some spectral
properties of the Hamilton non-selfadjoint operators vatuelied by V. Bus-
laev and G. Perelmanl[3] 4] 5], M.B. Erdogan and W. Schlag 8, 3
S. Cuccagna, D. Pelinovsky and V. Vougaller [7]. It is wortting that
the eigenfunction expansions dfselfadjoint operators were not justified
previously.

Spectral resolution of boundelselfadjoint nonnegative operators in
Krein spaces was constructed by M. Krein, H. Langer and Ym8lyan
[27,128], and extended to unboundeefinitizableoperators by M. Krein,
P. Jonas, H. Langer and others|[L3] [14,[16,[29, 30]. The qmnelng
unitary operators were examined by P. Jonas [15]. Howeherspectral
resolution alone is insufficient for justification of eigenttion expansion.
Our version of the theory under conditions (1.3), (1.4)waflas to justify
the eigenfunction expansidn (1..5).

The spectral theory of definitizable operators was appbebe Klein—
Gordon equations with non-positive energy by P. Jonas, Hgeg B. Naj-
man and C. Tretter [17, 18, 81,132, 33], where the existendenigueness
of classical solutions were proved, and the existence dhbteseigenval-
ues (imaginary frequencies) was studied. The instab#itselated to the
knownKIlein paradoxin quantum mechanics [38].

The scattering theory for the Klein—Gordon equations with-positive
energy was developed by C. Gérard and T. Kako using theytlodalefini-
tizable operators in Krein spacés[[9] 19].

The plan of our paper is as follows. In Section 2, we justigykh Krein
transformation under conditions (1.3), (1.4), and find tinecture of spec-
trum of the corresponding selfadjoint generator. In Sec3owe construct



the spectral representation for solutions[io](1.2) and dedbe canoni-
cal form of the Hamilton generator. In Section 4, we checlcaliditions

(1.3), (1.4), (2.12), and (3.1) for operatbr (1.5). In Sexsi 5 and 6, we jus-
tify the eigenfunction expansioh (1.6) by applying the nogithof Sections
3—4. In Section 7, we calculate symplectic normalizatiothef general-
ized eigenfunctions. Finally, in the Appendix we constrexamples of
Hamilton equations satisfying all the imposed conditions.
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2 Reduction to symmetric generator

In this section, we shall redude (IL..2) to an equation witfag@int gener-
ator.

2.1 Generalized solutions

Throughout the papeD(B) is a dense domain of the selfadjoint operator
B. We set/ := BY/2 > 0 and denote by ¢ 2" the Hilbert space which is
the domain of\A endowed with the norm

X[y := |AX]| 2 + [IX]] 2 (2.1)

We have the continuous injections of Hilbert spa¢és: 2", and the op-
erator
NV =X (2.2)

is continuous. By definitiod (211),
H V. (2.3)

For example;# becomes the Sobolev spadé(R") if 2~ = L?(R") and
A= —IiA.



Since/ andB are selfadjoint operators, we have
X =H DA, # :=KerN=KerB, Z:=RanA=RanB=.7". (2.4)

Further, we assume henceforth tl¥étis endowed with the norm of?".
Then\; =Ny : ZNYV — Z is an invertible operator by (1.3); i.e.,

Ny (2.5)
is the bounded operator. We will consider solutions
X(t) e C(R,¥) (2.6)

to equation[(1J2). The equation will be understood in thessasf mild
solutiond[6]

X(t)—X(O):A/OtX(s)ds teR, 2.7)

where the Riemann integral convergesfirby (2.8).

2.2 Krein substitution

Let us reduce equatioh (2.7) by the well-known substitution
Z(t) :=NA\X(t) e C(R,Z) (2.8)

used by M. Krein in the theory of parametric resonance: sestita (1.40)
of [10, Chapter VI]. Applying\ to both sides of equatioh (2.7), we obtain

Z(t)—Z(0) = /\J/\/Ot Z(sds  teR. (2.9)

Formally, [2.9) reads
iZ(t)=HZ(t), teR, (2.10)
whereH stands for the ‘Schrodinger operator’
H = AiJA, (2.11)

which is 'formally symmetric’.



2.3 Equivalence of reduction

In order to prove the equivalence of equatidnsl(1.2) andjj2ve introduce
the following new condition.

Condition 111 Jx . (2.12)
We denote byl , : 2" — % the orthogonal projection, and set

P:=T_,JA.

Lemma 2.1. Let conditiong1.4) and (2.12) hold. Then the operator P
Z — ¥ is continuous.

Proof. It suffices to note that
N N
My IN = Z [Yio) (Y| IA = — Z [Yio) (AI Yl (2.13)

whereYy € 7 C ¥, N=dim.#", andA\JY, € Z by (2.12). [ |
Equation[(2.77) withX(t) € C(RR, ¥') can be written as

{
X(t)—X(O):J/\/ Z(9ds  teR. (2.14)
0
By Lemmd 2.1 this equation implies the system
t
Xalt) = X(0) = (1-M)IA | Z(s)ds
0

t (2.15)
X4 (t) =Xy (0) — n%J/\/O Z(s)ds,

whereX » (t) =M _»X(t) andXg(t) = (1 — M )X(1).
Lemma 2.2.i) Let X(t) € C(R, ¥) be a solution tdf1.2)in the sens€2.7).
Then Zt) = AX(t) € C(R,Z) is the solution tqZ.10)in the sens¢Z.9).

i) Let Z(t) € C(R, %) be a fixed solution t@.10)in the sens¢Z2.9). Then
there exists a unique solution(’® € C(R,¥") to (1.2) in the sensdZ.1)

satisfying(Z2.8).



Proof. It suffices to prove ii). The uniqueness holds, because

Xal) =ATZE), X)X (0 =3n [ Z(9ds  (2.16)

where the first equation follows frorh {2.8), and the secong, érom the
second equation of (Z.115).

To prove the existence we defig,(t) and X, (t) by (Z216). Then
(2.8) holds, anX(t) = X4(t) + X #(t) € C(R, ¥). Hence, the first equa-
tion (2.16) together witH (219) ant (2.8) imply that

Xalt) ~Xa(0) = AZ0)-2(0)] =AAIA [ Z(s)as

_ (1—n%)3/\2/()tx<s)ds (2.17)

Finally, the second equation (2]16) can be written as
X g (t) — X (0) = My IN? /OtX(s)ds (2.18)
by (2.8). Summing up, we obtain (2.7). [ |

2.4 Symmetry and spectrum

The domain oH is equal to
DH)={Z eV INZc ¥V} =N,V NR)+ X . (2.19)

Obviously, the operatdd is symmetric orD(H), and henceH is a clos-
able operator inZ". However, we still do not know whether its domain is
dense in%Z". This is why we need our last condition

Condition IV H* =H. (2.21)

A broad range of examples is provided by Lenimal A.2. A conceggan-
ple is given by[(4.111).

Theorem 2.3. Let conditiong1.3), (1.4), (2.12)and(2.21)hold. Then
o(H) C (—o,—£g]UOU g, ) (2.22)

with somes > 0.



Proof. OperatorA+T11 , : ¥ — 2" is invertible by condition (1.3), since
(AN+N )| =N and(A+T )| = A\+. Hence, the operator

Hy = (A+0)iJ(A+1M ) (2.23)
is also invertible; i.e., its inverse
Hiti= (A+N) HIA+T )t (2.24)

is a bounded operator o#". On the other hand, this operator is symmetric
on 2, and hence it is selfadjoint. Moreovet,. is injective operator on
2. Hence, Theorem 13.11 (b) df [37] implies thdt is a selfadjoint
operator with a dense domdad(H, ). Further,

Hi = HHM Ad(A+T )+ (AN+T)idMN o+ 0d0N

= H+T. (2.25)

Here,MN »iJ(A+ M ) andl ,iJI 5 are finite-range operatots — 7.
Onthe other hand, (2.12) implies th&t+ - )iJM ;- is also a finite-range
operator from?” to . Hence,T : ¥ — ¥ is the finite-range operator
which is symmetric in2". As the result,[(2.25) implies thét is defined
and symmetric o (H..).

Further, the resolveriH, —A)~1: 2" — 2" is bounded and analytic
in a small complex neighborhoad of A =0, and

H-A=H, - A-T=[1-TH; -A)HH, -A), Ae0. (2.26)

Here, the operatdd — A is invertible for ImA £ 0 by (2.21), whileH — A

is invertible in a small complex neighborhoadof A = 0. Hence, Kejl—
T(Hy—A)"Y=0forA € ¢ withImA # 0. Therefore, - T(H, —A)~!

is invertible for thes& by Fredholm’s theorem, inasmuch&ss a finite-
rank operator. Hence, it is also invertiblednoutside a discrete set. Now

(2.268) implies[(2.22). n
Remark 2.4. Let conditionq1.3), (1.4) and(2.12)hold. Then
i) The domain of H is dense ift", as is shown in the proof of Theor&h8

i) H admits selfadjoint extensions, because

N, =N_, Ni:=dimRanHTFi)" . (2.27)
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Indeed,Ran(H. —A) = 2 for A from a small complex neighborhoad
of A = 0. On the other hand, the dimension(&an[1—T(H, —A)~1))*
is constant iy’ outside a discrete set, because T is a finite-rank operator.
Therefore, [2.26) implies thatim/Ran(H — A)]* is also constant ino
outside a discrete set, verifying (2127). [ |

3 Dynamical group and canonical form

We construct spectral representation for solution§ td) @n2 deduce the
canonical form of the Hamilton generator.

3.1 Spectral representation of solutions

We will construct solutions td (2.10), and afterwords, mestouct the cor-
responding solutions t6 (1.2). The Spectral Theorem irsfihe following
lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let conditiong1.3), (1.4), (2.12), (3.1hold. Then, for any
Z(0) € #, equation(2.10)admits a unique solution@) € C(R, %) in the
sensd2.9). The solution is given by

Z(t) = e M'z(0) e C(R,%). (3.1)
Now we can reconstruct solutions fo {1.2) using formulagqp.
. t
X(t) = A e HAX (0) + X4 (0) + P / e MSAX(0)ds  (3.2)
0

where the operatoP : # — ¥ is bounded by Lemma 2.1. To evaluate
the integral in[(3.2), we denote by and Mg, respectively, the spectral
projections ofZ" onto KetH N% andR:= RanH C %. Obviously,

. . t .
e HS = My + e MR, /e'HSds:tI'I0+i(e'HRt—l)HRll'IR, (3.3)
0
whereHg = H|g-p(H). Now (3.2) reads
X(t) = A7leM'AX(0)+ X, (0)
+tPMeAX(0) +iP(e MR — 1) HZIMRAX(0).  (3.4)
Lemmag 3.1 and 2.2 imply the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.2. Let conditiong1.3), (1.4), (2.12), (3.1hold. Then, for
any X(0) € 7,

i) Equation(.2) admits a unique solution X) € C(R, ¥).
i) The solution admits the spectral representat{@ca).

3.2 Spectral resolution

Representation (3.4) can be written as
M — /\;1/ e I UdE(W)A 4+ 4
R

grivt _q

REN

+tPIMoA+iP

dE(w)A, (3.5)

wheredE(w) denotes the spectral family &f, ande > 0 is the number
from (2.22). Formally,
e‘“:/e-iwtdF(w), (3.6)
R
where

dF(w) = [/\11 + ig]xg(w)d E(w)A

+[r|f—ip OIE7(“’)/\] 5(w)dw

wze @
+AZMoAS(w)dw — iPMAS (w)dw, (3.7)

and x¢ is the indicator of the setw| > €. Settingt = 0 in both sides of
(3.8) and in their derivatives, we formally obtain

1:/RdF(w), A:—i/RwdF(w). (3.8)

3.3 Canonical form

First we will identify the eigenvectors and the associatiggm/ectors of
A formallyrelying on [3.8). Afterwords, we will prove the identificatis
rigorously.
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Theset# :={X ¥ :AX €D(H)} is dense ir#” under our conditions
(1.3) and (1.4). Let us apply the both sides of identifie8)(& an arbitrary
X e #'. Using [3.7), we formally obtain

X = /dF(w)X:Xe-l-Xo-i-Xa,
R

AX — —i/RwdF(w)X:A&JrAX)JrAXa, (3.9)
where

Xe 1= /Mzs [/\;1 + g} dE(w)AX

. _. 71 .
AX, = |/w>s (A1 +iP|dE(w)AX (3.10)
Xo = [n%—ip O|E7(“’)/\}& AXo =0, (3.11)
wze @
Xa = ATMoAX, AXa = PMoAX.  (3.12)

Here, [3.ID) means the expansion over the eigenvectorseigénvalues
—iw, while (3.11), with the zero eigenvalue. Formula (3.12) nsethat
Xa is the associated eigenvector to the eigenvelefdg/\X, which corre-
sponds to the zero eigenvalue. We justify the formal catmna (3.9)—
(3:12) in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Formulas@.9)+3.12)hold for X € 7.

Proof. i) Formulas[(3.P) and(3.11) are obvious.

ii) The last formula of[(3.12) follows from the fact thaX; = JAMAX =
M IAMEAX, sinceNIATpAX = —iHTTpAX = 0 by definition ofl .

iii) Finally, let us prove[[3.10). The representatibn{3mplies thatX(-)
C(R,7) for X(0) € # since

X(t) = —iA;te M HAX(0) + PMoAX (0) + Pe MRMRAX(0)  (3.13)

by Hille-Yosida’'s theorem [37, Theorem 13.35 (c)]. On thbesthand,
according to[(217),

t-+At
X(t+At) — X (1) _A/t X(s)ds
At B At '

(3.14)

11



Here the left hand side convergesX¢t) in ¥ asAt — 0, sinceX(-) €
C(R,7'), and the quotient on the right convergesX(t) in ¥ by (2.8).
Hence, making\t — O we obtain

X(t) = AX(t), (3.15)

since the operatoA = JB is closed in2". Settingt = 0 in (3.13) and
(3.13), and writingX instead ofX (0), we obtain

AX = —IATTHAX + PMoAX + PMRrAX

- —i/ | @A +iP|dE(@)AX +PMoAX, X € 7. (3.16)

w|>€
On the other handA\X = AX¢ +AXg + AXy = AXe + PMpAX by (3.11) and
(3.12). Hence[(3.16) implieE(3]10). n

Corollary 3.4. The nontrivial Jordan blocks occur only far= 0; they are
of size2 x 2 (in accordance with29, Proposition 5.1])and their number
is dimKerHg = dim[KerH N %] where Hk := H|r~p(H). This number is
finite by(1.4).

Further, we seffl, := 1—T1 , and introduce the ‘Green operator’
G:=A; Ny +iPHR MR, (3.17)

It is continuous from%” to ¥ by our conditions (1.3) and (2.12) according
to Lemmd Z.1L. Therefore, formulds (3.10) can be rewritten as

Xe =G dE(W)AX,  AXe=—iG WdE(W)AX,  XeW,

|w|>¢ |w|>¢
(3.18)
since the both integrals converge4 and belong tiR C Z.

Corollary 3.5. Let h, € 2" be an eigenfunction of H corresponding to an
eigenvaluay # 0. Then

a=GCGh e (3.19)

is the eigenfunction of A corresponding to the eigenvalus.
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4  Application to eigenfunction expansion

We are going to apply our results to justify the eigenfunttxpansion
(L.8) in the context of the system considered[in [22]. We hssexd this
expansion for the calculation of the Fermi Golden Rule [3214)].

4.1 Linearization at the kink
In [22,/23] we studied the 1D relativistic Ginzburg—Landauiation

2
Bt = W) HFWD),  xeR @)

for real solutionsp(x,t). Here,F (@) = —U’(y), whereU () is similar to
the Ginzburg—Landau potentlag, (@) = (@2 —1)%/4, which corresponds
to the cubic equation witR () = @ — 3. Namely,U () is a real smooth
even function satisfying the following conditions:

Ulg) > 0, y#+a
(4.2)

Up) = Z(wra2+0(yTa™), x— +a

wherea,m > 0. The main goal of [22, 23] was to prove the asymptotic
stability of solitons (kinks)(x,t) = sy(x — vt) that move with constant
velocity |v| < 1, and

sv(X) — +a, X — +oo. (4.3)

Substitutingy(x,t) = sy(x— vt) into (4.1), we obtain the corresponding
stationary equation

VE(X) =) +F(s(x),  xeR. (4.4)
The linearization off{(4]1) at the king(x — vt) in the moving frame reads

as [1.2) withX = (, ) € L%(R) @ C? (for the corresponding complexifi-
cation) and with the generatar [23, (4.6)]

_ Vi 1
AV—< SV Vd%>' (4.5)

dx

13



Here, the potential
Vy(X) = —F'(s,(x)) —m? € C*(R). (4.6)

The kink s,(x) is an odd monotone function in a suitable coordingte
while F/(¢) = —U”(y) is an even function ofy. Hence, the potential
Vy(X) is an even function af. Moreover,

M) <Ce X xeR, (4.7)

wherek > 0. The generatof (4.5) has the foAp= JB, with

(s v _ (0 1
-(§#) o(B0) e
whereS, ;= —dd—; + P +W,(x). Obviously,JB, # B,J. Differentiating
(@.4), we obtain p
[Sv+v2@] g(x) = 0. (4.9)

4.2 Spectral conditions

Conditions (1.4), (2.12) hold for operatofs (4.8) 8f := L?(R) ® C? by
LemmdA.2. Condition (1.3) for a|lW| < 1 follows from Lemmas A.1 and
A.2 of [26]. Here, we check (1.3) in the case- O for the completeness
of the exposition. We will writeéd, B andS, respectively, instead &, By

andS:
0 1 SO0
(%5 e=(39)  ww

whereS:= —dd—jz 4P +Vo(x). The operator8 andSare essentially self-
adjoint inL?(R) ® C? andL?(R), respectively, by{(417) and Theorems X.7
and X.8 of [35]. We will consider the closures BfandS, which are both
selfadjoint. In this case,

/\::|31/2:<\0fS 2) H::/\iJ/\:i<_(\)/g \Ofs)iifl)

Hence, the operatd is also selfadjoint on the domai»(y/S) & D(V/S).
Thus, condition (2.21) holds in our case.

14



Lemma 4.1. Condition(1.3)holds for the operator B oi#” = L?(R) ® C2.

Proof. Equation [[4.D) withv = 0 means thak = 0 € gpp(S). Moreover,
A =0 is the minimal eigenvalue @&, since the corresponding eigenfunc-
tion s,(x) does not vanish [23, (1.9)]. Hence,

o(S) C [0,), KerS= (s5(X)). (4.12)
Further, the continuous spectrum 8flies in [m?, ), and hence[{4.12)

implies
o(S) = {Ag,..., AN} U [P, 0), (4.13)

where 0= Ag < ... < Ay < P, Finally, 0(B) = a(S)U{1}, by (1.3). =

We will assume below the following spectral condition (inspd in
[22])) at the edge point of the continuous spectruns.of

The point M is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance of S.(4.14)

This condition provides a regularity of the eigenvalue egian [1.6) at
the edge points=m of the continuous spectrum.

5 Orthogonal eigenfunction expansion

We are going to apply Propositibn 8.2 to the case of oper@ol). First,
(4.13) implies that

o(H) = (—eo,—mU{w_n,...,w 1,00, wW,...,oy}U[mM)  (5.1)

wherew?, = A for k=0,...,N. We denote byo, = (—c0, —m] U [m, )
the continuous spectrum &f, and

Wo = AT1MAX(0), ®p = PMpAX(0). (5.2)

ThenAWy =0 andAW = ®g by (3.12), and hencépy+ Wy is the solution
to (1.2). Now formulal(315) can be rewritten as

N .
X(t) =e"X(0) = tdg+Wo+ qu—"*’«tckak

iP

L e smoncon. 63
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Here,ag € % and
., P
a — [/\y,Z +a]hk:(3h<e%, k+#0, (5.4)

wherehy € # are the eigenfunctions &f corresponding to the eigenvalues
wx # 0. By Corollany3.5a, are the eigenfunctions & corresponding to
the eigenvalues-iw.

Let us denote b ¢(t) the integral in[(5.B):
XC(t) = / [/\;?1 + E] e U GE(w)AX(0). (5.5)
ol - w
To prove [1.6), it remains to justify the eigenfunction exgian

Xc(t):/crei‘*’tC(w)awdw, (5.6)

wherea,, are the generalized eigenfunctions Afcorresponding to the
eigenvalues-iw, and the meaning of the convergence of the integral will
be specified later. Thef (1.6) will follow frorh (5.3).

By (5.3), the functiornX®(t) is the solution to[(1]2), and hence
Z°(t) 1= AXS(t) = / e I dE(w)AX(0) (5.7)
Oc

is the solution to[(Z.10). We will deducé(b.6) from the cepending
representation

Z%(t) = /a & 1'C(w) hyy deo, (5.8)

whereh,, are generalized eigenfunctionstéfcorresponding to the eigen-
valuesw normalized by

(he, Ney) = 2o (w — W), w,w € ;. (5.9)

The normalization means by definition, that

(21,25) = 2m / Ci(0)Co(@)dw
m<|w|<M
(5.10)
for zx = / Ck(w)hydw € 27
m<|w|<M
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For p € R we denote by 3 = L5(R) the weighted Hilbert space with the
norm

1= [0PlpPax 0= (10dY2. (6.1

Theorem 5.1. Let conditionf4.14)hold and s> 1. Then, forw € o, there
exists h, € L2 ® C? such that
i) h, is a continuous function ab € a; with values in IZ_S® C2.
i) The normalization[(5.9) holds.
iii) h, are the generalized eigenfunctions of H, i.e.,
HZ = ; wC(w) hy dw if Z= ; C(w)hydweD(H). (5.12)

iv) The eigenfunction expansi@b.8) holds in the following sense

Proof. i) We construct the generalized eigenfunctions and thenéime-

tion expansion[{518) by solving equatidn (2.10) &5(t) = (Z(t),Z5(t)).
By (@.11), the equation is equivalent to the system

Z5(t) =SB,  Z5(t) = —VSA(). (5.14)

7%(t) — / & 19C(w) hy, dw
m<|w|<M

—0, M — . (5.13)
L2@C2

EliminatingZ5(t), we obtain

Z8(t) = —SZ(t). (5.15)

Further we apply Theorem X1.41 of [36] and the arguments & [3p
114-115]. Namely, the rapid decdy (4.7) and our spectradiitiom (4.14)
imply the following Limiting Absorption Principle (LAP)]124,[36]:

RA +ig) = Ri(A), &£—+40, Ae[m o), (5.16)

whereR(z) := (S—z)~! and the convergence holds in the strong topology
of the space of continuous operatags— L? ; with s> 1. Moreover, the
traces of the resolveiR. (A ) are continuous functions af > n? with val-
uesinL(L3,L2). The continuity af > 0 has been established by Agmon,
see [1/24]. The continuity @& = 0 under condition[(4.14) is proved in
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[25, formulas (3.12)]. The LAP serves as the basis for therdignction
expansion

Z5t) = [ d&(w?)[Z$(0)coswt +Z5(0) sinwt]

Oc

= /ei‘*’tC(w)ewdw, (5.17)

whered& (A ) is the spectral resolution & while ey, € L2  are generalized
eigenfunctions o6 corresponding to the eigenvalueg > n?. Here the
first identity follows by Spectral Theorem, while the secdatiows by
Theorem XI1.41 (e) of [36]. The eigenfunctions are defineddoyniulas of

[36, pp 114-115]:
e =W (W) fo, W(w):=[1+VRy(w?+i0)] ™t wea.. (5.18)
wherefy,(x) := sinjw|x andRy(A) := (-A+mP —A)~L.
The operatoW(w) is a continuous function ab € g with values in
L(L2,L2) by the formula
[1+VRy(A)] 1=1-VRQZ) (5.19)

and the decay (4.7). Respectively, the adjoint opettt(w) is a contin-
uous function ofw € o with values inL(L?,L?). As the resultg, is a

continuous function otv € g, with values inLES. The normalization of
€, coincides with the same of the 'free’ generalized eigentions f,,:

(€0 ,€w) = O(|] — |w]) , W, W € o, (5.20)
which follows from the last formula on page 115 of [36]. Figal'heorem
X1.41 (e) of [36] implies that the last integrdl (5]17) conyes inL?2 =
L?(R):

1ZS5(t) —/ e UC(w)epdwl s =0, Moo (5.21)
m<|w|<M

Now (5.8) for Z{(t) follows from (5.1T). ForZ5(t) we use the first
equation of[(5.14), which implies

Z5(t) = —i/ sgnw e '*'C(w) ey, dw. (5.22)
Oc
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Combining [5.17) and(5.22), we obtain (5.8) with
hy = ( . )ew, (5.23)

—i sgnw
which is the continuous function @b € o, with values inL? ;& C?.
ii) Normalization [5.9) follows from[(5.20).
iif) Z°(t) € D(H) means thaZj ,(t) € D(v/S). Furthermore,
HZ%(t) = i\fs( _ZZ%(;Z) ) . (5.24)

Now (5.12) follows from the expansions (5117) and (5.22)26,(t) by
[36, Theorem XI1.41 (c)], since, are the generalized eigenfunctionsof

with the eigenvalues?, andformally,

i\fS< - i%nw ) € = ( sg_r:w ) |w|ew = why, . (5.25)
iv) (6.13) follows from [5.21l) and similar convergence & [

6 Nonorthogonal eigenfunction expansion

Let us denote by, (t,x) the integral in[(5.113). This integral is defined for
almost allx; i.e.,

Z% (t,X) ::/ e “C(w)hy(X) dw, a.a. xeR. (6.1)

m<|w|<M

To justify (5.8) we should adjust the meaning of this intégedying on the
following lemma, which is proved in[26].

Lemma 6.1([26, Lemma 5.1]) Let condition(@.14)hold. Then
i) The integral(®.1) converges absolutely irfly C? for every s> 1

/m<w<|v| ||C(CA)) thL%s@CZ dw < 00, M>m. (62)

i) The integral of these 1, ® C?-valued functions over i |w| < M co-
incides with(6.1) almost everywhere.

Further, we expresX®(t) in terms ofZ°(t) and the Green operator
(3.17), and prove the appropriate continuity@fwhich allows us to de-

duce [5.6) from[(5.13).
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6.1 Reconstruction via the Green operator
Similarly to (3.18), we usd (5.7) to rewrite integrial (5.5) a

Xet) =G [ e dE(w)AX(0) = GZE(t), (6.3)

Oc

taking into account thaf®(t) € R C # and that the Green operatGr:
2 — ¥ is continuous. Now[(5]8) implies that

Xet) =G | e'“'C(w)hy,dw. (6.4)

Oc

Similarly to (3.18),

AXS(t) = —iG | e '“wdE(w)AX(0)

Oc

= —iGH [ e '™dE(w)AX(0) = —IiGHZS(t), X(0) e #. (6.5)

Oc

Therefore,[(5.12) gives

AXS(t) = —iG | e'“'wC(w)hydw. (6.6)

Oc

6.2 Continuity of the Green operator

Now we are going to establish the continuity of the Green afoeG in
the weighted norm$ (5.11). We will simplify the form Gfin the concrete
case[(4.11) by proving that

PH! =M ,JAHRt=0. (6.7)
First we note that
KerH = KerS@&KerS, R= RanH = RanS® RanS
by (4.11). Further, we set

S; := YRrans: RanSND(S) — RanS,
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and letPy denote the orthogonal projection bf(R) onto KerS. Then
P, := 1— Py is the orthogonal projection df?(R) onto Rars, and now

(4.11) implies

(P O (PO
(P O (P 0
'_'0_(0 Po)’ ﬂR_(o P+)'

Hence, finally,
~1/2
. 0 S
Hel=i + 6.8
| (—s;” 0 ) >

by (4.11), and therefore,

4 [0 1\/g"? 9 0o s*?
JAHR™ = I(—l 0)( 6 1 —811/2 0
0

Applying M, we get [6.7).
Now definition [3.1V) implies that

G=AMNgy. (6.10)
The following lemma is a generalization 6f [26, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 6.2. The operator G L3 @ C? — L3 ® C? is continuous for every
p €R.

Proof. Using the first formula of(4.11) and the formula fdr,, we get

—1/2 P. 0
/\<@1HQ:(S+OP+ (1’):(QO+ 1), (6.11)

whereQ := (SP. + Py)~1/2. Hence, it suffices to prove the continuity of
the operatoQ, P, in Lf,, which means the continuity of operator

(X)PQP.(X)P: L%(R)— L3(R). (6.12)
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To prove this continuity, we note th& is a PDO of the classl GIl”l,

see Definition 25.2 in'[40]. This fact follows from [12, Theon 29.1.9]
and also by an extension of [40, Theorem 11.2] to PDOs wittengaty
continuous spectrum. It is important that operafis a PDO with the
main symbok 2, and

Ezg(—oo,()], 57&07 U(S+)ﬂ(—00,0]:(l)
by (4.12). Hence, conditions (10.1) and (10.2) ofI[40] hold.

Now the continuity[(6.1R2) follows by the Theorem of Compimsitof
the PDO. [ ]

Lemma6.2 witho = —sand Lemma5ll imply (cf[{514)) that
ay:=Ghycl?,®C?%  s>1 (6.13)
Now we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. a,, are the generalized eigenfunctions of A corresponding to
the eigenvalues-iw.

Proof. Formulas[(6.4) and.(6.6) imply that
XC(t):/ e 'UC(w)apdw, AXC(t):/ e M wC(w)a,dw, (6.14)
Oc Oc

for X¢(0) € # by definition [6.18), Lemm@a#l.1 and the last corollary with
p = —s< —1. These identities mean thaf, are the generalized eigen-
functions in the sense df [36, (80b)]. [

Finally, the main result of our paper is the following.

Theorem 6.4. Let condition(4.14) hold, X(0) € ¥ and s> 1. Then the
eigenfunction expansigf.8) holds in the following sendef. (5.13))

|

where the integral converges irf Lo C?, and hence a.e. as {6.1).
Proof. Formulas[(6.8) and(6.13) imply that

XE(t) —/ e 'UC(w)ay, dw
m<|w|<M

XC(t) — /m<w<M e 'UC(w) ag dw”y —0, M-, (6.15)

_ G[zC(t)—/m<|w|<M & 19C (@) hy, do) (6.16)

Therefore, [(6.15) follows from(5.13), because the GreeeratprG :
2 — ¥ is continuous. [ |
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7 Symplectic normalization
Now let us renormalizé,, as follows:
<h(/)7 h(/)') = |w| 5(w_w/)7 w, w/ € Oc.

This means that

(21,25) = /m e @IC@C (@0

for z,« = / Ck(w)hydw € 2
m<|w|<M

(7.1)

(7.2)

similarly to (5.10). We will express these formulas in tewh¥ := GZ €

¥ and the eigenfunctiors, := Ghy,. First,

X = Cr(w)apdw

m<|w|<M

by Lemmd®6.R. FurtheZy € R, and so[(5.112)[(712) imply that

(Hr'Z1,22) :/ sgnw C1(w)Co(w)dw.

m<|w|<M
On the other hand, this scalar product can be expressg§d in

Lemma 7.1. Let Z,Z, be defined as iZ.2). Then
(Hr'Z1.Z2) = —i(X1,3%).
Proof. First,Z1,Z, € RC %, and hence,
NyZ = Z.
Now (6.10) implies[(Z5):
(X1,3%) = (GZ1,IG2) = (N} »Z1,IN M 52Z5)

= —(N;NRIN}Z71,25) =i(HR'Z1,25),
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since

-1/2 0 1)\/s o
P PN (S +
@ g ( o 1)\-10 0o 1

_ L
s R

by the first formula of[(4.11) and biy(6111) and (6.8). [
Using this lemma and (7.4), we get
—i(X1,I%2) :/ sgnw C1(w)Co(w)dw. (7.6)
m<|w|<M

By definition, [Z.3) and{7]6) mean that
(ag, Jagy) =isgnw &(w— '), w,w € ;. (7.7)

Now expansion[(5]6) coincides with|[5, (2.1.13)], therebstifying our
calculation of the Fermi Golden Rule for all solutions witthdhe anti-
symmetry condition imposed ih [22].

A Examples
Let us show that conditions (1.4), (2.12) and (3.1) hold toptc PDO

PYG) = [ &P &)Pp(E)dE, (A1)

which are the main objects of the theory. We will use the easg™ of
PDO similar to the ones introduced [n[11].
Definition A.1. i) P € .#™Mif, for any multiindicesx, 3,

sup| (14 [x)NagafP(x, &)| < Capn(1+]E)™ 19, E€R" (A2)

XeRN
with N= 0for B = 0and any N> O for 3 # 0.
i) P e .73 if (A.2) holds for any multiindices, 3 and all N > 0.
i) P € .Mis elliptic of order m if P= B, + R, where B € .™ and
Pn(x.&)] =C(L1+[E)™,  x &R, (A.3)
while Re .7} with 1t < m.
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Let.s#S = 2#S(R") denote the Sobolev spaces, a#id= L?(R"). Any
operatorP € .M is continuoudd® — HS ™ for s€ R, see Theorem 3.1 of

[L1].

Lemma A.2. Let Be .™ be an elliptic PDO of order m which is sym-
metric on G (R"), and let Je .7 be an elliptic PDO of orde0 which is
antisymmetric on £(R"). Then

i) B (respectively, Jis selfadjoint(respectively, skew selfadjojraperator
with domain
DBB)=#", DJ)=2. (A.4)

if) Condition (1.4) holds.
iii) Condition (2.12)holds.
iv) Condition(3.1) holds.

Proof. i) The Fredholm theory of elliptic PDO oR" [40, Section 25.4]
implies thatBy € 2" if and only if ¢ € 2™, and the same is true f@&".
Hence,D(B*) = D(B), and thereforeB* = B. Similarly, J* = —J.

ii) The Fredholm theory of elliptic PDOs oR" implies that the space
# = KerB is finite dimensional and?” C /#* for anys € R. Hence,
(1.4) holds.

iii) The operatorB,. := B+ and its main symbdBT(x, &) satisfy
BT(Xv'S) ¢<_°°70]7 E#O; U(B+)ﬁ(—°°,0]:0

by (1.3). Therefore, conditions (10.1) and (10.2)[of [40lchfor B, and
hence A, := /B; > 0 is also an elliptic PDO of class’™?2. This fol-
lows similarly to Theorem 29.1.9 df [12] and also by an exiensf The-
orem 11.2 of[[40] to PDO with nonempty continuous spectrurimaly,
Ay = A+T . Therefore = ™2, and hence (2.12) holds, inasmuch
asJ e .79,

iv) The operatoH is elliptic PDO of class”™ by the theorem of compo-
sition. It is obviously symmetric 063 (R"), and hencé is selfadjoint on
the domains"™ by the argument above. Thus (3.1) is established. &

Remark A.3. i) An example of elliptic operators B .72 and Je .70
satisfying all conditiong.d), (1.3), (1.4) (2.12) (3.1) is provided in
Lemmdd.l
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ii) In the framework of LemmA.2l we should take n» 0 to keep condi-
tion (1.3).

i) The last condition of(1.1)implies that the order of J should be zero.
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