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Abstract

We consider general difference equations u,+; = F(u), for n € Z on exponen-
tially weighted fo spaces of two-sided Hilbert space valued sequences u and discuss
initial value problems. As an application of the Hilbert space approach, we charac-
terize exponential stability of linear equations and prove a stable manifold theorem
for causal nonlinear difference equations.

1 Introduction

Let H be a separable Hilbert space over C with scalar product (-, - )z, linear in the
second and conjugate linear in the first argument, let F': HZ — H”. In this paper,
we discuss difference equations

Upt1 = F(u), (neZ) (1.1)

and their solutions v € ¢ on exponentially weighted sequence spaces ¢ C H” (see
Lemma ). With the shift 7: H” — H%, (up)nez — (Uni1)nez, (see Lemma [26),
equation (L)) on ¢ can be reformulated equivalently as

Tu = F(u) (uel). (1.2)
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Since 7 is invertible with inverse 77': H* — HZ, (up)nez > (Un_1)nez, each
solution u € ¢ of (L2)) satisfies u = 771 F(u). If £ C H” is a Banach space and
7710 F: ¢ — { a contraction, Banach’s fixed point theorem yields a unique solution
to (L2) (see Theorem 2.7]).

For example, the search for bounded solutions of an implicit (backward) Euler
scheme approximation u, 1 = up+hf(up+1), n € Z, h > 0, of a differential equation
with right-hand side f: R? — R? is of the form (LZ) with F(u), = uy, + hf (tni1)
for n € Z on the sequence space ¢ = loo(Z; R?) = {x: Z — R supy,ey, |2k |pa < 00}
On the other hand, if the implicit Euler scheme wu,11 = F(u), is considered on
N := Z>¢ with an initial condition uy = x € R", it is well-known that for each u,
the implicit equation w1 = u, + hf(un+1) needs to be solved iteratively, e.g. with
the Newton method, to compute u,11 from wu,. We will prove in Theorem [2.8] that
initial value problems can be equivalently reformulated into (II]) on Z by adding
the initial value x as an impulse dpx = (6 nT)nez € HZ at k = —1, where Ok,
denotes the Kronecker delta symbol for k,n € Z, if F(u), only depends on uy for
k € Z<y, i.e. for so-called causal F' (Definition .2]). Note that for the implicit Euler
scheme, F'(u),, depends on u,4+1 and F is not causal.

Let L(H) denote the space of bounded linear operators from H to H. In Section
3 we characterize exponential stability of linear difference equations u,+1 = Aw, for
A € L(H) (Theorem [B.9]), by utilizing the 2 transform (Theorem B.2)). In Section
4 we prove a stable manifold theorem (Theorem A.IT]) for causal (Definitions &
[4.2) difference equations u,11 = Au, + F(u), with F(0) = 0. Section 2 is devoted
to basic properties of sequence spaces and existence of solutions.

In this paper we follow an approach which goes back to [6] (see also [3| 5] and
the references therein).

2 Difference equations on sequence spaces

Lemma 2.1 (Exponentially weighted ¢, spaces). Let 1 < p < oo, 0 > 0. Define

lpo(Zi H) = {z € H) |zl < o0},
kEZ

looo(Z; H) = {z € HEsup |zp|po* < oo}
kEZ
Then £y, o(Z; H) and l o(Z; H) are Banach spaces with norms

1
|%le, 20y = <Z |xk|§{9_pk) ’ (x € lyo(Z; H))
kEZ

and
| g (2:11) = sup zklmo™ (@ € looo(Z; H)),
S



respectively. Moreover, Uy o(Z; H) is a Hilbert space with the inner product

@y = > (T ve)y0 2 (2,y € Lo(Z; H)).
kel

Write £,(Z; H) := {,1(Z; H) for 1 < p < oc.

Remark 2.2 (Intersections of weighted ¢, spaces). Let 1 < p < 00, 0 < g1 < 02.
Then
Cp,oi (Z; H) Ny, (Z; H) = ﬂ lp,o(Z; H).
0€[o1,02]
Lemma 2.3 (Natural embedding of one-sided sequences). Let 1 < p < oo, o > 0,
a € Z. Define
lpo(Z>a; H) = {zz. 57 € U o(Z; H) },

and for © € H%za define vz € H% by

(@) = {o ifk < a,

rr if k> a.
Then Lp,o(Z>a; H) is a Banach space with norm |- |g, ,z-..m) = |t * le, yz:1), and
Lilpo(Zsq; H) — Ly o(Z; H)
is an isometric embedding. Write Uy, o(Z>q; H) C €p o(Z; H).

Lemma 2.4 (Scale of one-sided weighted ¢, spaces). Let 1 < p < g < o0, 90,¢ > 0,
a €7Z. Then

(a) bpo(Z>a; H) G Ly o(Z>a; H),

(b) Lyo(Zza; H) G lpore(Z>a; H).

Proof. (a): Let © € €y o(Z>q; H), 1. S oo, |2k [h07PF < 0o. Then Jko € Z>,,C €
[0,1):
\xk\%g_pk S C (k Z ko).

1
Hence, supy>g, |z1|mo™* < C¥v, proving that = € lo o(Z>a; H). If ¢ < 00, then
(|zk|ro™*)?P < 1 for k > ko and therefore

|4 0% = |2 B0 M (lok o) TP < ol (k> ko),

proving that « € £y o(Z>q; H).
(b): Let z € lg,(Z>q;H). Show that z € /4,1 .(Z>4;H). By (a), z €
lpore(Z>q; H). If ¢ = 00, using the fact that |zx|go~* < |2 te o (25 0511) fOT b € Z>q,

o0 oo

D lalulo+e)™ =Y lanlme ™M (G5)" < |2l y@am (552) (45),
k=a k=a



proving that & € £ p1-(Z>q; H). If ¢ < 00, let ¢’ € (0, 00) with % + % = 1. Using
Holder’s inequality,

o0 0 e L ka' i/
S laklulo+ ) = 3 lmlne ™ (52)k < (Y leslio ™) (2 (2)™)"
k=a k=a k=a k=a
’ ro 1
= |20, yzowim (352) " (1= (GR)") 7,
proving that « € {1 pyo(Z>q; H). O

Ezxample 2.5. Solution to scalar equation with Kronecker delta impulse Let x € C,
a € C\ {0}. We consider the scalar difference equation

Upgl = QUp + 01 & (nez).
A sequence u € C? satisfies the preceding difference equation if and only if

a"tle ifne€Z«_q,
Uy = _ =
a"le+atr  ifn € Zso,

for some ¢ € C. In dependence on ¢ the support of u satisfies

ppu ¢ {5t o= afe
ZZO if c= 0,

and

suppu =7 if ¢ #0,¢c # —x/a.

Let o > 0 and let 1 < p < co. If ¢ # |a|, we can select a unique solution by requiring
that u € £y, ,(Z;C). Indeed if p # |a| then

< lal A suppu C Z<_1) V
u € lyo(Z;C) & o<la ppu & L)
0> la| A suppu C Z>o)

(
(

{(g< la| A ¢c=—z/a)V
(

0>lal N c=0).



Lemma 2.6 (Shift operator). Let 1 < p < oo, 0 > 0. Then
T:lpo(ZyH) = €, o(Z; H),
(zr)kez = (Tht1)kezs

is linear, bounded, invertible, and
IT" Lty pzser)y = €" (R €Z).
Proof. Let 1 <p<o0, 0> 0,z €l,,(Z;H), n € Z. Using the fact that
(T"2)p = Ty (kK E€Z),

if p < o0,

—_pk — k
’Tnx’z’g(z;]{) = Z ‘xn—i-k’I]){Q PR = Z ‘xn—i-k’I]){Q p(nt )gpn = Qpn’l"gp’g(zﬂ),
keZ keZ

proving that |7z, (z.m) = 0"|2le, ,z:m), and, if p = oo,

n+k)

7" 0 p(z:11) = e Tkl o™ = sup [wngklmo "R 0" = o"ale . O
c

kEZ

Theorem 2.7 (Existence and uniqueness of solutions). Let 1 < p < oo, ¢ > 0,
F:0,,(Z;H) — Ly, ,(Z; H) with

1F(x) = FY)leo(z:1
|F|Lip(ep,g(z;H)) = sup p.o(Z;H) <o
z,y€lp,o(Z:H),x7#y 2 = Ylo, o(z:m1)

Then the difference equation

Tu = F(u) (wely,o(Z;H))
has a unique solution.
Proof. Then

Ty o(ZyH) — Ly, o(Z; H)
w7 F (u)

is a contraction, since, by Lemma [2.6] for x,y € ¢, ,(Z; H),

_ 1
T (@) = TW)| <17 e, @iy F @) = FW)le, ) = E|F|Lip(zp,g(z;ﬂ)) <1

Its unique fixed point u = 7 (u) satisfies Tu = F'(u). O



Explicit difference equations [I] of the form wu,+1 = G(uy,) on Zs(o with initial
condition up € R™ have a unique solution u: Z>¢ — R" for arbitrary functions
G: R" — R”. In the following theorem, solutions of more general initial value
problems are characterized as one-sided sequences which solve a difference equation
on Z with an impulse corresponding to the initial condition.

Theorem 2.8 (Initial value problems). Let A € L(H), F': H* — H?, v € HZ,
sptu C Z>o, spt F'(u) C Z>o, € H. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(i) upt1 = Aup + F(u)n, up=2x (n € Z>p). (Initial value problem)
(ii) u, = A"x + ZZ;& APELE (0)), (n € Z>o). (Variation of constants)
(i1i) Tu = Au+ F(u) + 0_1x. (Initial condition as impulse)

Proof. (i) = (ii): By induction for n € Zs, u, = Az + Y 75 A" 1 F(u)y, since

n—1
i1 = Ay + F(u)y = A(A% + 30 AP ) + Fu),
k=0

= A+ AFF(u)y.
k=0

(ii) = (iii): wo = z, and for n € Z>g, upt+1 = Auy, + F(u),, since

n n—1
sy = Ao £ 3T A () = A(A + 30 AR () ) + F(u),
k=0 k=0
= Aup + F(u),.

Using spt u, spt F'(u) C Z>q, for n € Z,
0 if n < -2,

(Au+ F(u) +6_12)p = Aup + F(u)p + 0102 = if n=-1,
Auy + F(u)y, ifn >0,

hence (Tu), = upy1 = (Au+ F(u) 4+ 0_12),, proving (iii).

(iii) = (i): For n € Z, upy1 = (tu)p = (Au+ F(u) + d_12), = Au, + F(u), +
d_1,nx. Using the fact that sptu C Z>g, spt Fl(u) C Z>o, we see that ug = Au_; +
F(u)_1 + x = z, implying (7). O

Remark 2.9 (Classical initial value problems). Let G: R" — R™ and

n) i n € Zxo,
Flu), = 4 Gtn) 1€ Lz
0 lfﬂGZS_l,

for u: Z — R™. Then every solution u: Z — R" of 7u = Au+ F(u) + d_1z with
sptu C Z>q gives rise to a solution of the initial value problem u,1; = G(u,) on
Z>o with initial condition ug = z € R™ and vice versa.
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3 The Z transform and the operator (7 — A)_l

Let A€ L(H), 0 >0, F : 03 ,(Z;H) — {2 ,(Z; H). As in Theorem 28] for x € H,
consider initial value problems of the form

Tu = Au+ F(u) + 6_1x (u € ly,(Z;H)).
In this section we reformulate this problem equivalently as a fixed point problem
u= (1 —A)"YF(u)+6_1x)

by discussing the operator (7 — A)~! on f3 ,(Z; H). Our main tool is the 2 trans-
form.

Lemma 3.1 (L; space on circle and orthonormal basis). Let o > 0, S, = {z €
C;|z| = o}. Define

dz
— < 00}
2]

La(SyiH) = {7+ 8, 1: [ 17
4
Then La(Sy; H) is a Hilbert space with the inner product

s ) Lot = — /5 <f<z>,g<z>>Hf§| (f.9 € Lo(S,: H)).

T om
Moreover, let (¢ )nez be an orthonormal basis in H. Then (pg )k necz with
Prn(2) = 0 2"y (2 € 9y)
is an orthonormal basis in La(S,; H).

Proof. Let Lo((—m,7); H) denote the Hilbert space of square integrable functions
from (—m,7) to H with the scalar product

D snmn = 5= | FGhahuds (g € Lal(-mmy £,

The isometric isomorphism
©: Ly(Sgi H) = La((=m,m); H),  f e (9= floe'?)),

maps (Pk.n)knez onto the orthonormal basis (¢ — e‘ik¢wn)k7nez of Lo((—m,m); H),
proving that (®(pg.n))knez is an orthonormal basis of Lo(S,y; H). O



Theorem 3.2 (% transform). Let o > 0. The operator

a@pgi 6279(2; H) — L2(SQ;H)7

x (z > Z(zpn, ok

kEZ

$k>Hpk,n(2)) )

is well-defined and unitary. For x € {1 o(Z; H) C {5 o(Z; H) we have

01,(Z; H). Then

Z,(x) = <z — Z:Ekz_k

Remark 3.3 (£ transform of « € {y ,(Z; H)\ l1,,(Z

St

) |

i H)). Let 0 >0,z € b ,(Z; H) \

does not necessarily converge for all z € S,. For example if H = C, x € {5 ,(Z; H) \

0y o(Z; H) with xy, =

gk
& and z = o.

Proof of Theorem[32. Let o > 0, x € {3 ,(Z; H). We prove that 2 is well-defined,

i.e. that Z,(z) exists as an element in Ly(Sy;

| Z (wmg_kwprk,n@z(sg,

kneZ

Se k,n€Z

‘ ¢n79 kl‘k HQ z ¢”|H
E

SleZ

H). We compute

d
271/ | Z (Vn, 0 T )E DR (2 ‘;‘ZZ

o dz

_ dz

Se knEZ

| > o,z

_WkEZ

e

T kez

|ZQ ke—icpk

T kez

(Y

T keZ

/_

”kZeZ

e s

e N (W w)atbny dp

ne”L
2

ka3 gt 9tay),

Lel

e_i¢(z_k)<xk, l‘g>H de

ke (,D

=5 Z o " ak, ) / e R dy

k LEL



= |awlze ™

keZ
2
= ’33‘52,9(2;1{)7

proving that Z, is well-defined and an isometry.
To prove that Z, is unitary, it remains to show that Z, is surjective.

f € Ly(S,; H). Define
1 _r dz
Ty = 2—/ f(z)o*z"F = (keZz).
m™Js, |2

Then Z,x = f, since for k,n € Z,

1 _ dz
(20T, Phin) Ly(SysH) = %/ ( Z (Ym0 ng>HpZ,m(Z)apk,n(Z)>Hm
Se LmeZ

1 ) dZ
= 5= Z <Q xZa¢m>H<pé,m(z)7pk,n(z)>H_
T JSo ez 2]
D DR B R ) e
’ 21 Jg AT R H |2

LmEZL e

Q k$k7¢n

27?/ f(=)e" (= ﬁ’ Q_k¢">H

(F(2), = )
Se

T on 2] |
1 dz
= o 5, <f(z)7pk,n(z)>Hm

= <f’pkvn>L2(Sg;H)'
For x € U3 ,(Z; H) N {1 4(Z; H) and z € S, we compute

> Wm0 Faapra(z) = D (Un, 0 Far)md" M,

k,nez k,nez

= (W w2 Py

Let

Lemma 3.4 (Shift is unitarily equivalent to multiplication). Let o > 0. Then

22y =

where m is the multiplication-by-the-argument operator acting in Lo(Sy; H), i.e

m: Lo(Sp; H) — La(Sy; H)
[ (20 2f(2)).
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Proof. By the boundedness of the operators involved and the unitarity of Z,, it
suffices to prove

mZ,x = Z,Tx
for € H% with compact support. For this, we compute

(%) (2) = 2 Zu(2)

kEZ
— Zxkz—kﬂ
keZ
=D me BN =Y (ra)e T = (Zra)(2)-
keZ kEZ

Next, we present a Payley—Wiener type result for the 2 transform.

Lemma 3.5 (Characterization of positive support). Let o > 0, = € {2 ,(Z; H).
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) sptx C Z>o,

(it) 2 Y ez arz " is analytic on C», and

—k < . 3.1
o, (gt o

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let € > 0. Then for z € C with |2|] > o+ ¢ and k € Z>,
2|7™F < (e +¢)7*, and

o0 o

S leezFr = Jarlale

k=0 k=0

o
= lwklmo o2
k=0

o0
< Z lvk|mo o (0 +¢)7F
k=0

< (S i) (S ")’

1
oy —1
|‘/E|52 o(Z;H) (1 B (gf-a ) r

Hence z — ),y x,2~ " is analytic on C|.|>o- Moreover, for > p,
o
2 _ 2 2k
’x‘zzyﬂ(z;H) = Z EPyAZ

10



o
<D laklfo "
k=0
2
- |x|fz,g(Z;H)‘
Using the fact that 2}, is unitary,

1 k2 dz 2 2 2
g/ ‘Zxkz |H Izl = \gux’Lz(sM;H) = \»”C’ez,#(z;H) < \xfez,g(Z;H)a
Su kez

proving (B.1]).
(i) = (i): Let k € Z.o. Define e®) € C% by eék) = Oy for £ € Z, then
e(®) € 05(Z;C). Let n € Z. Then

ek ba)ar] = | S (el

Lel

=] (s, 12l |
tez

= (&, 11> Yne) ey 2s0)
= ‘(ﬁixa fuﬂzwne(kbLz(Su;H)‘
< 2.2 Ly(s,:m) \a@puuz%ev(k)\m(smﬂ)
< |2l Ly (s, 1 [
Since (.,@”Muz'wne.(k))(z) = vez u%wneék)z_g = p*p,27F for z € S,
(@, Y| < 120 1y (5,500 17 [0

By B0, that is, sup,~, |2.2|1,(s,;m) < 00, and since k < 0, the right-hand side
tends to 0 as p — oo, proving that z = 0. O

Definition 3.6 (Causal linear operator). We call a linear operator B: {3 ,(Z; H) —
Uy o(Z; H) causal, if for all a € Z, f € U3 ,(Z; H), we have

spt f CZ>q = sptBf C Z>q.

Note, that if an operator B: {3 ,(Z; H) — {3 ,(Z; H) commutes with the shift
operator 7, the operator B is causal, if and only if for all f € {y ,(Z; H) we have

spt f C ZZO = sptBf C Zzo.

The next major result is Theorem [3.7] which characterizes the causality of the op-
erator (1 — A)™! on £y ,(Z; H) by the spectral radius of A. Recall [4, VIIL3.6, p.
222] that for A € L(H) with spectrum o(A), the spectral radius

r(A) = sup{|z|;z € 0(4)}

11



of A satisfies

T nl/n
r(A4) = lim A%y

Let A € L(H) and ¢ > 0. We denote the operators {3 ,(Z,H) — {3 ,(Z,H),

x> (Axy)g, and Lo(S,, H) — Lo(S,, H), f +— (2 — Af(z)), which have the same
operator norm as A, again by A.

Theorem 3.7 (Characterization of causality of (1 — A)~! by spectral radius). Let
0>0, A€ L(H). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) (1 — A)~t € Lty ,(Z; H)) is causal,

(i3) (1 — A)~Y € L(l2,(Z; H)) and spt(t — A)™16_12 C Z>o for all x € H,

(iii) o > r(A).

Proof. (i) = (ii): By assumption (1—A)™ € Ll ,(Z; H)). Let u = (1—A)~16_;x.
By causality of (1 — A)~1, it follows that sptu C Z>_;. Using the fact that Tu =
Au+ §_1x, we get

u_1 = Au_g + 5_1,_233 =0,

proving sptu C Zx>.

(ii) = (iii): We have (1 — A)~! € L(f,(Z; H)). Hence, by Lemma 3.4 (m —
A)™t € L(La(Sy; H)). By the definition of m, this implies that S, along with a
neighborhood of S, is contained in the resolvent set of A € L(H). Therefore the
spectral radius cannot be equal to p. Assume p < r(A). By the formula for the
spectral radius, there exists € > 0, ng € N with (o +¢)" < [A"|f ) for all n > ng.
Hence,

ATL
o
By the uniform boundedness principle there exists x € H with

— 00 (n — 00).

L(H)

\A”x\H

o"|x|m

(n — 00),

i.e., there exists n; € N such that |[A"z|g > ¢"|z|g for all n > ny. By hypothesis
we obtain u = (1 — A)710_12 € {2 ,(Z; H) and

sptu C Z>o.

Since Tu = Au + d_1x, it follows that

0 if n < -1,
Uy =
A"z ifn > 0.

Consequently, we obtain

‘U’Z,g(z;m = Z Jug|F0~"
keZ

12



o0

= Z\ et o

>Z\fc! 0% o7 = o0,

k=n1

which is a contradiction. Thus, o > r(A).

(iil) = (i): Let o0 > r(A). Then (m — A)~! € L(L2(S,; H)) and hence (7 —
A)~t € L(ls,(Z; H)). To show (i), let f € 2 ,(Z; H), spt f C Z>0, and prove that
u = (1 — A)~Lf satisfies sptu C Z>o.

By Lemma 38 z — > .5 frz~* is analytic on C|.|>o Hence, also

Z = Z wpz " (z—A)~! Z fozF is analytic on Cj.,.
kEZ keZ

Next, by Lemma 3.5, sup,,, fS ‘Zkez sz_k|H < 0o Moreover, we have

sup |(z—A < 00.

)—1
2€C|. |5, ‘L(H)

Indeed, this follows from (z — A)~! = %(1 —ztA)T = %E;‘;O(%A)k for z € Cy5,
and ¢ > r(A). For > o

[T I T

Sk kez Su kezZ
—112 — k12 dZ
< sup |(z—A)7Y / DI Pt
ZE(CH>Q L(H) M ICE% " ‘Z’
hence sup,,, fSu ‘ > okez ukz_k‘i % < 0o. By Lemma B3] sptu C Zxg. ]

Next, we address linear initial value problems. In particular, we show that for
x € H the problem
Tu=Au+0_1x

has exactly one solution u € H? satisfying sptu C Z>¢ and this solution u solves
the initial value problem

Upt1 = AUy, ug== (n € Z>o).

Proposition 3.8 (Linear initial value problem). Let A € L(H), » € H andu € H?.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Tu= Au—+d0_1x and spt(u) C Z>g.

(ii) tnt1 = Auy on Zsg and ug = x and u, =0 on Z<g.

0 ifn <0,
(i4i) u, = ,
A"z ifn > 0.

13



Moreover, if o > r(A) then u satisfying (i), (i1), (i1i) is unique in ly o(Z; H). Le., if
0 > r(A) then (i), (i1), (1i1) are equivalent to (iv) and (v).
(v) Tu=Au+6_1x and u € Uy ,(Z; H).
(v) u=(r—A)" 5 12 € ly,(Z; H).
Proof. The equivalence of (i), (i7) and (iii) are reformulations in the spirit of The-

orem [Z8. By Theorem B.7] the operator (1 — A)™ € L({s,(R; H)) is well-defined
and causal. This shows (iv) < (v) and (v) < (1). O

We present a characterization of exponential stability next.

Proposition 3.9 (Characterization of exponential stability of linear equations).
Let A € L(H). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) r(A) < 1.
(i) There exists o € (0,1) such that for all x € H the unique solution u € H% of

Tu=Au+0_1x

with sptu C Z>o (c.f. Proposition (i) < (i1i)) satisfies u € Ly o(Z; H).
(i4i) There exists o € (0,1) such that for all x € H for the unique solution u € H”
of
Tu=Au+0_1x

with sptu C Z>q there is M > 0 with
|unlm < Mg"  (n €Z),
i€, U €l o(Z; H).

Proof. (i) = (i1): From Theorem 3.7 we deduce that for every r € (r(A),1) # 0 we
have u = (7 — A)~16_12 € lo ,(Z; H).

(1) = (4ii): This follows as lo o(Z>0; H) C log o(Z>0; H) for all o > 0.

(t3i) = (i): Let p € (0,1), x € H and u € lo o(Z; H) as in (iii). Let g > o.
Applying Lemma [2.4)(ii) we obtain u € ¢1 5(Z; H). Also u, = A"z for n € Z>
by Proposition B8l We observe that the closed graph theorem implies that the
mapping

H>zw— (A"x) S 6175(220;[{)

nEZZO

is continuous. We have
o0

sup g |A" x| o " < 0.
z€H,|z|g<1 n—0

For n € Z>o we find =, € H, |x,|g = 1 such that [A"z, |y > %|A”|L(H). Thus, by
the monotone convergence theorem, we deduce

Z [(A/0)" | L(rry <2 Z sup |A" x| go "
o keN

n=0
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(@)
= 2sup |A"zg|go"

o0

<2 sup Z |A"z|go " < oo.

Using the Neumann series, we obtain (1—(4/8))~! € L(H) and therefore (5—A)~! €
L(H). We can repeat the argument for #A in place of A for all § € S;. Thus,
(z—A)~L € L(H) for all z € S;. As p < 1, we obtain r(A) < 1. O

4 Stable manifolds

Stable manifolds of difference equations up4+1 = Auy, + f(uy), n € Z>p, with hyper-
bolic linear part A and f(0) = 0, can be constructed e.g. with the graph transform
method or the Lyapunov—Perron method (see e.g. [1] and the references therein). In
this section we extend the Lyapunov—Perron method to general difference equations
Tu = Au + F(u) (Theorem A.IT]).

Theorem 4.1 (Existence and uniqueness of solution in ¢; ,(Z; H) with p in spectral
gap). Let A€ L(H), o> 0 with 0(A)N S, =10, F: Uy o(Z; H) — 3 ,(Z; H) with

| F | Lip(ta,,(z:1)) < 1/M,

for My == sup_cg, |(z — A) Yy < 0o. Then for each x € H there exists a unique
u=:SY(x) € by o(Z; H) with

Tu= Au+ F(u) + d_1x.
Proof. By Theorem B, (1 — A)~! € L(f2,(Z; H)). Using Lemma [3.4]

(7 = A) iz = sup [(z = A) ) = My

2€8,

Let x € H. Then

Uy o(Z; H) — 4o o(Z; H)
s (1 — A7 V() 4 (1 — A) 76
is a contraction with unique fixed point .%,(x) € ¢ ,(Z; H), since for u,v € {3 ,(Z; H)
|[(r - A)FP(u) 4+ (1 — A)7ogz] — [(1— A) TP () + (1 — A)~tolz]

|£2,Q(Z;H)

< (= A7, @y | F W) = F)e, @) < MolFluip(es, @10 v — ley 211

O
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Let cc = cc(Z; H) = {x € H% x; # 0 for only finitely many k& € Z} denote
the vector space of sequences in HZ with compact support. cc C £, ,(Z; H) for
I1<p<oo,0>0.

Definition 4.2 (Causality). A mapping F': cc(Z; H) — H? is called causal, if for
all u,v € cc, a € Z,

spt(u —v) CZ>q = spt(F(u) — F(v)) C Z>q.

Corollary 4.3 (Solution operator for initial value problems). Let A € L(H), o >
r(A), F:lyo(Z;H) = U3 o(Z; H) with F(0) =0, Fle causal, and

| FlLip(ta,,(z:1)) < 1/M,

for My = sup_¢g, |(2 — A) 7Yy < 0o. Then for each x € H there exists a unique
u=:SY(x) € Uy o(Z; H) with

Tu=Au+ F(u) + i1z
and the solution operator ., satisfies
spt Sp(x) C Z>o.
Proof. Step 1: Show that F': {3 ,(Z; H) — {2 ,(Z; H) is causal, i.e.
Vu,v € Uy o(Z;H),a € Z: spt(u—v) C Z>q = spt(F(u) — F(v)) C Z>,.
To this end, let u,v € l3 ,(Z; H) and a € Z such that spt(u — v) C Z>,. We define

sequences (u*))gen, (v ey in cc by

(k S N)7

k) {Uj if j € [k, k],
J

us
0 ifjeZ\[-k k],
and similarly for v](-k). Then u*) — u, v®) — v in l3,(Z; H) and for all k € N we
have spt(u®) — v(*)) C Z>,. Using the fact that F| is causal,
spt(F(u®) — P®)) C Z>, (ke N).

F is Lipschitz continuous and hence the limit limy_o (F'(u®) — F(v®)) = F(u) —
F(v) also satisfies spt(F'(u) — F(v)) C Z>q.

Step 2: Let x € H. As in the proof of Theorem [.I] we see that .7,(x) is the
unique fixed point of the contraction

loo(Z; H) — l9,0(Z; H),
us (71— A E(u) + (1 — A) 72
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To show that spt.7,(x) C Z>o, let u € {3 ,(Z>0; H) and show that the fixed point
iteration preserves the support of u, i.e.

spt (1 — A) " F(u) + (1 — A)~'o_12) C Zso. (4.1)
By Theorem B.7((ii) we know that spt(r — A)~16_12 C Z>¢. We have spt(u — 0) C
Z>( and as F'(0) = 0 we have seen in Step 1 that spt F'(u) = spt(F'(u)—F(0)) C Z>g
Since (r—A) ™1 is causal by Theorem[B.7)(i), we deduce that spt(r—A) ' F(u) C Z>0,

proving ([A.I]). O

Remark 4.4 (Riesz projection [2, Proposition 6.9]). Let A € L(H), v € Rso. If
o(A)N S, =0, then the Riesz projections

1
P = o /s (z—A)"'dzeL(H) and P;:=1-P€cL(H)
ol
satisfy
(i) (P£)2 = P*, PH[H]@ Po[H] = H.
(ii) i,fA = AP,?E, AP;—L [H] = P,f [H], i.e. the subspaces P;—L [H] are invariant under

(ii) o(AP;) = o(4) N B(0.7), a(AP;) = a(4)\ B(0,7).
Moreover, for v1,v2 € Ry with v1 < 79,
(iv) Vv € [y1,72): 0(A)NS, =0 = P& =Pz

Theorem 4.5 (Lyapunov—Perron operator). Under the assumptions of Theorem
[4.1], the Lyapunov—Perron operator

Lo H x Uy o(Z; H) — U o(Z; H)
(z,u) = Xz (T — AN F(u) +6_12)
is well-defined and for x € H, Ly(x,-) is a contraction.

Proof. The proof is along the lines of Theorem H.T1 O

Definition 4.6 (Hyperbolic). Let A € L(H). The operator A is called hyperbolic,
if o(A)N Sy =0.

Remark 4.7. Let A € L(H) such that o(A) C C\ B[0,1]. Then by definition of
the spectrum, A~ € L(H) exists. Also o(A™!) C B(0,1) and as the spectrum is
closed, r(A™!) < 1. Let @ € H such that (A"2)nez., € lo2(Z>0; H). 1t follows that
x = 0. Indeed there is an N € Zx¢ such that for every n > N

|z|lg = [AT" A 2|y < |AT"|g|A x|y < |A 2|y

by the definition of the spectral radius. However, for (A”x)nezzo to be square
summable, we necessarily have lim,_, |A"z|g = 0.
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Lemma 4.8. Let A € L(H) be hyperbolic. We write P == P;", Q = P, for the
Riesz-projections. Then for every v € lo(Z; H) we have for n € Z

n—1
(r — PAP) v = < > (PAP)"—l—%k> :

k=—o00

(r—QAQ) v = (— Z(QAQ)"_l_kvk) .
k=n n
Proof. Note that PAP = AP = Alpg) on P[H| and o(A|pg)) = 0(A) N B(0,1) by
the Riesz-projection theorem. Therefore r(A|piy) < 1. Similarly QAQ = AQ =
Alga) on Q[H] and o(Algg)) = o(A) \ B[0,1]. In particular, 0 is in the resolvent
set of Algpyy and r((Algpm))~') < 1. By definition of the spectral radius both sums
of Lemma [L.§ exist for all v € ¢5(Z; H).
For every v € {5(Z; H) we compute for n € Z

n—1
(r — PAP) ( > (PAP)"‘l_kvk>

k=—o00
n n—1
= < > (PAP) P — > (PAP)"_kvk> =
k=—o00 k=—o0 n
and
(T - QAQ) (Z(QAQ)"‘l"“vk>
k=n n
- ( > (QAQ)"uy, — Z(@AQW%) -
The assertion follows by rearranging the terms. O

Theorem 4.9 (Characterization of Lyapunov—Perron fixed point). Let A € L(H)
be hyperbolic, F: lo(Z; H) — l2(Z; H) with

| F|Lip(ea (1)) < 1/M

Jor My = sup,cg |(z—A) ) < 0o Let & € P[H] and u € l5(Z; H). Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) u is the unique fixed point of the Lyapunov—Perron operator £ (&,-).

(i1) sptu C Z>o and for n € Z>

n—1
Puy, = (PAP)"¢ + Y (PAP)" '"*PF(u),,
k=—o00
Qun ==Y _(QAQ)" ' FQF (u).
k=n
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Proof. (i) = (ii): Let u € ¢2(Z; H) be the unique fixed point. By definition of
the Lyapunov-Perron operator, it follows that spt(u) C Z>o. Let n > 0. We have
(1 —A)716_1¢), = A™¢ and P¢ = € and Q¢ = 0. Using the equivalence (iii) < (v)
of Proposition 3.8
Pup = (PXz50 (T = A)7HE (W) + 8-18))n = (X250 (T — A) T PF(u))n + (PAP)",
Qun = (Qxzso (T = A7 (F () +5-16))n = (X250 (7 = A) T QF (),
as P and ) commute with all linear operators involved. Thus we have to compute
(1—A)"'PF(u) and (7 — A)"'QF (u) to show the first and second equation of (ii).
Using the properties of the Riesz-projections, we compute
Pir—A)'=(r—-A)7'P=(r-PAP)™!
Qr—=A)'=(r-A)7'Q=(T-Q4Q)'Q.

Therefore (ii) follows when setting either v = PF(u) or v = QF (u) in Lemma [4.8]
(i7) = (i): For every n > 0 we compute

= (PAP)"¢ + ]:Z_l (PAP)" '"*PF(u)), — g:(QAQ)"‘l"“QF(u)k
= A"¢+ f(PAP)”**PF(un + g(QAQ)"‘l"“QF(U)k
k=0 k=0
+§1:PAP"1’fPF f:QAQ"leF()
koo k=0
= A"¢ + S(PA”‘l_kF(u)k + QAR (u)y,)
k=0
+A”< i (PAP) Y *PF(u); — 3 (QAQ)—l—kQF(u)k>
— k=0

k=—o00
n—1
+ AR R,
k=0

By variation of constants we see that u,+1 = Auy, + F(u)y, = Auy, + F(u)n + -1 1€
for every n > 0. That is u, = ((7 — A) " (F(u) +_1£)), for all n > 0. Furthermore
we have

(1= AD)7HEF(u) +5-18)) g = (1 = AP+ Q)(F(u) +5-18)),

1 00
:A”<§+ Z(PAP) kpp(u ZQAQ leF()>
k=0
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= ((T—A)_lPF(u))O+§+ (r—A)'QF(u) (w)),-

We have computed the expressions ((7 — A)"'PF(u))o and ((7 — A)~ 1QF(u))0 in
Lemma[Z8 and they coincide with those of ug. Therefore u = xz.,(7—A) ™' (F(u)+
0_1§), since spt(u) C Zxg. O

Definition 4.10 (Admissibility condition). Let g1, 02 > 0.
Then F': cc(Z; H) — lo,0,(Z; H) N Ay o, (Z; H) is called (o1, 02)-admissible if

F: cc(Z;H) C Uy, (Z; H) — U2 ,,(Z; H)

is Lipschitz for i € {1, 2}.
We denote the unique Lipschitz extensions of F to {s ,, (Z; H) for i € {1,2} again
by F

We are now in a position to prove the existence of a stable manifold of the trivial
solution u = 0.

Theorem 4.11 (Stable manifold). Let A € L(H) be hyperbolic, o > r(A). Let F
be (1, 0)-admissible, such that

‘F‘Lip(ZQ(Z;H)) <1/M; and ’F’Lip(zz,g(Z;H)) < 1/M,.

We also assume that F is causal and F(0) = 0. Let P := P;", Q = P; denote the
Riesz projections, T'(§) € lo(Z; H) the unique fized point of the Lyapunov—Perron
operator L1 (&,-) for & € P[H]. Then the stable set

We ={z e H; () € l2(Z;H)}
is isomorphic to the graph of w®: P[H| — Q[H], £ — Q(T(f)(O)),

We={{+w*(§) € H;{ € P[H]},

i.e. W* is a manifold, called stable manifold (of Tu = Au+F(u)+d_1x in by o(Z; H)
at the fixed point 0).

Proof. An important observation is that as F' is causal and F(0) = 0, we deduce
that for all u € ¢3(Z; H) with sptu = spt(u — 0) C Z>o we have spt F(u) =
spt(F(u) — F(0)) C Z>p. This simplifies the first sum in Theorem [£.9(7).

(©): Let @ € W*. We set £ := P(x) € P[H| and n = Q(x) € Q[H], such
that x = £ + 7. We will prove that n = w’(§) = Q(T'(£)(0)) and even more that
u = SY(x) = T(£) (note that (S,(z))o = = = £+ ). By Corollary 3] we have
spt(u) C Z>p, and as x € W* we know that u € (2(Z; H).

We prove the two equalities of Theorem [£.9(i7). Let n > 0. By Theorem 2.8 we
have the variation of constants formula

n—1
up = A"z + Y ATFE (u)y, (4.2)
k=0
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Multiplying (4.2)) with P results in

n—1
Puy, = (PAP)"¢ + Y (PAP)" '"FPF(u),
k=0
n—1

= (PAP)"¢+ Y (PAP)" '"FPF(u);.

k=—o00

By multiplying ([4.2)) with @, we compute

n—1
Qun = (QAQ)™1 + Y (QAQ)" ' QF (u)y
k=0
= (QAQ)"n + (Z(@AQ)"—l—kQF<u>k - Z(QAQ)"‘l‘kQF(U)k>
k=0 k=n

= (QAQ)" <n + Z(QAQ)_l_kQF(U)k) — ) (QAQ)"FQF (u)y).

By Lemmal[4.§ we know that (ZZin(QAQ)"_l_kQF(u)k))n = (1-QAQ) 'QF(u) €
l5(Z; H) and so

((QAQ)" (n + Z(QAQ)‘I"“QF(u)k> ) € 0(Z; H).

k=0

In Remark 7] we have noted that necessarily n+3_ 7" (QAQ) "1 "*QF (u);) = 0. By
Theorem [£.9] u is the unique fixed point of the Lyapunov—Perron operator £ (&, -).

(2): Let (€,n) € graph(w®), that is € € P[H] and Q(T(€)o) = — X32,(QAQ) -
QF (u)r = n by Theorem [L9)(¢7). We will verify that {+n € W¥, that is .7,({+1n) €
l3(Z; H). To this end we show that u == T'(§) = #,({ +n). By the variation of
constants formula (4.2]) we know that

n—1
and u, = A"(E+ 1)+ 3 AP (),
k=0

By Theorem [9(i7) we have spt(u) C Zsg. Therefore if p > 1 we see that u €
0(Z>0; H) C lyp(Z>0; H). If o < 1 the statement of the theorem is trivial as
W?# = H on the one hand and P = I and @@ = 0 on the other hand. It remains to
establish the formula for u,. For this, we see that Theorem [£.9(i7) also yields

n—1 [e'e)
= (PAP)"¢+ ) (PAP)" ""FPF(u)r — ) (QAQ)" ' *QF (u)y
k=—00 k=n
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n—1 n—1

f4n§_+_}):£:14n 1— kly( k +>C2:£:44n 1— kly jg: CQ%HQ n—1— kC?FK )
k=0

k=0 k=0
n—1 [e'e)
=AM+ AR R(u) — AN (QAQ) T TFQF (u)y,
k=0 k=0
00 n—1
n (5 =Y (QAQ)FQF(u)y | + AT FF(u)y
k=0 k=0
n—1
=AM +m) + Y AR (u)y
k=0
O
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