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Abstract. A new approach with the Riccati equation method is used to obtain a non
oscillation criterion for extended quasi linear Hamiltonian systems.
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1. Introduction. Let A(t, u, v), B(t, u, v) and C(t, u, v) be complex-valued locally
integrable in t and continuous in u and v matrix functions of dimension n×n on [t0,+∞)×
Cn × Cn and let B(t, u, v) be Hermitian, i.e. B(t, u, v) = P ∗(t, u, v), t ≥ t0, u, v ∈ Cn,
where ∗ denotes the conjugation sign. Let µ(t, u, v) be real-valued locally integrable in t

continuous in u and v scalar function on [t0,+∞) × C
n × C

n. Consider the generalized
non linear Hamiltonian system





φ′ = A(t, φ, ψ)φ+B(t, φ, ψ)ψ,

ψ′ = C(t, φ, ψ)φ+ [µ(t, φ, ψ)I − A∗(t, φ, ψ)]ψ, t ≥ t0,

(1.1)

where I is the identity matrix of dimension n× n. The non linear (in particular linear)
Hamiltonian systems play important role in many areas of natural sciences: in physics
and mechanics, in particular, in many-dimensional oscillator systems, in the particle
dynamics, chaos and phase space diffusion, quantum mechanics, in applied mathematics:
in variational theory, optimal control and filtering, dynamic programming and differential
games, invariant embedding and scattering processes (see [2] and cited works therein). To
the study of nonlinear as well as linea Hamiltonian systems are devoted many works (see
e.g. [1,3–8] and cited works therein). By a solution of the system (1.1) on any interval
[t1, t2) ⊂ [t0,+∞) we mean an ordered pair (φ(t), ψ(t)) of absolutely continuous vector
functions φ(t) and ψ(t) of dimension n on [t1, t2), satisfying (1.1) almost everywhere on
[t1, t2). According to general theory of normal systems of ordinary differential equations
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for every t1 ≥ t0 and for every initial values φ0, ψ0 ∈ Cn there exists t2 > t1 such that
the system (1.1) has a solution (φ(t), ψ(t)) on [t1, t2) with φ(t1) = φ0, ψ(t1) = ψ0. Main
interest from the point of view of qualitative theory of differential equation represents the
case t2 = +∞. In this case one says that the system (1.1) is global solvable or has a global
solution. Conditions, providing the global solvability of the system (1.1), are the following
quasi linearity conditions

α) ||A(t, u, v)|| ≤ a0(t), ||B(t, u, v)|| ≤ b0(t), ||C(t, u, v)|| ≤ c0(t), |µ(t, u, v)| ≤ µ0(t),

t ≥ t0, where for any square matrix M the symbol ||M || denotes any euclidian norm of
M , a0(t), b0(t), c0(t), µ0(t) are locally integrable functions on [t0,+∞). Under these
conditions the Cauchy problem

φ(t1) = φ1, ψ(t1) = ψ1, t1 ≥ t0, φ1, ψ1 ∈ C
n.

for the system (1.1) has the unique solution on [t0,+∞), which can be proved using the
contracting mapping principle (see [5]).

Definition 1.1. A solution (φ(t), ψ(t)) of the system (1.1), existing on [t0,+∞), is
called conjoined, if there exists t1 ≥ t0 such that φ(t1) 6= θ ≡ (0, . . . , 0) and ψ(t1) = Y φ(t1),
where Y is a matrix of dimension n×n with the nonnegative definite Hermitian part (i. e.
Y + Y ∗ is nonnegative definite).

Definition 1.2. A solution (φ(t), ψ(t)) of the system (1.1), existing on [t0,+∞), is
called non oscillatory if there exists T ≥ t0 such that φ(t) 6= θ, t ≥ T.

Definition 1.3. The system (1.1) is called nonsingular if it has a conjoined solution
on [t0,+∞).

Definition 1.4. The system (1.1) is called non oscillatory if it is nonsingular and
every its conjoined solution is non oscillatory.

Note that the system (1.1) with the restrictions α) is nonsingular. The question of
existence of nonsingular systems, different from quasi linear ones, remains open.

In this paper we use the Riccati equation method to prove an non oscillation criterion
for the system (1.1).

2. Main result. The nonnegative (positive) definiteness of any square matrix M is
usually denoted by M ≥ 0 (> 0).

Theorem 2.1. Let the conditions α) be satisfied. If

B(t, u, v) ≥ 0, C(t, u, v) + C∗(t, u, v) ≥ 0, t ≥ t0, u, v ∈ C
n,
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then the system (1.1) is non oscillatory. �

Remark 2.1. It will be clear from the proof of Theorem 2.1 that the conditions α) can
be replaced by others (if they exist), providing the non singularity of the system (1.1).

3. Auxiliary propositions. The next three lemmas have importance in the proof of
the main result. Let Ml ≡ (ml

ij)
n
i,j=1, l = 1, 2 be complex-valued matrices.

Lemma 3.1. The equality

tr(M1M2) = tr(M2M1)

is valid.

Proof. We have tr(M1M2) =
n∑

j=1

(
n∑

k=1

m1
jkm

2
kj) =

n∑
k=1

(
n∑

j=1

m1
jkm

2
kj) =

n∑
k=1

(
n∑

j=1

m2
kjm

1
jk) =

tr(M2M1). The lemma is proved.
Lemma 3.2. Let Hj, j = 1, 2 be Hermitian matrices such that Hj ≥ 0, j = 1, 2.

Then
tr(H1H2) ≥ 0.

Proof. Let U be an unitary transformation such that H̃1 ≡ UH1U
∗ = diag{h1, . . . , hn}.

Since any unitary transformation preserves the nonnegative definiteness of any Hermitian
matrix we have

hj ≥ 0, j = 1, n. (3.1)

Let H̃2 ≡ UH2U
∗ = (hij)

n
i,j=1. As for as H̃2 is Hermitian it follows that (see [4], p. 300,

Theorem 20) hjj ≥ 0, j = 1, n. This together with (3.1) implies

tr(H1H2) = tr([UH1U
∗][UH2U

∗]) = tr(H̃1H̃2) =

n∑

j=1

hjhjj ≥ 0.

The Lemma is proved.
Lemma 3.3. Let H ≥ 0 be a Hermitian matrix of dimension n× n and let V be any

matrix of the same dimension. Then

V HV ∗ ≥ 0. (3.4)

Proof. For any vectors x and y of dimension n denote by 〈x, y〉 their scalar product.
Then 〈V HV ∗x, x〉 = 〈H(V ∗x), (V ∗x)〉 ≥ 0 (since H ≥ 0). Hence (3.4) is valid. The lemma
is proved.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1. As was noted in the introduction, if the conditions α) are
satisfied, the system (1.1) becomes non-singular. Let then (φ0(t), ψ0(t)) be a conjoined
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solution of the system (1.1), and let ψ(t1) = Y0φ(t1) for some t1 ≥ t0, where Y0 is a matrix
of dimension n× n, such that Y0 + Y ∗

0 ≥ 0. Consider the matrix Riccati equation

Y ′ + Y B0(t)Y + Y A0(t) + [A∗

0(t)− ν0(t)I]Y − C0(t) = 0, t ≥ t1, (4.1)

where A0(t) ≡ A(t, φ0(t), ψ0(t)), B0(t) ≡ B(t, φ0(t), ψ0(t)), C0(t) ≡ C(t, φ0(t), ψ0(t)),
ν0(t) ≡ µ(t, φ0(t), ψ0(t)), t ≥ t1. Due to the conditions α) we have ||A0(t)|| ≤ a0(t),
||B0(t)|| ≤ b0(t), ||C0(t)|| ≤ c0(t), |ν0(t)| ≤ µ0(t), t ≥ t0. Therefore the matrix functions
A0(t), B0(t), C0(t) and the scalar function ν0(t) are locally integrable over [t0,+∞).
Then it is reasonable to mean a solution of Eq. (4.1) on any interval [τ1, τ2) ⊂ [t0,+∞)
an absolutely continuous on [τ1, τ2) matrix function of dimension n × n, satisfying (4.1)
almost everywhere on [τ1, τ2). Let Y (t) be the solution of Eq. (4.1) with Y (t1) = Y0, and
let [t1, t2) be its maximum existence interval. It is not difficult to verify that Y (t) and
(φ0(t), ψ0(t)) are connected by equalities

φ′

0(t) = [A0(t) +B0(t)Y (t)]φ0(t), ψ0(t) = Y (t)φ0(t), t ∈ [t1, t2).

The first of the obtained equalities shows that we can interpret φ0(t) as a nontrivial
solution of the linear system

φ′ = [A0(t) +B0(t)Y (t)]φ, t ∈ [t1.t2).

Therefore, by the uniqueness theorem the proof of the theorem will be completed, if we
show that

t2 = +∞. (4.2).

By (4.1) we have

Y ′(t) + Y (t)B0(t)Y (t) + Y (t)A0(t) + [A∗

0(t)− ν0(t)I]Y (t)− C0(t) = 0, t ∈ [t1, t2),

[Y ∗(t)]′ + Y ∗(t)B0(t)Y
∗(t) + A∗

0(t)Y
∗(t) + Y ∗(t)[A0(t)− ν0(t)I]− C∗

0 (t) = 0, t ∈ [t1, t2),

Summing up these equalities and making some simplifications we obtain

(Y (t) + Y ∗(t))′ + (Y (t) + Y ∗(t))B0(t)(Y (t) + Y ∗(t)) +
[
A∗

0(t)−
ν0(t)

2
I
]
(Y (t) + Y ∗(t))+

+(Y (t) + Y ∗(t))
[
A0(t)−

ν0(t)

2
I
]
−C0(t)−C∗

0(t)− Y (t)B0(t)Y
∗(t)− Y ∗(t)B0(t)Y (t) = 0,

(4.3)
t ∈ [t1, t2). Assume Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1) > 0. Show that

Y (t) + Y ∗(t) > 0, t ∈ [t1, t2). (4.4)
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Suppose that this is not true. Then there exists t3 ∈ (t1, t2) such that

Y (t) + Y ∗(t) > 0, t ∈ [t1, t3) (4.5)

and
det[Y (t3) + Y ∗(t3)] = 0. (4.6)

It follows from (4.5) that the matrix function Y (t)+Y ∗(t) does not degenerate on [t1, t3),
i.e., (Y (t)+Y ∗(t))−1 exists on [t1, t3). Then by (4.3) one can interpret the matrix function
U(t) ≡ Y (t) + Y ∗(t), t ∈ [t1, t3) as a solution of the linear equation

U ′ +
{
[Y (t) + Y ∗(t)]B0(t) + A∗

0(t)− ν0(t)I + [Y (t) + Y ∗(t)]A0(t)[Y (t) + Y ∗(t)]−1−

−[C0(t) + C∗

0(t) + Y (t)B0(t)Y
∗(t) + Y ∗(t)B0(t)Y (t)](Y (t) + Y ∗(t))−1

}
U = 0, t ∈ [t1, t3).

Then by virtue of the Liouville formula we have

det[Y (t) + Y ∗(t)] = det[Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1)] exp

{
−

t∫

t1

{
[Y (τ) + Y ∗(τ)]B0(τ)+

+A∗

0(τ)− ν0(τ)I + [Y (τ) + Y ∗(τ)]A0(τ)[Y (τ) + Y ∗(τ)]−1−

−[C0(τ) + C∗

0 (τ) + Y (τ)B0(τ)Y
∗(τ) + Y ∗(τ)B0(τ)Y (τ)](Y (τ) + Y ∗(τ))−1

}
dτ

}
, (4.7)

t ∈ [t1, t3). By Lemma 3.3 Y (t)B0(t)Y
∗(t)+Y ∗(t)B0(t)Y (t) ≥ 0, t ∈ [t1, t0). Then, since

(Y (t)+Y ∗(t))−1 > 0, t ∈ [t1, t3) by Lemma 3.2 tr
[
(Y (t)B0(t)Y

∗(t)+Y ∗(t)B0(t)Y (t))(Y (t)+

Y ∗(t))
]
≥ 0, t ∈ [t1, t3). Moreover, by Lemma 3.2 it follows from the condition C(t, u, v)+

C∗(t, u, v) ≥ 0, t ≥ t0, u, v ∈ C
n that tr

[
(C0(t)+C

∗

0(t))(Y (t)+Y
∗(t))−1

]
≥ 0, t ∈ [t1, t3).

Therefore, it follows from (4.7) that

| det[Y (t) + Y ∗(t)]| ≥ | det[Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1)]| ≥ e−c| det[Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1)], t ∈ [t1, t3],

where c ≡ max
t∈[t1,t3]

∣∣∣
t∫

t1

tr
[
(Y (τ)+Y ∗(τ))B0(τ)+A0(τ)+A

∗

0(τ)−ν0(τ)I
]
dτ

∣∣∣, which contradicts

(4.6). The obtained contradiction proves (4.4). Consider the linear system




Φ′ = A0(t)Φ +B0(t)Ψ,

Ψ′ = C0(t)Φ + [ν0(t)I − A∗

0(t)]Ψ, t ≥ t1.

(4.8)
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By a solution of this system we mean an ordered pair (Φ(t),Ψ(t)) of absolutely continuous
matrix functions of dimension n × n on [t1,+∞), satisfying (4.8) almost everywhere on
[t1,+∞). Substituting

Ψ = Y Φ, t ≥ t1

in (4.8) one can verify that all solutions Y1(t) of Eq. (4.1), existing on any interval [τ1, τ2) ⊂
[t1,+∞), are connected with solutions (Φ(t),Ψ(t)) of the system (4.8) by relations

Φ′(t) = [A0(t) +B0(t)Y1(t)]Φ(t), Ψ(t) = Y1(t)Φ(t), t ∈ [τ1, τ2). (4.9)

By the Liouville formula from here we get

det Φ(t) = det Φ(τ1) exp

{ t∫

τ1

tr
[
A0(τ) +B0(τ)Y1(τ)]dτ

}
, t ∈ [τ1, τ2),

det Φ(t) = det Φ(τ1) exp

{ t∫

τ1

tr
[
A∗

0(τ) + Y ∗

1 (τ)B0(τ)]dτ

}
, t ∈ [τ1, τ2).

Hence, (since by Lemma 3.1 trY ∗(t)B0(t) = trB0(t)Y
∗(t))

| det Φ(t)|2 = | detΦ(τ1)|
2 exp

{ t∫

τ1

tr
[
A0(τ) + A∗

0(τ) +B0(τ)(Y1(τ) + Y ∗

1 (τ))]dτ

}
, (4.10)

t ∈ [τ1, τ2). Let (Φ1(t),Ψ1(t)) be a solution of the system (4.8) with Φ1(t1) = I, Ψ1(t1) =
Y (t1). Then by (4.10)

| detΦ1(t)|
2 = | detΦ1(t1)|

2 exp

{ t∫

t1

tr
[
A0(τ)+A

∗

0(τ)+B0(τ)(Y (τ)+Y
∗(τ))]dτ

}
, (4.11)

t ∈ [t1, t2). According to a condition of the theorem B(t, u, v) ≥ 0, t ≥ t0, u, v ∈ Cn.
Hence, B0(t) ≥ 0, t ≥ t1. By Lemma 3.2 it follows from here, from (4.4) and from (4.11)
that that

| det Φ1(t2)|
2 ≥ | detΦ1(t1)|

2 exp

{ t2∫

t1

tr
[
A0(τ) + A∗

0(τ)]dτ

}
> 0.
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Hence, det Φ1(t) 6= 0, t ∈ [t1, t2 + ε) for some ε > 0. In virtue of (4.9) it follows from
here that Y1(t) ≡ Ψ1(t)Φ

−1
1 (t), t ∈ [t1, t2 + ε) is a solution of Eq. (4.1) on [t1, t2 + ε),

and coincides with Y (t) on [t1, t2). By the uniqueness theorem it follows from here that
[t1, t2) is not the maximum existence interval for y(t), which contradicts our supposition.
The obtained contradiction proves (4.2). Thus we prove (4.2) for the particular case
Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1) > 0. Let us prove (4.2) in the general case Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1) ≥ 0. For
every δ > 0 denote by Yδ(t) the solution of Eq. (4.1), satisfying the initial condition
Yδ(t1) = Y (t1) + δI. Obviously, Yδ(t1) + Y ∗

δ (t1) ≥ 2δI > 0. Then similar to the already
proven one can show that Yδ(t) exists on [t1,+∞) and

Yδ(t) + Y ∗

δ (t) > 0, t ≥ t1. (4.12)

Let λ(t) be the least eigenvalue for Y (t) + Y ∗(t) on [t1, t2) and let λδ(t) be the least
eigenvalue of Yδ(t) + Y ∗

δ (t) on [t1,+∞). It follows from (4.12) that

λδ(t) > 0, t ≥ t1. (4.13)

Since the solutions of Eq. (4.1) are continuously dependent on their initial values we have
lim
δ→0+

λδ(t) = λ(t), t ≥ t1. This together with (4.13) implies that λ(t) ≥ 0, t ∈ [t1, t2).

Therefore, Y (t)+Y ∗(t) ≥ 0, t ∈ [t1, t2). Further the proof of (4.2) is as the proof of (4.2)
in the particular case Y (t1) + Y ∗(t1) > 0. The proof of the theorem is completed.
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