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ABSTRACT. We prove a threshold phenomenon for the existence/non-existence of energy
minimizing solitary solutions of the diffraction management equation for strictly positive
and zero average diffraction. Our methods allow for a large class of nonlinearities, they are,
for example, allowed to change sign, and the weakest possible condition, it only has to be
locally integrable, on the local diffraction profile. The solutions are found as minimizers of
a nonlinear and nonlocal variational problem which is translation invariant. There exists a
critical threshold Acr such that minimizers for this variational problem exist if their power
is bigger than A¢; and no minimizers exist with power less than the critical threshold. We
also give simple criteria for the finiteness and strict positivity of the critical threshold. Our
proof of existence of minimizers is rather direct and avoids the use of Lions’ concentration
compactness argument.

Furthermore, we give precise quantitative lower bounds on the exponential decay rate
of the diffraction management solitons, which confirm the physical heuristic prediction
for the asymptotic decay rate. Moreover, for ground state solutions, these bounds give a
quantitative lower bound for the divergence of the exponential decay rate in the limit of
vanishing average diffraction. For zero average diffraction, we prove quantitative bounds
which show that the solitons decay much faster than exponentially. Our results consider-
ably extend and strengthen the results of [15] and [16].
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1. INTRODUCTION

We study the existence and properties of solutions of the diffraction managed non-linear
discrete Schrodinger equation

pla) = ~du(A)(@) = [ T [P(Trgt@) ]t (11)
on [%(Z), where u is a finite measure with compact support and w a constant. Here,
Af(z) = f(x +1) — 2f(z) + f(z — 1) is the discrete Laplacian on Z, T, = > is the
solution operator of the free discrete Schrodinger equation in one dimension, the average
diffraction d,y is either positive or zero, and P is the nonlinear term. Previously, either only
very simple pure power nonlinearities P together with simple measures u, which correspond
to piecewise constant local diffraction profiles dg, or the specific third order nonlinearity
P(2) = |z|?2, z € C and general probability measures u have been studied, see the discussion
in Appendix D. We will extend this to a large class of nonlinearities.

Discrete nonlinear dispersive equations such as the discrete nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tion (1.1) arise in the context of nonlinear optics [4, 5, 11, 21, 28], the study of dynamics
of biological molecules [9, 10], localized modes in anharmonic crystal in condensed matter
physics, [6, 26]. Here the discrete models arise as phenomenological models or as tight
binding approximations, see, for example, [19, 22].

In the application to nonlinear optics, which is our main motivation for studying solu-
tions of (1.1), day is the average diffraction along an array of waveguides and p will be a
probability measure with compact support related to the local periodic diffraction dy along
the waveguide. Since we can treat arbitrary probability measures p with compact support,
our results hold for any local diffraction profile dy which is locally integrable. In particular,
1 = dg, the Dirac mass at zero, is allowed, so our results include the well-known discrete
NLS. We will discuss this more thoroughly in Appendix D.

To get the weak formulation of (1.1), let (f,g) = 3. _, f(x)g(x) be the usual scalar
product in 12(Z) and take the scalar product of (1.1) with h € [?(Z) to see that since
—(Ap,h) ={D;p,D;h), where the forward difference operator D, is defined by

Dy f)(x) = f(z+1) = f(z)

for any x € Z and using the unicity of 7}. one has

<j T [P(Tog) | u(dr), by = f (P(Tog), T, by (dr)
R R

and therefore the weak formulation of (1.1) is given by
i ) = du (D D) = | CP(Tr), Tl (1.2

for all h € 1%(Z).
The diffraction management equation (1.1), or better, its weak form (1.2), has a varia-
tional structure. We assume that P is an odd nonlinearity of the form

P(z) = p(|2])z (1.3)

for z € C. To use this, let V be a differentiable function with V'(a) = P(a) for a = 0, for
example,

V(a) = La P(s)ds for a=0. (1.4)



Then the constrained minimization problem associated with (1.1) is given by
B = inf{H(p) : ¢ € 1(Z), ¢}z = A (1.5)

where A > 0 and the Hamiltonian, or the energy, takes the form

dav
H(p) = "D plfhzy — N(9) (16)

with the nonlocal nonlinear ‘potential’

N(g) = fR S V(T (@) uldr). (1.7)

T€Z

It turns out that any minimizer of (1.5), that is, any ¢ € [?(Z) with Hcle%(Z) = A such that

E;lav = H(p), will be a solution of corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation (1.1). Thus
we are led to study the minimization problem (1.5) and to investigate the properties of its
solution. An obstacle for the existence proof is the invariance of the Hamiltonian under
shifts so the variational problem is invariant under a non-compact group. Hence there is
a potential loss of compactness, since minimizing sequences can easily converge weakly to
ZETo.

While it is possible to formulate conditions directly on the nonlinearity P in (1.1), we
find it more convenient to use conditions on the nonlinear potential V' related to it by (1.4).
Our main assumptions on the nonlinear potential V' : Ry — R are
A1) V is continuous on R, = [0,00) and differentiable on (0,00) with V' (0) = 0. There

exist 2 < 71 < 2 < o0 such that

V'(a)| Sa™ ' +a? 1 forall a>0. (1.8)

A2) V is continuous on R, and differentiable on (0, ) with V' (0) = 0. There exists v > 2
such that

V'(a)a = vV (a) for all a > 0.

A3) There exists ag > 0 such that V(ag) > 0.

The three assumptions above are our main requirements on the nonlinear potential. They
are enough to prove a threshold phenomenon: solutions exist at least for large enough power
A = |l¢|3. In order to guarantee the existence of solutions for arbitrarily small \, we need
to strengthen assumption A3 to

A4) If d,, > 0 we assume that there exist € > 0 and 2 < k < 6 such that
V(a) 2 a® foral0<ac<e.
If day = 0 we assume that V(a) > 0 for all 0 < a <e.
Remarks 1.1. (i) An integration shows that A1 implies
V(a)] <a™ +a. (1.9)

Much more important for us is the fact that A1 allows us to control the nonlocal nonlinearity
N under splitting, see Lemma 2.7 and the discussion in section 2.2.
(ii) Examples of nonlinearities obeying assumptions A1 through A3 are given by

J
V(a) = Z c;a®
j=1
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with ¢; > 0, 2 < s; < o0, and J € N, but our assumptions also allow nonlinear potentials
which can become negative, for example,

V(a) = —a*+a® fora=0
is allowed. It certainly fulfillls A1. Since
V'(a)a = —4a* + 6a° = 4(—a* + a®) + 24° = 4V (a),

it also obeys A2. Moreover, V (ag) > 0 for all large enough ag, so A3 holds.
If we did not assume A3, then the nonlinearities could also be strictly negative for all
a > 0, for example, V(a) = —a* — a® obeys A1 and because of

4
V'(a)a = —4a* — 6a° = 6(—6614 —a%) = 6V(a)

also A2, but then the critical threshold A.. given in Theorem 4.1 would be infinite. The
threshold is finite if and only if, for some f € [?(Z) we have N(f) > 0, see part (iv) of
Theorem 4.1 below.

Concerning the existence and nonexistence of solutions, we have

Theorem 1.2 (Threshold phenomenon for existence/non-existence). Assume that V' obeys
assumptions A1 through A3 and that du, = 0.
(i) There exists a threshold 0 < Ay < 00 such that Eﬁ\la" =0 for 0 < A < Ay and

-0 < Egav <0 for A > A

(il) If day > 0 and 0 < A < Ao, then no minimizer for the constrained minimization
problem (1.5) exists. If y1 = 6, then A > 0.

(iii) If day = 0 and X\ > A, then any minimizing sequence for (1.5) is up to translations
relatively compact in 12(Z), in particular, there exists a minimizer for (1.5). This minimizer
is also a solution of the diffraction management equation (1.1) for some Lagrange multiplier
w < 2B /X < 0.

(iv) If V obeys, in addition, A4, then Ao = 0.

Remarks 1.3. (i) The proof of Theorem 1.2 is given at the end of Section 4. The precise
definition of the threshold A is given in Definition 4.8. As we will see in Theorem 3.1,
minimizing sequences for (1.5) are relatively compact in I2(Z) modulo translations if and
only if E;lav < 0. So when A = A, minimizers might exist, but minimizing sequences do
not have be be precompact modulo translations.

(ii) Using h = ¢ in (1.2), it is clear that the Lagrange multipliers are

dan{D1p, Dy @) — SR<P(TT"P)7 T'p) p(dr)
{p, )

w=w(p) =

and using assumption A2 this will yield a rather direct proof of w(y) < 2E§\la" /A < 0 for
all minimizers ¢, see (3.15).

If ¢ is a solution of (1.1), or rather of its weak version (1.2), one can ask how well it will
be localized. As it turns out, the answer to this depends on whether d,, = 0 or da, > 0. In
an earlier paper [10], super-exponential decay of solutions for d,, = 0 was shown in the case
that the nonlinearity is cubic, P(a) = |a|?a or V(a) = X|a|*. The case of positive average
diffraction was not studied.

There is a simple physical heuristic guess for decay rate of solutions of (1.2): Assume

that ¢ decays exponentially and make the ansatz ¢(x) = e™"* for = » 1. Plugging this into
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(1.1) and hoping that, even despite possible nonlocal effects, the nonlinearity in (1.1) is of
higher order than e™*, then

we " = —dy Ale™) (x) + o(e™F)
_ _dav<e—u(:c+1) —Qe7VE 4 e—u(x—l)) + O<e—ux)
= —2d,y(cosh(v) — 1)e " 4+ o(e 7).

Letting © — 00, one sees that this implies w < 0 and 2d,y,(cosh(v) — 1) = |wl|, or, with
cosh™! the inverse function of cosh : [0,00) — [1,0),

— cosh~! |w] 1 1.1
v = cos <2dav+ (1.10)

which is a rather precise prediction for the exponential decay rate. A remarkable feature
of it is that it predicts v — o0 if d,, — 0 as long as w stays away from zero.

Of course, this all depends on in which sense the nonlocal nonlinear terms in (1.1) are
really of lower exponential order. Nevertheless, this simple physical heuristic is not far from
the truth, because of

Theorem 1.4 (Decay for positive average diffraction). Assume dny > 0 and V' obeys
assumption A1. Then any solution ¢ of (1.1) with w < 0 decays exponentially and the
decay rate is given by the above heuristic in the sense that
Vi (@) 1= sup {V > 0] (z — elp(a)) e lz(Z)} > cosh™! <2|dL| + 1> . (1.11)
av
Remark 1.5. As we will see in Theorem 4.1 below, the ground state solutions, that is, the
ones with minimal energy, are solutions with w < 2E§\lav /A < 0 for all dyy > 0. At the mo-

ment, we cannot rule out that there are solutions of (1.1) for which vy > cosh™! (% 1>.

Given the lower bound on the exponential decay rate given in (1.11), one expects that
Vi(@d,, ) — 0 as day — 0, as long as the corresponding Lagrange multipliers w = w(pq,., )
stay away from zero. In general, this might not be the case, but it is true for ground state
solutions.

Corollary 1.6. Let A\ > 0, dyy > 0, and ./\/liav the set of minimizers of the constrained

minimization problem (1.5). Then for fited X > 0 and any choice pq,, € Miav the expo-
nential decay rates diverge in the limit of small average dispersion. More precisely, we have
the lower bound

: : Vi ((pdav)
lim inf B

b N >1
v—0 -1 N
& cosh <—)\dav + 1)

for any 0 < § < |EY)|, so the exponential decay rate vy (pa,,) diverges at least logarithmically
as dyy — 0.

Proof. This is, in fact, a simple consequence of the lower bound (1.11), the negativity
of Egav, guaranteed by Theorem 3.1, its monotonicity' in da, > 0, and the bound on the
Lagrange multipliers from Theorem 3.1, which imply that for all > 0 one has |w(¢qg,, )|\ =
2|E§\la"| > 2(|EY| — §) for all small enough duy > 0. [ ]

Lwhich follows immediately from definition (1.5).
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Given that the exponential decay rate of the ground states for average diffraction d,, > 0
diverges as d,, — 0, one can ask how fast solutions of (1.2) decay when d,, = 0. This was
done in [16] for the special fourth order nonlinearity V (a) ~ a*, but it holds in much greater
generality.

Theorem 1.7 (Super-exponential decay for zero average diffraction). Assume dn, = 0
and V' obeys assumption A1. Then any solution ¢ of (1.1) with w # 0 decays super-
exponentially, more precisely,
2v1 —3
Vs i) = sup {v > 0] (& = (| + 1" Vp(2)) € 2@} >
2(n—1)
Remark 1.8. For 7 = 4, this yields the lower bound vy, (¢) = 5/6 which is much better
than the lower bound v, (¢) = 1/4 proven in [16].

(1.12)

Our paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we develop the main tools needed for
the existence proof. This includes new fractional linear bounds on the building blocks from
Definition 2.4, which are needed to control the nonlocal nonlinearity N(f) under splitting.
That minimizing sequences for (1.5) are precompact modulo translations, that is, there
exist suitable translations such that the translated minimizing sequence has a strongly
convergent subsequence, if and only if E;lav < 0 is the content of Theorem 3.1. Our proof in
Section 3 is based on non-splitting bounds for minimizing sequences given in Propositions
3.2 and 3.4, which together with a simple characterization of strong convergence in ?(7Z)
given in Lemma 3.8 imply precompactness of minimizing sequences modulo translations
once Eﬁ\la" < 0. This is similar, at least in spirit, to our companion paper [7] for the
continuous case.

The threshold phenomenon is then studied in Section 4 and the proof of Theorem 1.2 is
given at the end of this section. It turns out that Assumptions A1 and A2 are enough to
yield a threshold phenomenon, see Theorem 4.1, but it could happen that A, is infinite,
in which case no minimizers of 1.5 exist for any A > 0. Assumption A3 is used only to
guarantee the finiteness of the threshold and A4 guarantees that the threshold is zero.

Unlike the continuous case we are able to prove strong lower bounds on the exponential
decay rate for positive average diffraction, which confirm the physical heuristic, and strong
lower bounds on the super-exponential decay rate for vanishing average diffraction, which
improve earlier bounds given in [16]. These bounds are established in a two-step process:
First we prove some (super-) exponential decay, see Proposition 5.1 in Section 5.1, respec-
tively Proposition 6.2 in Section 6.1, and then give arguments which allow us to boost
the decay rate, see Proposition 5.11 in Section 5.2, respectively Proposition 6.5 in Section
6.2. These results are based on several intermediate results, in particular, we need suitable
a-priori bounds on exponentially twisted versions of the building blocks from Definition 5.3
for the derivative of the nonlinearity N.

In Appendix A, we gather some useful bounds for the space time norms of solutions of
the free discrete Schrédinger equation on 12(Z). These estimates have analogous results on
12(Z4), similar to the discussion in [16], for example, but we give them only for 12(Z) for
brevity. Lemma A.l looks somewhat technical, at first, but is at the heart of most of our
results in this work.

In Appendix B, we give the somewhat technical proof of negativity and subadditvity
of the ground state energy Efav from (1.5). The proof of subadditivity is similar to the
continuous case and given for the convenience of the reader, it also immediately yields strict
subadditivity once Eﬁ\la" < 0. That Assumption A4 implies Eﬁ\la" < 0 for any A > 0 and
all d,, = 0 turns out to be very much different from the continuous case where Gaussians
form a convenient set of initial conditions, since on 1?(Z) there is no simple family of initial
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conditions for which one can explicitly compute the time evolution under the free discrete
Schrodinger evolution.

Appendix C discusses a discrete version of the well-known? IMS localization formula,
which is needed for strictly positive average diffraction. Finally, in Appendix D, we give
for the convenience of the reader a short discussion on how the highly nonlocal diffraction
management equation (1.1) arises in the study of solitary solutions of diffraction managed
waveguides arrays.

2. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES

2.1. Fractional linear estimates. First, we gather some bounds which will be used in
the proofs of Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 5.1, which are the basis for the proofs of
Theorems 3.1 and 1.4 . We use | - [, for || [|;p(z). For two functions g and h, we write g < h
if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that g < Ch.

The space LP(Z x R, dxu(dr)) consists of all space-time functions with finite norm

($p 2iez |f($,7“)|pﬂ(d7"))l/p if1<p< oo,

esssupresuppu“f('7 7q)Hoo if p=o0

where the essential supremum is with respect to the measure pu, that is, modulo sets of
Jl-measure zero.
A simple but useful bound is given in

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < ¢ <p <o and f €l9(Z). Then

1f | Lr(z xR dapu(ar)) = {

| T £ 2z x R dap(ary) S 1fllq
where the implicit constant depends only on q,p, u(R) and, if ¢ # 2, also on supp p.

Proof. Since |g|, < |g|q for all 1 < g < p < 0, we get for p < ©
| S msutan) = [ T pigutan) < [ 1Tt < p@et#n-20l g,
R zez

where we used (A.2) and chose B > 0 such that supppu < [-B, B]. If p = o0,
1T, f Lo @xrdanary < sup | Tofloo < sup [T flq < P24 £,

re[—B,B] re[—-B,B

Lemma 2.2 (Bilinear estimate). Let 1 < p < 0, fi, f2 € I2(Z), set s = dist(supp f1, supp f2),
the distance of their supports, and B > 0 such that supp u < [—B, B]. Then

, 8e'98(4B)l5
T f1T5 foll p (2x R dapu(ary) S in (1 # If1l2 f2]2, (2.1)
51!
where we used [s| := min{n € Z|s < n} and the implicit constant depends only on p(R)

and p.

Proof. The proof of (2.1) is based on the strong bilinear estimate from Lemma A.1 in
the appendix, which strengthens and simplifies the strong bilinear bound from [15, 16].
Choosing B large enough so that supp u < [—B, B] and using (A.5) we get

1/p
HTrflTrf2HLP(ZXR,dmp(dr)) = <JR TrflTrf2£iu(dr)> < M(R)l/p [SuBPB] HTrflTrf2HP
re[—B,

2See, for example, Section 3.1 of [8] and references therein.
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4B)l2

_ Rel6B [51
< min <1, — s I f1ll2]l f2]l2

—
N[V PN
—_

which proves (2.1). [ ]
Remark 2.3. Since n! > """ and (4B)I2] < e2(“5) Lemma 2.2 implies the bounds

| T F1 T f2l Loz xR dapu(aryy S min(L, s7) [ fu]l2] f2l2 (2.2)
for all 0 < a < % and all 1 < p < 0. Here, if s = 0, we set 070 := lim,_,o; s~ = 1.

The following will be the building blocks for our bounds on the nonlocal nonlinearity,
their definition is motivated by the splitting of the nonlinear potential in Lemma 2.7.

Definition 2.4. For any 2 < v < 0, let

M(f1, f2) = jR T @) T f2 (@) (T fr(@)| + T fo()]) 2 p(dr).

z€Z

Proposition 2.5. Let s = dist(supp f1,supp f2), 2 <y <00, and 0 < a < %, then
M) (f1, f2) < min(L, s~ )| fill2] fallo (| frll2 + [ f2ll2)7 (2.3)
where the implicit constant depends only on supp p, p(R), v, and a.

Proof. Taking a supremum out of the integral we get

M) (f1, f2) = jR Z T f1(2) T fo(@)|(IT5 f1.(2)] + | T o)) p(dr)

z€Z

< T AT, foll 11 @ xr,dwpar)) (SUP [T filloo + sup [T f2llo0) .
reR reR
Applying |15 floo < |1 fl2 = || fll2 and (2.2) for the first factor yields (2.3). [ ]

2.2. Splitting the nonlocal nonlinearity. Recall

N(f) = fR S V(T f(@)]) ().

T€Z

The inequality (1.9) and Lemma 2.1 immediatley yield

Proposition 2.6 (Boundedness). Let 2 < 1 < 42 < 00. Then for all f € 1*(Z)
N(f) = IF13"+ 112

where the implicit constant depends only on u(R).

Since N(f) is highly nonlocal in f, it is difficult to control N(f), when f splits into f =
f1+ fo where f1 and fo have widely separated supports. The following simple observation
helps at this stage and is at the heart of all our estimates.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that V obyes A1. Then
V(|2 +wl) = V(Iz) = V(W) < (2] + )72 + (2] + [w])272) |2 [w] (2.4)

for all z,w € C.
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Proof. Since V(0) = 0, we have V(|z + w|) — V(|z]) — V(Jw|) = 0 if at least one of z and w
equals zero. So assume z,w # 0 in the following. Then

1 1
Vst ul) = V(D = V() = | Vs ) - vaD 14
2] + |w]| ||
) (2.5)
—V(|z +w|) — —=V(|lw ] w.
Ve e = VD
Moreover,
1 1 1 ||
—V(z+w|) — —V(z|]) = ——— (V(z+w|) = V(|z])) — V(|2
(2.6)
Let ¢ = min(|z|, |z+w]) and d = max(|z],|z4+w|) < |z|+|w|. Thend—c = ||z+w|—|z|| < |w|
and using A1, we have
d

V(2 +wl) - V()] < f|V/<a>\da < (@ Y- o

< (2] + Jw)™ ™+ (J2] + fw])2 7w
Since V(0) = 0, A1 also implies

V(2D < (|27 + 227 2
Using the two inequalities above in (2.6) shows
1
e V(lz ) = V(D] S (2] + w72 4 (2] + [w]) 27w
2| + |w] 2|

and a similar inequality holds when we interchange z and w. Hence (2.5) implies (2.4). &

The following is our main tool to control the nonlocal nonlinearity.

Proposition 2.8 (Splitting). Let f1, fo € I>(Z) and s = dist(supp f1,supp f2). Then for
all2< vy <y <o

IN(f + f2) = N(f) = N(f2)l < min(1,s™) | fillal oll2 (1+ 1417 + 121372)  @27)

1
for all0 < a < 3.

Proof. Because of Lemma 2.7 we have

N(fi+ f2) = N(f1) - N(f2)’
< fR STIVT fi(@) + Tofo()|) = V(T f1(2)]) = V(I Ty fa(@)])] p(dr)

T€Z

< M) (f1, fa) + M (f1, f2)-
So (2.7) follows from (2.3), noting also that
(@+b0)" 7+ (a+b)? 2 S1+a” 2+ 5772

for all a,b = 0. [ |
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3. THE EXISTENCE PROOF
In this section we will give the proof of

Theorem 3.1. Let A > 0 and assume that V obeys A1 and A2. Then every minimizing
sequence for the constrained variational problem (1.5) is precompact modulo translations if
and only if E;lav < 0. In particular, if Egav < 0, then minimizers of (1.5) exist and these
miniminzers are solutions of the diffraction management equation (1.1) for some Lagrange
multiplier w < 2E§\l“/)\ < 0.

Key for our proof of Theroem 3.1 is the following proposition, which will help to eliminate
a possible splitting of minimizing sequences when Egav is strictly negative. In the following
we will assume that the nonlinear potential fulfills assumptions A1 and A2. For s € R, we
let s; := max(s,0).

Proposition 3.2. Assume that'V obeys A1 and A2. Then there exists a universal constant
C > 0 such that for any A > 0, f € (*(Z) with | f|3 =X and 0 <6 < 3, and a,b € Z with

S @206 and Y [f@)P =0 (3.1)
r<a r=b
we have
H(f) = [1 — (27 —2) G) N Ef — C(\+ \2/2) <(b —at+ 1) - 1)11/2 . (3.2

Remark 3.3. Note that E;lav < 0 for all A > 0 (see Proposition B.2 in the appendix). As
soon as Efav < 0 we have

1- (2% —2) (;)720

Therefore if Egav < 0, taking a mininimizing sequence f, with |f,]3 = A > 0 and
H(f,) — Eﬁ\l“, and taking any a, and b, according to (3.1), the bound (3.2) shows

Aoy Aoy
E™ > E™.

lim sup(b, — a,) < ©
n—o0

~1/2
since limg_,q <(8 + 1)fr/2 — 1) = 0. Thus Proposition 3.2 implies that the regions where
+

a minimizing sequence f, has d-fat tails do not separate too much as soon as the energy
E;lav is strictly negative. This is the key to our proof of compactness modulo translations
for minimizing sequences.

Proof. First, let us consider d,, > 0, that is, strictly positive average diffraction. If b < a,
(3.2) trivially holds since the right hand side of (3.2) equals minus infinity. So assume
b—a > 1. Let a’ and b’ be arbitrary integers satisfying a < a’ < b <band [ :=V —ada'. We
will choose suitable a’ and ¥’ at the end of the proof.

The lower bound on {f,—Af) is based on a discrete version of the well-known IMS
localization formula, see Lemma C.1 in the appendix. Take any smooth cutoff functions
X, j = —1,0,1, with

1) §; =0 for j = —1,0, 1.

2) suppx-1 < (—oo,—%] with ¥_1 > 0 on (—o0, —2], supp X1 < [i,oo) with X1 > 0 on
[%700)7 and SUPP)?O - [_%7 %] with %0 >0 on [_%7 %]
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and set N
¥

Xj = T=— =

A/ Di——1Xi

Then, since the denominator is always strictly positive and, by construction, Zj X? =1,
this gives a smooth partition of unity where x; has the same support as Xj, and xo = 1 on
[-1,1], x-1 =1 on (—o0,—3], and x1 = 1 on [3,0). Finally, define & : Z — R by

r—id +V ,
fj(iﬂ) = Xj <—b2( . ) for j = —1,0,1.

for j = —1,0,1.

I —a

Then Z;:_l 5]2- =land &1 =1o0n[-0m,d], & =1on [V/,0) and the supports of {1 and

& have distance at least [/2, where | = b’ — a/. Furthermore, the forward and backward

differences Dy f(x) = £(f(z £ 1) — f(x)) satisfy
r— i +0) 1 r— (a + )
Xj( b%—a’ ib’—a’ X b%—a/

for some ¢ € R. Therefore, since X;' is bounded, we see that

C C

|D+&j(2)| = [&(x £ 1) — &(2)| =

L
- (0]

D> < —— = — .

” igj ”oo 3(b, — a,)Q 312’ (3 3)
where C' = 3 max; ||X;'H%oo(R)- Using (3.3) in (C.3), we get

) 1 ) ||sz
[DLfI3 = <F=A = D) 1D+ - Z (ID+&1% + 1D-1%)
j=—1 j=—1
C
> 1Dy (6 h3+ 1D a3 - 2. (3.4

We set fj :=&;f, j = —1,1 and define fo := f — f_1 — fi = (1 = &1 — &) f. Obviously,
Ifjl2 < | fl2 for j = —1,0,1. Moreover, because of (3.1) and a’ > a, ¥ < b, we also have

Ifi13 =6 for j=-11.
Set h:= f_1+ fi. Then f = h + fy and Proposition 2.8 shows
-2 -2
N(f) = N(h) = N(fo) < | foll2lAll2(L + [ foll 2~ + [R]3*7).
Using Proposition 2.6, we have
N(fo) < Ifol3" + 1fol3> < I fol5 (1 + [ fol3*7%)
and combining the above two bounds we arrive at

N(f) = N(h) < [ fol2lf 21+ |£13°7%) (3.5)

where we used | fo[2, [Al2 < [ f]2.
Since the supports of f_; and f; have distance at least [/2 = (V' — da’)/2, we can again
use Proposition 2.8 with o = 7 to split N (k) as

N(h) = N(f-1) = N(f1) < @/2)7 B f-allal A2+ | F2 0377 + 1 A213°77)
< /27 BIFIBA + 1713772 (3.6)
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Combining (3.5) and (3.6), we get
NP = N () = NG < (Ifolellfla + @27 51718) (14 101372).
which together with (3.4) yields
2
1)~ B — 80 = = | M+ (1l + @2 #1518) (1 11572) ] 67

Once we have such a bound on the splitting of the energy, we use a reasoning similar to
the one in [15]: By definition of fj, we have | fo||3 < Zm w411/ (@)% To choose @’ and ¥/,
set Iy :={n+1,n+2,...,n+1—1} when | > 2, I, = J when | = 1, and note that, since
the number of integers in [a,b — 1] isb—a —1+ 1,

(b—a—i+1) min > |f(@) ZZIf Z Z |f ()

zely n=a zely, r=a+1n=z—I+1
<(-DIfI3-
Hence there exists n’ with a <7’ <b—1 and
7 +1—1
> @R < g3
b— [+1
r=n'+1

With o’ =7’ and b’ = 7’ + | we therefore have

l—
[ foll2 <

— 113

Plugging this into (3.7) yields
H(f)—H(f-1) — H(f1)

9 1_ 1/2 _
o [ L11E ((ﬁ) 1712+ (1/2)”8Hf§> (11713 2)]

B 1/2
> |13 (1 + 17132) [}2 (o) <1/2>’/8] . (539

a—1+1

Since |f|3 =\, |£il3 =6, j=—1,1and |f-13 + | f1]3 < A, Proposition B.2 shows
20

H(f-1)+H(fH) = [1 — 2% -9 (;) 2 s

and inequality (3.8) yields

20

H(p)- [1—<2%°—2> (3)°
1 -1 1/2
¥2/2 I —1/8
<)‘+)‘ >[l2+<b—a—l+1> +(2) ]
forany 1<l <b—a.

Finally, we choose [ € N with I < (b—a + 1)"/? < I 4 1. Note that this is allowed, since
when b —a = 1, we have | = 1, and when b—a > 2, then 1 < I < (b—a+ 1)"/2 <b—a.

dav
E™ 2
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With this choice of [ we have

1 1 -1/2

1/2
ﬁ<m<<(b—a+l)/—l> s

1/2
-1 1/2 (b—a+1)Y2 -1 ~1/2
] S <((b—a+1)Y2 -1
(b—a—l+1> <b—a—(b—a+1)1/2+1 <( a+l) )

127 B < 17V2 < ((b—a+1)V2 —1)712

Therefore, (3.9) yields (3.2).
If d,, = 0, we do not have the term l% in (3.9) and get the same estimate (3.2). [

and

An immediate consequence of Proposition 3.2 is

Proposition 3.4 (Tightness). Assume that Eﬁav < 0. Let (fu)nen < 12(Z) be a minimizing
sequence for the variational problem (1.1) with X\ = | f.|3 > 0. Then there exist shifts &,
such that

lim sup Z | fn(x)]? = 0.

R—
neN |z—€n|>R

Proof. Since the function s — (v/s + 1 — 1)~'/2 is decreasing on (0, ) and goes to zero at
infinity, Proposition 3.2 has the same consequences as [15, Proposition 2.4] replacing [15,
inequality (2.29)] by (3.2). [ ]

To prove Theorem 3.1, we need two more results on the continuity and differentiablity

of the non-linear functional N(f). The proof mimics the one in [7] for the continuous case
and is therefore omitted.

Lemma 3.5. The functional N : 1>(Z) — R given by

£ NP = | S VAT, f@) Dt

z€Z

is locally Lipshitz continuous on 1(Z).

Lemma 3.6. For any f € I1%(Z), the functional N as above is continuously differentiable
with derivative

%(Z) 5 h > DN(f)[1] = Re jR (VT f)sen(To )] T pldr),

where sgn(z) = i oz # 0 and sgn(0) := 0. In particular, the nonlinear Hamiltonian
given in (1.6) is continuously differentiable with derivative

(@) 2 h = DH(f)[A] = duRe(D1 £, Do) = Re [ VT, f)sen(T)] L) ),
Remark 3.7. Recall that we assume that the nonlinearity P is odd, so it is of the form

P(a) = p(Jal)a for a € R. If V'(a) = P(a) for all a = 0, then V'(|z|)sgn(z) = p(|z])z = P(z)
for all z € C, and therefore

DN(f)[h] = Re fR (P(T.f), Toh u(dr)

= re{ [ 71 (PP i) )
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is, modulo the real part, the weak form of the nonlinearity in the diffraction management
equation (1.2).

It remains to prove Theorem 3.1. A last step in our existence proof of minimizers of the

variational problems (1.5) is the following characterization of strong convergence in [?(Z).

Lemma 3.8 (Lemma A.1 in [15]). A sequence (fn)nen < 1?(Z) is strongly converging to f
in 12(Z) if and only if it is weakly convergent to f and the sequence is tight, i.e.,

lim lim sup Z | fu(z)> = 0. (3.10)

Lm0 oo S2)

Sketch of the proof: Let P,f := 1/_;;f and note that the range of P is finite dimensional,
in fact, 241 dimensional. Thus, if f,, converges weakly to f, then lim, o | P;(f—fn)|2 = 0.
Since

1f = fulz < 1B(F = fa)llz + (1= P)(f = fo)ll2

we see that for all [ e N
limsup | f — fal2 < 1imsolép 11 = P)(f = fo)l2 < (1= P)fl2 + 1imsgolp |(X = By) ful2

n—ao0

As | — oo, the first term goes to zero since f € [?(Z) and the second goes to zero because
of (3.10). So f, converges to f in norm.

Conversely, if f, converges to f in norm, then it is easy to see that it converges to f
weakly and (3.10) holds. ]

Now we can come to the

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We know from Lemma B.1 and B.5 that —o0 < Ef‘"” < 0. Assume
that Egav = 0 for some A > 0. Define the sequence (f,), by

fn($) = Cn]-[fn,n] (33)

1/2
with ¢, = (ﬁ) . Then | f,||3 = X\. Note that f,, converges weakly to zero and that any

shift of f,, also converges weakly to zero. So the sequence (f,), is not precompact in 1?(Z)
modulo translations. Moreover, we have

| D4 full3 = 263, =0 asn— o0
and, because of (1.9),

LMhﬂ$ﬁMMJ%%ﬂh$MMN$MM}Wh%

where we also used the bound (A.2) from Lemma A.1. Since for any v > 2

A v/2
fli= (gg) @)=

as n — o, we have N(f,) — 0 as n — o0. Thus f, is a minimizing sequence for (1.5)
which is not precompact modulo translations. By contrapositive, this shows that if every
minimizing sequence is precompact modulo translations, then E;lav < 0.

Conversely, assume that Eﬁ\la" < 0 and let (f,)nen < [?(Z) be a minimizing sequence of
the variational problem (1.1). First, applying Proposition 3.4, we see that there exist shifts
{¢,} such that for any € > 0 there exists an R, > 0 for which

Z |fn(x)]? < e for any n e N. (3.11)
|x—&n|>Re
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Define the shifted sequence (fn)n by fn(2) := fulx —&,) for z € Z. Tt is also a minimizing
sequence, due to the invariance of the Hamiltonian H given in (1.6) under shifts.

Noting that (| fu|l2) is bounded as it is a minimizing sequence, we can see there exists a
subsequence, also denoted by ( fn)neNy which converges weakly to some ¢ in [2(Z). Due to
(3.11) the shifted sequence (f,)nen is tight in the sense of Lemma 3.8, hence by Lemma 3.8
it converges strongly in [2(Z) and |¢[3 = lim, e || fu|3 = A\. Thus the minimizing sequence
(fn)n is precompact modulo tranlations.

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 3.5 that H(y) = lim,, o H(g,) = E) which finishes
the proof of existence of a minimizer for the constraint variational problem (1.5).

Now we prove that any minimizer is a solution of the associated Euler-Lagrange equation
(1.2) for some Lagrange multiplier w € R. This is standard in the calculus of variations, for
the convenience of the reader, we will give the argument. Let ¢ be a minimizer for (1.5)
and h € [2(Z) arbitrary. Furthermore define

G(t,s) = {p +th+sp, o+ th+ sp)
F(t,s) = H(p+th+ sp),

then a short calculation gives

OG(t, s) Redp + th + sp, @)
VG(t,s) = ( 0sG(t, s) > - 2( Re<§+th+s<§,(’li> )

[ GF(t,s) \ [ DH(p+th+sp)|¢]
VE(ts) = < 0.F(ts) ) =\ DH(@ + th + sp)[h]
where DH is the derivative of the nonlinear Hamiltonian,

DH(p)[h] = davRe(—=Ayp, h) — DN (p)[h]

= dowRe(D;p, Dy h) — Re fR<V'(\Trcp|)sgn(Tr<p), T.hy p(dr)

and

= dayRe(Di ¢, Dyh)y — Re fR<P(Trcp), T, h)y p(dr)

where we used Remark 3.7 for the last equality.

We have 0;G(0,0) = (¢, ) = A > 0, hence by the implicit function theorem, there exists
d > 0 and a differentiable function ¢ : (—9,0) — R with g(0) = 0 such that G(g(s),s) =
G(0,0) = X for all |s| < 0. Thus, since ¢ is a minimizer of the constrained minimization
problem (1.5), the function

(=6,6) 35 = F(s) = F(g(s), )
has a local minimum at s = 0 and together with the chain rule this implies
0 = 0,F(5)lsm0 = OF(0,0)g'(0) + &,F(0,0) = DH(g)[lg'(0) + DH(¢)[h]  (312)
Moreover, since G(g(s), s) is constant, we also have
0 = 3,G(0,0)¢'(0) + ,G(0,0) = 2)¢'(0) + 2Relp, h)
solving for ¢’(0) and plugging it back into (3.12) yields

WRe(p, by — dyeRe(Ds 0, D by — Re jR<V'(|TTg0|)sgn(Tr<,p), Toh u(dr) (3.13)

with the Lagrange multiplier

w=w(p) = —=€R. (3.14)
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Replacing h by —ih in (3.13) yields

wIndp, by = duIm(D 0, Dy by — Imj V(1 Trol)sen(Tog), Tyhy uldr)
R

and together with (3.13) this proves (1.2).
It remains to prove that w < 2E§“. Recall that assumption A2 states that

V'(a)a = vV (a) for all a > 0.
Thus

DN(p)[¢] = f 2V (ITrp(@)|Trp(@)| uldr) = 7o fR 2 V(ITre(@)]) uldr) = 10N (v)

T€Z T€Z

and since Ef“ < 0, we must have N(¢) > 0 for any minimizer ¢, so (3.14) gives

w(p)A = DH(p)[p] = dav(D+p, D1p) — DN(p)[¢] < dav(D+, D1p) — 10N (p) (3.15)
= 2H(p) — (y0 — 2)N(p) < 2H(y) = 2B <0 (3.16)
for all ¢ in the ground state set Mﬁl\av.

4. THRESHOLD PHENOMENA

As we showed in the previous section, assumptions A1l and A2 guarantee the existence
of minimizers for arbitrary A > 0 and d,, > 0 as soon as the ground state energy Eﬁ\la"
is strictly negative. In this section we will prove a threshold phenomenon: There exists
0 < Aer < 0 such that solutions exist if the power A = | f|3 > Ae;. Furthermore A\e; < o0
under assumption A3.

For pure power law nonlinearities and the model case dy = 1y 1) —1[ o for the diffraction
profile, this had been partly investigated earlier in [20] for the diffraction management
equation and for pure power nonlinearities in [29] for the discrete nonlinear Schrodinger
equation. We are not aware of any work which investigates threshold phenomena for general
nonlinearities obeying only A1 and A2.

In the following we will always assume, without explicitly mentioning it every time, that
1 is a finite measure on R with compact support, that is, there exists 0 < B < oo such that
supp . < [—B, B]. Our main result in this section is

Theorem 4.1 (Threshold phenomenon). Assume that V' obeys A1 and A2. Then

(i) For any average diffraction dyy = 0 and any A > 0 we have E;lav < 0, the map A\ — E;lav
is decreasing on (0,0), and there exists a critical threshold 0 < Aer(day) < 00 such that for
0 < X < Aer(day) we have Efav =0 and for A > Ae;(day) we have —o0 < Eﬁ\la" < 0.

(ii) If X > Acr, then minimizers of (1.5) ewist and any minimizing sequence is, up to
translations, precompact in 12(Z) and thus has a subsequence which converges, up to trans-
lations, to a minimizer.

(iii) If 0 < XA < Aex(day) and day > 0, then no minimizers of the variational problem (1.5)
exist.

(iv) Aer(day) < 00 for all day = 0 if and only if there exists f € 12(Z) such that N(f) > 0.

(v) If in assumption A1 we have 71 = 6, then Aep(day) > 0 for all dyy > 0.

Remark 4.2. The precise definition of A\ (day) is given below in Definition 4.8. When
A > Ar(day) we have Eﬁ\la" < 0 and Theorem 3.1 shows that any minimizing sequence
is precompact modulo translations, that minimizers exist and that these minimizers yield
solutions of (1.1) for some Lagrange multiplier w < 2E§‘"‘V /A< 0.
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Since Eﬁ” = 0 when 0 < A < A, Theorem 3.1 also shows that there are minimizing
sequences which are not precompact modulo translations in this case. Nevertheless, it could
be that minimizers still exist. At least when d,, > 0, Theorem 4.1 shows that this cannot
be the case. At the moment, we need d,, > 0 to conclude nonexistence of minimizers when
0< <A

We give the proof of Theorem 4.1 at the end of this section after some preparations.
Recall

H() = 2D, 113 - N ()
and
By = inf{H(f): fel(Z),|f[3 = A}
Given f € 1*(Z) with A = | f]3 > 0, write it as f = v/Ah then h € [*(Z) with |[hz = 1 and

_ day 9 - o [day  N(VAB)
H(f) = THDJerZ = N(f) =D+ fl3 <7 “NDE ) (4.1)
In the case of vanishing average diffraction, we can still write
N (VAh)
H(f) = =N(f) = —|Ds fI3 [ 522 )
so defining®
N(vV/h)
R(A D) = ———5
A|Dihl3
and
N
R(M\) == sup R(Mh) = sup % (4.2)
|hl2=1 1712=x 1D+ f13

we see that the following holds

Lemma 4.3. For any day = 0 and X > 0 one has Efav < 0 if and only if R(\,h) > d% for
some h € 1?(Z) with |hllz = 1 and this is the case if and only if R(\) > d%.
The function R defined above has very interesting properties, which make R ideal for the

study of the threshold phenomenon. First we give a simple Lemma, which is at the heart
of our study of R.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that V' obeys assumption A2. Then for any Ay = A1 > 0 one has

70—2

RO = (22) ° R(. (4.3)
%)

Remark 4.5. For a pure power law nonlinearity, given by V' (a) = ca” for some v > 2 and
c > 0, one can explicitly calculate

N(HAR) a2 . N(h)
R(A\) = sup ———5 =A2 Ry with Ry = sup ——— € (0,0].
hla=1 Al D Ro[3 Ihja=1 [D+R[3

3Note that the kernel of Dy on 1?(Z) is trivial, so R(), k) is well defined for any h # 0.
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Thus inequality (4.3) is very natural. Using the bound (4.17) below one sees that

Ro< sup e[ ITh32n(dr) = cu(®) < o
[h2=1 JR

for all 4 > 6 since |D,T.h|3 = (T,h,—AT,h) = (h,—Ah) = | D, h|3, using that A and
T, commute. To see that Ry = o0 if 2 < v < 6 is a little bit trickier. If 2 < v < 6, then
Lemma B.5 shows Ei‘"” < 0 for all dyy = 0 and all A > 0. So with Lemma 4.3 for A = 1
this gives Ry = R(1) > d,y/2 for all d,, = 0. Thus Ry = o0 in this case.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Fix h € [*(Z)\{0} and define
A(s) = s72N(sh)
for s > 0. Because of Lemma 3.6, A is differentiable with derivative
Al(s) = 572 (DN(sh)[sh] - 2N(sh))
where

DN (sh)[sh] = 2N (sh) = jR 2 VAT (sh) @) )IT5 (sh) ()] — 2V (1T (sh)(@)])] pldr)

z€Z

> (30 — 2)N(sh)

where the lower bound follows from assumption A2. Thus we arrive at the first order
differential inequality

(s> 1 2 A(s) (4.4)

for all s > 0. Using the integrating factor s>~7°, one sees that this implies - (s270A(s)) = 0
and thus

§270A(s) = st A(so)
for all 0 < sy < s. Since R(\,h) = A(v/\)/| D4 h|3, this proves

o\

2

— h).
Al) R(Alv )

for all 0 < A\; < \g and taking the supremum over all h € [2(Z) with |h]z = 1 gives (4.3). R

R(A2,h) = <

Corollary 4.6 (Properties of R). Assume that V' obeys Assumption A2.
(i) For any 0 < a < ©

there exist A\g > 0 with R(A\o) = a R(A\) = a for all A = X\

. . - (4.5)
there exist \g > 0 with R(\g) <a = R(\) <a foral0 <<\
Moreover, for any 0 < a < o
there exist \g > 0 with R(Ao) = a = R(X) > a for all X\ > X (4.6)
there exist \g > 0 with R(\g) <a = R(\) <a forall0<X< X’ ’
Furthermore, we have the equivalences
there exists A > 0 with R(A\) >0 < limy_o R(A\) = © @)

there exists A > 0 with R(A\) <o < limsup,_q, R(A\) <0.

(ii) Define the set Ag == {\ > 0 : R(\) > 0}, then it is either empty or an unbounded
interval. Moreover, the map R is increasing on Ay and it is strictly increasing where it is
finite.



19

Remarks 4.7. (i) Even though Lemma B.1 shows that under Assumption A1 the energy
is negative, this is not enough to conclude that R(\) = 0 for all A > 0, in general.
(ii) All the conclusions of Corollary 4.6 are trivially true if V(a) = ca” is a pure power law
for some v > 2 and ¢ > 0, since in this case R(\) = RoAO~2/2 as in Remark 4.5.
(iii) The first equivalence in (4.7) shows that we have the dichotomy that either R(\) < 0
for all A > 0, or limy_,o R(\) = o0.
Similarly, the second equivalence in (4.7) shows the dichotomy that either R(\) = oo for
all A > 0 or limsupy_,o, R(A\) <0.

Proof of Corollary 4.6. (i) The implications of (4.5) and (4.6) follow directly from Lemma
4.4. If A > Ao, then choosing A\; = A\g and A2 = A in (4.3) shows

20—2
A 2
R(\) = ()\—> R(Xo) . (4.8)
0
Let 0 < a < 0. If R(A\g) = o we also have R(\) = oo for all A = X\g. If R(N\g) = 0,
then (4.8) shows R(A) = o0 > a. If a < R(\g) < 0, then necessarily R(\o) > 0, hence

F0—2
<%0> * R(X\o) > R(\o) and (4.8) again gives R(\) > a. So the first implication of (4.6) is
true. Hence also the first implication of (4.5) is true when a is strictly positive and finite,
but when a = o or a = 0, the first implication of (4.5) immediately follows from (4.8).

This finishes the proof of the first implications in (4.5) and (4.6).
Now let 0 < A < Ag. Choosing A\; = A and A\ = )¢ in (4.3) gives the upper bound

F0—2
A 2
R < (50) RO, (1.9)
Ao
If 0 < a < o and R(N\g) = 0, then (4.9) shows R(A\) < 0 < a. If 0 < R(\g) < a, then

-2
<%0> * R(M\o) < R(\o), s0 (4.9) again yields R(\) < a. This proves the second implication
in (4.6). The second implication of (4.5) when a = o or a = 0 immediately follows from
(4.9). This finishes the proof of (4.5) and (4.6).

For the proof of (4.7) assume first that limy_,,, R(A\) = 00. Then, of course, there exists
A > 0 with R(\) > 0. On the other hand, if there exists A9 > 0 such that R()\g) > 0, then
the lower bound (4.8) gives liminfy_,o, R(\) = o0, so the first equivalence in (4.7) is true.

We can argue similarly for the second equivalence. Certainly limsupy_,, R(A) < 0
implies that there exists A > 0 such that R(\) < co. Conversely, if R(\g) < oo for some Ag,
then (4.9) yields limsupy_,o, R(A) < 0. This finishes (4.7).

(ii) Note that if A\g € Ag, then (4.6) yields A € Ag for all A > Ag, so
AO = U [)‘7 OO)
R(N)>0

is either empty or an unbounded interval. Moreover, the first implication of (4.5) shows that
R is increasing on Ag and the first implication of (4.6) shows that it is strictly increasing
where it is finite. [ |

Now we come to our definition of the threshold.

Definition 4.8 (Threshold). For d,, > 0 we let

daV
Aer = Acr(day) = 1nf{A > 0: R(\) > - )

For the properties of the threshold, we note
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Proposition 4.9 (Properties of the threshold). Assume that V obeys A2.
(i) The map day — Aer(day) is increasing on [0,00) and 0 < Aep(day) < 0 for every day = 0.
(ii) If day = 0 then R(\) > d% for all A\ > Aep(day) and R(N) < d% for all0 < X < Aep(day)-
Furthermore, if day > 0 then R(\) < d% for all 0 < XA < Aep(day)-
(iii) We have the equivalences

Aer(day) < 00 for all dyy =20 < Aep(day) < 0 for some dyy = 0
< R(A) >0 for some A >0 , (4.10)
< limy,p R(\) =

and
Aar(day) >0 for all doy >0 < Aep(day) > 0 for some dyy =0 (4.11)
< limsup,_,o; R(A) <0 '
For zero average diffraction we have
Ax(0) =0 < R(N\) >0 forall\>0 (4.12)

Ar(0) >0 < R(N\) <0 for some A >0~

Remark 4.10. A moments reflection shows that R(A) > 0 for some A > 0 if and only if
there exists f € [?(Z) with ||f|3 = A and N(f) > 0. So by (4.10) one sees that the critical
threshold Ae;(day) is finite for all day = 0 if and only if N(f) > 0 for some f € I2(Z).

Before we prove the proposition we state and prove a corollary, which gives quantitive
bounds on the threshold. We do not need these bounds in the following, but the proof is
easy and the bounds are very natural, as the example of a pure power nonlinearity shows.

Corollary 4.11 (Quantitative bounds on A¢;). Assume that V obeys A2. If there exist \g
and 0 < Ry < o0 such that Ry = R(\g) then we have the lower bound

_2
o <min <2d;'0 , 1)) 7 Oalday)  for all duy > 0 (4.13)

and if there exist Ao and 0 < Ry < 00 such that Ry < R(\o) then we have the upper bound

2
Aer(day) < Ao <max (% 1)> O for all day > 0. (4.14)
0

Remark 4.12. If V(a) = ca” is a pure power law for some v > 2 and ¢ > 0, then by
Remark 4.5 we have R(\) = RoA=2)/2 for some 0 < Ry < o0. In this case one can easily

calculates
2
d )
/\cr dav = o
() <2Ro>

and with this example in mind one sees that the bounds of Corollary 4.11 and the claims
of Proposition 4.9 are very natural.

Proof. Since the proofs of (4.13) and (4.14) are very analogous, we give only the proof of
(4.13). Assume that there exist \g and 0 < Ry < oo with R(\g) < Rg. By (4.5) with
a = Ry we see that R(A\) < Rg for all 0 < A < Ag, so (A\g,0) D {A>0: R(\) > Rp}. This
shows A¢;(2Rg) = Ao for day = 2R and using the monotonicity in d,, from Proposition (i)
we also have A\ (day) = A\er(2Rg) = Ao for all day = 2Ry.

Now let 0 < d,y < 2R and write A for Aep(day). Either we have A¢; = Ao, then (4.13)
trivially holds, or 0 < Asr < Ag. In the last case set Ay = A\g and 0 < A\y = Aep + 0 < Ag for
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all small enough § > 0, then Proposition (ii) shows R(\s + 0) > d% which together with
(4.3) gives

Y0—2 70—2

Ao 2 Ao 2 day
= = cr 5
Ro R()\(]) ()\Cf n (5> R()\ + 5) > <)\0r n 5) 5

for all small enough ¢ > 0. This proves the lower bound (4.13) and similarly one proves
the upper bound (4.14). ]

Proof of Proposition 4.9. First some preparations. For d,, > 0, define the set
Agy, ={A>0: R(\) > v

so that A (day) = inf Ay, . Arguing as in the proof of Corollary 4.6(ii) we see that if
Ao € Ag,,, then e Ay, for all A > A\g. Hence

A= U Do) (4.15)
R(Xo)>%av
and so the set A, is either empty, or an interval that is bounded from below by 0 but
unbounded from above, and they are nested, in the sense that if 0 < day 1 < day 2 then
Ady, , © Ad,, - In addition, Ag,, is empty if and only if the threshold A (day) = o0, Aq,,
is not empty if and only if 0 < Ae;(day) < 00, and Ay, = (0,00) if and only if Aep(day) = 0.

(i) Since, by the above Ay, , < Ag,,, for 0 < day1 < day2, we immediately see
)\Cl“<dav,l) < )\Cl"<dav,2)'

(ii) First let duy = 0. Certainly, if R(\) > d% then A > A\;(day), so, by contrapositive, if
0 < A < Aar(day) then R(\) < % Moreover, if A > Ax(day), then (4.15) shows A € Ag,,,
so R(\) > d%. This proves the first claim.

Now let dpy > 0 and 0 < A < Ai(day). Then, by the first claim, we already know
R(\) < d%. Moreover, if we suppose that R(\) = d% then (4.6) yields a contradiction
to the fact that A (day) is a lower bound for Ay, . Thus R()) < d% and this proves the
second claim.

(iii) We certainly have that A\;(day) < 00 for all du, = 0 implies Aep(day) < 0 for some
day = 0. Next, if there exists day, = 0 such that A (day) < 0 then Ay, is not empty, hence
R(\) > %< > 0 for some A > 0. Thirdly, if there exists A > 0 such that R(\) > 0 then,
(4.7) gives limy_, o, R(A) = o0. Lastly, if lim)_, R(\) = o0, then, for every d,, = 0, we have
R(\) > d% for all large enough A which shows that Ag,, is not empty, hence Aep(day) < 00
for all d,y = 0. This finishes the proof of (4.10).

For the proof of (4.11) we note that certainly Ae(day) > 0 for all dyy > 0 implies
Aer(day) > 0 for some d,, = 0. Next, if there exists dy = 0 such that A (day) > 0
then R(\) < d% < o for some A > 0 and so, by (4.7), limsup,_,o, R(A\) < 0. Lastly, if
limsupy_,o, R(\) < 0 then, for every day > 0, we have R(\) < %< for all small enough
A > 0, and hence A (day) > 0 for every d,, > 0. This finishes the proof of (4.11).

For the proof of (4.12) recall that A;(0) = 0 if and only if Ay = (0, 00), which is the case
if and only if R(A) > 0 for any A > 0. Moreover, A.;(0) > 0 if and only if Ay # (0, 00), that
is, if and only if there exists A > 0 with R(\) < 0. ]

Now we can give the

Proof of Theorem 4.1. (i)+(ii) Fix day = 0. It follows from Lemma B.1 and Proposition
B.2 that —0 < Eﬁ\la" < 0, for every dyy = 0 and A > 0, and the map \ — Eﬁ\la" is decreasing
on (0,00). Proposition 4.9 gives the existence of a critical threshold 0 < Ae; = Aep(day) < 00



22 M.-R. CHOI, D. HUNDERTMARK, Y.-R. LEE

such that if A > A, we have R(\) > %. In this case, Lemma 4.3 shows that Egav < 0.
Moreover, if 0 < A < A¢;(day), then Proposition 4.9 and Lemma 4.3 also show that Egav >0

and so Eﬁ\la" =0 for all 0 < A\ < A;(day). This proves the first part of Theorem 4.1 and
Theorem 3.1 yields the claims of its second part.

(iii) Let day > 0 and 0 < A < A If f € [?(Z) with |f|3 = A > 0 is a minimizer, then
using (4.1) gives

0= B = H(P) = DS (- AOY) (4.16)

By Proposition 4.9(ii), we have R(\) < d%, so the inequality (4.16) implies |D; f[3 < 0
that is, | Dy f|3 = 0. Since the kernel of Dy is trivial this shows f = 0, which contradicts
113 = A > 0, so no minimizers can exist in this case.

(iv) By Remark 4.10 we have A\, < oo if and only if there exist f € [2(Z) with N(f) > 0.

(v) We have to show that if v; > 6, then A;(day) > 0 for all day > 0. For this we use the
inequality

I£13 < 11372 1D+ £13 (4.17)

which holds for all f € [>(Z) and all ¥ > 6. Assuming (4.17) for the moment, one can argue
as follows: From (4.17) we have, under assumptions A1 with v > 6,

DI< [ VAT DI ntar) < [ (120137 + 171372 ) 1D, 1 )

2 2
< (IA1372 + 171372) 1D+ £15

So

sup NI = A <o
1£12=A [DifI3~
which directly shows limy_,g+ R(A) = 0 and then (4.11) gives Ae;(day) > 0 for all dyy, > 0.

It remains to prove (4.17). For this we recall

1125 < 1f121 D+ £l12 (4.18)

for any f € [2(Z). Indeed, to see this let = € Z, then

F@) = DO = [FT=DP) = D 1O+ [£T = DDIFDO] = £ = 1))

I<z I<z

[R(A)] =

and similarly,

@) ==X 0fOP = 1FC= D) == 2 (1FOL+ 1= DDA = LF =1

>z 1>z

Adding this two inequalities and using Cauchy-Schwarz gives

f (@) < Z(\f( )+ =DDIFO] = 1FU = 1)

leZ

Z(If( )+ 1FE=DDIfE) = fU = 1)

leZ

1/2 1/2
< (Zlf(l)l2> (Zlf f=1)] ) = | fl2l D+ 2

leZ leZ
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which, since it holds for all x € Z, gives (4.18). From (4.18), we see that for v > 4,

—4 —4
L3 < IFIRZ30 15 < LIS 31D £13

from which we immediately get (4.17) as soon as v > 6, since in this case | f|y—4 < | f]2,
by the monotonicity properties of I?(Z) norms. [}

Finally, we come to the

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume that V obeys A1l through A3. Except for the finiteness
of the threshold A, all claims of Theorem 1.2 follow immediately from Theorem 4.1. In
addition, Theorem 4.1 shows that the threshold is finite if and only if there exists f € I?(Z)
with

N = | R VT s i > o

z€Z

Lemma B.4 shows that under assumptions A2 and A3 we have lim, o, V (a) = o0 and thus
N(f) should be large, in particular positive, if f is ‘large’. Since V' can be negative and due
to the nonlocal nature of IV, this is not obvious, however. Moreover, in the discrete setting
there are no nice initial conditions for which one can calculate the time evolution 7). f and
then also N(f) explicitly, so the proof turns out to be a bit technical. It is deferred to
Lemma B.6, where we show that under conditions A1, A2, and A3, there exists a simple
family f; € 12 (Z) with lim;_, o N(fl) = 0.

If, in addition, we assume A4, then Lemma B.5 shows Ei‘"” < 0 for all A > 0 and all
day = 0. So in this case we have \..(day) = 0 for all dy, = 0. [

5. EXPONENTIAL DECAY FOR POSITIVE AVERAGE DIFFRACTION

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem 1.4. Our strategy for its proof is to
first prove some exponential decay and then to boost this to get it up to what the physical
heuristic argument in the introduction predicts.

5.1. Some exponential decay. The main goal in this section is to prove

Proposition 5.1. Assume that V' obeys the assumption A1. Then any solution ¢ of (1.1)
with w < 0 decays exponentially, i.e., there exists v > 0 such that

z— elPlp(z) € 12(2). (5.1)

To prepare for its proof, define the cutoff function x(s) := min(1, (|s|—1)4), i.e., x(s) =0
if [s| <1, x(s) = 1 for |s| = 2, and linearly interpolating in between. Furthermore, define
the functions of s on R

vis|

F,
= 2z 5.2
1 + €|S| XT ( )

XT(S) = X(S/T), FV,E(S) : ) and gu,e,r =€

for any 7 > 0, v, € = 0.
It is clearly enough to prove that &, ¢ € 2(Z) for some v > 0 and 7 > 1 for any solution
of (1.1) with w < 0. Choosing g = ¢?¢ in (1.2) and using Lemma 3.6 on has

wlépl3 = Re(w(&p,¢)) = DH(¢)[£*¢] = davRe({E%p, —Ap)) — Re(DN (¢)[¢%¢])

> —dgﬂ@, (ID1€1* + [D_&*)) — ReDN (p)[£%¢] (53)
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where we used the lower bound (C.2) from Lemma C.1 and {({p, —A(&p)) = 0. Thus for
w < 0 we have

l€pll3 < ‘av|<90=(|D+§|2+|D 35 )w>+WReDN( P)[E%] (5.4)

which is our starting point for the proof of Proposition 5.1. To use it, the following two
Lemmata are helpful.

Lemma 5.2. For allv, ¢ =0 and T > 0 we have

4€2VT

D1&perl? + [D-Eperl” < +4(e” — 1% . (5.5)
In particular, for the choice v := 7= one has
4e? —1
(@, (D48 + [D-Eve [P0y < g\\wllg +4(e” = 1?ée el (5.6)

Proof. Clearly, (5.6) follows from (5.5), so it is enough to prove the first claim. Denoting
=& erand F =F,., we have

Dig(x) = "D x- () + Dief (z)x; (@)
Thus for z > 0
|D+€(£)|2 < 262F(w+1)‘D+XT(x)|2 + 2|6F(m+1) _ eF(gc)|2XT<x)2
xT 1 xT xT
< 262F( +1)§1[T,2T*1]( )+ 2‘6F( TH=F( 1| g( ) (57)

9e2F(27)

+2(e” — 1)%(2)?

//\

where we used D x,(x) < %1[7,27,1] (x) for z = 0 in the second inequality, the monotonicity
of F' and the fact that F' obeys the triangle inequality, that is, F'(s1 + s2) < F(s1) + F(s2)
for all s1,s2 € R and hence, by the reverse triangle inequality, also F'(z + 1) — F(z) <
|F(x +1) — F(z)| < F(1) < v, in the third inequality.
Now let z > 1. Then
D_¢(z) = D_ef (2)x, (x) + P VD _x, (2),
so arguing similarly as above,

ID_¢(2) < 2D_e" (2)x- (@) + 20"V D_x (x)

<ol - FEOFE PR £ 2T T @) (g
: |

2F(27)
< 2" —1)2e()? + =& -

for all x > 1. Using that £ is symmetric, and hence D &(—z) = —D_&(x) holds, the bound
(5.7) shows

262F(27)
[D-£@)]* < ——5— +2(e" = 1)*¢(@)”
for x < 0 and the bound (5.8) shows
9e2F(27) ,
Dyt < X o’ — 17y

for x < —1. This proves (5.5). |
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From (5.4) it is clear that we also have to control DN (¢)[¢2¢]. From Lemma 3.6, we
get a simple bound

[DN(f2)lA]] < jR |5 1V (1T f2D) |1 pe(dr) (5.9)

since |(h1, ha)| < |hihz2ll1. From our assumptions on V' one sees
V'(a)] S a" ' +a2 !
for all @ € Ry and therefore
IDN(f2)[ 1]l < L)} (f1, f2) + L2 (f1, f2) (5.10)
where we used

Definition 5.3. For v > 2 and p a finite measure on R with compact support, let
L) = [ 1T lT 2D (5.11)

A simple bound for the derivative of the nonlocal nonlinearity is given by

Lemma 5.4. Assume that p is a finite measure with compact support and V' obeys assump-
tion A1. Then for any fi, f2 € 1*(Z)

IDN(f2)[ A1 < 1l (2137 + 1£20327)
where the implicit constant depends only on u(R) and supp v (and the constants in (5.10)).

Proof. This follows simply from (5.10)

I Fi| T fol e < T AT folln | T o 3572

the bound || T, f2| o < || Trf2ll2 = | f2ll2, by unitarity of 7., the bound (A.5) and the assump-
tion that p is a finite measure with compact support. [ ]

We will need a version of Lemma 5.4 which is ‘ezponentially twisted’,

Lemma 5.5. For x € R. Then for all v = 2, all finite measures p with compact support,
and all 0 < a < %

LY ("2 hy, e Mehy) < min(1, s7%)|hy o] ho|l2e < ho]3 2 (5.12)

where s := dist(supp hy,supp ho) = 0 and the implicit constant is independent of € > 0 and
depends increasingly on v = 0, u(R), and the support of u and c.

@ =1, when s = 0.

Remark 5.6. In the equation above, we set 07 := lim,_,g s~
Proof. Let B > 0 such that suppu < [-B, B]. Then

LZL(eFu,s hq, e*Fu,s h2) < N(R) sup ||TT(6FL/,5 h1)|Tr(€7F”’5 h2)|771||1

|r|<B
Fix r € R, then
| T (™= ha) | Ty (™2 ha) "™y < T (e ha) T (€™ 2 ho) |1 | T (€™ < ha) | 3572
The first factor is bounded by (A.6) and for the second factor we simply note
|7 (e ha) oo < [T (€™ ha)ll2 = ™" hay

vy[5]
% < 57 for any fixed B,r > 0,0 < a < %, and

T
all bounded v, this finishes the proof. [}

since T} is unitary on [?(Z). Since

A useful consequence of this is
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Corollary 5.7. Assume that V obeys assumption A1. Then for the choice v = 7~}

IDN ()& 21l < 0(1) (leverel3 + [ve.rell2)

where the implicit constant depends only on v1,72, w(R), the support of u, |¢|2 and o(1)
denotes a term which, for fized ¢ € 12(Z), goes to zero uniformly in e >0 as T — 0.

Proof. Set £ = &,., and F = F,.. Because of (5.10), we need to control L},(&%p, ) for
v = and ¥ = 72. Let ¢, := xr¢ and h, := ef'¢,; and split h := ey into h, and
h<; := (1 — x7)h. Then h = h; + he, and since |a + b]~! < |a|?~! + [b]7~!, we have

L)(§%¢,¢) = L}(e" xzhr,e " h)
< LM(eFXThT,e_FhT) + LZ(eFXThT,e_thT)
Lemma 5.5 yields
LY xrhr e he) < e300 372

since |xshr|2 < [|hr]2. Splitting hey = her + hor, Where her = 1{_; )5 91(z)h, and
her := h; — h, we also have

LZ(eFXThT,e_thT) < LZ(eFXThT,e_Fh«T) + LZ(eFXThT,e_FhNT)
< (7/2) 78 e Becr |20 cr 1372 + Nirll2lonr 2 onr 372
< (7/2)7Be 2 e ol 37" + €[ l2oar |37
because of Lemma 5.5, since h¢, and h, have supports separated by at least 7/2 and

|herlz < €2 oerlz < €2plz and [herls < €7[orllz < €|@~r|2. Together, the
above bounds show

LY(E¢,0) < (lor "7 + (/2 7Plel3 ™ + loarl3 ™) e I3 + [7r2)-

Since, for fixed ¢ € (2(Z), the term |, 772 + (7/2) 2 |@ll3 ™" + llo~+77" goes to zero as
T — o0, this finishes the proof of the corollary. ]

Now we can give the

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let ¢ be a solution of (1.1) with w < 0 and d,, > 0. Then with
Xr, Fue, and &, . » as before together with the choice v = 771, the inequality (5.4) and
Lemma 5.2 and Corollary 5.7 show

[6ve.roll3 < 01(D)(Ive,rl3 + [€ne,rell2) + 02(1) (5.13)

where 01(1) and 02(1) denote terms which, for fixed ¢ € I2(Z) and v = 771, go to zero as
7 — o0 uniformly in € > 0. Choosing 7 so large that 0;(1) < %, the bound (5.13) gives

|verpl3 = [Everple S 1 (5.14)

aslong as v = 7! and 7 is large enough. Clearly, (5.14) shows that |, . -¢|2 stays bounded
as € — 0, so

Fu,s

le"0pr [l = Tim e o < o0
e—0

as long as v = 7! and 7 is large enough. [}
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5.2. Boosting the decay rate. Given Proposition 5.1 we know that a solution ¢ of (1.1)
with w < 0 and da, > 0 has some exponential decay, that is, for some v > 0 we have
e’Ilp(-) € I2(Z). The goal in this section is to boost this to prove the lower bound (1.11)
on the exponential decay rate from Theorem 1.4. For this we need a refinement of (5.4)
and of Lemma 5.2. Looking at the proof of (5.4), we need to refine the error in the IMS
localization formula. This is the context of

Lemma 5.8. Let I : Z — R be bounded. Then for all ¢ € 1>(7Z)
Re((e*' o, —Ap)) = —(e"p, (cosh(D4F) + cosh(D_F) — 2)e" )

Proof. Using the formula (C.1) for ¢ = e one sees
Re({e o, =Ap)) = ("o, —A("p)) = Y [Dse” (2)*Re(p(@)p(x + 1)

T€Z

=2, D" (@) PRe(p(@)p(a + 1)).

T€Z

since (ef"p, —A(ef'p)) = 0. A simple calculation shows
|D+eF(x)|2 =2(cosh(F(z+1)— F(z)) — 1) oF (@) Fla+1)

Thus
D IDse" (@)PRe(p()p(e + 1))
z€Z
= 3 (cosh(D4 F(x)) — 1) 2Re(e" (@) Vp(a + 1))
z€Z
< 3 (cosh(D4 (@) = 1) (eF@p(@)? + "D + 1))
T€Z

= (e"'p, (cosh(D4 F) + cosh(D_F) — 2) e"'p)

Since cosh is even and increasing on R, and
[D+Fye(a)] = [Fre(z £1) = Fye(o)] < Fe(1) <v,

Lemma 5.8 gives for F' = F, . and any solution ¢ of (1.1) with w < 0 and d,, > 0 the
bound

wle" el = Re(wie* ¢, ) = davRe((e* @, ~Ap)) — Re(DN (p)[e*" ¢])

> —day (e p, 2(cosh(v) — 1)e" ) — | DN () [e*" ]| (5.15)
In other words, since w < 0, we have the bound
(|| = 2day (cosh(v) — 1)) [e™<p|5 < [DN () [e*™< ]| (5.16)

Fu.e

which will help to control |e"*<p| as long as |w| > 2d,y(cosh(v) — 1). To control the right

hand side of (5.16), we note

Lemma 5.9. Assume that V' obeys the assumption A1 and p is a finite measure with
compact support. Then, if e*llp(.) € 12(Z) for some vy > 0 we have

limsup | DN (¢)[e* 7= ¢]| < o0 (5.17)
e—0

for all 0 < v < L.
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Remark 5.10. One might hope that even despite the nonlocal nature of DN one could
have

IDN(0)[e" 41| < [DN(e"p)¢]l.
Setting v = efv0cp and using 2F, . = Fy@—vg),e +2Fy;¢, one could conclude from this
IDN(@)[e*"< ]| = |DN (p)[e" o202y ]| S [DN(3he)[e 0 <4 ]|

but since v; > 2, we have v —1y > 0 for vy < v < l21V0 and this leaves an excess exponential
weight Fy,_y,) .. The point of the Lemma is that this excess weight is absorbed by the
nonlinearity even though it is nonlocal.

Proof. Set 9. == efvop. Then limsup,_, [1/:||2 < 00 and with (5.10) and Definition 5.3 we
have

DN <6]] = DN (@) 0]] € L0y, ) + LR (04, 9)
Using (A.7), we see
LZ<6F2V7VOYE/1/}€7CP) < ,U,(]R) sup HTT’(eFQVﬂ}O’EwE)‘Tr(p"y*lHl

|r|<B
< p(R) (2 BEFENY Yy, o eFler—vor/t-nee o 371
for v = 41,72. By assumption, limsup,_,q [1:[2 < o0 and in order to have

lim sup HeF@V*Vo)/(wfl),sngg <
e—0

we need 2v — vy < (y1 — 1)1, which is equivalent to v < L1y, so (5.17) follows. [

Before we come our key result for boosting the exponential decay rate, we need some
more notation. Note that 0 < v — 2d,,(cosh(v) — 1) is strictly increasing from zero to
infinity. Thus for any w < 0 there exist a unique 7 > 0 such that

2day (cosh(7) — 1) = |w|. (5.18)
In other words, 7 is given by the right hand side of (1.11).

Proposition 5.11 (Boosting the exponential decay rate). Assume that V' obeys the as-
sumption A1 and that ¢ is a solution of (1.1) for some w < 0 and duy > 0, and U is given
by (5.18). Furthermore, assume that for some 0 < v < T we have e’I'lp € 12(Z). If § > 0 is
such that
7 =2

2

v+o<v7 and < v

then e+l e 12(7).

Proof. Let v1 :=v + 6 <7 . Then |w| — 2d,y(cosh(v1) — 1) > 0 and (5.16) shows
lefr<l3 < [DN(p)[e* 12 ¢]|. (5.19)

Since the condition § < 712_21/ is equivalent to v; < Lv, (5.19), Lemma 5.9, and the

monotone convergence theorem yield

Fuy e

o013 = lim e[} < limsup DN (¢)[e ] < =0
— s

which proves the claim. [ |

Now we come to the
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. From Proposition 5.1 we know that
Vg 1= sup {1/ > 0] (z — e"llp(x)) e lz(Z)} > 0. (5.20)

In order to prove the lower bound (1.11), let us assume that, in the contrary, 0 < v, < 7,
where 7 is given by (5.18). Take any 0 < vy < v, and choose

T — -2
5 — 6y, = min (T%)

Then Proposition 5.11 shows e”I'lp € 12(Z) for v = 1y + 0y, that is,
vo + 0y, < vy forany 0 < v < vy

by the definition of v,. However, since we assumed 0 < v, < 7 and 7; > 2 we have

”Jr% > vy and vy > vy Thus

. U+ v . U+
1/0~|—5,,O:m1n< 20,%1/0>—>m1n( 5 *,%V*>>I/* as vy /" Uy

which is a contradiction. So v, > 7. ]

6. SUPER-EXPONENTIAL DECAY FOR ZERO AVERAGE DIFFRACTION

In this section, we show that any solution ¢ € [?(Z) of (1.1) for zero average diffraction
decays super-exponentially, with an explicit lower bound on the decay rate. We are guided
by the approach of [16] and follow in part their argument, however, we also need to make
substantial modifications. Similar to [16], we focus on the tail distribution g of ¢, where

1/2
Bln) = | 3 le(@)? (6.1)
|z|=n

for n € Ny. Our main tool for showing this very fast decay is the following self-consistency
bound on the tail distribution /3, which generalizes the one in [16]. This bound will be
important for establishing some super-expoential decay in Section 6.1, as well as boosting
it to the lower bound in Section 6.2, which together will yield the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Proposition 6.1 (Self-consistency bound). Assume that V' obeys the conditions of assump-
tion A1 and w # 0. If ¢ is a solution of (1.1) for duy = 0 then with 6 ==~ —1 > 1 and
for any m,n e Ny and 0 < a < % the bound

B(n+m) < B(n)? + (m + 1)=o0m+D (6.2)
holds where the implicit constant depends only on o, w, and |¢|s.

Proof. If ¢ is a solution of (1.1) with w # 0 and d,, = 0, then

{p.9) = —w 'DN(p)[g]
with DN (¢)[g] from Remark 3.7. Now define the hard cutoff y;(x) = 1 if |z| > [ and
xi(x) = 0if || <1 —1 and choose g = 5 = x;p with [ = n +m. Then (5.10) again shows
Bn+m)® = (o5, 0) S L7 (@, 0) + L2 (05, 9)
and splitting ¢ = = + < with ¢~ = xn¢ and ¢« = ¢ — ¢~, which has support in
[—(n —1),n — 1] shows
B(n + m)2 < Lll (¢, ) + L:? (0, 9)
< Lll (‘P»a (P>) + LZQ (‘P»a (P>) + Lll (‘P»a (P<) + L:? (90»7 (P<)-
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Lemma 5.5 for ' = F,, . = 0 shows

—1 _
L)(¢s,95) S |eslales3" = Bn +m)B(n)~
and
_ —1 _ _
L5, 0<) s (m+ 1) Doy oo 371 < (m+ 1)V B(n + m)B(0)7 !
for v = 41, v2. Since B(n)2~! < B(0)2~73(n)" !, this finishes the proof. [ ]
The self-consistency bound from Proposition 6.1 is our main tool to prove Theorem 1.7.
Again, we split the argument, first we show some super-exponential decay and then we
boost this. The first part is, with considerable changes, similar to the approach in [16], but

since the decay rate of Theorem 1.7 for V(a) ~ |a|?a is quite a bit better than in [16], we
have to do much better in the second step.

6.1. Some super—exponential decay.

Proposition 6.2 (Some super-exponential decay). Let 8 be a decreasing non-negative func-
tion, vanishing at infinity, which obeys the self-consistency bound (6.2) of Proposition 6.1
for some 0 =~ — 1 > 1. Then there exists v > 0 such that

B(n) < (n+1)7""*Y  for alln e Ny.

Corollary 6.3 (= first step in the proof of Theorem 1.7). Assume day = 0 and V' obeys
assumption A1. Then for any solution ¢ of (1.1) with w # 0, there exists v > 0 such that

lp(@)] < (Jaf + 1)U+

for all x € Z.
Proof. Given Proposition 6.2, this follows immediately from |o(x)| < B(|z|), where § is
defined in (6.1). ]
In order to prove Proposition 6.2, for any v > 0, define the weight H, by
H,(s) = (s +1)"+D (6.3)
for s > 0 and its regularized version of H, . given by
Hyo(s) = ) ] (6.4)

T 1+eH,(s) Hy(s) ‘+e

for s, = 0. We need some basic properties of H, . given in

Lemma 6.4. (i) For any € > 0, the function (v,s) € Rt x R" — H, .(s) is bounded above
by e~1. Moreover, the function H, .(s) is increasing in s,v = 0, decreasing in € = 0, and
depends continuously on v,e,s = 0.

(ii) Let0 <o <land 0 <v <

2. Furthermore', let m = |o(l + 1)] for l € Ng. Then

m+1

@)+ 1) <exp (= (S +1) +4—1€)(z+1)). (6.5)

(iii) Let v =2 0,60 > 1,0 <0 < 00%1, then there exist a constant C' = C(0,0,v) which is
decreasing in 6, increasing in o and v, such that with n :=1— |o(l + 1)|
H,(l) < CHy(n)’ (6.6)
forallle Ng and 0 < e < 1.

“Recall |s| == max{k € Z | k < s}.
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(iv) Let B : Ng — R be a bounded function and T € Ng. Then the map
[0,0) x (0,%0) 5 (v,€) = [ Blv,e,r = sup Hy (1) (1)

=7

18 continuous.
(v) For 0 <wv, 7 € Ny, and an arbitrary bounded function B : Ny — R

I8

v,0,r = lim ”5”1/,6,7 = Sup ”5”1/,6,7 . (6.7)
e—0 0<ex<l1

We will give the proof of this Lemma at the end of this section and come to the

Proof of Proposition 6.2. We need to show that for some v > 0 and some 7 € N

sup H,(1)B(l) < co. (6.8)

=7
Let o = I and 6§ = 7, — 1 > 1. The self-consistency bound (6.2) shows
B(1) < B(n)’ + (m + 1)~ O/ (6.9)

for all [,m,n € Ny with [ =n + m.
We fix 0 = % then 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and we consider 0 < v < ¢/8, which we choose more
precisely below, and let

m=|o(l+1)].
Multiplying (6.9) by H, .(I) and using Lemma (iii) shows
H,(1)B(1) < (Hye(n)B(n)? + Hy(1)(m + 1)~ (m+D/4

uniformly in 0 < € < 1, hence, for any 7 € Ny, sincen =1—m > |[(1 —o)(r +1) — 1] if
[l =7, also

18

veT = ?up HV7E<Z)B(Z) < HBHg,e,% + SlUP H,(1)(m + 1)7(m+1)/4
=T =T
where we introduced 7 := |(1 — o)(7 + 1) — 1]. Note
18127 < 1B10cr + . max (Hye(m)B(n)” < Bl + Hy(r —1)"B(7)°

0 OuT g/ =\0
= Blve,r + 777 B(7)

TN

[Z In(l+1)—£](1+1)

by the monotonicity of H, . and . So setting Ri(7) = sup;>, e , using
Lemma (ii) and 0 < v < &, we arrive at
Blvesr < C (IB1Eer + 7 BF) + Ba(7)) (6.10)
for some universal constant C' independent of 7 € N. Now let 7| be so large that Tﬁw < g
for all 7 = 71. Choosing v = Thlm gives 797 = €Y and with
G(u) =u—Cu? foru=0
we see that (6.10) can be rewritten as
G(|Blv,e,r) < Ra(7) (6.11)
for all 7 > 71, where v = —t— and Ry(7) := C (¢?3(F) + Ri(7)) with 7 == |(1—0)(7+1)—1].

Now the argument continues exactly as in [16], we will give it for the convenience of the
reader: Certainly G is continuous on [0,00) with G(0) = 0 and lim,_, 4 G(u) = —o0. Also



32 M.-R. CHOI, D. HUNDERTMARK, Y.-R. LEE

G has a single strictly positive maximum on [0,0), that is there exists a single upax > 0
such that
Gmax = G(umax) = Squ(“) >0

u=0

and the inverse image of the set [0, Ginax/2] under G is given by
G_1<[07 Gmax/z) = [O, Ul] U [’U,Q, OO)

for some 0 < u1 < Upax < Uy < 0.
Note that lim, o Ra(7) = 0 since  and Ry are going to zero at infinity and lim, o, 7 =
00. Choose 19 = 711 so large that Ra(7) < Gax/2 for all 7 = 7. Then (6.11) shows that

HBHV,E,T € [Oaul] o [u27 OO) (6.12)

forall 7> m and all 0 <e <1, as long as v = ——.
Step 1: Because of Lemma (iv), for fixed v, 7 > 0, the map 0 < & — |||, ¢ - is continuous.
So since u; < ug, the intermediate value theorem for continuous functions and (6.12) show

that we have, for all 7 > 7 and v = #, the dichotomy

either 0 < ||8]y,cr <wuj for all 0 <e <1, or ug < ||Blye,r forall 0 <e < 1.

Step 2: Since H;; < 1 by Lemma (i), we have |3|,1, = (1) = 0 as 7 — 00. So we can
choose T = 75 so large such that | 3,1, < u;. For this 7 we have from Step 1 that

1Bllv,er <up forall 0 <e <1,
where v = 71117 > 0. Thus also
1B]lv0,r = glg(l] 1Blver <up <o
by Lemma (v). This finishes the proof of Proposition 6.2. B

Now we come to the

Proof of Lemma 6.4. Part (i) is clear from the definition of H, .. For part (ii) we note that
for fixed 0 < 0 <1 and m = |o(l + 1)], one has m < o(l + 1) < m + 1, hence

H,(1)(m + 1)—(m+1)/4 <(l+ 1)1/(l+1) (a(l n 1))70(z+1)/4

— exp <—((% —v)In(l+1) + UIZU)(Z + 1)>

< exp <—(%ln(l +1)— 4%)(1 + 1)>

since 0 < —olno < e ! forall 0 <o <1 and v < o/8. This proves (6.5).
Of course, (6.6) holds with constant

C :=sup sup g(n,le)

leNp 0<ex<1
where n =1 — |o(l + 1)] and
_ Hy ()  (Hy(n)t+e)
g(n,l,e) = Hye(n)? —  H,(I) L+

where we droped, for simplicity of notation, the dependence of g on # and v. Since H, . > 1,
g is certainly decreasing in # > 1, and so is C. A simple computation shows

F (Hy(n) "t +e)1
a9 be) = T Ty

(0H, ()" — H,(n) ™" + (6 — 1)e) .
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Since n < [ and § > 1, the map 0 < & — 0H,(I)™' — H,(n)~! + (§ — 1) is either positive
for all € = 0, or it is negative for small and positive for large e, with a single zero for some
¢ > 0. Thus the map 0 < ¢ — g(n,l,e) is either increasing in € > 0, or it decreasing for
small and increasing for large £ > 0, with a single minimum at some £ > 0 and no maximum
n (0,00). Thus the supremum of g(n, l,e) over 0 < e < 1 is attained at the boundary,
sup g(n,1,€) = max(g(n,1,0),9(n,1,1))

for all 0 < n < I. We have

g(n,l,l) _ ( (n) 1 ) < 20

for all n,l € Ny and, because n =1 — |o (l~|—1)J l—a(l~|—1) =1-0o)(+1)—-1,

(14 1)vU+D)
(1= o) (I + 1))fvt=o)(i])

= exp (,,[(1 01— o))+ DIl +1) — 61 — o) In(1 — o)(I + 1)])
< exp (—y[<9(1 — o)~ Dl +1) - e—le] (L + 1))

A short calculation reveals that for a,b > 0 the maximum of B(s) = —(alns — b)s over
s> 0 is attained at Byax = aee=! so with @ = 6(1 — o) — 1 and b = e~ 10 this shows

e 10
1—0)—1 L ——
g(n,1,0) < exp( 0(1 —o0) )exp<(0(1_0_)_1) >>
for all [ € Ng and with n =1 —|o(l +1)] as long as (1 — o) > 1, which in turn is equivalent
to o < 901 This proves (6.6) and alos shows that the constant C' is increasing in v.

To prove part (iv) note that because for the triangle inequality
Bl err — Sup!Hu er(1) = Hy e (1) sup |B(D)]
lENo

for all v,/ = 0 and €, > 0. Note that

sup [ Hyr oo (1) = Hye(D)] € sup [h(,<',5) — h(v.e,s)

leNg s€[0,1]
with h(v, e, s) = (s° +¢)~!. The function h is continuous on [0, 00) x (0,00) x [0,1] and
thus uniformly continuous on [0,x71'] x [~ ] x [0,1] for any £ > 0. Thus, for any r > 0
there exist 6 > 0 with |h(/,&’,s") — h(v,e,s)| <raslongas 0 < v,/ <k, k! <e,e <k
and 0 < 5,8 < 1 are such that [/ — v|,|e’ —¢l,|s’ — s| < 4. Thus for these v,/ and ¢,¢&’
also

g(n,1,0) <

sup ‘h(ylﬂglas) - h(V,E,S)‘ ST
0<s<1

Hence also

sup [Hy (1) — Hy ()| < sup |h(V €', s) — h(v,e,s)| <r

leNg s€[0,1]
for all 0 < v,v/ < K, k! < e,/ <k with [/ —v|,|¢/ —¢| < 6. Since k > 1 is arbitrary, this
shows the continuity of |||, in ¥ > 0 and ¢ > 0.

To prove the last claim, we simply note that H, . is decreasing in € > 0, so the map

0 <& — |B|ver is decreasing. By the monotone convergence theorem and since one can
interchange suprema, we get
= sup |[Bluer = sup sup H,(I)5(1)

lim
e—0 0<e<l O0<e<l I>7




34 M.-R. CHOI, D. HUNDERTMARK, Y.-R. LEE
=sup sup Hy,(1)B(1) = sup Hy,,o(1)3(1) = [Bllv0,
=7 0<e<l1 I=>7

which proves (6.7) and finishes the proof of Lemma 6.4. ]
6.2. Boosting the (super—exponential) decay rate.

Proposition 6.5 (Boosting the super-exponential decay rate). Let 3 be a non-negative
function which obeys the self-consistency bound (6.2) of Proposition 6.1 for some § > 1 and
some 0 < a < % Furthermore, assume that for some v > 0 we have

B < L+ 1)) foralll = 0.

201
a1 +6v

B < (1+1) ™) forall 1 > 0.

Then for all 0 < ay < «, setting vy =

v, we have

Remark 6.6. v; > v is equaivalent to v < 2€T_10z1. So Proposition 6.5 allows us to boost

the decay rate as long as v < %a, since v < 2({%1@1 whenever aq close enough to a.

Proof. The self-consistency bound (6.2) and our assumptions on  imply
B(l) < (Tl + 1)—0u(n+1) + (m + 1)—a(m+l)

for all I,m,n € Ny with [ =n + m.

Set m = |o(l + 1) for some 0 < o < 1, which we choose later. Then m < o(l +1) <
o(l+1)+1and forn=1—m wehave (1 —0)(l+1)—1<n< (1—o0)(+1), that is,
n=|(1—o0)({+1)—1]. Then the self-consistency bound implies

B < (L= o)1+ 1)~ W=D 4 (01 4 1)) 0o+
=exp (—(fv(1—o)In(l1—0) +awoclno)(l+ 1) — (Av(l — o) + ac)(l + 1)In(l + 1))
<exp ((0v + oz)e_l(l +1)— (v(1 —0) + ao)(l+1)In(l + 1))
<exp (—(0v(1—0) + aro)(l + 1)In(l + 1))

for any 0 < oy < a and all I € Ng, where we also used clno > —e ! and (1—0)In(1—0) >
—e~ 1 for all 0 < o < 1 in the third line.
We choose o such that (1 — o) = a0, equivalently

I
B o1 + v’
This yields 0 < o0 < 1 and Ov(1 — o) + @10 = 2010 = azleféyl/ =11. So
B(l) <exp(—vi(l +1)In(l + 1))
for all [ € Ny, which finished the proof. ]

Corollary 6.7. Let 5 : Ny — R be a decreasing non-negative function, vanishing at infinity,
which obeys the self-consistency bound (6.2) of Proposition 6.1 for some 6 > 1 and all
0 < a < 1. Furthermore, recall H,(1) = (I + 1)**Y forle Ny and v € R. Then
1
Ves =sup{r > 0| < H_,} > 1—%
Proof. From Proposition 6.2 we know that vy, > 0. Let 0 < v < vy and 0 < a1 < %, then
Proposition 6.5 shows

B g H—I/1
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for vy = 5?%’; Thus, by the definition of v, we have
2001 v
X Viex
oy + v

forall 0 < v < vy and all 0 < a1 < % Taking first the limit v " vy, and then ay % in
the above inequality shows

OV
T,
Since vy > 0 this implies vy, = 1 — %. ]
Now we can give the

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let § = v — 1 and ¢ be a solution of (1.2). Then Propsition 6.1
shows that the tail distribution S of ¢ obeys the self-conistency bound (6.2). Then the
claim follows from |p(x)| < B(|x|) for all x € Z and Corollary 6.7. |

APPENDIX A. SOME USEFUL BOUNDS
We start with
Lemma A.1. (i) Let 1 < p < 0 and fi1, fo € IP(Z), then

1115 = 1 f2l5] < pmax(| A5~ 1 £~ = ol (A1)
(ii) The free time evolution group T, = €™ is bounded on IP(Z) for all 1 < p < © with
-2
Tl < 12 £l (A-2)

A s norm continuous on [P for any 1 < p < oo with

1f = Toflp < (e = 1) £, (A.3)

(iii) The group T, = €'

(iv) For the kernel of T,, one has the bound

Pl
Kﬂﬂw»<mm<L&f%g¥a§>. (A4)

(v) (Strong bilinear bound) For any 1 <p < o

, 8el6B (4B)31
sup T T folp < min (1, BBV e, (A.5)
Ir|<B (51"

with s := dist(supp f1, supp f2).
(vi) (Twisted strong bilinear bound) For any 1 < p < o and B > 0

~ - 2(4Re”)I3]
sup | T(ef " hy) T (e T2 hy)|, < 4e3B1F) min | 1, % |22z (A.6)
re[—B,B] [5]!

uniformly in € > 0. Here s := dist(supp hy,supp ha) = 0 and F,.(z) =
>

viz|
1+ex|”

(vii) (Ezchange of an exponential weight) For any « > 1, 1 < p < o0, and B > 0

sup |75 (e h) | Ty ha|* [ < (2e*70H) 4 g oo o 5. (A7)

|r|<B

5We use the physicists’ notation {z|T}|y) for the kernel, for mathematicians, (z|T}|y) = (8., T,:6,), where
0 is the Kronecker delta at x € Z.
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(viii) For any v >0 and A > 0, let f,(z) := Ae "I*|. Then

K
£l = 425,
sinh(5v)
sinh?(1/2) (4.8)
{fo, =Af) = | Dy fo]3 = 447 Tsinh(y)

Remark A.2. The strong bilinear bound above strengthens the strong bilinear bound from
[15, 16], which was proven there only for p = 2. Moreover, we will give a proof which is
considerably simpler than the one in [15, 16]. The twisted strong bilinear bound (A.6) is
new and needed in the proof that solutions of (1.1) with w < 0 have some exponential
decay for positive average dispersion. It is important that the right hand side of (A.6) is
independent of € > 0. The exchange of exponential weights bound (A.7) is crucial for our
strategy of boosting the exponential decay rate to the one given by the physical heuristic.
The main feature of (A.7) is that for a > 1 its right hand side has an exponential growth
of order v/« which is strictly smaller than v when v > 0. Thus (A.7) allows us to absorb
some excess exponential factor in the boosting argument of Section 5.2.

Proof. For the first claim, let fi, fo € IP(Z), 1 < p < o0 and note that for a,b > 0 one has
la? — | < pmax(a?!, 0P ) |a — b| (A.9)
since, if a < b, then

b
|aP — bP| = bP — aP =pj P ds < ptPL (b — a)

a

and the case a > b follows by symmetry. Using a = | fi], and b = || f2[, in (A.9) shows

111 = [ f2lp] < pmax(| £ 10157 f1llp — [ falp

which gives (A.1).
As a preparation for the proof of the other claims, note that 7, has the norm continuous
series expansion

_ Z (ir)
n=0

One easily sees that
[Afr < 4] f]r and [Afleo < 4]f]oo- (A.10)
Thus the norm of A on [*(Z) and I'(Z) is bounded by 4 and from the power series for 7,

one sees
a0

=" fllp, p=10r 0.

1T fllp <

By self-adjointness of A on lz(Z) one has that 7, is unitary on [2(Z), so |T}.f|2 = | f|2 and
interpolating this with the bound on [}(Z) and [*(Z) with the help of the Riesz-Thorin
interpolation theorem proves (A.2).

Moreover, applying Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem on (A.10) yields [|[Af|, < 4| f|,
for all 1 < p < 0. The series expansion for 7T, then yields

=Tty < 3 A0 gy, — e - g

n=1

which is (A.3). In particular, 7, is norm continuous on [P(Z) at r = 0, which together with
the group property of T, and (A.2) shows its continuity for all r.



37

Because of the norm convergent series expansion for T, its ‘kernel’ {z|T|y), for which
one has T f(x) = >}, cz<z|T;|y) f(y), is given by

@ity = Y T wiary = Y D ajanyy) (A1)

n=0 n=lz—y|

since (z|A"|y) = 0if n < |z —y|. Moreover, |{z|A"|y)| < |A|" = 4", so we have the bound

Tl < S L (A12)

n!

n=|z—y|

By unicity of 7, and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality one always has [{x|T,|y)| < 1. More-
over, by (A.12), we have

Kzl Tl < )] (4|7’.‘) (]r|) =¥ Z G

Nl (Jz =yl +n)!
@r)l== & (@ etirlfr]) =yl
< Z = (A.13)
[z —y|! n! [z —y|! '

since (Jz —y| +n)! = |z — y|Inl. So (A. 4) follows

To prove the fifth claim, we first note that on the sequence spaces [P(Z), the bound
IR, < |1 holds. Hence HTrflTrf2Hp < |T, f1T; f2|1, so we only have to prove (A.5) for
p = 1. Because of the Cauchy Schwarz inequality,

\Tr 115 foln < T full2| T f2llz = [ fall2] f2ll2
Now let s := dist(supp f1,supp f2) > 0. Then with

(4)r]) Im 1| (4|r‘)|m 2|
— S8Irl

the bound (A.4), the Cauchy-Schwarz 1nequahty and the symmetry of A, in y; and yo gives
1T AT falls < 3 £ Ar(ys, v2)l £ (12)]

Y1,Y2
1/2 1/2
<( X HewPamw) (T AmlieP)
Y1€Z Y2EZL
y2Esupp f2 y1€supp f1
< (Ar124r21) "2 | fill2] fo)l2 (A.14)

where A1 = SUPy, esupp f; 2uypesupp frn A (Y15 Y2)-
Fix g € supp f1, then for all 2 € Z and all y; € supp fo we have [z —y1| > 5 or [z —y2| = 5
and since the distance is always an integer, setting [s] := min{n € Z|s < n} and denoting

Gr(y) = DY e get

[y]!
DI Ayny) =€ > Y Gl = y1)Gr(m — 1)
y2€supp f2 y2€supp f2 T€Z
<Y Gla—pGla—y)+ Y, Gl —y)Grla—p)
Y2,z Y2,T
o=y >[2] le—ya]>[2]

=Y G Y Grlm) + D.Grl) Y Grln))

|z[=[5] Y2 x ly2|=[3]
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=25 Gu(2) Y Gr(y). (A.15)
Yy

|z[>[5]

A simple calculation gives

D1Gr(y) = G(0) +2 21 Grly) =1+2 Zl (45!‘)y < 2640 (A.16)
Yy y= y=
and
TP S I C TR F I S L e L i
D%]GT( ) 23;{31 = 2(4Ir) 7;0 e s T A1
Thus

Bel6Irl(4]r|)l2!
rl,2 X T

(A.18)

The same argument yields the same bound for Ay and since

| T 1T f2lh < min(1, (Ap124r21)) )] f1l2] 22

this proves (A.5).
In order to prove (A.6), we can again, without loss of generality, consider the case p = 1.
Fix v > 0 and € > 0 and let I’ = I, .. Noting

| T (" ha) T (e Fha) |1 = e F T (eF h)e" Ty (e Fho) s
<D0 D P@EFOINGT [y [ha (y) | €@ K| T, o) | o (372)]
zel y1,y2€7Z

and, because of the reverse triangle inequality for F', we have |F(z) — F(y)| < F(z —y) <
v|x —y|. Thus setting G, (y) := @rle)™ e bound (A.4) yields

ly[!
I (" h) T (e Fho) 1 < € > by (y)l( D] Grw(@ — 1) Grw(z — 1)) |ha(12)]
Y1,Y267Z T€Z

so denoting A, ,(y1,y2) = X ey Grv( — y1)Grp(x — y2), we can argue as for the bound
(A.5), except now we cannot simply use unitarity of T, to get the bound when the supports
of hy and hy are not separated. Instead, as in (A.14), we use and Cauchy—Schwartz and
the symmetry of A, ,(y1,y2) in y1 and ya to see

D 1h()Arw (g1, 92) ha(y2)] < <SUP > Ar,u(y17y2)>thH2||h2||2

Y1,Y2€% YI€L ez
By translation invariance,

Z Ar,u<y17 y2) = ZZ Gr,u(*Z' - yl)GT’,V<x - y2) = (Z Gr,u(y))z

Y2€7L T Y2 Y
4|r\e Slrle”
~ (1Y WY e
neN
Thus
| T3 (€5 hy )T (€7 = ha) |1 < 4€¥M 0Ty o] o2 (A.19)

and proceeding similarly as in (A.14)—(A.18), one sees

- rl1wery (4rle 3]
| T (e e hy )T (e Fehy) |1 < 8eBITI+e % (A.20)
5!
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when s := dist(supp hi,supp he) = 1. Together, (A.19) and (A.20) prove (A.6).
To prove (A.7), let @ > 1. Again, it is enough to consider the case p = 1. Then with

hy 1= eFviachy
HTT(eFV,shl)|Tr<h2)‘a”1 _ He—Fu,sTr<6Fu,shl)’eFV/a,sTr(eny/a,shNQ)’aHl

< HG_F”’ETT(eF”’Ehl)eF”/“’ETr(e_F”/‘*’Eth)Hl HeFV/a,gTr<e—Fy/a,shN2)Hgo—l_
Now arguing similarly as in the proof of (A.19),

He—Fy,gTr(eF“’Ehl)eF”/“’ETr(e_F”/a’EhN2)Hl
<20 20 K Ty )/ G Ty [ ()

T Y1,y2
< 4@ I o By < 43T+ 1y o] B2
and

_ ~ — ~ - 7 1/2
e Ty (e Forme ) |, < eFoime (e oimeig) |y = e T, (e~ Fome )P}

1/2
< <Z > e(”/a”yl'|<x|TT|y1>||h2<y1>|e<”/a>wy2|<:c|Tr|y2>||h2<y2>|>

T Y1,Y2
< 210+ o B |2 < 267104 g

for all & > 1. This proves (A.7).
Lastly, let f,(z) = Ae "1*l with v > 0 and A > 0, then

Hf H’i = A" Z —rvlel AF(1 + 2 i —fw:c — A® 1+em® o COSh(% )
o ere - ( x:le ( —€ m/:c) B Slnh(% )
Moreover,
D fullg = A2 3l — e lf? = 2 (Z (e = 1P 3 (-1 )
’ z=0 r<—1
! e sinh?(1/2)
:A2 —I/_127 V_127 :4A27
<<e ) 1—e 2 *e ) 1—e2v sinh(v)

APPENDIX B. BOUNDEDNESS, NEGATIVITY, AND STRICT SUBADDITIVITY OF THE
ENERGY

Recall that for d,, >0

H(f) = 22 -apy - NP
and
Ef = inf {H(f): |f|* = \}.

In this section we will give an a-priori bound on the ground-state energy which is an
essential ingredient in the construction of strongly convergent minimizing sequences.
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Lemma B.1. Assume that assumption A1 holds. Then for every A =0
_)\71/2 _ )\72/2 < E;\lav < 07

where the implicit constant in the lower bound depends only on p(R) and the support of .
In particular, the variational problem is well-posed.

Proof. The lower bound follows immediately from H(f) > —N(f) and Proposition 2.6. For
the upper bound we argue similarly as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.1. Note
that

dav dav
B < H(f) = — 1D+ f13 = N(f) < ZHID+ fI5 + IN(F)

To bound the nonlinearity, we use (1.9) to see that with B so that suppu < [-B, B],

INHIs sup (ITFI57 + 17152 < 1F15: + 1F153-

|r|<B

where we also used the bound (A.2) from Lemma A.1. Now define f,(x) as in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 by

fn($) = Cnl[—n,n] (l‘)

1/2
with ¢, = < A ) . Then | f,|3 = A\. Note that

2n+1
1Dy ful3 =262 >0 asn—

and for any v > 2

A v/2
fli= (5o07) @ =0

as n — 0. So Ei‘"” = infjpz_ H(f) < limpoo H(fn) = 0. ]

Similar to [7], we get the following strict concavity and strict subadditivity of Ei‘w.
Proposition B.2 (Strict subadditivity). Under assumptions A1 and A2 and for any
A>0,0<6<\/2, and A1, Ay =6 with \; + Ay < A, we have

J0

20 0\ 2
B + B > [1 - (22 —2) (X) B (B.1)

where vo > 2 as in A2.
Remark B.3. In particular, Proposition B.2 shows that for any A;, A > 0 one has
dav dav dav
EX™ + BN > EN™

as soon as Egajr \, < 0. That is, the map A — Egav is strictly subadditive where it is strictly
) 1+A2
negative.

In order to prove this, we need a little preparation.
Lemma B.4. V obeys A2 if and only if for all t = 1 we have
V(ta) = t"°V(a) for all a > 0. (B.2)
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Proof. Assume that V obeys A2. Then
d
—V (ta) = V'(ta)a = %V(m)

dt
for all @ > 0 and ¢ > 1. Thus

d
__(+—0 t >
(7Y (1) > 0

and integrating this yields (B.2).
Conversely, since (B.2) is an equality for ¢ = 1, we can differentiate it at ¢ = 1 to get
A2 [ |

Proof of Proposition B.2. Let t > 1, then A2 and Lemma B.4 imply N(tf) = t"N(f) for
any f € 1%(Z). Thus also

H(tf) < *da{Dy f, D4 [) =t °N(f) < " H(f) (B.3)

since t > 1 and vy > 2. Hence

for all f e (?(Z) and all 0 < s < 1 and

OR% — g0 inf H(f)< inf H(f) = E%: . (B.4)
A 1£13=A I£13=52A A

For A1, A2 > 0 and Ay + Ay < A choose 0 < p1; < 1 with A\j = p;A for j = 1,2, Then
av av av av 2 2 av
B 4 B = B 4 B > (1] + 1) ES

because of (B.4). Without loss of generality we can assume p; > uo, otherwise we simply
exchange A1 and Ao. Then, since 0 < p1 + po < 1, we have

2 2 2 2
% 3 <= () = ] — 3

Y0/2 Y0/2
S () () )
M2 M2
<1—pul? <2V0/2 - 2)
where the last inequality follows from the fact that for vy > 2 the map 0 < s — (1 + 3)70/ 2_

§70/2 — 1 is increasing on [1,0). Thus, since E;lav < 0 by Lemma B.1 and ps > 6/, the
inequality (B.1) follows. [ ]

Lemma B.5. Assume that assumption A4 holds and X > 0. Then Efav < 0.

Proof. Unlike the continuous case, where Gaussians provide a nice class of initial conditions
f for which one can explicitly calculate the time evolution 7. f, no such class of functions
exists in the discrete case. Hence, the proof that E;lav is strictly negative is quite different
from the continuous case.

Recall that Egav is defined in (1.5). We consider the case dny = 0 first. Let hy p(r) :=

2
=51, Assumption A4 says that if da, = 0, then there exists ¢ > 0 such that V(a) > 0

for all 0 < a < e. Let B > 0 such that suppp < [-B,B] and for any v > 0 take

fu(z) = A,e "*l with
12 sinh(v) > 1/2
Ay = A <7COSh(V) . (B.5)
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Then (A.8) from Lemma A.1 shows ||f,[% = A, i.e., f, is a valid test function. Moreover,
A, is increasing in v with 4, — 0 as v — 0+ so ||fu]e = Ay < £/h1,0(B) for all small
enough v > 0, hence, because of (A.2), there exists 4 > 0 such that [T} f, |, < € for all
|r| < B and 0 < v < v1. In this case, by assumption A4,

V(T fu(x)]) =0 forallzeZ, |r|< B, 0 <v <y, (B.6)
hence N(f,) = 0. If EY =0, we would have 0 = EY < —N(f,) <0, so

N(f,) = fR S V(T o (@)]) pldr) = 0.

T€Z

Because of (B.6), this implies for all 0 < v < vy,
V(|T, fu(x)]) =0 for p-almost all r and all = € Z.
and since 0 < |7, f,(x)| < e, the only way this can be is if
T.f, =0 for py-almost all r

and since T} is unitary on 12(Z), this implies f, = 0 for all small enough v, which is a
contradiction. Thus EY < 0 if A > 0.

In the case day > 0, A4 shows that there exist € > 0 and 2 < k < 6 such that V(a) 2 a”
for all 0 < a < e. Again let B > 0 such that supp . © [—B, B] and choose f,(z) := A, e "l
with A, given by (B.5) and v > 0 such that ||f, o = Ay < e/h1,0(2B) for all 0 < v < vs.
Then the second part of Lemma A.1 guarantees |T,_,,fu|lc < € for all ro, 7 € supp 1 and
0<v <.

Set g :=T_, fv, then 0 < |T,.g| < ¢ for all r € supp p, hence

N(g) = fR S V(Tog(@)) uldr) 2 fR S Tog(@)|" u(dr) > f

xeZ x€Z ro—

r0+9
S | T gll% p(dr)

for all ry € supp p and any § > 0. Define ho(r) := e!I"l — 1. Then the bounds from Lemma
Al give
1Tegll = 1515 = FllE = 1 Tr—ro fo 2]
> | £l = mmax(| £l 1T g £l DI o = Trrg fols
> (1= R(1u(r —10))< tha(r —10)) | £

Thus
N(g9) 2 (1= #(h1,x(2B))"  ha(8)) pu(ro — &, 70 + 8)| %
Since the (complement of the) support of the measure u is given by
(supp p)¢ = {ro € R|36 > 0 such that p((ro — 0,79 + 9)) = 0}
one has, for any rg € supp p,
w((ro — 6,79 +6)) >0 for all 6 > 0.

So choosing any 79 € suppp and § > 0 small enough that 1 — x(hy,(2B))* the(d) > 0
yields

sinh(v) /2 cosh(5v)
cosh(v) ) sinh(gl/)

where the implicit constant depends only on § > 0 and the constant in the lower bound on
V from assumption A3, in particular, it does not depend on 0 < v < vs.

Ng) 2 [ = A2 (
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Since A and 7T, commute, by (A.8),

sinh2(y/2)
—Agy ={f,,—Af,) =4\ ————~=
(9, =Ag) = {fv, =Afy) g
and choosing g := T, f, as a test function in the energy H shows
dav
By < Hig) = 570 ~20) =N )
< og I W/2) s (sinh(v) )7 cosh(5)
=TT cosh(v) cosh(v) sinh(5v)

a s k)2
_ sinh(v/2)? dad cpyepcohGY)  sinb"P(w)
cosh(v) cosh™/?(v) sinh(§v) sinh?(v/2)

As v — 0 sinh(sv) = O(v) and cosh(sv) = O(1) for any fixed s # 0. So
By < 0() (1 . O(V%—?’)) <0
for small enough v > 0, since k < 6. This shows that F) < 0 for all A > 0.
[ |

Lemma B.6. Assume that assumptions A1 through A3 hold. Then there exists f € I*(7Z)
such that

Mﬂ—L2vwwmmwm>u
€T

Proof. Let | € N and set w(r,-) = T, 1[_g ;. Since p is a finite measure with compact
support there exits 0 < B < oo with suppu < [—B, B]. We claim that for some constant
¢ > 0 and all large enough [ € N the bounds

luy(r,z)| =12 —e~ forall |z| <I,|r|< B (B.7)
luy(r, )] < le U172 for all |z > 31, |r| < B (B.8)

hold. We will prove them later. Assumptions A2 and A3, together with Lemma B.4 show
that there exists ag > 0 such that V(a) 2 a7 for all a > ag and using assumption A1, we
have V(a) 2 —a™ for 0 < a < ag. Thus, with 7 := min(v,71), we see that the lower bound

V(a) 2 —a"1[g40)(a) + a7 1[4, 0(a) (B.9)

holds and V' is bounded from below.
By (B.7) we can choose [ and « large enough such that alu(r,z)] = § > ag for all
|z| < 1,|r] < B. Then (B.9) yields

I= > V(au(r,z)|) 2 la”.
|z| <t
Since V is bounded from below, we also have
IT= Y V(au(rz)))z -1,
I<|z|<3l
and (B.9) together with (B.8) gives

II] = Z V(a|u(r,z)]) 2 —(ad)? Z e—cv(zl=2) > —(al)'ye*m(”l)
||>31 |z[>31
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for all |r| < B. Thus, since p is a finite measure with support in [—B, B], this gives the
lower bound

N(alpgon) 2 I+ IT+III 2 1a” — 1 — (al)Tee7+D)

for all large enough a and [. Setting v = [ shows lim; .o, N(I1[_9; 9;]) = 0, in particular,
N(f) > 0 for some f € I*(Z).
It remains to prove (B.7) and (B.8). From Lemma A.1, more precisely, (A.4), we have

the bound [(z|T|y)| < min (1, e4|r|@|‘le‘yl) for any r € R. Thus, for all |r| <

(4B)l=—vl
| (r, ) Z K| Ty |y)| < Z W7
lyl<2l ly|<2l
The map n — % is decreasing for all n > 4B — 1. For |z| > 3l and all |y| < 2l we will
have n = |z —y| = || — 2l = 4B — 1 for all large enough [, hence we can replace |z — y|
above by |z| — 2] and use n! > """ to arrive at to see

x|—21
<4B)‘ =21l < (I+In(4B)—In(|z|-20))(|z|-2l) < le—c(|:c|—2l)
(|z| — 210)! -
for some constant ¢ > 0 and all |z| > 3] with [ large enough. This proves (B.8).

For any initial condition fy, the time evolution u(r,-) = T, fy is given by the convergent
series

u(r,z)| 1

0

u(r,x) = <6:(:7T7’f0> = fO Z

X
If fo = 1[_921, then Afo = —09141 + 21 — 6_(2141) + 021, where J; is the Kronecker delta
at y € Z. Moreover, since A increases the support by at most one, that is, min(supp Af) >
min(supp f) — 1 and max(supp Af) < max(supp f) + 1, and ||AfHOO < 4||fHOO, we see that
for any 1 < n < 2[ there exists g,,; : Z — R with |y 10 < 1, suppgn; < [2l —n+ 1,20+ n]
and

(0, A" gy op1) = (A" gy 017) (x) = 4" (gn 1 () + gny(—2))

for all z € Z. In particular, (5, A"1[_g97) = 0 for all |z| <l and all 1 <n <. So the
series for u;(r, x) gives

)" n
wfr.) = oz @) + Y 0, A ) for al 2] <1

n=l+1

hence by the same calculation as for (A.13)

4 n 47| A |1
(4fr]) 21—% for all |z| <1

lug(r,x)] =1 — Z

|
n=l+1 s

Bounding (I 4 1)! = e+ D (+D)=0+1) shows that (B.7) is true for some ¢ > 0 and all large
enough [ € N. ]

APPENDIX C. THE DISCRETE IMS LOCALIZATION FORMULA

Here we give a simple bound which is useful for localizing the discrete kinetic energy.
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Lemma C.1. Let f € [*(Z) and & : Z — R be a bounded function. Then,

Re((&*f, —=AF)) = &f,—AES) = D, Dy &) Re(f(2) f(z + 1)) (C.1)

z€Z

In particular, the lower bound

Re((€%f,~AP) = f, ~AES) — 5F, (D€ + ID_€P)f) (©2)

holds and if §; : Z — R, j = 1,...,n are finitely many bounded functions with Z?zl 5? =1,
then

(f,—Af) = Z@f, A f >——Z<f, (ID+& 1 + [D_&*) f)- (C.3)
7j=1

Here Dy&(z) == &(x + 1) — &(x) and D_&(z) := &(x) — &(z — 1) the forward and backward
differences.

Proof. A simple commutator calculation shows
[A,€] = (D4£)S; — (D-€)S-

where (S4f)(z) := f(z + 1) is the left shift and (S_f)(x) := f(z — 1) is the right shift.
Another calculation shows

[[A,€],€] = [D+&[*S. + [D-¢[*S-
and expanding the commutator gives
20— 26AE + A€ = [[A,€],€].
Thus
2Re((§2f, = AS)) = (f, ~(E2A + AE) ) = A&, —AEN) — (. [1A €€
= 2/, ~AEN) = Y, (ID+E@FF@) (@ + 1) + [D-E@)Pfle - 1) (@)

z€Z

= 2&f,—AES) = D IDy&(x)P2Re(f () f(x + 1)),

T€Z

since D_&(x + 1) = D4 &(x), which proves (C.1). The bound (C.2) follows from (C.1) since

DD &(x)PRe(f(2) f(x + 1)) Z 1D &) (1 F (@) + | f (2 + 1))
TEZ er
== Z 1D &(x)]? + [D_&(2) )| f ()]
er

Moreover, if >, EJQ =1, then

n

(f,=Af) =Re((f,=Af)) = Z (G f,—A)

so (C.3) follows from (C.2). [ ]
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APPENDIX D. THE CONNECTION WITH NONLINEAR OPTICS

Our main motivation for studying (1.1) and the related minimization problems (1.5)
comes from the fact that the solutions are related to breather-type solutions of the diffrac-
tion managed discrete nonlinear Schrédinger equation

i0pu = —d(t)Au — P(u), (D.1)

where A is the nearest neighbour discrete Laplacian, ¢ the distance along the waveguide,
x € Z the location of the waveguide, d(t) the local diffraction along the waveguide, and P(u)
is an on site nonlinear interaction. This equation describes, for example, an array of coupled
nonlinear waveguides [4, 5, 11, 21, 28], but it also models a wide range of effects ranging
from molecular crystals [6, 26] to biophysical systems [9, 10]. By symmetry, one assumes
that P is odd and P(0) = 0 can always be enforced by adding a constant term. Most often
one makes a Taylor series expansion, keeping just the lowest order nontrivial term leads to
P(u) ~ |u|?u, the Kerr nonlinearity, but we will not make this approximation. The study
of bound states of the discrete nonlinear Schrédinger equation (D.1) has attraction a lot of
attention, see, for example, [17] and the references therein.

The idea to periodically alter the diffraction along the waveguide by creating a zigzag
geometry of the waveguides, similar to what has been done in dispersion management cables,
see, for example, [13, 27, 30] and the references therein, was probably first conceived in [12]
in order to create low power stable discrete pulses. In this case, the total diffraction d(t)
along the waveguide is given by

d(t) = eV do(t/e) + day. (D.2)

Here d,, is the average component of the diffraction and dy its periodic mean zero part
with period L.

A technical complication is the fact that (D.1) is a non-autonomous equation. We seek
to rewrite (D.1) into a more convenient form in order to find breather type solutions. In the
region of strong diffraction management ¢ is a small positive parameter. In this parameter
region an average equation which describes the evolution of the slow part of solutions of
(D.1) was derived in Fourier space in [1, 2, 3], using the same general method as in the
continuum case, see, e.g., [30]. The numerical studies of [I, 2, 3] showed that this average
equation possesses stable solutions which evolve nearly periodically when used as initial
data in the diffraction managed non-linear discrete Schrodinger equation. To derive this
equation in our notation, let T, := e~2 be the free discrete Schrodinger evolution, set

D(s) — jo dol€) e,
and make the ansatz

u(t,x) = Tpeyv

M e+ o

for some function v. Then, since ;T 1) = Ldy( JATp ), we get from (D.1) and (D.2)

that v solves

i00(t,2) = —da Av(t,2) = Tyl | P(Tpeyo(t, ) | (@) (D3)
for t = 0 and z € Z, which is equivalent to (D.1) and still a non-autonomous equation.
Since dy has average zero and period L, D is periodic with the same period L and thus for
small € > 0 the function t — D(é) is highly oscillatory with period eL. Similar to Kapitza’s
treatment of the stabilization of the unstable pendulum by high frequency oscillations of
the pivot, see [18], the evolution of v should evolve on two different scales, a slow one plus a
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high frequency one with a small amplitude. The evolution of the slow part vgoy is described
by an averaged equation, where one averages over the fast oscillating terms,

. [ -
10Vslow (t, ) = —day Avglow (t, ) — E_Lf TD(lﬁ) [P(TD(g)’Uslow(t, ))] (x)ds
0 g

R
= —day Avglow (t, ) — L L TD(15) [P<TD(S)USIOW(t’ ))] () ds.

Making the substitution r» = D(s) and introducing the probability measure p on R defined
by

1 L
fRF<r>u<dr> — fj F(D(s)) ds

0
for any nonnegative (Borel) measurable functions F', one has
04V (£, 2) = — g Mgt (1) —f T [P(Tovaon(t, )] (0) p(dr) (D)
R

which is the time dependent version of (1.1). To derive (1.1) from it, one simply makes the
ansatz vgow (t, 7) = e“tp(x), to see that this solves (D.4) if and only if ¢ solves (1.1).

Physically it makes sense to assume that the diffraction profile dy is bounded, or even
piecewise constant along the waveguide, but one might envision much more complicated
scenarios. The simplest case of dispersion management, L = 2, dy = 1 on [0,1) and
do = —1on [1,2), ie., dy = 110,1) — 1[1,2), which is the case most studied in the literature,
correspond to a very simple zigzag geometry of the waveguides, [1, 2, 3]. In this case, the
measure p is very simple, having density 1pg;}, the uniform distribution on [0,1], with
respect to Lebesgue measure. This assumption was made in [20, 23, 25], where equation
(1.1) was studied for the Kerr type nonlinearity P(a) = |a|?a and also some pure power
type modifications thereof in [20].

For our results, which also hold for a much larger class of nonlinearities P, we need only
to assume the much weaker condition that the probability measure p has bounded support,
i.e., there exists B > 0 such that

u([=B, BI°) = p((=2, =B)) + pu((B,x0)) = 0. (D.5)

The support condition (D.5) is guaranteed if dj is locally integrable, in which case one take

L

Bim suwp |D()|< | ldo(©)]dg <. (D.6)
re[0,L] 0

Clearly, this is a very weak assumption on the diffraction profile dg and it has to be assumed

in order to even make sense out of equation (D.1). Thus our results cover the most general

physically allowed local diffraction profiles dy, the singular case dy = 0 leading to the usual

discrete NLS which is even local, and cover a large class of nonlinearities P.
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