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1 Introduction

We consider a Hamiltonian infinite system of particles having harmonic nearest-neighbor inter-
actions with the Hamiltonian functional of a form

H 1 lv(n)|? 1 2 2 11
(u,v) = 52 — tlu(n + 1) —u(n)" + palu(n)] ), (1.1)

nez "
where m,,, v, > 0, u, > 0. Then, the displacement of the n-th particle from its equilibrium

position obeys the following equations:

A1) JH  v(n,t)
u(n,t) = — =

0 T neZ, t>0 (1.2)
0(n,t) = S0 YViou(n,t) — v, 1Viu(n — 1,t) — pyu(n,t)

Here u(n,t) € R, V denotes the derivative on Z = {0, £1,+2,...},
Viu(n) =u(n+1) —u(n), neZ.

We denote by -, the force constant of interaction between the nearest neighbors, by v(n,t) =
mpi(n,t) the moment of the n-th particle, by u(n,t) its velocity. We fix some N > 0 and
assume that particles located at points n > N+1 and n < —1 have the same mass m,, = m, >
0 and m, = m_ > 0, respectively. Furthermore, particles are affected by the same external
harmonic forces with constants p, = uy >0 for n > N+ 1 and p, = p_ >0 for n < —1.
The force constants of interaction are of a form v, =~v_ for n < -1, 7, =~y for n > N.
At the same time, the particles (so-called “defects”) located at the points n =0,1,..., N have
constants m,,, fin, Vn , generally speaking, different from mo, py, vy .
Therefore, the system (L2) becomes

m_ii(n,t) = (v-Ap —p-)u(n,t), n<-1, ¢t>0, (1.3)

mpii(n,t) = v, Vioun,t) — y,-1Viu(n — 1,t) — ppu(n,t), n=0,1,..., N,
m-l-u(nu t) = (7+AL - ,u+)u(n, t)? n > N + 17 t>0.

Here A denotes the second derivative on Z:
Arpu(n) =u(n+1) —2u(n)+uln—1)=Vyun) —Vyuln—1), neZ.
For system (L2), we study the Cauchy problem with the initial data
u(n,0) = up(n), v(n,0)=myu(n,0)=1vy(n), necZ. (1.6)

Write Y(t) = (u(-,t),v(-, 1)), Yo(-) = (Y2 (), Y5 (-)) = (uo(-),v0(-)) . We assume that the initial
data Y, belong to the Hilbert space H,, a € R, defined below.

Definition 1.1 (2 = (2(Z), « € R, is the Hilbert space of sequences u(n), n € Z, with
norm Jullz, = 3 (n)**Ju(n)* < oo, (n) == (1+n?*)"2.

nez
Ho = 2@ 02 is the Hilbert space of pairs Y = (u,v) of sequences equipped with norm ||Y||? =
lull + vl < oo



Our main goal is to find restrictions on the constants m,,, v, , p, (see conditions C and
Cy in Sec. 2)) under which for any initial data Y, € H, with o > 3/2, the solution Y (¢) of
system (L3)—(L8) obeys the following bound

Y (O)ll-a < CA+[E) 2 Yolla, tER, a>3/2, (1.7)

where § =1 if condition Cy holds, and g = 3 if condition C holds. The last bound is useful
for applications to scattering problems. In particular, we prove that there exists a bounded
‘wave’ operator €):H, — H_, such that

Y(t) = QY (6) +6(t),  where [5(6)]—a < C(L+ |t)/]|Yo]|a-

Here Y(t) = 0 for n = 0,1,...,N and Y(t) is a solution of Eqn (L3) for n < —1 and of
Eqn (L3) for n > N + 1 with initial data Yj, see Theorem 2111

Finally, we note that instead of system (LL3])—(L5), it is possible to consider a more general
model with additional friction terms —f3,4(n,t) in Eqn (I4):

muii(n,t) = v, Viu(n,t) — v,-1Viu(ln — 1,t) — pyu(n, t) — fpu(n,t), n=0,..., N,

where 3, > 0. If 3, > 0 for some n, then conditions on the constants could be weakened.
This model was studied in [3] in the case when N =0 and mq = m, =1 for all n. In this
paper, for simplicity, we study only the Hamiltonian model (L3)—(LEH) without friction terms.
Furthermore, we consider here the harmonic chain with nearest neighbor interaction. However,
the results can be generalized to a more general case of interaction between the particles of the
chain.



2 Main Results

2.1 Decomposition of solution

At first, introduce two initial-boundary value problems with zero boundary condition

m:l:'é:l:(n7 t) = (”YiAL - Mi)zi(nv t)7 tn > 17 t> 07
2(0,6) =0, >0, (2.1)
24(n,0) =ug(n), mszi(n,0) =wvg(n), +n>1.

Denote by H, + = €i,i ®€i7i the Hilbert space of pairs Y = (u,v) of sequences equipped with
norm V2 . = |[ullZ + |[v]|2 L < oo, where (2, = (2(Z+), o € R, is the Hilbert space of

sequences u(n), n € Zs , with norm HuHa L= S (n )2“\u(n)\2 < 00. The results concerning
+n>1

the solutions of problem (1)) are stated in [3], 4]. In particular, the following result is proved
in [3].

Lemma 2.1 Assume that o € R. Then (i) for any initial data Yy € Ha o+, there exists a
unique solution Zy(t) = (24(-,t),my24(-,t)) € C(R,Hax) to problem (2.1);
(1) the operator Wi (t) : Yo — Zi(t) is continuous on H, 1 . Furthermore, the following bound
holds,

[Wa(t)¥ollacs < OO Vollars (22)

with some constants C = C(«a),0 = o(a) < 00.

The proof of Lemma [ZT]is based on the following formula for the solutions of problem (2.1)):

Zi(nt) =Y Gi(nk)Y{(k), +n>1 i=0,1, (2.3)
+h>1
shere Z0(n,1) = 2a(m 1), ZHn,1) = maa(nat). Y9(n) = wo(n) . ¥ () = () the Green
function Gy (n, k) = (GY1(n, k));;—¢ is a matrix-valued function of a form
1 PR
Graln b) = Gualn=h) = Gusln + ). Gual) = o [ ™GaO)atr,  (2)

T =R/(27Z) denotes torus,

s o (G _( cos(6-(0)) sin(6 (6)t), (m=6-(9))
gti<9)‘< L), —< s O)ng. 0 g0 ) (2.5
P+(0) = /V2( 2—20089)

where, by definition,

Vi =vx/me >0, KL= ps/my>0. (2.6)

We see that 2.(0,¢) = 0 for any ¢, since G;’.(—n) = G/’.(n). For the solutions of prob-
lem (1), the following bound is true.

Theorem 2.2 (see [1, Theorem 2.2]) Let Yo € Ho s and a > 3/2. Then

W)Yol -0 < CO) 2| Yollae, ¢ ER. (2.7)



Introduce the boundary-initial value problem in Zy :={n€Z:n> N +1}:

m+éN(n, t) = (’)q_AL — ,u+)zN(n, t), neZy, t>0, (28)
ZN(N, t) =0, t>0, (29)
zn(n,0) = ug(n), myin(n,0) =v9(n), n € Zy. (2.10)

Denote by Wy (t) the solving operator of this problem,
WN(t) : YE) — ZN(t) = (ZN(',t),m_,_Z"N(',t)). (211)

Then, (Wy(t)Yy) (n) = (Wi (t)Yy)(n — N) for n € Zy , where Yo(k) := Yy(k + N) for k>1,
W, (t) is introduced in Lemma 211 Write H, n the Hilbert space of pairs Yy = (ug, vp) with

finite norm [[Yolla,v < 00, where [[Yol[3 v = lluoll2 n + llvolla, v, l[ullay = ;ZI (n)*Ju(n)|?.
nNeELN

Hence, for the solutions zy(n,t) the following bound holds (cf (2.1))
[Wa (ol oy < CO2Yollaw, tER, a>3/2, (2.12)

for any Yy, € Han -
The following theorem can be proved in a similar way as [2, Theorem 2.2|.

Theorem 2.3 (i) Let Yy € H,, o € R. Then the Cauchy problem (1.3)-(1.8) has a unique
solution Y (t) € C(R, H,) -

(ii) The operator U(t) : Yo — Y (t) is continuous on H,. Moreover, there exist constants
C,B < 0o such that ||U(t)Yo]la < CePH||Yy]|a -

(iii) Let Yo € Ho. Then the following identity holds:

H(Y(#)) = H(Y,), t=0, (2.13)
where H(Y') is the Hamiltonian defined in (11]).

Below we assume that a > 3/2.
We represent the solution of problem (L3)—(L6) in the following form

u(n,t) = z(n,t) +r(n,t), neZ, t>0, (2.14)
where, by definition,
z_(n,t) if n<—1,
z(n,t) =4 0 if n=0,...,N, (2.15)
zy(n,t) if n>N+1.

Therefore, r(n,t) is a solution of the following problem

m_i#(n,t) = (yv-Ap—p_)r(n,t), n<-1, t>0, (2.16)
mpi(n,t) = v,Vir(n,t) —v-1Ver(n —1,t) — p, r(n,t)
+00v- 2 (=1, t) + Sun e an(N + 1,8), n=0,...,N, t >0, (
myi(n,t) = (AL —py)r(n,t), n>N+1, t>0, (
r(n,0) = 0, 7(n,0)=0 for n<—-1land n>N+1, (2.19
r(n,0) = wuop(n), m,i(n,0)=wv9(n) for n=0,...N. (

Here ¢;; denotes the Kronecker symbol.



2.2 The problem in the Fourier—Laplace transform

To construct the solutions of problem (2.16)—(2.20) we use the Fourier-Laplace transform.

Definition 2.4 Let |r(t)] < CeP'. The Fourier-Laplace transform of r(t) is given by the
formula

+o0
T(w) = / e“tr(t)dt, Sw > B.
0

The Gronwall inequality implies standard a priori estimates for the solutions r(n,t), n € Z.
In particular, there exist constants C, B < oo such that

D (Ir(n, ) +[i(n, 1)) < Ce® as t — +oo.
neZ

At first, we study the solutions r(n,t) for n ¢ {0,..., N}. The Fourier-Laplace transform of
r(n,t) with respect to t-variable, r(n,t) — 7(n,w), exists at least for Sw > B and satisfies
the following equation

(—iAL + KL —w)F(n,w) =0 for n< —land n> N+ 1, Sw > B, (2.21)

where 2 and k2 are defined in (Z6). Now we construct the solution of (22I)). Note that
the Fourier transform of the lattice operator —v2Ap + k% is the operator of multiplication
by the function ¢3(0) = v3(2 — 2cos) + k3. Thus, —v21A, + k% is a self-adjoint operator
and its spectrum is absolutely continuous and coincides with the range of ¢2 (), i.e., with the
segment [k%,d%], a2 = kZ + 4v% .

We introduce a critical set A:

A=A, UA_, Ap:=[—aq,—K4] Uk, ax], ax=/rL+ 43, (2.22)
and denote A® =AY UAY |, where AY :={—ay, —ri, ks, as}.
Lemma 2.5 (see [0, Lemma 2.1]) For given w € C\ Ay, the equation
Vi (2 —2cosf) + ki = w? (2.23)

has the unique solution 0y(w) in the domain {#€C: I0>0, R € (—n, 7|} . Moreover, 0 (w)
(0_(w) ) is an analytic function in C\ Ay (in C\ A_, respectively).

Since we seck the solution 7(-,t) € 2 with some «, 7(n,w) has a form

(i, w) = e~ 0-Wn 70, w) if n<—1,
MIL@I= eitr@n=N) 7(N,w) if n> N +1.

Write [F(w) = e*+@n for +n > 1. Applying the inverse Fourier-Laplace transform with
respect to w-variable, we write the solution of (2.16]), (219) in the form

t
r(n,t) = / Lo(t—s)r(0,s)ds for n< -1, t>0, (2.24)
0



and the solution of (2I8), (219) in the form

t
r(n,t) = / It y(t—s)r(N,s)ds for n>N+1, t>0, (2.25)
0
where
1 +oo+ic
() .= Py / e I (W) dw  with some ¢ >0, 4+n>1, t>0. (2.26)
T
—oo+ic

Theorem 2.6 (see [2, Theorem 3.3]) For any o > 3/2, the following bounds hold,
5 Ol —ar < COT2 T, O)lla- < CH72, >0, (2.27)

In particular,
TF@)| <CA+6)732 Do, <C+8)732 t>o0. (2.28)

To study the solution r(n,t) of Eqn (2ZI7) for n =0,..., N we first consider the solutions
of the corresponding homogeneous equation

mpi(n,t) =4, Vir(n,t) — v, Ver(n — 1,t) — g, r(n,t), t>0, (2.29)

where n=0,...,N, 71 =7_, 78 =7, with the initial data ([2.20). Applying the Fourier—
Laplace transform to the solutions of problem (2:29), (2:20), we obtain

t(w) = N(w) (vo —iwuy)  for Sw > B, (2.30)
where T(w) denotes a column F(w) = (7(0,w),...,7(N,w))” and
u; ‘= (mouo(O), ce ,mNuo(N))T, Vo (= (’U()(O), ce ,’U()(N))T, (231)

N(w) = (D(w))™ . If N > 1, then D(w) = (Dgn(w))p,,—y. w € C, is a tridiagonal symmetric
matrix with entries of a form

@OO(W) = o — mow? + 7 (1 — €= )) 4 5,
Dnn(w) - /J/n_mnw2+7n+’7n_1, nzl,...,N—l,
l?NN w) = WUN— me2 + ’}q_(l — €i€+(w)) + YN-1 (232)
an—i—l(w) - Dn—i—ln(W) = —n, n:O,...,N— 1,
Dip(w) = 0 for |k —n| > 2.
If N=0, then
D(w) = po — mow? + Z%:(l — ) e Cy. (2.33)
+



2.3 Conditions on the constants

The properties of the function D(w), w € C, play a key role in the proof of the bound (I7).
This function is studied in Appendices A and B. In particular, we check that det f)(w) # 0 for
any w € Cy = {w e C: £3w > 0} . Also, we prove that det D(w=i0) # 0 for any w € A\A?,
where [)(w +140) = El_ig}o[)(w + ie). However, for some constants m., Y4, fis, My, Vs fn

det D(w) = 0 at some point w € (R\ A)UA°. Therefore, to obtain the bound (7)) we have
to find and eliminate such values of the constants. We divide all values of the constants into
three groups. The first group (condition C) includes all values for which det D(w) # 0 for
any w € R. The second group includes values under which det D(w) # 0 for w € R\ A?,
there exists a point wy € A® such that det D(wy) = 0 and det D(0) # 0 if 0 € A° (we
call these restrictions by condition Cgy). The remaining values of the constants we call the
resonance cases. For example, the case of the homogeneous chain without external forces (i.e.,
when my = my,, pe = pp, =0 for n =0,...,N and v =, for n =0,...,N—1)is a
resonance case, since in this case 0 € A° and det D(0) = 0. Thus, we impose the following
conditions C or Cjy on the system.

Condition C: det D(w) #0 for we (R\ A)UA°.
Condition Cj: The following three restrictions hold.
1) det D(w)#0 for w e R\ A.

2) There exists some wy € A°\ {0} such that det D(w) = 0.
3) If u_ = py =0, then det D(0) #0.

Our main objective is to derive conditions C and Cj in the terms of the restrictions on
the constants. For example, the third restriction in condition Cy is equivalent to the condition
that if pr =0, then u, # 0 for some n € {0,...,N}.

To state conditions C and Cy in the case N = 0, we introduce the functions Ky(w) and
K4 (w) by the rule

_ 1
Ko(w) := K2—§\//{i—w2\/ai—w2, weR: |w| < ky; (2.34)

~ 1/2
where R := ((FL2_ + /ﬁ)/2) / ke = (pae/ma)V? ) v = (ya/me)V? ) ayp = (kL + 402)12

_ 1
Ki(w):= /€2+§\/w2—/€3t\/w2—ai, weR: |wl>ax. (2.35)

Theorem 2.7 Let N =0. Then condition C is the following restrictions.

po # 0 if py =0

po < K2 (mg —my) + 402 (mg — =275) + my Ky (a”) if a- > ag;
po < K% (mg —m_) + 402 (mg — “=5"5) + m_K_(ay) if ar > a_;
fo > K2 (mo —m-) +my Ko(k-) if K- #0;

po > K3 (mg —m_) +m_K_(ky) or

fo < &2 (mo — my) + 402 (mg — =25 + my Ko(a) if a_ < k.

Condition Cq is the following restrictions: the inequalities ({.3)-({-0) (see Appendiz A) hold
and one of the following conditions is fulfilled.




(i) a->ay, po=r2(mo —my) + 402 (mo - m:gHm) +mi K (a-)

(i) a- <as, po=ri(mo—m_)+4v2 (mg— =5"%) + m_K_(a,)
(lil) at = a—, (’%—7 H-l—) % (07 0) y Mo = m0a2_ - 27— - 27—1—

(iv) ko #0, po=r%(mg—my) +m,Ko(k_).

In particular, if k- =Kk, #0, then po = k> my = p_my/m_

(v) a- < rp, o= w3 (mo —m.) +moK_ (k)

(vi) a- <Ky, po=r2(mo—my)+4v2 (mo - m:gHm) +my Ko(a-).

Theorem 2.7 is proved in Appendix A. Note that condition C excludes the case when
my = mg, Y- =Y+, _ = py . However, the case when mq =mg, 7= =y, p_ = uy #0

is included in condition Cj .

Remark 2.8 Let us consider a particular case of the chain, which we call (P1) case, when
N =0 and the oscillators of the chain are identical, excluding defects, i.e.,

m_o=my=im, Yo =g =1, f = g = (2.36)

Set v = \/7/m7 W = \/’}//mo, K = \//J’/m7 ko = \/:u(]/m07 a = ax = (,LL+4’}/)/7TL7

ap = +/ (o +4v)/mg . In this case, conditions C and Cy are simplified as follows

C Kko>k and apg < a.

Cy One of the following restrictions holds.
(i) ko =k #0 and vy =v (and hence, a = ay );
(ii) ko =k #0 and ag < a;
(iii) ko >k and ay=a.

In particular, it follows from conditions C and Cy that kg # 0, kKo > Kk and vy < V.
In this particular case, condition C and Cqy can be rewritten in the terms mg, m,~y, fo, 4 as

follows

11
C Lo Ly (o) <o,
mo m myo m mo m

Cy One of the following restrictions hold.
(i) po=p#0 and mo=m;
]

(ii) po 0, w#0, %:E and mgo >m;
0

1 1
1) Ho , —>—and — — —+4dy| ——— ) =0.
i) o £0, Lo > g KO E 4y 0
mog M mog m mg m

Condition C implies that myg > m and pg > p > 0. Condition Cy implies that my > m and
Po = s o> 0.



We see that conditions C and C; are tedious even for N = 0. Therefore, in the case
N > 1, we assume, in addition, that the oscillators in the chain are identical except the
defects, i.e., (2.36]) holds. In this case, we derive conditions C and C, as restrictions on the
constants m, "y, f, My, Vn, b in Theorem

Write a = /(4 47)/m, k = \/u/m. Let D(x) (D(a)) denote the matrix D(w) with

w=#k (w=a,resp.), where in the entries we put e :=1 (¢ := —1, resp.). Denote by
an(w), n=0,1,..., N, the principal (corner) minors of the matrix D(w), see formula (5.20)
below.

Theorem 2.9 Let N > 1 and (2.36) hold. Then conditions C and Cqy are the following
restrictions.
C 1)If u=0, then pu, #0 for some n € {0,...,N}.
2) The matriz D(a) is negative-definite, D(a) < 0.
3) If u#0, then the matriz D(k) is positive-definite, D(k) > 0.
Co If u=0, then p, #0 for some n € {0,...,N}. Moreover, the principal minors of the

matriz D(a) have the following property: an(a)(=1)" <0 for n=0,1,...,N =1, and
ay(a) = det D(a) =0.

If # 0, then either (i) an(a)(=1)" <0 for n =0,1,...,N =1, ay(a) =0, and
D(k) >0 or (i) an(k) >0 for n=0,1,...,N—1, ax(k) =0, and D(a) <0.

Theorem is proved in Appendix B. The proof of this theorem is based on the properties
of the tridiagonal matrix D(w).

Remark 2.10 [t follows from conditions C and Cq that D,m(a) <0 and [)m(/@) >0 forall
n. In addition, in the case N > 1, it follows that the masses of the first and last defects must
be greater than half the mass of the “non-defective” particles, mg > m/2 and my > m/2, and
also, po > /2 — o and puy > p/2 —yy_1. For details, see Appendiz B.

2.4 Dispersive bounds

Define an operator W(t), t € R, on the space H, by the rule

(W_(t)Yy) (n) for n < —1,
(W(t)Yy)(n) =< 0 for n=0,...N, (2.37)
(Wn(t)Yy) (n) for m> N +1,

where the operators W_(t) and Wi (t) are introduced in Lemma 2T and in (2I1]), respectively.
The main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.11 Let Yy € H,, a > 3/2, and conditions C or Cqy hold. Then the following
assertions are fulfilled.

(i) There exists a bounded operator Q: Ho — H_o such that

U(t)Yy = QW (t)Yo) +6(t),  where [[6(t)]|-a < C()~2(|Yo . (2.38)
B =3 if condition C holds and =1 if condition Cy holds.

10



(ii) QT (OYD)]—a < Cl2/2|Yolla . Hence,
1Y ()]]-a < C@) [ Yolla, (2.39)
where B =3 if condition C holds and [ =1 if condition Cy holds.

Theorem [2.11] can be proved using the technique from [3]. We outline the main steps of the
proof.

Step (1): We first apply the Fourier-Laplace transform to the solutions of problem (2.29),
(2Z20) and obtain Eqn (Z30). Then, we study the behavior of N(w) for different values of
weC: for weCy, we A\A’, we R\ A and for w € A, see Appendices A and B. This

allows us to prove the bound for the matrix N (t) = (Nnk(t))ﬁkzo, where
1 +o0+ic
Now(t) = Dy / e TN e(w) dw  with some ¢ >0, >0, (2.40)
m
—oo+ic

Noi(w) are entries of the matrix A'(w) = (D(w))™", n,k=0,...,N.
Theorem 2.12 Let condition C or Cq hold. Then
VD@ <o+ >0, j=0,1,2, (2.41)

where /\/;EQ (t) = LNow(t), B =3 if condition C holds and 5 =1 if condition Cy holds.

=W
We prove this theorem in Appendix A for N =0 and in Appendix B for N > 1.
Step (2): Applying the inverse Fourier-Laplace transform to Eqn (2.30), we write the solu-

tion r(t) = (r(0,t),...,7(N,t)) of problem (229), (Z20) in a form

I'(t) = ./\f(t)ul +N(t>V0, t >0,

where u; and v are defined in (Z31)). For ¢ = 0 we put N,;(0) =0 and Nnk(()) = Opi/my, for
n,k=0,..., N. Using the variation constants formula, we obtain the following representation
for the solutions r(t) = (r(0,t),...,r(N,t)) of Eqs (2.I7) with the initial data (2.20)):

r(t) = N(t)uy + N (t)vo + /tN(t — 7)F(71)dr. (2.42)

where F(7) = (Fo(7))), is a column with entries Fo(7) = v_2_(—1,7), Fu(r) = 0 for

n=0
n=1,....,N =1, Fx(7) = v42ny(N +1,7). Applying the bounds (Z7) and [ZI2) to F(7),
using (2.42) and the bound (2:41]), we obtain the bound for r(t):

sup  (|r(n,t)] + |7(n,t)]) < C(1+ t)_ﬁ/2||YE]||a, t>0, a>3/2, (2.43)
n=0,1,....N

where [ is introduced in Theorem 2.12
Step (3): Using formulas (2.24)), (2.20)), (2.27) and (2:43), we obtain the following estimate
1), 7 (1) [-a < CA+ )2 Yol t20. (2.44)

Finally, the bound (239) follows from the decomposition (ZI4]), Theorem and the bound
(244). The construction of the operator © and the proof of Theorem 2IT] are given in Sec. Bl
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Remark 2.13 Let conditions C and Cy be not hold. Then Nnk(w) have either the simple
pole at zero or poles at points w = +w, , where a point w, € R\ A such that det D(w,) = 0.
Let the initial data Yo Z 0 and Yo(n) =0 for n €{0,...,N}. Therefore, z(n,t) =0 for any
n and there exist solutions r(t) of problem (2.29), (2.20) which don’t satisfy the bound (2.43).
Hence, there are solutions r(t) of (2-43) which don’t satisfy the bound (2.43). Thus, there exist
solutions u(-,t) of problem (1.3)-(1.8) which do not satisfy the bound (2.39). For details, see
Sections [[.06 and below.

3 Wave operator
Denote by W' (t) the operator adjoint to W_(t), t € R,

Y, W . ()U)_ = W_)Y,¥), YeEH, , U= U e[S(Z)]
and by Wy (t) the operator adjoint to Wy (t), t € R,

Y, W)Wy = (Wy()Y, Uy, Y EHon, Y= U el[S(Zy),

Here S(Z_-) denotes the class of rapidly decreasing sequences in Z_, (-,-)_ stands for the
inner product in Ho_ or for its different extensions. Similarly, (-,-)n stands for the inner
product in H . Below we also use the notation (-,-) for the inner product in #, or for its
different extensions. Write

g-(n.t) = (W ()¥o)(n) with Yo(n) = (§-1.0), n <0, (3.1)
gx(n.t) = (Wh()Yo)(n) with Yo(n) = (Orsnn0), n > N. (3:2)

Let G]_n(k) : G?Vn(k) , 7 =0,1, denote the vector valued functions

G’ (k) = ND(s)g_(k,—s)ds, k<0, n=0,... N, (3.3)
0

Gy (k) = / N9Y(s)gn(k,—s)ds, k>N, n=0,... N, (3.4)
0

where MN,.(s) are defined in (ZZ0). Note that g (0,t) = gn(N,t) = 0 and G’ ,(0) =
Gg\,’n(N) =0 for any n € {0,...,N}. Introduce

' -G’ (k) for k< -1,
G, (k)=S0 for k=0,...N| n=0,...,N, j=0,1. (3.5)
Y+ Gy, (k) for k>N +1,
By [237) and (3.3), we have
(T(Y(), G =1 (W (605, GL) + 7 (Walt)Yo, G )y, £20.  (36)

Set rO(n,t) =r(n,t), rV(n,t) =7i(n,t).

12



Lemma 3.1 Let Yy € H,, a > 3/2, condition C or Cqy hold, and r(n,t) be a solution of
problem (273). Then for t >0, j=0,1, n=0,1,...,N,

rO(n,1) = (WO (), Gh() + 041, sup |55 < CH[Vyla, (3.7)

n=0,1,...,.N
where the operator W (t) is defined in (2.37), B is introduced in Theorem [Z.12.
Proof Using (242) and the bound (Z41l), we obtain for ¢ > 0

r0(n, t) = /0 t (MR 2 (1= )+ N raw(V 4+ 1t = 7)) dr +O((8) 2. (3.8)

We estimate the fist term in the r.h.s. of (B:8). The second term is estimated by a similar way.

The bounds (2.7) and ([241) give

+o0 .
N )a- (Lt =rar| < [ (o) P24 = )P Sl dr < Ol Tol

t

Using (B.)) and the equality W_(t — 1) = W_(¢t)W_(—7), we have

(=) = (0= v W (7)) = e~

Hence,

rO(n,t) = /0 - (M2 (=18 = 1) + NRraw(N + 1,8 = 7)) dr +O((8) ™)
= = (W=()Y0) (), GL ()= + 1 {(Wn(8)Y0) (), Gy, () + O((t)77%).

Together with (B.6]), this implies the representation (B.1)). u
Now we estimate the first term in the r.h.s. of (B.7).

Lemma 3.2 Let Yy € Ho, a > 3/2, condition C or Cy hold. Then for n=0,1,..., N,
(W (HYa(), GL( D] < CH 2 [Yollay >0, j=0,1. (3.9)
Proof At first, we prove the following estimate
| (W (0G) (Vo + 1| (WG, Oll-a < C1) (3.10)

for any n = 0,1,...,N. Indeed, applying (31)), we have W’ (t)g_(k,—s) = g_(k,t — s).
Hence, by (83), (2.7) and (Z41]), we obtain

| (WG L) (e < / TIND ) lg (-t — )] ds

+oo
< C’/ (s) P2t — )32 ds < Cy (1) P2,
0

13



The similar estimate is true for || (WJ/\,(t)Gg\,n) ()]|=a,n - Since

[(W-()Y0,7-GL )| < 7= Yoo W ()G | -,
[(Wn (Y0, 74 G v | < 7 l¥olla v W (OG )l -a

the bound (39) follows from (B.6) and (B.I0). u
Introduce a vector-valued function I” (n k), j=0,1, by the rule
([T (s) Wi(—s)G{’0>(l€) ds,  ifn<-—1, k<1,
v [T (s) W]/V(—S)Gj )(k) ds, if n<-—1, k>N+1,
Fln k)= 7 T (WA=9)GLy ) (R)ds, i n=N+1,  k<-1, (3
vy [ r;_N(s) W (—s)G{VN)(k;) ds, if n>N+1, k>N+1,
G (k), if n=0,...,N, keZ,
L 0 otherwise.

Now we study the large time behavior of r(n,t) for n#0,1...,N.

Lemma 3.3 Assume that Yy € H,, a > 3/2, and condition C or Cy hold. Then the
solution r(n,t) with n & {0,...,N} of problem (218), (218), (2.19) admits the following

representation
r@(n,t) = (WH)Yo) (), T (n,)) + 6;(n, 1), =01, >0, (3.12)
where [|;(-, )| —a < C{)"P2(|Yo]la

Proof We consider the case n < —1 only. For n > N + 1, the proof is similar. By (224]) and

(m’ t
r0)(n,t) = / Lo (t— s)(W(s)Yo,éé> ds + 0%(n,t) for n < -1, (3.13)

where |[|87(-,t)||—a,— < C(t)"7?||Yol|a . Indeed, by B7) and 227,

e e

/ T, (t—s) |5g(s)|d8
<o [ari-gras il < Gl
The first term in the r.h.s. of (313) has a form
/Ot T () (T (t — 8)Yo, G ds — /;w T () (TW(t — 8)Yo, @y ds + 8%(nt), n< 1, (3.14)
oo —
where, by definition, d7(n,t) = —/t T (s)(W(t —s)Yo, G} >ds The bounds (2.27) and (3.9])
yield

lorc, o), < / Il |7 - %0 G ds < 0l (315)

n
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Finally, applying (B3.6]) we obtain
+o00 L —+00 )
| T - v Gds = [ 0V (t=5)Y0 -G ) ds
0 0
400 )
[ W)Y G v ds
0

= [ RO WG s+ [ ) VYo W ()Gl ds
= (W_()Yo, T (n. ) - + (Wx () Yo, T (n, ) v = (W(0)Y0, T (n, ).
Hence, the bounds (3.13)-(B.13) imply (B.12) with d;(n,t) = d5(n,t) +07(n,t) for n < 1. =

Remark 3.4 We put T (n,k) = Go.(k) for n=0,1,...,N. Hence, the representation (3)
is a particular case of (3.12).

Now we estimate the first term in the r.h.s. of (3.12).

Lemma 3.5 Assume that Yy € Ho, o> 3/2, and condition C or Cy hold. Then
(W (0)Y0) (k)T (k)| -0 < COPIYolas £20, j=0,1. (3.16)
Proof For any n, we have
(W(0)Y) (0.7 ()| < Walla (IO (1) + IWAOT 1)) - (317)

Using (B.11]), we estimate the first term in the r.h.s. of (B17):

+oo )
o [ = 96 s for < -
/ =7 A < +00 .
WO les 2 0 [ @I = 9GL lamds for nz V41
0 .
VW) G ] =a.- for n=0,1,...,N.

Hence, applying (Z27) and (3I0), we obtain

> ) 2 WO (0, )2, - < Cry- ()72 (3.18)
nez
The similar bound is valid for ||||Wx (t)T ( IM=a.nll=a - The bound (B.18) implies (3.16). m
Introduce an operator 2 : H, — H_,, a > 3/2, by the rule

=0 =1

Q.Y = Y(n)+ (<Y(-),r (n,)), ma(Y (-), T (n, -)>), nez. (3.19)

It follows from (B.I6]) that the operator € is bounded, ||QY||_, < C||Y ||, for any a > 3/2.

Proof of Theorem [2.11] Theorem and Lemmas B.IH3.5limply assertions of Theorem 2.11]

Indeed, the representation (2.38)) follows from (2.14)), (2.37), (B7) and (312). The bounds (2.7),
(212), 39) and (BI6) imply the bound (2:39)). -
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4 Appendix A: Case N =0

If N =0, then there is the unique “defect” in the chain, which is the particle located at origin
with mass mq different, generally speaking, from masses of the other particles and with the
constant of the external force o unequal to 4, in general.

4.1 Conditions C and C; in the particular cases

Now we simplify conditions C and C, for N =0 and for some particular cases of the chain.
In Remark 2.8 we consider a particular case (P1). Now we study another two cases.

Particular case (P2): Assume that the oscillators in the chain have identical masses equal
to unity, i.e., my = mo = 1, and let, for simplicity, x_ < k; . This case was considered in [3].
In this case, conditions C and C, are of the following form

C p<Ki(a)ifa_ >ay; po< K_(ay) if ax > a_;
po > Ko(k-) if K #0;
po > K_(ky) or po < Ko(a-) if a- <ky;
po # 0 if po =py =0.

For example, po € <O,2max(1/_,y+) v — VJ2r|) if kx =0 and v_ # vy. Note that first

two restrictions of condition C exclude the case when m_ = m,, v =, and pu_ = p,,
since in this case K,(a_) = K_(ay) = k% and Ky(k_) = k% if k_ # 0. However, the case
k_=#ky #0 and v_ = vy is included in condition Cy.

Cy One of the following restrictions is fulfilled.
(i) a- >ay, po=Ki(a_).

(i) 0 < as. po=K_(as).
(iii) ay = a_, (k_,ky) # (0,0), pg = R2.
(iv) ko #0, po = Ko(k-) (if Ko(k-) >0).
(v) a- < kq, po =K (k).

(

vi) a- < Ky, po = Ko(a_) (if Ko(a—) >0).
Remark 4.1 Condition Cy (i)-(iv) includes the following particular cases:
o K=k, V- F vy, pg=r>+2max(v_,vi)\/[v2 — V2] (see cases (i) and (ii));
o k=K #0, po=Ko(k_) =F? (see case (iv));
o Kio=kKy #0, v_=v4, po= s (see cases (iii) and (iv)).

Particular case (P3): Assume that external forces don’t act on the oscillators in the chain
except the defect, i.e., uyr =0, po > 0. In this case, ko = 0, ayx = 2v4 and conditions C
and Cy are of a form

C po>0;
po < 4v2 (mo — "=1"E) 4 2myv V2 — 12 if vo >y
po < 4v2 (mg — "=315) + 2m_vp V2 — V2 i v >
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Co o > 0 and one of the following restrictions is fulfilled.
(i) po =402 (mo — “=5"%) + 2myv /v =2 if vo >y
(il) po = 402 (mo — =) + 2m_vyp /12 — 2 if v_ < v,

Note that if v_ = v, , then conditions C and C, imply that the mass of the defect satisfies
the following restriction mgy > (m_ +m4)/2.

4.2 D(w=i0) for we A\ A
If N =0, then D(w) is of the form ([Z33)). We have D(w) # 0 for w € C. by Lemma 5.1
from Appendix B. Now we study D(w 4 i0) = liIEOD(w +ie) for we A\ A°.
e—
Lemma 4.2 D(w=£i0) #0 for we A\ A°.

Proof Let w € A_\A° and w ¢ A, . Then R0_(w+1i0) € (—m,0)U(0,7) and F0_(w+i0) =0.
Moreover, sign(sinf_(w + i0)) = signw . Therefore,

SD(w+1i0) = —v_sinf_(w+ i0)
_mo sign(w)/w? — K2y/a2 —w? #0, k- #0,
2 | wya® —w?#£0, ko =0.

Hence, D(w+1i0) # 0 for such values of w. Similarly, we can check that for w € A, \AY and
wé& A, SD(w+1i0)#0. For we (A-NAL)\ULAY, we have

ID(w 4 i0) = —y_ sin _(w + 10) — 4 sin O, (w + i0)
sign(w) Y ma/w? — K21/a% — w2, if ke #0
X
1
=3 sign(w) (m_|w|\/41/3—w2+m+\/w2—/~fi\/ai—uﬂ), if k_=0,k.5#£0
W mar/4vi — w? ifr =k, =0
T

Therefore, ID(w+10) # 0 for such values of w. Since D(w—i0) = D(w + i0) for w € A\ A?,
D(w —1i0) #0 for we A\ A°. |

4.3 D(w) for w e R\ A

To prove Theorem 2.7], we first prove the following lemma, using the technique of [3].
Lemma 4.3 D(w) # 0 for w € R\ A iff the following conditions hold.

(i) D(max(a_,a;)) <O0.

(i) If min(k_,k.) >0, then D(min(k_,r4)) > 0.

(i) If az < ki, then either D(rky) >0 or D(az) <0.
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Proof To prove this lemma we apply the following formulas from [3]
Let ky #0, w € R and |w| < ky. Then, N0, (w) = 0 and ¥+@) = 730+ < 1.
Moreover, for w € R: |w| < k4,

. 1 1
104 (w
v2(l—e +@)) = 5 <w2 — K2+ \//{3_ — w2\/ai — w2) = i(wz + k%) — Ko(w), (4.1)
where Ky(w) is defined in (2:34).
If we R and |w| > ay, then ¥+ = —¢=50:) and
104 (w 1
V(1 - ) = <w2—f<ai — e — Ry fwr - ad ) SR - Kiw),  (42)

where Ky (w) is defined in (2.35]). Using formulas (£.1) and (4.2]), we rewrite conditions (i)—(iii)

from Lemma [4.3]
Condition (i). Let
D(a_) = po—moa® +y_(1—¢
1
po — moaZ + 2y +my (5@2— +r2) — K+(@—)) -

max(a_,ay) = a_. By (@2)), we have

I-00) (1 = )

Note that §R~D(w1) < RD(wy) for |w]| > |wy| > max(a_,ay), and RD(w) — —o0 as |w| — oo
Therefore, D(w) # 0 for |w| > a_ iff D(a_) <0. In turn, D(a_) < 0 if and only if

o < KE(mo —my) + 402 (mo — %) +my K, (a_), where a_ > a,. (4.3)
Similarly, if max(a_,a;) = ay , then D(ay) <0 iff
(4.4)

po < K% (mo —m_) + 45 ( w) +m_K_(a;), where a, >a_.

If a_ =ay, then ([A3) and ([@4) become
fo < mo(p— +4y-)/m_ +2vy_ + 2.

Condition (ii). Let min(k_,x;) = x_. By (@Il), we have

to — mok? +my(k? — Ko(k-)).

D(k_) = po — mok® + vy (1 — ef+(=)y =

Note that RD(w;) > RD(w,) for |wy| < |wa| < min(k_, k1), and RD(0) > 0. Then, D(w) #

0 for |w| < k_ iff D(k_)>0. In turn, D(k_) >0 iff
o > K2 (mg —my) +myKo(k_), where x_ # 0. (4.5)

Note that RD(w;) < %D(wg) for |wi| > |wy|. Therefore,

_ Condition (iii). Let a_ < s, .
D(w) # 0 for a_ < |w| < ry iff either D(k.) > 0 or D(a_) < 0. then D(ky) > 0 or
D(a_) < 0. Using (@3Z), we have

0-(-1)) = g — mok® +m_ (K3 — K_(k4)) -

D(ky) = pio — mok> +y-(1—e
18



Hence, .
D(k4) >0 <= po > k% (mg—m-)+m_K_(ky), where a_ < k. (4.6)

Secondly, using (A1), we have

D(a_) = 1o — moa? + 2v_ + (1 — e+(e))
= Mo — mo(/i2_ + 41/3) + Qm_yz -+ my (fi2_ + 21/3 _ Ko(a_)) )

Therefore,

~ (mo _m_tmy

D(a_) <0< py < &% (mo—m)+4v2 . >+m+K0(a_). n (4.7)

Remark 4.4 The formulas {{-3)-(4-7) are the part of the restrictions on the constants in
conditions C and Cq. If restrictions (£.3)-({{.7) are not fulfilled, then there is a point w. €
R\ {AUO0} such that D(w.) = 0. Furthermore, D'(w) # 0, since

D'(w,) = —2|w,| (mo + Zvie—gei(w*) K2 — w?72]62 — wf|‘1/2> .
n

Hence, N'(w) has simple poles at points w = t+w, . Then, the bound (2-41) does not hold.

4.4 Asymptotics of D(w) near points in A"

Now we study the asymptotic behavior of D(w) near singular points in A° using the following
formulas

. ) 1
@) =14 L w? — kL — (W =KL +..., w— Ky, (4.8)
vy 2v%
where w € Cy, S(y/w? — k%) > 0. Here sign(Ry/w? — k1) = sign(Rw) for w € C, . This
choice of the branch of the complex root \/w? — k3 follows from the condition J6i(w) > 0.
Similarly,

i0x(w) _ i Loy 2 i 213/2

ei()——l—l—z ai—w2+ﬁ(a —w)—@(ai—w)/—i—... (4.9)
for w = a4, w € C,. Here the branch of the complex root /a3 —w? is chosen so that
sign(Ry/al — w?) = sign(Rw) , by the condition J04(w) > 0. If kL =0, then

w o w?iw?
S0 _ L+ 0= wT T mL T for w—0 weC,. (4.10)
—1+i/43 —w? /v + ... for w— 2wy
Lemma 4.5 Let wy € A° and wy # 0. If condition C holds, then
N(Ww) = Cy +iCo(w? — w2+ ... as w— Fwy, weCy, (4.11)

with some Cy,Cy # 0. If condition Cq holds, then either ({{.11) is true or

N(w)=iCi(w? —wd) ™2+ Cy+... as w— +wy, weCq, (4.12)
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with some Cy # 0.
Let wy =0 € A° and conditions C or Cy hold. Then

N(w):Cl+iC’2w+... as w—>0, (A)E(C:t, (413)

with some Cy,Cy # 0.

Proof (1) Let wy = +x_. We consider the following cases: (1.1) k- = ky = 0; (1.2)
ke =Ky 05 (1.3) ko =0, Ky >0;(1.4) 0 < ko < Ry

(1.1) If k- =k, =0, then we apply the representation (ZI0) to e+« and obtain

D(w) = po — iw(y/m_ -+ /miys) +... as w— 0.

In particular, D(0) = p # 0 by condition C or Cy. Hence, @I3) is true with O = ot
Note that if gy = po = 0 (this case is excluded by conditions C and Cj ), then AN (w) has a
simple pole at zero,

o i m_ +my — 2myg
N(w) = w(ym—- + /M377) * 2(y/m—y~ + /mi7y)?

+..., w—O. (4.14)

(1.2) If k_ = Kky # 0, then we apply the representation (8] to €+ and obtain

D(W):D(i"f ) —i(y/m-r- +\/m+7+)(w -k )1/2+--- as w— tr_, weCy,

Ho H
(

where D(%k_) = pig —mok® # 0 iff pg # mor® (or — # ——). Hence, if condition C holds,
mo m_

then (@I is true with wy = +x_, Cy = (D(%x_))"". If condition Cy (iv) holds, then [EI2)

is true.

(1.3) If k. =0 and x4 > 0, then the function e+ is an analytic function in a small
neighborhood of origin. Applying the representation (ZI0) to e?-“) | we obtain

D(w) =D0) + crw+ cow® + ..., w—0,

with D(0) = 1o + 74 (1 — 30+ (0 ) and some constants ¢;, ¢;. D(0) > 0, since

5 —2
eSO g (2 Jap B o ey >0, (4.15)
Vi vy

Hence, ([@EI3) holds with C; = (D(0))~' > 0.

(1.4) If 0 < k_ < Ky, then €+ is an analytic function in a small neighborhood of the
points w = +r_ . Applying the representation ([&8) to ¢~ | we obtain

D(w) = D(#r_) —iym - (w? = 2  + O(jlw F r_|) as w— *+r_,
w e Cy, and ([4I) gives

D(%5_) = po — mok? +my (k% — Ko(k_)) = pto — K7 (mg —my) —my Ko(k_).
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Hence, B
D(£k_) #0 <= po# K" (mo—my)+myKo(k-).

Therefore, if condition C holds, then (AII]) is true with wy = +x_. If condition C, (iv)
holds, then (412) is true.

(2) Let wy = k4. There are five cases: (2.1) ke > a—; (2.2) Ky = a—; (2.3) ko <
Ky <a—;(2.4) ko =k =0 (see case (1.1)); (2.5) k- = k4 # 0 (see case (1.2)).

(2.1) Let x; > a_. Then the function e~ = —¢=39-() i analytic in a small neighbor-
hood of the points wy = £r, . Applying the representation ([&8) to ¢+« | we obtain

D(w) = D(tk,y) —iy/my; (W? — &2+ O(lw F w4]) as w— £k, weC,,
Using (£.2), we obtain
D(£ky) = pro — mor? +y_ (1 + e =0+ = g — k2 (mog —m_) —m_K_(r).
Hence, 5
D(+ky) #0 <= g # K2(mo—m-) +m_K_(k).

Therefore, condition C implies (IT) with wy = ., Cy = (D(£k))~". If condition Cqy (V)
holds, then (412) is true.

(2.2) If k; = a_, then we apply ([@8) and (&9) to e+ and e~ respectively, and
obtain
Dlw) = Dns) — (82 — )T + i) + Ol T mal)s w0 — hy,
w € Cy. Here D(+ry) = pg — mor? + 2y_. Therefore, condition C implies (@II) with
wo =+, . If condition Cy (v) holds, then (EI2]).
(2.3) If Kk, € (k_,a_), then we apply ([@8) to €+« and obtain

D(w) = D(ky £1i0) — iy/myvy (W? — &2)2 + O(lw — w4]), w — Ky %10,

where D(k, % 140) = g — mok? + - (1 — eF0-(=++0))  Therefore,

SD(ky £i0) = Fy_sinf_(ky +140)

B \/’f+ 2\/a — k%, if ko >0
= ¥r Kiy/ a2 — K2, if k. =0
Then, SD(ry +1i0) # 0, and @II) follows.

(3) Let wy = +a_ . There are the following cases: (3.1) a_ > a;; (3.2) a_ = a,; (3.3)
a_ € (ky,ay); (3.4) a_ = Ky (see the case (2.2)); (3.5) a_ < Ky .

(3.1) If a_ > a, , then the function e+« = —¢=30+(%) ig analytic in a small neighborhood
of the points wy = +a_ . We apply (&) to ¢~ and obtain

D(w) = D(xa_) — iy/m_y—(a®> —w))"?* +O(lwFa_|), w— +a_, we Cy,

where (see (4.2))

D(a_) = 1o — moa? + 2v_ + (1 — e+(e))
= o —mo(K2 +4v2) +2m_v? + my (k> + 202 — Ky (a_)).
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Hence,

m_ +m+

1) )

D(ta_)#0 <= g # K> (mg—my) + 402 <m0 —

If condition C holds, then @II) is true with wy = +a_, C; = (D(4a_))~". If condition
o (i) holds, then (AI2]) is true.

(3.2) In the case when a_ = a, , we apply ([£J) to €+“) and obtain

D(w) = D(xa_) —i(y/m -+ vmiry)(@® — )2+ O(lw Fa_]), w— +a_,

where D(+a_) = pig — moa? + 2y_ + 2+, . Hence,

D(ta_) #0 <<= po#moa’ — 27 — 2y,.
Condition C implies (411 with wy = +a_ . If condition C, (iii) holds, then (AI2) is true
with wy = fa_.

(3.3) If a_ € (ky,a), then we apply (EJ) to ¢~ and obtain

D(w) = D(a_ +i0) — i/m_7_(a%> — wH)Y? + O(jw — a_]), w — a_ £ 0,

where D(a_ £i0) = pig—moa? +2v_ +74 (1 — e*0+@-+0) with 36, (a—+i0) = 0. ID(a_ =+
i0) # 0, since

_ _ T
SD(a_ + i0) = :F_{\/a K2\/a2 —d?, if ky >0,

2 | 2a_+/v2 -2, if Ky =k_=0.

Hence, D(a_ +i0) # 0 and (@&II) follows. Similarly, for w — —a_ 4 10.

(3.5) If a_ < k4, then €+ is an analytic function in a small neighborhood of the points
= 4a_ . Applying the representation (£9) to ¢?-“)  we obtain

D(w)
where (see (4.1)))

D(a_) = po—moa +2y_ 4+ v4(1 — e¥+l*))

D(+a_) —iym y_(a®2 —w)"? +O(lwFa_|), w—+a_, weCy,

m_+m
= o — K2 (mo —my) — 42 (mo - %) —my Ko(a-).
Hence,
~ m_ +m
D(Fa_) #0 <= g # k:(mo—my) + 402 (mo — %) +my Ko(a_).

Condition C implies ([@II)) with wy = +a_ . If condition Cy (vi) holds, then ([£I2) is true
with wy = fa_.

(4) Let wy = +a, . There are the following cases: (4.1) ay < a_; (4.2) ay = a_ (see
case (3.2)); (4.3) ay > a_.
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4.1) If ap < a_, then ay € A_\ A% . Similarly to case (3.3), we obtain
- +
D(w) = D(ay +i0) — iy/m_7_(a% —w?)Y? + O(|lw — ay|), w— a; + 0.

D(ay £i0) = pig — moa? + 274 + v (1 — eF0-(@++0) with I0_(a; +i0) = 0. Since

~ . K2 —a?, if ko >0
<D + 40 = \/a+ \/CL ay, 1
SD(a +i0) = ¥ 2 { 2,/ — 17, if k=0,

SD(ay +1i0) # 0. Hence, D(ay +1i0) # 0 and @II) follows. Similarly, for w — —ay £ 0.

(4.3) If ay > a_, then ¢~ is an analytic function in a small neighborhood of the points
wo = a4 . Using (£9), we have

D(w) = D(+a) —iy/mA-(a> — )Y + O(lw F as]), w— *a,.

where by (4.2),

b(a+) = Mo — moa%r + 2y, +y-(1+ 6_39*(‘”))

m_+m
= po— K2 (mo—m_) — 47 (mo - %) —m_K_(ay).
Hence,
D(ta)) #0 <= po# K2 (mg—m_)+ 4> <m0 - %) +m_K_(ay).

Condition C implies (LITI)) with wy = +a, . If condition C, (ii) holds, then ([£IZ) is true
with wg = +a, . Lemma is proved. [ |

4.5 Proof of Theorem [2.12
By Lemma [5.1], we can vary the contour of integration in (2.40) as follows:

1 o
N(t)=—-—— e N (w)dw, t>0. (4.16)
2w lw|=R
where the number R is chosen enough large, R > max{a_,a,}. By Lemmas 5.1 and [£.2] we
rewrite N(¢) in the form

1

N(t):—%

e WIN (W) dw, t >0,
Ae

where € € (0,0), the contour A, surrounds the segments of A and belongs to e-neighborhood
of A (the contour A. is oriented anticlockwise). Passing to a limit as € — 0, we obtain

N(t) = % et (/V(w +i0) — N(w — ZO)) dw

- ZZQ / _mPi( Jdw +o(t™™), t— +oo, withany K > 0.
T

+ j=1
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Here Pi( ) Ci( YN (w + i0) — N(w — i0)), Ci( ) are smooth functions such that
Zgi( ) =1, w€R, supp(i C O(+ks), suppG C O(+as) (O(b) denotes a neighbor-

hood of the point w =b). In the case x+ = 0, instead of ¢;° ( Pj*) we introduce the function
(1 (respectively, P;) with supp(; € O(0). Then Lemma F5 implies the bound (241 with
k = 0. Here we use the following estimate

’/C e~ a? — W) P dw| < CA+1)"192 mpm t — +oo,

where j = +1 (j = —1, if condition Cy holds, 7 = 1, if condition C holds), ((w) is a
smooth function, and ((w ) =1 for |w—a|] <6 with some 6 > 0. The bound (2Z41]) with
k = 1,2 can be proved by a similar way. [ |

4.6 Resonance cases: N =0

The cases of the constants when conditions C and C, are not fulfilled we call by resonance
cases. In these cases, N(t) = C; + Cysin(at +b) + O(t™"/2) as t — oo with some constants
C4,Cy, a,b. In the particular case (P2), the resonance cases were studied in [3]. Let us consider
the particular case (P1). Then, the resonance cases are the following three cases:

case (R1): ko =kr=0;
case (R2): (ko,k) # (0,0) and ap > a;
case (R3): Ko < k.

Resonance cases can be rewritten in the terms of restrictions on mg, m, vy, o, ¢ as follows

o po=p=0

o (ug,p) #(0,0) and my <m

® fig < [

We construct the solutions u(-,t) which do not satisfy the bound (LT7) and (2.39). In the
case (R1), N(w) has a simple pole at zero,

~ ) m — my
. 0.
N(w) = 2w T + as w —

Hence, N(t) = (2,/7m)™" + (t_1/2) as t — oo . Suppose that Yy(n) =0 for n # 0. Then,
Yy € H, for any o and z(-,t) = 0. Using (2.14) and (2.42), we obtain
vo(0)
2,/vm
Hence, if v9(0) # 0, then the constructed solution u(n,t) does not satisfy the bound (2:39).

In the cases (R2) and (R3), there exists a point wy € R\ A such that A(w) has simple
poles at the points w = Fwy with wy € R\ A. Hence, N(t) = C'sin(wot) +O(t73/2) as t — 0.
Note that S0(wp) > 0, RO(wy) = £ . Therefore, the function of the form

u(n,t) = e?@olrl gin(wt), t>0

u(0,t) =1r(0,t) = +0(t7%) as t — oo.

is a solution of the system. However, this solution does not satisfy the bound (2:39)).
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5 Appendix B: Case N > 1

5.1 D(w) for we Cs
We prove the following lemma for any N > 0 without the additional condition (230]).

Lemma 5.1 (i) N (w) is meromorphic-valued matriz for w e C\ A .
(it) |N'(w)| = O(|w[™?) as |w| = o0

(i1i) det D(w) # 0 for all we Cy .

Proof The first assertion of the lemma follows from the formula (232)) and the analyticity of

D(w) for we C\ A. By (2:23) and the condition 304 (w) > 0, we have
‘ewi(“’)} <Clw|™ as |w| — oo, (5.1)

Then the second assertion follows from (2.32) and (E.1). The third assertion follows from the
energy bound (2.I3)). Indeed, let us assume that det D(wy) = 0 for some wy € C;. Then,
there exists a nonzero vector £ = (&, ...,&y) such that

D(wp)é = 0. (5.2)

Introduce a function wu.(n,t), n€Z, t >0, as

e—iwgte—ief (wg)ngo’ n < O,

e—iwoté'l’ n = 17
us(n,t) =< ... )

6_Zw0t€N—17 n=N— 1a

e~ wotgif(wo)(n=N)g = > N,

Using (2:23) and (5.2)), it is easy to check that Yi(f) = (u.(,t),v.(,1)), where v.(n,t) =
Myt (n,t), is a solution of the problem (L2) with the initial data

e_iei(MO)néuO(]-) —im_CU()), n S Oa

§1(1, —imowy), n=1,
Yi(n)=4q ... .

fN_l(l,—imeo), n=N— 1,

eW+@o)n=N) ¢ (1, —im_ wg), n > N.
Therefore, the Hamiltonian (see (ILT)) is
H(Y,(t)) = *3°H(Y,(:)) foranyt >0, where H(Y,) > 0.

Since QSwp > 0 and Y, € H,, this exponential growth contradicts the energy estimate (2.13]).
Hence, det D(w) #0 for any w € Cy. Since 0i(w) = —0.(w) for w € C\ A, then D(w)
D(w). Therefore, det D(w) # 0 for any w € C_.
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5.2 D(w) for we A\ A
For simplicity of the further calculations, we impose condition (2:36]). Then, the system (L3)—

(LA is of a form
mii(n,t) = (vyAp — p) u(n, t) for n< -1, n>N+1,
mpii(n,t) = v, Viun,t) — yp_1Viu(n — 1,t) — ppu(n,t) for n=0,1,..., N,
with vy = 7.1 = Set V= vy, K= ki, a = ax, where v? = v/m, k* = u/m,
a? = (u+4vy)/m, ( ) 0+ (w), A=[—a,—k|U]k,a], A\°={+£k, +a}.
Lemma 5.2 det D(w £1i0) #0 for we A\ A°.

Proof For N = 0, we prove this result in Appendix A. Now we assume that N > 1. For
we A\A%, RO(w+i0) € (—m,0)U(0,7) and I(w+1i0) = 0. Moreover, sign(sin(w +i0)) =
signw . Write

y 1= SDgo(w +i0) = Dy (w + i0) = —ysin O(w + i0) # 0;

To = %Doo(w—l—'é()), rn = %DNN(W‘FZ.O),
dp = dp(w) = Dpp(w) €R, n=1,...,N—1.
Assume the contrary, that det D(w +40) = 0. Then, by (5.19),

det D(w 4 i0) = ay(w +10) = (ry +iy)an_1 — V3 on—o,

where a9 = 0, a3y =1 and «, = a,(w +1i0) for n = 0,..., N, a,(w) for w € C are
defined in (5.20). Hence,

ry Ran—1 —ySan_1 — 73 Ray_2 =0 53
§R Cx A2 Cx =0 ( . )
yhan-_1 +ry Sany-1 — Yy 15QN-—2 =

At first, we prove that equalities in (B.3]) is impossible in the case N = 1. Indeed, in this case,
an_1=ayg=r9+1y, ay_o =a_; =1, and the system (5.3 becomes

ror1 — ¥ — 73 =0 (5.4)
yro+yr1 =0 (5.5)

By (BH), ro = —ry, since y # 0. Then, using (54), we have —rZ — y*> — 2 = 0 what is
impossible. Therefore, det D(w 4 i0) # 0 for any w € A\ A° in the case N =1.

Now we prove that equalities in (5.3]) is impossible if N > 2. For N > 2, introduce the
following determinants A] = AJ(w) by the rule

dj —’}/j 0 N O
. =Y dix1 Vi 0 j<k
A} (w) = det 0 —vypm 0 , k=1,...,N—1 (5.6)
. . N>
: g g dp-1 —Yr-1
0 0 —Vk—1 dy,
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The matrices in (5.6)) are real-valued symmetric and tridiagonal (i.e., normal Jakobi matrices).
Moreover, for fixed j, the minors {&, = A} |=j1p,p =0,1,...} satisfy the recurrence relation

(cf (5.19)

dp = dj+P dp_l - f}/jg—i-p—ldp—Q? p= 07 1a SRR (57)

with the initial conditions @ 5 = 0 and &y = 1. In turn, for fixed &, the minors {Bp =
Al licp,p=k,k—1,...} satisfy the three-term recurrence (cf (5.22)))

Bp = dep-‘rl - WI%BIH-Q’ P = ka k - 1a CEIC (58)

with the initial conditions Bk+1 =1, Bk+2 = 0. We return to the proof of Lemma in the
case N > 2. Applying notation (5.6), we have oy = (ro+iy)di —15 , aw = (ro+iy) Ay —v5A%,
k=2,...,N—1, N>2. Since y# 0 and A} € R for w € R, the system (5.3) becomes

TN%OéN_l — yzA]lV_l — ’}/]2\[_1%041\/_2 =0 (59)

where Ray, = roA;L — A2, A} =1 and A3 =0.

Assume that AY_; = 0. Then, A%_, - Al_, > 0. This inequality follows from two facts
for determinants A7: (1) if Ay_, = 0, then A%_; - Al_, # 0 by the properties of the
minors of Jakobi matrices or by the relations (5.7) and (5.8)); (2) nonzero major minors of same
order (as A% _; and AL _,) have the same sign (see, e.g., [5, p.31, p.83 in Russian edition]).
However, this inequality contradicts to (5.10), because by (5.I0) and AL_; = 0, one obtains
—3A% | — 4 1AN_, =0 and then, signA%_; = —signA}y_, .

If AL _; #0, then we express ry from Eqn (5.I0) and substitute in (5.9). For N =2, if
AN_; =Al =d; #0, then

YA~ Ron 97 — (wods — 7))
Al o

To =

and Eqn (510) becomes
—(zod — 73)* — y*di — %51
dr
what is impossible since ~yv; # 0. For N > 3, we use the following equality

=0,

Ad Ay =A% AN =7 %y, where N >3 A?=1,

which can be proved by induction. Therefore, Eqn (5.9]) writes

2
- (%O‘N—l)z -y’ (AJI\T—l) - 737% T 712\/—1 —0
AN

what is impossible. Thus, det D(w+10) # 0 for any w € A\A°. Since D(w—i0) = D(w + i0)
for we A\ AY, det D(w—1i0) #0 for we A\ A°. n
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5.3 D(w) for w e R\ A

For w € R\ A, the matrix D(w) is symmetric and real-valued. As before, we write d,(w) =
D,n(w). We consider separately two cases of values of w: |w| > a and |w| <k (if K #0).
For |w| > a, the following result holds.

Lemma 5.3 Write R, :={w € R: |w| > a}. The following assertions are equivalent.

(A1) det D(w) #0 for any w e R,.

(A2) (=1)Ndet D(w) <0 for any w € R,.

(A3) Forevery n=0,1,...,N, an(w)(=1)" <0 for any w € R,, i.c., the symmetric matriz
D(w) is negative definite for w € R, .

(A4) For every n=0,1,...,N, Bu(w)(=1)N*" <0 for any w € R, .

(A5) For every n=0,1,...,N, c,(w) <0 for any w € R,.

(A6) a,(a)(=1)" <0 for n=0,1,...,N =1, and ay(a)(—1)" <0.

(A7) cu(a) <0 forn=1,...,N =1, and cy(a) <0.

Proof For w € R,, D(w) is a real-valued symmetric (Jakobi) matrix with diagonal terms of
a form

do(w) = po — mow? + y(1 + e7SW)) + 4y,

dn(W) =ty — Mpw? + Y0 + Y1, n=0,...N—1,

dN(w) = UN — me2 + ’)/(1 + 6_(‘}9(“}))

Note that for w € R, ,

+YN-1.

dp(w1) < dp(we) for |wi| > |we| and d,(w) = —c0 as w — £oo. (5.11)

It follows from (B.I1)) and (525 that all ¢,(w) are even, strictly decrease for w > a and
cn(w) = —oo for w — +oo. Furthermore, (.11 (or (5:24)) implies that

(=1)Vdet D(w) = —00 as w — +oo. (5.12)

Hence, assertion (Al) is equivalent to (A2). Furthermore, (A7) = (A5). By formula (5.24),
(A5) implies (A2). Evidently, (A3) = (A2). Assertions (A3), (A4) and (A5) are equivalent
by Remark 5.7, and (A6) <= (A7). Therefore, (A6) = (A2).

It remains to prove that (A2) implies (A3) and (A6). Assume, for simplicity, that N = 1.
Let assertion (A2) hold. Then, ay(a) = do(a) < 0. Indeed, if dy(a) > 0, then, by (BI1),
there is a point w; > a such that dy(w;) = 0. Hence, det D(w;) = —2 < 0. This contradicts
to (A2). Similarly, we can check that (A2) implies that di(a) < 0. Hence, dyp(w) < 0 and
di(w) < 0 for all w € R,, by (EII), and (A3) holds. Moreover, o/ (w) = (det D(w))’ > 0 for
w > a. Therefore, ay(a) > 0. If ag(a) =0, then a;(a) = —2 < 0 what is impossible. Hence,
ap(a) > 0 and (A6) is true. In the case N > 2, the proof of implications (A2) — (A3) and
(A2) = (A®6) is similar and is based on two facts:

1) ap(w)(=1)" - —c0 as w — too, (5.13)
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and 2) if for some point wy, a,(wp) =0, then a,—1(wo)an1(wo) < 0 by virtue of (BI9]).

Now we prove these implications for N = 2,3. Assume that ag(a) = dy(a) > 0. It follows
from (B.IT]) that there exists a point w; > a such that agp(w;) =0 and

ap(w) <0 forall w> w;. (5.14)
Then, a;j(w;) = —2 < 0. Therefore, by (5.13)), there is a point wy > w; such that
ay(w2) = 0. (5.15)
Hence,
ag(ws) = —Yiag(wsy) > 0, (5.16)
by (BI14). If N =2, then (5.16]) contradicts (A2). Hence, ag(a) <0 and

ap(w) <0  for any |w|> a, (5.17)

by (B.I1). Moreover, from reasonings above we see that «a;(w) >0 for all w € R, and (A3) is
true. If ag(a) =0, then a;(a) = —2 < 0 and there is a point w; > a such that a;(w;) =0
that is impossible by (A3). Hence, ag(a) < 0. Also, aj(a) # 0, since if aj(a) = 0, then
ag(a) = —adag(a) > 0, what contradicts (A3). Therefore, (A6) is true. If N = 3, then by
(513) and (B.I6), there is a point ws > wq such that as(ws) = 0. Hence, a;(ws)as(ws) <0
by (519). We can choose a point wy in (B.I5]) such that a;(w) > 0 for any w > wy. Hence,
a3(ws) < 0. But this inequality contradicts (A2) with N = 3. Hence, (5.I7) is valid. Moreover,
using reasonings above we obtain that a;(w) < 0 and as(w) >0 for any w € R, and (A3) is
true.

Now we check (A6). Since ¢,(w) < 0 for any n and w € R,, then (—1)"a,(w) < 0 for
any w € R, by virtue to Remark 5.7 (2). Hence,

(—=1)"an(a) <0 for any n. (5.18)

[t remains to prove that «a,(a) # 0 for n # N. We check this fact by induction. Indeed, if
ap(a) = 0, then «;(a) < 0, what is impossible by (B.I8]). Hence, ag(a) < 0. Assume that
(=D*ap(a) < 0 for k < n—1. If ay(a) = 0, then (=1)" " a,_1(a)(=1)"Ma,1(a) < 0.
Hence, (—1)""'a,11(a) > 0 what contradicts (5.18)). u

Let x # 0. At first, we prove the following auxiliary lemma.
Lemma 5.4 If k #0, then ¢,(0) >0 and a,(0) >0 for any n=0,1,...,N.
Proof At first note that

2
. 2

K::l—e—w<°>=4<f+ 1+i> <1.
1%

v
Then, if N =0, then by (2.33)), we have
D(0) = ¢(0) = ap(0) = pg + 27K > 0.

If N>1. then
do(0) = po+7K + > Y0,
dn(o) = pn+Vn T+ Tn-1 > Yo+ Ypo1 forn=1...,N—1,
dyv(0) = pv+7K+9v-1 > 7K+ -



Hence, using (0.20]), we have ¢,(0) >, for n=0,1,...,N —1, and ¢cy(0) > vK > 0. Since
ap(0) = ¢p(0) and @, (0) = ap,—1(0)c,(0), then a,(0) >~y9-... 7y, for n=0,...,N —1 and
an(0) > 7g-...-yv_17K > 0. By Sylvester’s criterion, the symmetric matrix D(0) is positive
definite. [ |

Lemma 5.5 Write R, :={w € R: |w| < k}. Then the following assertions are equivalent.

(A1) det D(w) # 0 for any w € R, .

(A2) det D(w) >0 for any w € R, .

(A3) For every n = 0,1,....N, ay(w) > 0 for any w € R, , i.e., the matrizx D(w) is
positive definite for w € R, .

(A4) For every n=0,1,...,N, B,(w) >0 for any w € R, .

(A5) For every n=0,1,...,N, c,(w) >0 for any w e R,.

(A6) an(k) >0 for n=0,1,...,N—1, and ay(k) > 0.

(A7) cp(k) >0 for n=1,....N—1, and cy(k) > 0.

Proof For w € R, , all functions d,(w) € R and d,(w1) < dn(ws) for |we| < |wi] < k.
Hence, all c,(w) are even, strictly decrease for w € [0,x). Furthermore, D(0) is positive
definite by Lemma [5.4l Hence, (Al) <= (A2); (A3) = (A2); (A3) <= (A4) <= (Ad);
(A7) = (Ab); (A6) = (A2); (A6) <= (AT). The proof of implications (A2) = (A3)
and (A2) = (A6) can be proved by a similar way as Lemma u

Remark 5.6 (i) If det D(w) # 0 for any w € R : |w| > a, then dy(w) < 0 for |w| > a.
Furthermore, (—1)"(an(w)) <0 for w>a.

(i) If det D(w) # 0 for any w € R : |w| < &, then dy(w) >0 for |w| < k.

(iii) If assertions (A2) of Lemmas and are not fulfilled, then there exists a point
w, € R\ {AUO0} such that det D(w,) = 0 and the entries of the inverse matriz N'(w) have
poles at points w = fw, . Then, bound (2.41) does not hold.

(iv) By Lemmas[5.3 and (3.0, ag(a) < 0 and ag(k) > 0. Then, my > m/2. Similarly,
since fn(a) <0 and By(k) >0, then my > m/2.

5.4 Properties of D(w) and N (w)

Let N>1.1If we R\ A, then D(w) € R. Furthermore, D(w) is a symmetric tridiagonal
matrix with non-diagonal entries Djiyi(w) = —2 # 0. If D(w) € R, then D(w) is a well-
known normal Jakobi matrix. Tridiagonal matrices are widely studied in the literature, see e.g.,
[5, [7]. We mark some interesting facts on the matrix D(w). Write d; = dy(w) = Dj; ( ) €R.
To find the determinant of D(w), we can use the three-term recurrence relation

o; = diOéi_l — ’722_1Oéi_2, 1= 0, ey N, (519)

with initial conditions a_o, = 0 and a_

1 =1. Here o, © = 0,...,N, is the ¢-th leading
(principal corner) minor of the matrix D(w), i.e

dy —% 0 o 0
Y d - - 0
a; = det 0 —v do 0 (5.20)
e
0 0  —7via d;



Similarly, introduce the sequence {8;}¥, of the determinants by the rule

d; —; 0 . 0
Y dig1 —Yis1 . 0
fi=det [ 0 —yip digs 0 (5.21)
: e e ' —IN-1
0 o 0 —YN_1 dn

Then f; satisfies the three-term recurrence

Bi = diffiz1 — ¥ Bit2, i=0,...,N,
¢ 5.22
{ Bn1 =1, PBny2=0. (5:22)

In particular, detD(w) = an(w) = Bo(w). The entries of the symmetric matrix N (w) =
. -1
(D(w)) are of a form (see [7, Theorem 1])

aj1(w)Bip1(w)

_ f}/ijj—l—l”’fyi—l CYN(CU) ) 071727' y U — 17
Nig@) =3 ) (@) Bis () o (5.23)
j=1
aN(w)
i=N,N—-1,...,0.
Remark 5.7 (1) Note that if o, =0 for some n = 1,2,..., then ap_10,11 < 0. The last
inequality can be proved using induction, recurrence (2.19) and the fact that all ~, > 0.
(2) The following relation holds, ay(w) = co(w) - ... cx(w). In particular,

det D(w) = an(w) = cow) - ... - en(w), (5.24)

where
do((x)), n = 0,
= = 2 2
Cn, Cn(w) dn(w> . Zn—l’ n # 0. (5 5)
n—1

(8) cn =an/an_1, n=0,1,...,N.
(4) The following relation holds, Pr(w) = ex(w) ... -ex(w). In particular,

det D(w) = fo(w) = eg(w) - . .. - ex(w),

where
dN(w)a n = N>

= —_— 2
=l = dw) - T N,
€n+1

and e, = 8,/Bns1, n=0,1,...,N.
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5.5 Asymptotics of N (t) for large times

To prove Theorem 212, it remains to study the behavior of A (w) near singular points in AY.

Let 4 =0. Then x =0 and 0 € A°. We apply the representation (ZI0) to e and
obtain that

Don(w) = dp(w) = dn(0) — iwy/my — w?(my —m/2) +... as w—0, for n=0, n= N,

where do(0) = po + 70, dy(0) = pn + yv—1. Using (5.19) and (5.22)), we find the asymptotics
of determinants ay(w) and fi(w) as

ak(w) = ak(O)—iAk(O)w/mfyij..., ]{ZIO,...,N—L

. 2

Buw) = Bil0) —sz(O)\/_mwﬂL..., k=1...n | “70 (5.26)
where a4(0) > 0 for & = 0,. , Bk(0) >0 for k=1,...,N, Ay =1, By =1,
A (w) = Ak, Bk( )= Ak, k:—l N—l,where A} are defined in (5.0]).

If io=...=pn =0, then det D(O) =0 and
ay(w) = det D(w) = —iCoy/myw + ... as w — 0,
with
Co = £1(0) + an-1(0) = 26:(0) = 270 - ... - Yv—1-

Furthermore,

ar(0)=v"... v k=0,...,N—1,
/Bk(o):fYk—l'---'fYN—la ]{7:1,,N
Therefore, by (5.23) and (5.26)), the entries N,;(w) have a simple pole at zero,

Nnk(w)zwﬁjucnﬁ... as w—0, nk=0,... N, (5.27)
where C,. are some constants. If there is nonzero p, for some n € {0,..., N}, then
det D(0) > ptnYo - - - - yn—1 > 0.

Therefore, (£13) follows by conditions C and Cj.
Let x # 0. Then we apply the representation (&8) to ¢?“) and obtain
dp(W) = dy(K) — iy/my(w? —k)Y2 4+ ... as w— kK, weCy, n=0;N,

where dy(k) = po — mok® + Y0, dn(k) = un — myrk® + yn_1. Therefore, the asymptotics of
determinants oy (w) and Sg(w) is

ap(w) = ap(k) — iAg(k)ymy(Ww?* — k)2 + ..., k=0,...,N —1,
Bk(w) = ﬁk(/i)—in(/i)\/m—”y(w2—/€2)l/2+..., ]{7:1,,N

If det D(k) # 0, then condition C holds and we obtain the representation (@ IT). If det D(x) =

0, then condition Cy holds and we obtain the representation (ZI2]).
10(w)

W — K.

For w — a, we apply the representation (4.9) to e and obtain

dp(w) = dp(a) —iymy(a® —w) 2+ ... as w—a, weCy, n=0;N,

where do(a) = po —moea® + 27+, dy(a) = pn —mya® + 2y +yy_1 . If det [)(a) # 0, then
condition C holds and we obtain the representation (@I1)), if det D(a) = 0, then condition C
holds and we obtain the representation (AI2]). Therefore, Theorem in the case N > 1 can
be proved by a similar way as in the case N =0, see Appendix A.
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5.6 Resonance cases: N >1

In the case of N = 0, the resonance cases are considered in Section [£.6l Now we consider
the case N > 1 and construct the solutions u(n,t) which do not satisfy the bound (2.39). If
conditions C and C; are not satisfied, then there are two possible cases:

(1) p=po=...=py=0; )
(2) There is a point wy € R\ A such that det D(wp) =0.

In the case (1), Nyr(w) have a simple pole at zero and, by (5.27),
Nor(t) = 2yAm) L+ 0t Y3 as t - 00, n,k=0,1,...,N.
Suppose that the initial data Yy(n) =0 for n # {0,..., N}. Then, Yy € H, for any «a and
z(n,t) =0 for any n, where z(n,t) is defined in (Z.15]). Using (2.14) and (2.42]), we obtain

N

1
vo(k) + Ot ?) as t — oo.
s o)+ 0

Hence, if vg(0) + ...+ v9(IV) # 0, then the solution u(-,t) does not satisfy the bound (2.39).

In the case (2), there is a nonzero vector &€ = (&, ...,&x) € RV such that det D(wg)é = 0.
Note that for wyp € R\ A, S0(wy) > 0, RO(wy) = £7. Therefore, the function of the form
u(n,t) = v(n)sin(wpt) , where

u(0,t) =r(0,t) =

e~ 0(woln ¢ if n<0
v(n) =< &, if n=1,...,N—1
ei@(wo)(n—N) §N if n> N,

is a solution of the system with the initial data Yy = (0,vp), where vy(n) = wom,v(n) with
m, =m for n < —1 and n > N 4+ 1. Note that Y; € H,, for any a. However, [|u(-,?)|, =
V|l sin(wot)| > C|sin(wpt)| with some constant C' > 0. Therefore, the bounds (L) and
(239) are not fulfilled for this solution.
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