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GENERALIZED DICHOTOMIES VIA TIME RESCALING

DAVOR DRAGICEVIC AND CESAR M. SILVA

ABSTRACT. For discrete-time nonautonomous linear dynamics and a large class of discrete
growth rates u, we show that the notion of p dichotomy (with respect to a sequence of norms)
can be completely characterized in terms of ordinary and exponential dichotomy (with respect
to a sequence of norms) by employing a suitable rescaling of time. Previously, such a result
was known only in the particular case of polynomial dichotomies. As a nontrivial application
of our results, we study the structure of a generalized Sacker-Sell spectrum and obtain a series
of nonautonomous topological and smooth linearization results.

1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of exponential dichotomy introduced by Perron [38] plays an important role in the
qualitative study of nonautonomous dynamical systems. It corresponds to assuming the ex-
istence of an exponential contraction and expansion along complementary directions at each
moment of time, thus representing a natural counterpart to the notion of hyperbolicity for au-
tonomous dynamics. Among many important consequences, we mention the existence of stable
and unstable manifolds as well as topological linearization for small nonlinear perturbations of
linear dynamics exhibiting an exponential dichotomy. We refer to [6,[16]1820%28 3334, 39.40]
for a detailed discussion of various aspects of this theory.

Despite its importance, in some situations, the exponential dichotomy might be regarded restric-
tive since it requires that the rates of contraction and expansion along the stable and unstable
directions be exponential. Indeed, it is fairly easy to construct examples of nonautonomous
dynamics which admit a splitting into stable and unstable directions but with non-exponential
rates of contraction and expansion along these directions. To our knowledge, Muldowney [35]
and Naulin and Pinto [36] were the first to study non-exponential dichotomies. More recently,
Barreira and Valls [8] initiated a systematic study of such dichotomies in the nonuniform frame-
work connecting the existence of this type of behavior with the nonvanishing of certain general-
ized Lyapunov exponents (see also [I3[I4] for a subsequent work by Bento and Silva). We stress
that particular attention has been paid to the so-called polynomial dichotomies [10,12]. We
refer to [2,[ITLI5L[17,221[30-32] and references therein for various results devoted to dichotomies
with growth rates.

Building on earlier work on exponential [4] and polynomial dichotomies [2I], Silva [42] intro-
duced, for a nonautonomous linear dynamics with discrete time, the notion of p-dichotomy
with respect to a sequence of norms, where p is a discrete growth rate. We emphasize that this
notion includes the notion of a nonuniform p-dichotomy as a particular case (see [42, Theorem
4.1]).

In order to describe the results of the present paper, let us consider a nonautonomous linear
difference equation

(1.1) Tpi1 = Apnzp nEN,

on an arbitrary Banach space X, where { A, },,cn is a sequence of bounded linear operators on X.
It follows from our first main result (see Theorem [Z2]) that (provided that p is slowly varying)
the notion of u-dichotomy with respect to a sequence of norms for (LI) can be completely
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characterized in terms of the notion of ordinary and exponential dichotomy with respect to a
sequence of norms for (1)) and a system obtained from (LI]) by a suitable rescaling of time,
respectively. Moreover, we show (see Theorem [Z5]) that under certain additional conditions
such a characterization holds without involving the existence of an ordinary dichotomy for (.TI).
These results show that, for a large class of growth rates u, p-dichotomies with respect to a
sequence of norms can be described as exponential dichotomies with respect to a sequence of
norms after a suitable time rescaling. We stress that this was previously known only in the
particular case of polynomial dichotomies [25] (see also [26] for some applications).

We proceed by giving several nontrivial applications of these results. Firstly, we show that
in some cases the version of the Sacker-Sell spectrum for (LII) introduced with respect to the
notion of (uniform) p-dichotomy coincides with the classical Sacker-Sell spectrum of a system
obtained from (LT]) via suitable time rescaling (see Theorem [£.T]).

Next, we consider nonlinear perturbations of (L] of the form
(1.2) Tnt1 = AnTp + fo(zn) neN,

where {f,}nen is a sequence of maps f,: X — X. We obtain a series of results devoted to
the linearization of (L2]). More precisely, we show that if (L) admits a strong nonuniform pu-
dichotomy and the nonlinearities f,, are “small” in the appropriate sense, then (L)) and (L2)) are
topologically equivalent and the conjugacies are locally Holder continuous (see Theorem [B.7]).
We stress that a similar result was established (using different techniques) by Barreira and
Valls [9]. However, as explained in Remark [5.3] there are important differences between the two
and our Theorem [5.1] seems to be the first result which is applicable to the case of polynomial
dichotomies (either uniform or nonuniform). We note that the research devoted to topological
nonautonomous linearization was initiated by Palmer [37].

Next, we obtain a Sternberg-type linearization result (see Theorem B.1I) that formulates a C*-
linearization result for (IL2)). It works under the assumptions that (II]) exhibits a (uniform)
p-dichotomy, that there are no resonances up to a certain order (formulated in terms of the
generalized Sacker-Sell spectrum) and that nonlinearities f,, are “small” in an appropriate sense.
We deduce Theorem [6.1] as a consequence of the main results described above of our paper and
the Sternberg-type theorem obtained in [I9] which considers (1) admitting the (uniform)
exponential dichotomy.

Finally, in Theorem [I1] we give a C!-linearization result for (L2)) assuming that (II)) admits
a (uniform) p-dichotomy and that the associated generalized Sacker-Sell spectrum exhibits
appropriate gap and band conditions. Thus, Theorem [Tl is in the spirit of the main results
from [23],124] (which deal with exponential behavior) and of [3] which considers the case of
polynomial behavior.

2. TIME RESCALING

Throughout this paper X = (X, || - ||) is an arbitrary Banach space. By B(X) we denote the
space of all bounded linear operators on X equipped with the operator norm, which we also
denote by || - ||. Let {A,}neny € B(X) and consider the nonautonomous linear system

(A) Tpi1 = Apxy, nEN
Let ®4 = {®4(m, k)},,; be the evolution family associated to (A]) defined by

Ay Ay, m>k
(2'1) (I)A(m7 k) - { Id, m = k.

Here Id denotes the identity operator on X. We say that a sequence p = (i )nen, is a discrete
growth rate if it is positive, strictly increasing, and satisfies ILm n = 400 and pg = 1.
n—oo
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Given a discrete growth rate g = (un)nen,, wWe can associate to it the continuous, strictly
increasing function fi : [0, +00) — [1,+00) given by

_ L if t=n
t) = , n € Np.
Alb) {un+(t—n)(pn+1—un) it n<t<n+1 0

Clearly, this is an invertible function and its inverse i~! : [1, +00) — [0, +00) is the continuous,
strictly increasing function given by

n if t=pn,
ni) = t— pin ,  n € Np.
Hn41 — Hn

Definition 2.1. We say that (A)) (or the sequence { Ay, }nen) admits an ordinary dichotomy with
respect to a sequence of norms {|| - ||k }en on X if there are a sequence of projections { Py} ren
on X and K > 1 such that:

(Odl) AP, = PkJrlAk; fOT' all k € N;

(od2) for every k € N, Ay : Ker Py — Ker Pyy1 is an isomorphism, where Ay, denotes the
restriction of Ay to Ker Py;

(0d3) || ®a(m, k)P, < K|k, for allz € X and all m > k;
(0d4) || ®a(m, k)(Id — Py)z||,, < K||z|, for allz € X and all m < k.

We remark that (odll) is equivalent to
(2.2) b q(m,n)P, = Ppn®a(m,n), forallm>n>1

and (od2)) is equivalent to the invertibility of ®4(m,n)| : Ker P, — Ker Py, for all m > n > 1.
Note that, in (odd]), ® 4(m, k) denotes the inverse of the restriction of ®4(k,m) to Ker P,.

Definition 2.2. Let p = (un)nen, be a discrete growth rate. We say that (Al) (or the sequence
{An}nen) admits a p-dichotomy with respect to a sequence of norms {|| - ||x},en on X if there
are N > 1, v > 0 and a sequence of projections {Py}tren on X such that (oddl)-(od2) in
Definition [21] are satisfied and additionally:

bt 4
(n1) ||®a(m, k)Pyz|,, <N (‘;—’:) x|k, for every x € X and m > k;
(12) | ®a(m, k)(1d — Po)z|,, < N (%)_” |||, for every z € X and m < k.

Remark 2.1. When, in Definition [2.2, we set u, = €, for n € Ny, we say that we have an
exponential dichotomy with respect to a sequence of norms {|| - ||k }rey. Stmilarly, when we let
un =n+1 forn € Ny, we say that we have a polynomial dichotomy with respect to a sequence

of norms {” : Hk}keN-

Given discrete growth rates p = (in)nen, and 1 = (7, )nen,, we associate with the system (Al
the family of linear operators Q*" = {Q¥"},cn C B(X), given by

(2:3) Q= 0a ([ (ma)] +1, 5 )] +1), VneN.
Consider the nonautonomous linear system
(@) Ynt1 = QR yn, neN.
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It is easy to obtain the evolution family ®qgun = {®qun(m,n)}, -, associated to (Q™7) in

terms of the evolution family ®4 = {®4(m,n)} associated to (A):

m>n

Dqun(m,n) H Q" = H Qa(la Om)] + 1, LA —1)) + 1)
= ¢A(Lﬁ‘1(nm—1)J +1, [ (1)) +1), m >

Given a sequence of norms {|| - |[x},cy and a growth rate 7, we consider a new sequence of
norms {|| - [}, given by

11 =1 s ogas K EN.
Moreover, given a linear operator T: X — X we let, for all £k € N,

1T = 1 s — inf{M € (0,+00] : [T 71, < Mlle, Vo € X},

(M—1)J+1 nt(k—1)]+10

We note that provided that |- || ;-1(,, ,)j+1 is equivalent to || - ||, we have |7} < 400 for every
T € B(X). The central result of this section is the following.

(Mk—-1)]+1 =

Theorem 2.2. Let {|| - ||x}zen be a sequence of norms on X and p a growth rate satisfying

(2.4) Bntl — g forall neNy,
in

for some 0 > 1. The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) system (Al admits a p-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||k} ey relative
to a sequence of projections { Py }ren;

(ii) system (Al) admits an ordinary dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||x} pen
relative to a sequence of projections { Py }ren and, for any growth rate n satisfying

(2.5) il <9 forall n e Ny,
U
for some 6 > 1, system Q™) admits a 1-dichotomy with respect to the norms {|| - [} ,cx

relative to the sequence of projections {Pl?}keN’ where P) = PL 1» for all k € N;

Yng—1) ]+

(iii) system (Al) admits an ordinary dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {| - ||x}pen
relative to a sequence of projections {Py}ren and there is a growth rate n satisfying (2.3
such that system (Q™") admits a n-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms
{II - I/} en 7elative to the sequence of projections { Py}, ., where P! = Pt ) 410
for all k € N.

Proof. ) = (@) Assume that the system (Al admits a u-dichotomy with respect to the
sequence of norms {|| - ||z}, relative to a sequence of projections { Py }xeny and let N > 1, > 0
be given by Definition 2221 Then, for all x € X and all m > k, we have

(2:6) |@a(m ) Peal, < N (42) " all
and, for all x € X and all m < k, we have
(2.7 |@a(m 01 = Pl < N (E5) o

Since '“— > 1 for r > s, we immediately conclude that system ([A]) admits an ordinary dichotomy

with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - [|x },cr and the same sequence of projections { Py } pen-
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On the other hand, by (2.2]), we obtain, for all k£ € N,

Q" PY = a (1 )] + 1, L ()] +1) Plros 0

= P10 +1 24 (L/Tl(mc)J +1, [ )] + 1) = P, Q"

y (od2)) we conclude that, for every k € N,

P4 (Lﬁ_l(nk” + 1, [ ()] + 1) Ker P1(, yj41 — Ker P

| )| +1

is invertible. In other words, Qg’nl : Ker P;) — Ker P}, | is invertible.

Note that, by (24)), for each t € Ny, we have

At+1)
fi(t) fht

<49

and, for each t € [0,400) \ Ng, we have

At +1) _ Hr1 + (t = 1) (krt2 — prs1) < Pr+2  Hrg2 Brgl 02
fi(t) pr+ =) (a1 — ) T pr 1 foe T

where r = |t] € Nyg. We conclude that

ﬂ(t + 1) 9
2.8 - <64, foralltel0,+0).

Let k € N and = € X. Using (2.4), (25), (2.6) and (Z8), we have, for all m > k > 1,
[@qun (m, k) B,
= @Al )] + 1, [ 0] + DPr a2

<N<M) I
Pl (1) J+1 L= Ome—1)]

) /‘r—wnm_m)”
< N§ <7ﬂ =l ;- 11
HG=1 (1) )]

\_ﬁ_l (Mm—1)]+1

_ N@V<m n0))) A 1)) B ) 1<nk>> < ) )Vuxuz
1) )

p(Et(mm-1))  w(Etm))  m(E=tom)) a(e-

< Nov [ PE 1) e e u(u 77k 1
p(a— (77m71) D Dm-1 M M B

—UV
< No@ (’;—j) i

with the convention that 7=t (n,_1) —1:=0if g~ (9n_1) < 1.
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Let k € N and z € X. Using (23), (27) and (Z8), we have, for all 1 <m <k,
[@nm K)(1d — B

= || @allE )] + 1, LE )] + D(Ad = Pagy 1 j40)2]

Pt o)) 41 )V
<SN|—"—]  zlljz=
(/‘Lﬁ—l(nm_l)ﬁl L=t (m—1)]+1

i () )V
< Nov <7 T
Gt ()] L=t (e—1)]

v (=1 N Mk A me—) )
< N6 ( i )l

L= (m—1)]+1

MmNk Me—1 B(E (-1 — 1
av [ Mk v
<N ()

m
It follows that (Q™7) admits an 7-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - [}, oy
. . . n
relative to the sequence of projections { P} REN:
(@) = (@) This implication is immediate.

() = (@ Assume that (Al admits an ordinary dichotomy with respect to the sequence of
norms {|| - [|x}en relative to a sequence of projections { Py }ren: for some K > 1, we have, for
all z € X and m > k,

(2.9) [P a(m, k) Prl, < Kllz|x

and, for all x € X and m < k,

(2.10) [@a(m, k)(1d = Pp)z|l,, < K-

Assume also that system (@™"]) admits a n-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms

{II'- I/} yeny relative to the projections {F}'}, . there are N > 1,» > 0 such that, for all z € X
and m > k, we have

/',] —UV
(2.11) |qunm, )P, < N (22) ol
and for m < k,

(2.12) | @qun (m, k)(Id — PNz|” < N (7777—k) (||}

m

We claim that there exists N1 > 1 such that for z € X and m > k > 1, we have
(2.13) |@a(m. 0Pl < M (22) el

We split the proof of (ZI3]) in two cases:
Case I - There are n,j € Ny with n > j such that

L )] +1>m > (5 gn) | +1 2> |5 )] +1> k>[5 ()] + 1.
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Recalling that P11 = PJ?7+2 and || - H?+2 = ||m71(nj+1”+1, by (29) and [ZIT]) we get

|@a(m, k) Pha],, = | @a (m, |~ 000)] + 1) Pioay 1 ®a (L (0] + L k) Pra|
< K || (LA ma)] + 1, L (y40)) +1) @a (L (j41)] + 1, k) Pea|

= K [|@qun (n+ 1, +2) P,@a (L™ (1)) + 1, k) kaHZ

Lﬁ71 (mm)]+1

g;av<%§§>ﬂﬂ¢A(m%m+nJ+Lk)ﬂwMH

< KN (T o = KN (BB B
Nj+2 BE Mm 7 Mj+2

< K2No* (£ |z
N M ko

where we also used that /f]—f > 1 (as k > pY(n;)), & > 1 (since i '(nny1) > m) and

1) -2
w20 (see (Z8).

Case II - There is n € Ny such that
[ ()] +1>m >k > [ ()] + 1.

By (Z5) and ([Z9), we get

|@a(m. ) Pral,, < Kl = K (22) (42 all
Mk HE

M "

< Ko (52) " )
Hk

We conclude that (ZI3]) holds and the claim follows.

Our next claim is that there exists Ny > 1 such that for x € X and 1 < m < k, we have

(2.14) [am. )01 = Pl < No (25) 7 )

m

We again split the proof of (ZI4]) in two cases.

Case I - There are n,j € Ny with n < j such that

A )] +1<m < [ gng) | + 1< |27 )] +1 <k < [ (mj41)] + 1.
7



By (ZI0) and (ZI2) we have that
[@a(m, k)(Id = Pp)zl,,

= [ @ (m. [ @) ) +1) (d = Py ®a (157 ()] + 1K) (1d = P)a
<K @4 (1 )] + 1,13 (7)) + 1) @a (157 ()] + L k) (1d = Po)a

n

m

A=t (n41)]+1

= K |@qun (n+2,7+ 1) @a (L7~ (n)] +1,k) (1d - Pk):cHn+2
Ni+1\ " ~ K
< KN (—+) | @ (13" ()] + 1.%) (10 — Pz
Th+2
. —v -V . s
< KON (B) 7 faf = 2N () (B2l )
Tin+2 Hm i Tn+-2

Jj+1

< K2NG> (&)_ lzlls,
1

m

since (see (2.8)

Hm i+t Hm T+l o T > 92
Bk Mnt2  Mnt2 Mk Tht2

Case II - There is n € Ny such that
[ ()] + 1 <m < k< |3 (gngn) ] + 1.

By (23] and (2.10) we have that

[@a(m )14 = Pl < Kl = K (25) 7 (22 )

m Hm

—v v
< (25) 7 () ol
Hm Tn
-V
< K0 (25) o

m

We conclude that (ZI4) holds and the claim follows.

We conclude that system (A]) admits a p-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms
{Il - [l& }ren relative to the projections { Py }ren. The proof of the theorem is completed. O

Remark 2.3. In the particular case where u and n are of the form pu, =n+1 and n, = h",
where h € N\ {1}, the version of Theorem [Z.2 was established in [25, Theorem 3.1]. Observe
that in this case the n-dichotomy with respect to a sequence of morms is just an exponential
dichotomy with respect to a sequence of norms.

The following example shows that we cannot eliminate the assumption of an ordinary dichotomy
in conditions (i) and () in the statement of Theorem 221

Example 2.4. Take X =R and || - ||, = |- | for n € N. Moreover, let ju, =1+ n and n, = 2"
for n € Ng. Finally, we set

A, = {n, n=2% —1 for some k € N\ {1};
0, otherwise.
Observe that
QU =d,(2",2" ) =0 forneN,
yielding that admits an exponential dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms

{II- I}} yeny- On the other hand, since sup, ey An = 400, it is easy to show that (Al does not

admit p-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||x}pen-
8



The following result shows that we can formulate additional conditions under which we can
eliminate the assumption of an ordinary dichotomy in conditions (i) and (i) in the statement
of Theorem

Theorem 2.5. Let p and n be growth rates with the property that there exists 8 > 1 such
that (24]) and (23] hold. Moreover, suppose that Ay is an invertible operator for each k € N,
and that there exists K,a > 0 such that

(2.15) 1 A (0, k) < K (Z—ZY |zl form >k andz € X
and

(2.16) |Pa(m, k)x|m < K (5—2)& |||k form <k andx € X.
Then, there exists K' > 0 such that

(2.17) |@qun(m, k)z|, <K' (%)a |||} form >k and z € X
and

(2.18) | ®qun(m, k)z|], < K’ (%)a |||} form <k and x € X.

Moreover, the following properties are equivalent:
(i) system (Bl) admits a p-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||k} pen:

(i) system (Q™™) admits a n-dichotomy with respect to the norms {|| - ]}, cx-

Proof. Take m > k and x € X. By ([Z3)), (2.8)) and (ZI5) we have that

@ (m. )zl = [ @a (LA ()] + 1. [ (1)) + 1) 2

<K (—“Lﬁl("’“”“) ol
K=t (p—1) ) +1

S K <ﬁ(ﬁ1(77m—1) + 1))‘1 HxHZ

L=t (mm—1)]+1

Nk—1

a

a
< K% (1) fal).

We conclude that (ZIT) holds (with K’ = K#3%). Similarly one can establish (ZI8).

We now establish the equivalence between (i) and (iz). It follows from Theorem that it is
sufficient to prove that (i7) implies (7). Assume that system (Q77]) admits a n-dichotomy with
respect to the norms {|| - ||/}, .y and projections Py, & € N. Thus, there exist L,v > 0 such
that

(2.19) |®qun(m )P < L(22) "l form > kand o € X,

and

(2.20) B (m, k)(Id — Py)a |7, < L (E> |zl form <k and z € X.
N

For k € N we define
Py = ®4(k,1)P® (1, k).
9



Then,

P Ay = @ak+ 1L, 1)Pda(1,k+ 1) A, = Qa(k + 1, 1) Pda(1, k)
= Akq)A(k7 1)P1®A(17 k)
= ApFBy,

for each k € N yielding (odIl). The invertibility of the operators A immediately yields (odZ]).
Clearly,

Pt = e K EN.
We claim that there exists D > 0 such that
(2.21) | Pez|lx < D|lx|g, forkeNandzxe X.

To this end, we fix £ € N and choose n € Ny such that
L™ )] + 1> k> [ ()] + 1.
Then, using (24), (Z5), 2I9), (2I6) and [ZI9) (applied for m = k = n + 2) we have that
| Pzl = |[@alk, [ (ns1)] + 1) Paso®a( [ (sn)] + 1, R)a |,

<K <w>a ”ﬁmrzq)f‘(mfl(nn“” ey k:)an

Mk n+2
M1\ | 5 ~1 n
< K0 ()| Prsa a1 () + 1,
1223 n+2
M1\ | 5 ~1 n
< K6 ()| Pusa a1 () + 1,
Mn, n+2
~ __ n
< KO || Pryoa([f )] + LK)
o n
< KLO* | a(| i (1) ] + 1’k)an+2
~_ a
S K2L92a (MLM l(nn+1)J+1> ||ka
M
~_ a
< K2rgte (FUE L) g,
n
< K2L0"|]x.,
yielding (2.21]).
We now claim that there exists L’ > 0 such that
(2.22) |®4(m, k)Ppz|,, <L (,u_m) |z||x for m >k and x € X.
223

We distinguish two cases.

Case I - There are n, j € Ny, j < n such that

A )] +1>m > [ gn) | +1 > |5 )] +1> k>[5 ()] + 1.
10



By (Z5), 23), (ZI5) and (ZI9) we have that
| a(m, k) Py,

= @ (m, ")) + 1) @ (L 0] + 1 E )] + 1) @ (LA (gg40)) + 1,%) Pia|

=H (ﬁ) |@a (L )] + 1, 1 O] + 1) @a (L () + 1) PkaLﬁ—l(nnMH

=K (%)a H‘I)Qu,n (n+1,j+2) Piya®a (Lﬁ_l(nj+1)J +1L k) an

< K¢° chQu,n (n+1,5+2) Pyo®a (i~ (n11)) + 1, k) xH

n+1
n
n+1

n

< KL§° <%> - H<I>A (L/Tl(nm)J +1, k) mHm

1j+2

< K2L9a (nn+1>_y <Mtﬁ‘1(m+1)J+1)a Hka

1Nj+2 M

—v " a
< K2L9a Min+1 Mtﬂ_l(nHl)JJrl ||ka
Mj+2 Ny

sK%%(@ﬂ>|mm
7542

B LA o e I L 1
M Mm M5 7542

< k2Lger (2) o,
[k

where in the last step we used that 2t > 1, £ > 1 and i > 92
Hm My Mj+2

Case II - There is n € Ny such that
[ s+ 1> m 2> k> [ ()] + 1.

It follows from (Z3]), (ZI5) and (Z27]) that
o\ @ fon \
|@atm. k) Peal,, < K (52 Pl < KD (22
Hk Hk

a
< KD (Z£) )

n

< KDO%| x|k

= &pge (B ) (B ) o
[k 1k

< KD (’“‘—’”) e
Pk

We conclude that (222]) holds. Similarly, one can show that there exists L” > 0 such that

1 a(m, k) (1d — Pz, < L (/’j—k) lzlle, form <k and z € X.

m
Consequently, the system (A]) admits a p-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms

{Il - [k} ey and the proof of the theorem is completed. O
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3. u-DICHOTOMY

We start with the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let i = (jn)nen, be a discrete growth rate. We say that (Al) (or the sequence
{A, }nen) admits:

(i) ordinary dichotomy if it admits ordinary dichotomy with respect to the sequence of

norms {|| - |k }ren where || - |l = || - || for each k € N;
(ii) p-dichotomy if it admits p-dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||k }ren
where || - ||k = || - || for each k € N.
Letting || - ||z = || - || in Theorem 22}, for all k£ € N, we obtain the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 3.1. The following assertions are equivalent:
(i) p is a growth rate satisfying
(3.1) Hnt1 <0, forall ne Ny,
Hn

for some 6 > 1, and system (A) admits a p-dichotomy with respect to a sequence of
projections { Py }ren;

(ii) system (B)) admits an ordinary dichotomy relative to a sequence of projections {Pj}ren
and, for any growth rate n satisfying
(3.2) lnt1 <0, forall ne Ny,
Tin
for some 0 > 1, system (Q™7) admits a n-dichotomy relative to the sequence of projections
{ P!} pens where B! = Pty for all k € N;

(iii) system (Bl) admits an ordinary dichotomy relative to a sequence of projections { Py }ren
and there is a growth rate n satisfying [B.2)) such that system Q™M) admits a n-dichotomy
relative to the sequence of projections {Pl?}keN’ where P; = PLﬁfl(nkq)J’ for all k € N.

The following result follows readily from Theorem

Corollary 3.2. Let p and n be growth rates with the property that there exists 6 > 1 such
that (24]) and (23] hold. Moreover, suppose that Ay is an invertible operator for each k € N,
and that there exists K,a > 0 such that

1@ a(m, k)| < K <Z_f) form > k

and

1@ a(m, k)| < K (ﬁ) form < k.
I

m

Then, there exists K' > 0 such that
a
1 g (m, k)| < K ("—m) form > k
Mk
and

a
B gun(m, k)| < K’ (ﬁ) Jorm < k.
Tim
Moreover, the following properties are equivalent:

(i) system (Al) admits a p-dichotomy;

(ii) system (QP") admits a n-dichotomy.
12



4. DICHOTOMY SPECTRUM

In this section we derive some consequences of Theorem for the study of the Sacker-Sell
spectrum and its generalizations.

Throughout this section, we consider a growth rate p with the property that (2.4]) holds with
some 0 > 1. Moreover, we fix a sequence A = {4, },eny C B(X) of invertible operators. Finally,
let n, = ¢e", n € Ng.

By X,.p,a we denote the set of all A € R with the property that the system

A
(4.1) Tptl = (’unﬂ) Apxy =t Apz, neN

n

does not admit a p-dichotomy.
By YEgp,@ we denote the set of all A € R with the property that the system
(4.2) Yns1 =€ QMy, neN

does not admit an exponential dichotomy.

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that there exist K,a > 0 such that

(4.3) 1B a(m, k)| < K (’“‘—’”) m >k,
HEk

and

(4.4) @t b)) < K (22) m <k

Then,

Xup,A = XEDQ-

Proof. Take A ¢ ¥,,p a. Then (@) admits a p-dichotomy. By Corollary we conclude that
system

-

,u T—1(en +1 ~

s = (y#) Qb —: Oy e N
P =t (en=1)]+1

admits an exponential dichotomy. Observe that

-2

~ =1 (en ~ 1/ n ~—1/ n—

Qun = (ﬁ) Al M) + L[N +1), neN.
pien~ 1) |+1

Hence, there exists a sequence of projections Pi, k € N on X satisfying
PoiQp" =Q)"Py k€N,
and constants K,v > 0 such that

-~ B -\
(4.5) (M> 1B (m, k) Py | < Ke 00 m > k> 1,
Bl ek=1))+1
and
_ —A
(4.6) (M) | ®gun (m, k) (Id — P)|| < Ke™®=m) 1 <m < k.
Fla=ier=n))+1

Next, note that

(Mm—wem—l) J+1>A _ g Mmeb) <ﬁ<m1<em1>J + 1>>A ( A () )A
M1 ey 1 A (em1) AlE=YeEDI+1)
13




for m,k € N. Since
~(17—=1( m—1
| < M(UfN(f )J1+1) <6
p(p—t(em=1))

9-2 < I C))

— = =1
~ R(lETM e+ 1)
#3) and (Z6) imply that there exists C' > 0 independent on m and k such that

e~ Am=k) [ @un (m, k) Py < Ce "k m >k >1,

and

and

e AR Do (m, k) (Id — Pp)|| < Ce™" ™) 1 <m < k.
We conclude that (£2]) admits an exponential dichotomy. Hence, A ¢ ¥ gp @ and, consequently,
Y gD, C Xup,a. Similarly, one can establish the reverse inclusion yielding the desired conclu-
sion. O

Remark 4.2. Theorem [{.1] enables us to deduce the structure of the spectrum ¥,p s by using
known results about the Sacker-Sell spectrum. In fact, suppose that X = R"™ and that there exist
K,a > 0 such that [@3)) and @) hold. By Corollary [3.2 we have

sup [|Q4 ]| < 400 and  sup Q") M| < +oc.
neN neN

By [1, Theorem 3.4] we see that Xgp g is a union of at most n closed intervals in R. Hence,
YuD,a has the same structure.

Remark 4.3. We note that the modifications of the Sacker-Sell spectrum associated with growth
rates have been studied in [6,[29,42]. However, in these works, the spectrum is introduced with
respect to the notion of a nonuniform p-dichotomy.

5. NONAUTONOMOUS TOPOLOGICAL LINEARIZATION

Throughout this section, we consider u to be a growth rate that satisfies (Z4]) with some 6 > 1.
Besides (Al) we will consider its nonlinear perturbations of the form

Tpy1 = ApTy + gn(xn) neN,
where g,: X — X, n € N is a sequence of maps.

Then, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) (A admits a p-dichotomy with respect to a sequence of norms {|| - |lm}nen, where each
| - |m s equivalent to || - ||. Moreover, suppose that the operators A, are invertible;

(i7) there exist K,a > 0 such that [ZI5) and [216) hold;
(iii) there exists M > 0 such that

/
(5.1) lgn (@) [lng1 < M% forneN and z € X,

n
where p, = ppi1 = fin;
(iv) there exists ¢ > 0 such that
/
(52) l9n(@) = gn(W)lnss < 2z = ylln,  forn €N and 2,y € X.

n

Then, provided that c is sufficiently small, there exists a sequence (hy)nen of homeomorphisms
hn: X = X such that the following holds:
14



(i) hpi10(An+gn) = Ay ohy, forn € N;
(7i) there exists D > 0 such that for x € X and n € N,
(5:3) lha(z) = zlln <D and  ||hy* (z) = x|l < D;

(iii) there exist K,0 >0 and § > 0 such that
(5.4) n(@) = ha(W)ln < Kllz —yllg  and ||h;" (2) = hy ' ()] < Kz —yll2,
forn e N and z,y € X with ||z — yl|, <.

Proof. We first claim that provided c is sufficiently small, A,, + g, is a homeomorphism for each
n € N. To this end, let us fix an arbitrary y € X. We claim that the map x — A ly— A 1g, ()
is a contraction on (X, || - ||,) for each n € N. Indeed, observe that for x;,29 € X we have

(using (24), (2.I6) and (5.2))) that
14,y — A gn(@1) — (A — AL gn(@2) e = 14 gn (1) — AL gn(22) ||

a
< K (B2 gnar) = gula) s

n

a !
< cK (@) &Hxl_$2”n
K Hn

n

a+1
1
< K (“;f ) o1 — 22l

n
< K0 | zy — 3|

Therefore, provided that cK %t < 1, we find that x — A, 'y— A, 1g,(z) is a contraction, which
produces the existence of a unique z € X satisfying r = Ay — A g, (z), i.e. Apx+g,(z) =y.

For m,n € N we set

(Am—1+ gm-1)©0...0(An+ gn) m > n;
(5.5) G(m,n) =< Id m=n;
(Am+gm)_1 O...O(An,1 —}—gn,l)_l m < n.

We claim that there exist K,a > 0 such that

5.6)  [G0mn)(@) — Glm,n) (@) < K <’;—’”) |z — ylln, for m >nand z,y € X.
To this end, we first note that

m—1
(5.7) G(m,n)(x) = Pa(m,n)x+ > ®a(m,j+1)g;(G(j,n)(x)),

j=n

for z € X and m > n > 1. Then, by (ZI5) and (5.1 we have that
1G(m, n)(x) = G(m,n)(Y)||m

Lim a m—1 Lo a'u/‘ - ‘
(B2) e+ 20e 3 () Lig00.00) - 600l
o\
()

a m—1 a I
(£2) " 1gm, @)~ Gm,m) W)l < Kl Ke Y- (Z—) 196 -GG m Wl

<K
<K

J

m—1 a
|~ ylln + Ke Y (Z—m> Z—;Hg(j,n)(fv) =G0 Wl;-

j=n

yielding that

Hm i) H

j=n
15



Consequently, the discrete Gronwall’s lemma gives that

’
m—1 ”j

n ¢ Kc) .~ =~ —=
(22" Igtm.m@) = Gl )l < K" Em % o =
Since (see [27, Lemma 3.1])
m—1 /7
(5.8) L < flog ('M—m) ,

we conclude that
L a+cK0
I9(m.n)(a) = Glm.m) Wl < K () o =yl

We sce that (5.6) holds with K = K and a := a + cK#.
Similarly, using that

n—1

(5.9) G(m,n)(x) = Pa(m,n)(x) = > Pa(m,j+1)g;(G(j,n)(x))

j=m

for 1 <m < nand x € X, one can show that

(5.10) 1G(m, n)(z) — G(m,n)(y)|lm < K (5—") |z —ylln, form <nandzye X.
Set n, = e", n € Nyg. Moreover, for n € N we define f,: X — X by
L ()]
(5.11) fu(z) := > Ca([A™ ()] + 1,7+ 1)g; (G0, [ (hn-1)] +1)(2)), z € X.

j=ln  (np—1)]+1
We claim that there exists C7 > 0 such that

Indeed, by ([2.8)), [2I5), (5I) and (5.8)) we have

() _ a
@l sgya SEM S (%) £
=l (n—1))+1 J+1 J

a nt n
< KM <M> : 2(37 Lo
Mtﬁ_l(nn—l)J+2 j:[/;_l(nn—l)Jle M]

- KMH( M (o) 41 >a10g< M (o) 41 )
Pt om-n)+2 Bt em-nl+1

- KMH( MG )41 >a10g< MG ()41 )
Pl (ma-1)+1 F =1 (1)1
< KM6(36%) log(36?),

as

- ~~_] ~~—1
(5.13) Pt +1 o B () +1) BB 00) £1) i g2

Hlamt 1)) +1 -1 In In—1
We conclude that (5.12]) holds.

Furthermore, we claim that there exists Cy > 0 such that

(5.14) 1fn(@) = fa@l =1y 11 < C2llz =yl G101y )41 for #,y € X and n € N.
16



By ZI5), (), (5:6) and (5I3) we have by denoting z; := G(j, [ ' (n,—1)] + 1)(x) and

L= ()] ~ a

=1 1+1

<K Y (%) 9 5) = 93 ) i1
= (1)) +1 al

. a )
§K<u> S By,

(5.15) Hlat om0+ ) et

-~ a L= ()] ! a
~ M 1 . 1 Iu M
< KKc< ~Lu (nn)]+ > ||x_y||\_ﬁ71(7in71”+1 Z _] ( - J >
=1 (1)) +1 =l )41 F9 N )41

ata
~ ,u/ -1 " 1 M ~_1 n 1
< KKz =yl 5-10p0_ 1)1 (%) log ( ~ui (1) ]+ )
Pt mn-1))+1 Pli=1 (1)) +1

< KKcf(30%) " log(30°) |z — yl| ;-
which yields (B.14).

Let Q" be given by (23). By Theorem Z5]we find that admits an exponential dichotomy
with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - [|7}, cny- Moreover, (ZI7) and (ZIS]) hold with some
K’ > 0. It follows Corollary that there is a sequence of homeomorphisms ¢, : X — X,
n € N such that

(5.16) Ypt1 0 G(LAT ()] + 1, [ (1)) + 1) = @A™ (1)) + L L2 (1)) + 1) © 4,
for N. Moreover, there exist D, o > 0 such that

Ynn—1)]+1°

(5.17) [ (@) = Pl i1 yg1 S Plle =9l
and

-1 —
(518) ”1% (x)_,l/}n ( )” —1 (Mn-1)]4+1 = DH‘T yHLM Mn—1)]+1’

for n € Nand z,y € X such that ||z =yl ;-1(,, )41 < 1. Finally,

(5.19) [n(@) = 2/l 710111 S D and 4 () — -1 1yj+1 < D
forn € Nand z € X. Take k € N, choose n € Ny such that

(5.20) [ )] + 1> k> [ ()] + 1,

and set

(5.21) hi = @ a(k, [ (02)] +1) oY1 0 G(LA™ (ma)| + 1, k).

Clearly, hj is a homeomorphism for each k € N. We claim that
(522) hi41 0 (Ak + gk:) = Apohg, forkeN.

To this end, let us fix k¥ € N and choose n € Ny so that (5.20) holds. If [~ (n,41)] +1 > k+1,
then
hisr o (At ge) = @alk+ 1, [ (1)) + 1) 0 Ynsa 0 G (na)) + 1,k +1) 0 Gk + 1,k)

= Ag o Pa(k, [ ()] + 1) 0 Yps1 0 G(LE ()] + 1, k)
= Ay o hy,
17



yielding (5:22)). On the other hand, if |z~ (n,41)] + 1 = k + 1, then using (516 we get that
hie1 © (A + gr) = Ynra 0 G (arn) ] + 1, [ (1041)])
= Y2 0 G(LAT ()] + 1, [ ()] + 1) 0 G(LAT )] + 1, [ (1))
= @a([a ()] + 1 [ 00)] + 1) 0 Yngr 0 G(LAT ()] + 1, [ (M) ])

= Ag o ®a([E (s )5 LB 00) ] + 1) 0 Y1 0 G(LE ()] + 1, [ (00g1)])
= Ay o hg.

Thus (5:22) holds in this case as well.

Take k € N and choose n € Ny so that (5.20) holds. By (2.I5), (5.I0) and (5.I7) we have
(writing &' = G([i™" ()] + 1,k)(x) and y' = G|~ (na)] + 1,k)(y)) that

Lk
[ () = P (y) ||k < K (ﬁ) [¥n41(2") = Ynr1 W) 51070 41
et (1) ] +1

M\_ﬁil(nmﬂ )
<KD (7 2" = y'lIf~_
PG () 1 e

~ a oa
< KDK® (Mtf 1“““”) ( —_ ) |l — ylIf
P =1 () J4+1 P a=1 () J+1

- a - oa
< KDR® (“Li 1(77n+1)J> (M{‘ 1(%+1)J> oyl
P =1 (n)]+1 P =1 ()] +1

< KDR’Q@““&HHU = ylI¥,

for z,y € X such that [z —yx < &
the first estimate in (5.4)). Slmllarly one can establish the second.

which ensures that [|z' — o/ Il (5-1(pn))+1 < 1. This yields

a

Next, we again fix k € N and choose n € Ny satisfying (5.20). Then, writing 1, := 1, — Id we
have

by, —1d = Dak, [ ()] +1) 0 Yusr 0 G ()] + 1, k) — 1d
= (I)A(kv Ujfl(%)J ) wn—I—l % g({ ( )J + Lk) —1Id
+ @ a(k, [ ()] +1) 0 GLA™ ()] + L, K)
(

=@ a(k, [ (7)) + 1) 0 thng1 0o G(LE ()] + 1, K)
k—1

=Y Qalk i+ 1)g;(G0 k),
7=t ()] +1
where in the last step we used (B.9). This together with (ZI5]), (B.8) and (519]) yields that

a k—1 a /‘
e LI C
P =1 () J+1 = |5 () |41 Hi+1 ) Hyj

P i) Mot NS A
< pi (B tmen) )y ey [ EliOmin)] > =

M o)1 B i1/ e i
< DKe" + 0K Me".

Hence, the first estimate in (B.3]) holds. Similarly, one can establish the second. The proof of
the theorem is completed. O

In order to give an application of Theorem [5.1] to nonuniform behavior, we recall the concept
of strong nonuniform p-dichotomy.
18



Definition 5.1. We say that (B) admits a strong nonuniform u-dichotomy if the operators A,
are invertible and there exists a sequence of projections { Py }ren and constants N > 1,0 > v > 0
and € > 0 such that (oddl) in Definition [Z1 is satisfied and in addition,

@atm P <N (22) 4 and [oa(m R 1~ RO < N (22 i
Mk 1225
for m >k, and

uch(m,k)(Id—Pk)HSN(ﬂ) b and H<1>A<m,k>Pkuszv(ﬁ) e,

Hm m
form < k.
Corollary 5.2. Assume that the following conditions hold:
(i) (Al) admits a strong nonuniform p-dichotomy.

(ii) there exists M > 0 such that

(5.23) lgn(@)|| < Myl ;0% forn eN and z € X,
where pl, = pny1 — pn and with € > 0 as in Definition [2.1);
(7ii) there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(5.24) gn(2) = gaW)|| < ety |z —yll, forn €N and z,y € X.

n

Then, provided that c is sufficiently small, there exists a sequence (hy)nen of homeomorphisms
hn: X = X such that the following holds:

(i) hpt10 (A + gn) = Ap o hy forn € N;
(7i) there exists D > 0 such that for x € X and n € N,
() =2l <D and |y (x) - || < D;

(iii) there exist K,0 >0 and § > 0 such that
[hn(2) = ha W) < Kp&llz —yl|¢ and  ||hy, (@) = hy ' ()] < Kp&lle -yl
forn e N and z,y € X with ||z —y|| < o, °.

Proof. For n € N and z € X, let

el = lels + Il
where
it = sup (1oatm. et (22)) o+ sup (oatm, ot (22) )
m>n Mn m<n Hm
and
v -
o = sup ([[@a(m. )i = Pl (£2)7) + sup <\|<1>A<m,n><1d—Pn>wu (&) ) .
m<n Hm m>n Mn,
Clearly,
(5.25) 2|l < [|zll, <4Npgllz|l, for z € X and n € N.

By arguing as in the proof of [41, Theorem 5.2] one can show that (Al admits p-dichotomy with
respect to the sequence of norms {|| - || },,cn, and that (ZI5) and (2.I6) hold with some K > 0
and a =7 > 0.
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Observe that it follows from ([2Z4]), (0.23]) and (5.25]) that

/
190 (@) Int1 < AN lgn(2)]| < ANO 1 lgn(2)]] < ANMETEZ . for 2 € X and n € N,

n

Hence, (B.0) holds. Similarly, using (2Z4]), (5.24]) and (5.25]) we have
/
llgn(2) = gn(W)|lns1 < 4Nc05%Hw —ylln forz,y € X and n € N,
n

yielding (52). The conclusions of the corollary now follow readily from Theorem [l For

example, (5.3) and (5.20) give that
|hn(z) — 2| < ||hn(z) — 2|, < D, forz € X and n € N.

Moreover, if ||z — y|| < 1% un°, then it follows from (525) that ||z — y||, < J, and consequently
by (&4 we have that

1hn(2) = P ()] < T (2) = B (W)l < Kz = yll2 < K@AN)2 ]|z -yl

Similarly, one can establish desired estimates involving h!. O

Remark 5.3. We note that the result similar to Corollary [1.2 was formulated in [9, Theorem
3]. However, there are important differences between these two results. Namely, we deal with
one-sided dynamics while in [9] the authors considered the two-sided case. More importantly,
in [9] the authors deal with growth rates of the form u, = e~ with fi, being an integer for each
n (see the bottom of [9, p.1979]). Consequently, the case of polynomial behavior is not covered
by the results in [9], contrary to what is claimed in the abstract of [9].

6. NONAUTONOMOUS SMOOTH LINEARIZATION: A STERNBERG-TYPE THEOREM

We begin by introducing some notation. Let £ € N and p = (n)nen, be a growth rate. By Oﬁ
we denote the set of all sequences (fy,)nen of maps fy,: R% — RY of class C* such that:

e for n € N, f,(0) = 0 and D f,(0) = 0;
e there exists M > 0 such that

/
(6.1) 1D (@) < ME2, forneN, zeRYand 0<j <k
L

n

In the particular case, when p, = €”, n € Ny we will write OF instead of (’)ﬁ. Furthermore, (-, -)

will denote the standard Euclidean scalar product, and B,.(0) is an open ball in R? of radius r
centered in 0.

Our goal is to prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Let p = (fn)nen, be a growth rate that satisfies 24) for some > 1 and A =
{A, }nen a sequence of invertible linear operators on R such that (B) admits a u-dichotomy.
Furthermore, suppose that there exist K,a > 0 satisfying (£3]) and (&4) and that

E;LD,A = [al,bl] U...u [ar,br],
with 1 <r <d and

(6.2) a1§b1<...<ar§br.
Then, for every £ € N there exists t € N, t > ¢ with the property that if
(6.3) [ai, bi] N [(a,q), (b, q)] =0 for 1 <i<r andqec Ny with2 <|q| <t,

where a = (a1,...,a,), b= (b1,....b;), ldl =1+ ...+ ¢, = (q1,...,q) holds and (gn)nen €
ij—z with A, + gn being a homeomorphism for each n, then there are p,p > 0, r € (0,p),
7 € (0,p), and for each k € N two C* diffeomorphisms hy: B.(0) — hy(B,(0)) C B(0) and
hi: B#(0) = h(By(0)) C B,(0) satisfying the following properties:
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(i) hi(h(x)) = x for each k € N and x € B,.(0) such that hy(z) € B
(ii) hy(hi(x)) = x for each k € N and x € Bz(0) such that hy(z) € B,.(0);
(iii) for k € N and x € B,(0) such that Axx + gi(z) € Br(0),

hicr (Ag + gi(2)) = Aphy(2);

=<t

—~
o

=

(iv)
lim hi(x) =0 and liH(l) hi(z) =0  uniformly in k.
T—r

z—0

Proof. We consider the sequence B = (B, )nen given by
(6.4) By = 0a(F e + 1, [ )] +1), neN.

By Corollary we have that B admits an exponential dichotomy and that (82]) holds. More-
over, Theorem ATl gives that ¥gpr = Xupa. For n € N, let f,,: X — X be given by (5.11))
with G(m,n) as in (55). We now claim that (f,), € O*2. Clearly, each f, is of class C**2,
Moreover, since g,(0) = 0 for each n € N, we have that G(m,n)(0) = 0 for m,n € N. This gives
that f,(0) = 0 for each n € N. In addition,

L= ()
D fn(0) = > ® (LA™ ()] + 1,5 +1)Dg;(0)DG(j, |5~ (11n-1)] +1)(0) = 0

j= (nm-1)]+1

for n € N, since Dg,(0) = 0 for n € N. Proceeding as in the proof of (5.12]) we find that there
exists My > 0 such that

| fn(x)]] < My, fornéeNandzxe R,

Next, we claim that there exists a > a such that
a
(6.5) |IDG(m,n)(x)|| < K ('M—m) , for m>mn and z € R%
Hn
To this end, we observe (see (7)) that for m > n and z € R?,

DG(m,n)(x) = Pa(m,n) + mz__: P 4(m,j +1)Dg;(G(j,n)(x))DG(j,n)(x),

and thus
a m—1 /
Hm Hm Ky .
D <K(Em KM DG,
IDGm @ < K (52) + KM 3 <u]+1> 21DG G @)
<x (k) +KM2( ) "2 Dg(j. ) (a).
Hn j=n K
Hence,

(42" 1pgm @)l < & + 101 S (Z—) DG m) @),

m j=n Hi j

which together with Gronwall’s lemma and (5.8)) yields

DG, m)(e)] < K (L) SR < g (L

a+K M6
n Mn)

Therefore, (6.5) holds with @ := a + K M.
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Since
Df,(x) =
L= ()]

> DA ()] + 1,5+ 1)Dg; (G, 7 (1) + 1) (@) DG, [ (ha=1)] + 1) (@),
J=lp" (nn-1)]+1

we have using (Z8)), (£3)), (&.8), (61) and ([65) that

Lﬁ_l(nn)J ~ a I ) a
IDful@)]| < K2M S (M) ] (#)
J=a " (n-1) 41 Hi+t Hi NP (1) | +1

3 ]
=l mn))+1 1

- ata ~
< 0K>M <—” ) ) log (J‘wan)m )
Fla= (1)) +1 F=1 (np-1) 41
< PIHH2AFA 2 N[0t |og(62e).

Hence, we find that there exists M; > 0 such that
|Dfn(x)|| < M;, forneNandzeR%

Proceeding in the same manner, we find that for each 0 < j <t + 2, there is M; > 0 such that
| D f(2)|] < Mj, forn €N and z € R%

This implies that (f,)nen € OFT2. We are now in a position to apply Corollary to B
and (f,)nen. Hence, there are p,p > 0, r € (0,p), # € (0,p), and for each k € N two C*
diffeomorphisms vy, B,.(0) — v¥5(B,-(0)) C Bp(0) and vy : B#(0) — ¢(B#(0)) C B,(0) with
the following properties:

(i) r(thp(z)) = z for each k € N and 2 € B,.(0) such that ¢ (z) € B;(0);
(i) Yr(Yr(z)) = = for each k € N and = € B;(0) such that ¢y (x) € B,(0);
(iii) for k € N and « € B,(0) such that Byz + fi(z) € B#(0),
Urr1(Br + fr(x)) = Brbp();

- K2M< M= () 1

>a+& e (nn)]
P =1 (1) )41

(iv)

il_)mo Yr(r) =0 and 9161_% Yr(x) =0 uniformly in k.

Similarly to (6.3]), one can show that

(6.7) |IDG(m,n)(x)| < K (&) , for m <n and z € R
Hm

Since G(m,n)(0) = 0, it follows from (6.7)) that

(6.8) IG(m,n)(z)|| < K (Z—n) |||, form <n and z € R%

This implies that there exists r; > 0 such that

IG(LE™ ()] + 1, B) (@) <,

for k € N, z € R? with ||z[| < ry and where n € Ny satisfies (5.20). Indeed, we can take r; = 7.
For k € N, we define hy on B, (0) by (52I]) (where n € Ny is such that (5.20) holds). Clearly,
hy is of class C* on B,,(0), and since ([@4]) implies uniform bound for ||®4(k, |7~ (n,)] + 1)/ ,
we have that there is p; > 0 such that hy(B,,(0)) C B, (0).
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We now define hy for k € N. By (@3], there exists 7, > 0 such that
1@ A(LE (1)) + 1, k)2 <7,
for k € N, x € R? with ||z| < 71, where n € Ny satisfies (5.20). We now define
hy = Gk, [ ()] + 1) 0 Yngr 0 a([A™ (ma) ] + 1, k),

where n € Ny is such that (5.20) holds. From the preceding discussion, we see that hy is well
defined and of class C* on B, (0) for each k € N. From (G.5) we find that there exists p; > 0
such that hy(Br (0)) C By, (0). It is straightforward to verify that the maps hj and hy have
the desired properties. O

7. SMOOTH LINEARIZATION UNDER SPECTRAL GAP AND BAND CONDITIONS

In this section we provide a (global) nonautonomous C'-linearization result under conditions
which differ from those in Theorem

We have the following result.
Theorem 7.1. Let p1 = (in)nen, be a growth rate that satisfies [Z4l) for some 6 > 1 and

A = {A,}nen a sequence of invertible linear operators on RY such that (&) admits the -
dichotomy. Furthermore, suppose that there exist K,a > 0 satisfying [@3)) and @A) and that

Yupa = la1,bi]U...Ular, byl
with 1 <r <d and
a1 Kb <...<ap <bp,<0<apy1 <bgy1 <...<ar < by,
for some 1 < k < r. Moreover, we assume that:
® api1 — by > max{b,,—a1};
o b —a; < —bg forl <i<k;
e by—a; <agy fork+1<i<r.
Finally, let (gn)nen be a sequence of C maps gn: R — R? satisfying the following:
e 9,(0) =0 and Dgy,(0) =0 forn € N;

e there exists ¢ > 0 such that
/

(7.1) IDgn(2)|| < 22 for z € R? and n € N,
fin
where p, = ppg1 — fin;
e there exists M > 0 such that
/
(7.2) 1Dga(x) — Dgn(y)|| < M%nx —yll, forz,yeR andneN.
n

Then, provided that c is sufficiently small, there exists a sequence {hy, ynen of C-diffeomorphisms
hy: RT = R? such that

(7.3) hpt10(An+9gn) =Anoh, neN,
and there exist T, p > 0 so that
(7.4) IDhn(2)[| T and || Dhy* ()| < T,

forn € N and v € R with ||z|| < p.
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Proof. We consider the sequence B = (B,)nen given by (6.4]). By Corollary we have that
B admits an exponential dichotomy and that (82]) holds. Moreover, Theorem H.T] gives that
Ygpp = Xupa. Forn €N, let f,,: R — R be given by (5II) with G(m,n) as in (5H). By
arguing as in (6.6), we conclude that (7.I]) implies that there exists C' > 0 such that

(7.5) |Df(z)|| < cC, forn €N andz e RY

Next, noting that

Jn = g(Lﬁil(nn)J +1, Lﬁil(nnfl)J + 1) - q)A(Lﬁil(nn)J +1, Lﬁil("?nfl)J + 1)5
we have

T DG ()] + 1, [ ()] + 1)(@) = DG ()] + 1. [ (ar)] + D).

Thus, we need to estimate
|DG(m,n)(x) — DG(m,n)(y)]
for m > n. By (51) we have that
DG(m,n)(x) — DG(m,n)(y)

= 3" ®u(m,j +1)Dg;(G(j,n)(x))DG(j,n)(x)

By (2I5) and (Z.I)), we have

m—1

m—1 a
< K| (“—’”) 210G (@) ~ DG

J
< Kec Z (M—m> Z—jHDg(j,n)(x) — DG(G,n)(W)|-
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In addition, (ZI5]), (6.5]) (which follows using the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem [6.7])
and (7.2)) imply that

m—

Z (m,j +1)(Dyg;(G(5,n)(y)) — Dg;(G(, n)(2)) DG (5,n)(y)

m—1
<KM ), (M—m> MJHQ(J, n)(x) = GG - 1DGG, n) ()]

j=n Hj+1 Hj
/ 2a
i \©H (1
< ke ) 5 () 2 (1)
j=n Hj Hj \Hn

2q m—1
. W
< K3M|jz — | —> Yo
Hn i—n g

2a
< K3MO)|z — (“—’”) log (“—’”) ,
Hn Hn

where in the last step we used (B.8). We conclude that

for m > n. By Gronwall’s lemma we have

2a+Kch
|DG(m,n)(x) — DG(m, n)(y)|| < K*M6z — y| (Z—m) log (“—M) . mzn.

n

In the view of (78] this yields that there exists M > 0 such that
|D fu(x) = Dfa(y)ll < M|z —y|, forn€Nandaz,yeR:
By [3, Theorem 1], there is a sequence {¢} }ren of C'-diffeomorphisms 1y, : R — RY satisfying:
® Y10 (Bi+ fr) = Br oty for k €N
e there exist 77, p; > 0 such that
(7.7) IDr()|| < Ty and  [|Dyy (@) < T,
for k € N and z € R? with ||z| < py.

Fix k € N, choose n € Ny that satisfies (5.20) and define hy: R¢ — R by (5.21)). Clearly, hy, is
a C'-diffeomorphism for each k£ € N. By arguing as in the proof of Theorem [5.1] one can verify

that (73) holds. Moreover, (2.8)), (ZI5), (6.7) and (7.7)) give

[Dhg(z)|| <TH K (%) IDG([" ()] + 1, k) ()|
Pt () |1

a+ta
< T1K2 (L)
P =1 (nn) | +1

< T K26(l+(~l
for k € N and = € R? such that ||z|| < 5, so that (see (6.8))

a
~_ M ~
IG(LE (ma)] + 1, k) (@)l < K (%) o] < Ke|lz]] < p1.
H 1)) +1
This establishes the first estimate in (Z.4]). Similarly, one can establish the second. O
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Remark 7.2. In the particular case of polynomial behavior, Theorem [T follows from [3,
Theorem 3.

8. APPENDIX

In this section, we establish two results that were used in previous sections.

8.1. Nonautonomous topological linearization on the half-line. We recall the following
result which is established in the proof of [7, Theorem 5].

Theorem 8.1. Let {|| - ||n}nez be a sequence of norms on X equivalent to || - ||, {An}tnez a
sequence of invertible bounded operators on X which admits an exponential dichotomy with
respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||n}nez, and with the property that there exists M > 0 such
that

(8.1) [Anllni1 < Mljzlln  and A7 2]ln < Ml2llns1,

forn € Z and x € X. Moreover, let {f,}nez be a sequence of maps fn: X — X such that there
exist ¢,C > 0 such that:

(i) for z € X and n € Z, | fu(@)lns1 < Cllzlln;
(ii) for z,y € X andn € Z,
[fn(z) = fu(@)lln+1 < cllz = ylln.

Then, provided that c is sufficiently small, there exists a sequence ¥,: X — X, n € Z satisfying
Ynt1 0 (An+ fn) = Ap oy, forneZ.
In addition, there are D, o > 0 such that
[¢hn(z) = Yn(W)lln < Dljz —yll7

and

lvn () = ¥ ' )lln < Dllz — yliZ,
forn € Z and x,y € X such that ||x — y||, < 1. Finally,

[n(z) =2l <D and |l (x) = zlln < D,
formeZ and x € X.

We now establish the version of Theorem [B1 for one-sided dynamics.

Corollary 8.2. Let {|| - |ln}nen be a sequence of norms on X equivalent to || - ||, {An}nen
a sequence of invertible bounded operators on X that admits an exponential dichotomy with
respect to the sequence of norms {||-||n }nen, and with the property that there exists M > 0 such
that (8] holds for n € N and x € X. Moreover, let { fn}nen be a sequence of maps fr,: X — X
such that there exist ¢,C > 0 such that:

(i) forz € X andn € N, |fa(@llns1 < Cllalln;
(ii) for z,y € X andn € N,
[fn(z) = fr(@)lln+1 < cllz = ylln.

Then, provided that c is sufficiently small, there exists a sequence ¥, : X — X, n € N satisfying

Ypt10(An + fn) = Ap oy, forneN.
In addition, there are D, o > 0 such that

[n(x) = ¥n(y)lln < Dz —yll3
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and

[t () = bt W)l < Dl =y,
forn € N and x,y € X such that ||z — y||, < 1. Finally,

[n(@) = alln < D and |¢" (2) = z]ln < D,

formeNand x € X.

Proof. Let ||||n = ||-]| for n < 0. Moreover, we choose an arbitrary invertible operator A € B(X)
which is hyperbolic (i.e. its spectrum does not intersect the unit circle), and such that

ImP, ={z € X: lim At =0} and KerP ={re X: lim A"z =0},
n—oo n—o0

where {P,}nen is a sequence of projections associated with the dichotomy of {A,},en. Set
A, = A for n < 0. It is straightforward to verify that the sequence {4, },cz admits an
exponential dichotomy with respect to the sequence of norms {|| - ||, }nez. Moreover, (81 holds.
Finally, we set f, = 0 for n < 0. Obviously, the sequence {f,}nez satisfies the assumptions of
Theorem Rl The conclusion of the corollary now follows readily from Theorem O

Nonautonomous smooth linearization on half-line. We recall the following result, which
is essentially established in [19] (see Remark B.4]).

Theorem 8.3. Let B = {B, }cz be a sequence of invertible linear operators on R? that admits
an exponential dichotomy and with the property that

(8.2) sup||By|| < +oo and sup||B; || < +oo.
ne”L nez
Suppose that
EED,IB% = [al,bl] U...uU [ar,br],

with 1 < r < d and a;,b; as in [62). Then, for every { € N there exists t € N, t > { with the
following property: if (63) holds and (fn)nez, € OF? with B, + f, being a homeomorphism
on R for each n, then there are p,p > 0, r € (0,p), 7 € (0,p), and for each n € Z two ct
diffeomorphisms hy,: B.(0) = hy(B(0)) C Bs(0) and hy,: Bi(0) = hy(B#(0)) C By(0) with the
following properties:

(i) hp(hp(x)) = 2 for each n € Z and x € B,(0) such that h,(x) € Bx(0);
(i) hp(hy(2)) = 2 for each n € Z and x € B;(0) such that hy,(x) € B,(0);
(7ii) for n € Z and x € B, (0) such that Byx + fn(z) € B(0),

(iv)

iii% hn(z) =0 and ili% hp(z) =0 uniformly in n.

Remark 8.4. We note that in [19] the authors have formulated a continuous-time version of
Theorem[61l However, the proof proceeds by discretization of time, thus essentially yielding the
version for discrete time as a by-product. Moreover, (fn)nez € OF2 means that f,,(0) =0 and
Df,(0) =0 forn € Z, and there exists M > 0 such that

| D7 fo(x)|| < M, forneZ, xR and 0<j<t+2.

We now establish the version of Theorem for a half-line.
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Corollary 8.5. Let B = {B,, }nen be a sequence of invertible linear operators on R? that admits
an exponential dichotomy and with the property that

sup | By|| < +oo0 and sup||B; || < +oo.
neN neN

Suppose that
EED,IB% = [al,bl] UJ...U [ar,br],

with 1 < r < d and a;,b; as in [@2). Then, for every ¢ € N there exists t € N, t > £ with the
following property: if B3) holds and (fn)nez € OF? with B, + f, being a homeomorphism
on R? for each n, then there are p,p > 0, r € (0,p), ¥ € (0,p), and for each n € Ny two C*
diffeomorphisms hy,: B.(0) = hy(B,(0)) C Bs(0) and hy,: B#(0) — hy(B#(0)) C By(0) with the
following properties:

(i) hn(hn(2)) = 2 for each n € N and x € B,(0) such that hy(z) € Bx(0);
(i3) hy(hn(z)) = 2 for each n € Ny and x € Bz(0) such that h,(x) € B.(0);
(7ii) for n € Ny and x € B,(0) such that B,z + fn(z) € By(0),

(iv)
ilg%) hn(z) =0 and ilg%) hn(z) =0 uniformly in n.

Proof. As shown in the proof of [3, Theorem 1], we can extend B to a two-sided sequence
B’ = (B},)nez of invertible operators such that B, = By, for n € N and Xgpp = Xgpw (in
particular, B’ admits an exponential dichotomy). Moreover,

sup || By || < +o0o and sup||(By) | < +oo.
ne”z ne”l

Set f, := 0 for n < 0. Applying Theorem B3 to B’ and (f,,)necz immediately yields the desired
conclusion. O
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