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DAVIES-HARRELL REPRESENTATIONS, OTELBAEV’S INEQUALITIES
AND PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS OF RICCATI EQUATIONS

N.A. CHERNYAVSKAYA AND L.A. SHUSTER

ABSTRACT. We consider an equation
y'(z) =q(@)y(z), z€R (1)

under the following assumptions on g(x) :
ogq@)equa,u/ ﬁﬂﬁ>0,‘/ G)dt>0 forall zeR  (2)

Let v(z) (resp. u(x)) be a positive non-decreasing (resp. non-increasing) solution of ()
such that
V' (z)u(z) —u (z)v(z) =1, =€ R.
These properties determine u(z) and v(z) up to mutually inverse positive constant factors,
and the function p(z) = u(x)v(z), © € R is uniquely determined by ¢(z), x € R. In
the present paper, we obtain an asymptotic formula for computing p(z) as || — co. As an
application, under conditions ([f), we study the behavior at infinity of solution of the Riccati
equation
2 (2) + z(z)? = q(z), = €R.

1. INTRODUCTION
In the present paper, we consider an equation
y'(x) = q(2)y(z), z€R (1.1)

under assumptions

0 < q(x) € LY*(R), /

—00

" gt >0, /oo (B)dt >0 forall 2R (12)
Further, we assume conditions ([L2) are satisfied, without special mention. Our general goal
is to study some asymptotic properties (as |z| — 00) of solution of equations ().

In order to give a concrete statement of the problem, we need the following known facts (see
[0, Ch.XI, §6],[2]). First we note that equation (LI]) has a fundamental system of solutions
(FSS) {u(x),v(x)} which is defined, up to mutually inverse positive constant factors, by the
properties

v(z) >0, wu(z)>0, (z)>0, u(z)<0 for z€R, (1.3)

v (z)u(z) — u’(w)v(:lr) =1 for z€R, (1.4)
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lim G (1.5)

oo u(z) e 0()

/_oo o(e)? ‘/0 w©? / vy =% /_oo 2@ < 10
Relations ([3)—([CH) mean that u(z) and v(z) are principal solutions of (1) on (0, 00)

and (—o00,0), respectively (see [7, Ch.XI, §6]. Therefore, we call an FSS {(u(z),v(x)} with
properties ([L3)—([CH) a principal FSS (PFSS) of equation ().
The solutions u(x), v(x) from a PFSS of ([T]) are related as follows:

u(z) = v(z) /Oo @) = u() /_ I (1.7)

v(t)* oo u(t)?
From (L), it follows that the function p(x)
e < dt °odt
p(x) def u(z)v(z) = U<x)2/w o = u(x)? /_OO oo r€R (1.8)
does not depend on the choice of a PFSS and is determined uniquely by equation (),
i.e., by the function g(x). Therefore, the Davies-Harrell representation (CH) for a PFSS of

v(x)

I~

equation ([T)) (see [6]) is very important for the theory of equation ()

u(x):mexp<—%/x:j—é), v(x):mexp<%/xj%), reR (19)

Here zq is the unique root of the equation u(x) = v(z) (such an interpretation of Davies-
Harrell’s formulas was proposed in [2]). Thus for all z € R, any PFSS of (Il) can be
expressed via p(x), and the choice of a particular PFSS of (] is determined by the choice
of zo in (CT).

Representation (L) becomes even more important if one takes into account Otelbaev’s

a priori inequalities

d 3
% < p(x) < §d(a:), x € R. (1.10)
Here d(x) is the unique solution in d > 0 of
z+d
d/ q(t)dt =2, x € R. (1.11)
r—d

Remark 1.1. The function d(x) was introduced by M. Otelbaev (see, for example, [9]). It is
well-defined (see §2, Lemma 2Tl). Inequalities of type ([LI0) were first obtained in [§] (under
requirements of g(x) stronger than (C2)), and therefore we relate them and the function
d(x) to M. Otelbaev. Note that in [§] another auxiliary function, more complicated than

d(x), was used. See [2] for the proof of estimates (LI0) under conditions ([L2).
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The study of p(z) started in [2] was continued in [, B]. In ] more precise inequalities of
type ([LIO) were obtained, and in [3], under some additional requirements of ([L2) to ¢(x),
an asymptotic formula for computation of p(z) as |x| — oo, was obtained. We shall need

this formula later. To state it, let us introduce the following

Definition 1.2. [3] Suppose that condition ([CZ) holds. We say that g(z) belongs to the
class H (and write ¢(z) € H) if there exists a continuous function k(z) in = € R with

properties:

1)

k(x) >2, z€R; k(x) »>00 as |z|]— oo (1.12)
2) there is an absolute positive constant ¢; such that for all z € R the following inequal-

ities hold:
e tk(x) < k(t) < cik(z)  for te [z —k(z)d(z),z + k(z)d(z)] (1.13)

3) there is an absolute positive constant ¢y such that for all z € R the following estimate
holds:

o(z) @ k(2)d(x)  sup
z€[0,k(x)d(x)]

/Oz(q(x—l—t) —q(m—t))dt‘ <o (1.14)

In the sequel we assume that if ¢(z) € H, we denote by k(x) the function from Definition
[C2 For example, if ¢(z) € H, then below by F(x) we denote the function
def z
F(z) == Vk(x)d(z) sup / (g(x+1t) —q(x—1t))dt
2€[0,4/k(z)d(x)] 10
Later we omit the reference to the conditions (LI2), (CI3) and (CIl), which the function

, r€R (1.15)

k(x) in (LIH) (and in any similar situation) satisfies. By ¢ we denote any absolute positive
constants which are not essential for exposition and which may differ even within a single
chain of computations. Constants essential for exposition are supplied with indices, as, for

example, in Definition

Theorem 1.3. [3] Suppose that q(x) € H and, in addition, q(x) > 1 for v € R. Then for
all |x| > 1, we have

|0/ (2)] < e[F () + exp(c™ Vk(2))] <

(1.16)

o) = P21 4 e(a)), @) < eala) < —

(1.17)
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Here (see (LIH)):
exp(—c'W/k(z)) + sup F(t), if >0

t>x—d(x)
= 1.18
a(e) exp(—c'W/k(z)) + sup F(t), if ©<O0. (1.18)
t<z+d(x)

Here are some comments on Theorem [[3 The main goal of this statement is to make
inequalities (CI0) more precise for |z| > 1. A solution is suggested in (LIT)—(CI8). Clearly,
in view of representations ([LI9) of PFSS, formulas of type (LI7)-(CIN) are important for
the theory of equation ([LTl). In addition, they are applied, for example, in the spectral
theory of the Sturm-Liouville operator and in the theory of the Riccati equation (see [, B]).
Therefore, their further development may be useful for equation ([Il) as well as for its
applications. Note that relations (LI70)—(CIS) and (CI0)-(TII) do not completely agree
with one another. In particular, Otelbaev’s inequalities are local because to estimate the
function p(x) in a point € R, one only uses the values ¢(t) for all ¢ from the finite segment
[z —d(z), z+d(z)]. In contrast, asymptotic estimates (([L.IT) are not local because to estimate
p(+) in a point = (|z| > 1) one uses the values ¢(t) for all ¢ belonging to one of the infinite
intervals (—oo, x + d(x)] or [x — d(x),00) (see (L) and (CIF)). Analysis of the examples
to Theorem from [4, B] shows that in formula (CI), the estimates of the remainder
term (-) in a point = (x| > 1) are always formed from the values ¢(t) related to some
local neighborhood of . This means that in (CIA)—(I8), when estimating e(x), perhaps
we impose redundant conditions on the function ¢(-).

Now, that we have clarified some disadvantages of the relations (([LIQ)—(I8), we are able
finally to formulate the main goal of this paper: to obtain an asymptotic formula with a
local estimate of the remainder term for computing p(x) as |x| — oo. This problem is solved

in Theorem [[4] which is the main result of the present paper, as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose q(x) € H. Then for all |x| > 1 estimates (LIG) hold, and we have

the following relations:

o) = M0t e), el < cB) (1.19)
Here
B(x) = exp(—c "\k(x)) + sup F(x) < ¢ Az) =[x —d(z),z + d(x)]. (1.20)

teA(x) k(x)’

We give here Theorem containing a more detailed variant of formula (LI9) which is
intended for the following particular application. We plan to apply (CI9) for constructing
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approximations to the solutions of the equation

—y"(@) +q(x)y(z) = f(z), z€R (1.21)
with f(x) € L,(R), p € [1,00] (Lw(R) := ¢(R)) and ¢(z) € H. To solve this problem, we
need a more detailed version of Theorem [[4l It is convenient to state it here as a separate
assertion. First note that the functions ¢(x) € H have the following property. For every

q(z) € H there is an absolute positive constant ¢z such that (see §2, Lemma 27])

c;td(z) <d(t) < csd(z) for |t — x| < /k(x)d(x), x€R. (1.22)

We introduce some notation:
dy = supd(x), (1.23)
m(z) = 4[F(z) + /czexp(—(3c3) '\/k(z))], =z € R, (1.24)

ne(z) =65 | sup F(t) + /cs3exp <— (3c30/C3) vk(@)] , T€R. (1.25)

teA(x)

Theorem 1.5. Suppose q(x) € H and dy < oo. Denote by Sy a point on the number axis
such that for all |x| > sqg the following inequalities hold (see (LI2) and (CIH)):

k(x) > 64c5, mi(x) <1077, (1.26)
and set s;1 = sg + do + 1. Then the following relations hold:

0/ (2)] <milx)  for |z > s, (1.27)

o) = 200 4 c@)), @) <mla) for ol > s (1.28)

Remark 1.6. Theorems [[L4 and [CH will be proved together in §§2—4. Each section contains
a separate part of the proof accompanied by necessary comments. The proof of formula

([CT9) for a concrete equation, along with technical details, is contained in §8.

Let us now compare Theorems [ and [[4 Theorem [[3 contains the requirement ¢(z) > 1
for x € R which is not contained in Theorem [[4l This restriction is not essential since
relations ((CID)—(CI8) can also be obtained by the method of [3] using only condition (L2
and the condition ¢(z) € H. Nevertheless, in order to reveal the principal difference between
Theorems and [C4] in our comments below we assume that the condition ¢(x) > 1,z € R
holds true. This convention immediately implies that a new “local” version of ([CI9)—(C20) of
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asymptotic estimates at infinity for the function p(z) is obtained under the same assumptions
on which, in Theorem [ only guaranteed a “non-local” form of estimates (CI7)-(CI). This
“qualitative” advantage of Theorem [[4 with respect to Theorem is evidently important
for solving theoretical problems related to the properties of the function p(x) at infinity.
However, when applied to concrete equations, a “general quantitative advantage” of relations
(CI9)—(C20) with respect to (LID)—(CIF) turns out to be more important.

This advantage can be expressed as follows: the asymptotic formula ([CT9)—(C20) can be
viewed as a refinement of the asymptotic formula (CI7)-(CI8) in the class H. To justify
that, note that Theorems and [ differ only in the functions a(z) and S(x) which give

an estimate of the same remainder terms (z) in the asymptotic formula

plx) = @(1 +e(x)), lim e(x)=0. (1.29)

Here both functions are constructed by the function ¢(z), € R, are continuous for x € R

and satisfy the relations

0<p(z)<alr), z€R, lim a(z) = lim B(z) =0. (1.30)

Denote

— a(x)
L= su lim —=. 1.31

We say that the asymptotic formulas (CI7)-(CI8) and (CI9)-(C20) are equivalent in the
class H if L < co. If L = oo, we say that the asymptotic formula (CT)—([C20) is a refinement

of the asymptotic formula (CIA)—(CIX) in the class H. With this terminology, the following

assertion give the main relationship between Theorems and [[41

Theorem 1.7. The asymptotic formula ([LIN)-(CZ0) is a refinement of the asymptotic
formula (ICT0)~([CIR) in the class H.

We give here an example of an application of Theorem [L4l Consider a Riccati equation
y'(z) +y(x)? = q(x), zeR (1.32)

In §6, we prove the following theorem which complements one of the results of [A].

Theorem 1.8. Suppose q(x) € H. Then the following assertions hold:
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A) There ezists a unique solution y,(x) (y2(x)) of equation (L32) defined for all x € R
and satisfying the equalities

lim g (z)d(x) = lim y(z)d(z) = ~1

——00

( lim yo(z)d(z) = lim ya(x)d(x) = 1) :

T——00 T—r00

B) Let y,(z) be a solution of (L32) defined on [c,00) for some c. Then yy(x) # yi(x)
if and only if

(1.33)

lim yy(z)d(z) = 1. (1.34)
T—00
C) Let y_(x) be a solution of (L3A) defined on (—oo,c] for some c. Then y_(x) # yz(z)
if and only if

lim y_(x)d(z) = —1. (1.35)

T—r—00

Note that an example of Theorem is contained in §8.

Acknowledgment. The authors thank Prof. Ya. M. Goltser and Prof. Z. S. Grinshpun for

useful discussions.

2. TECHNICAL ASSERTIONS

In this section, we present some auxiliary assertions on the properties of the function d(x)

(see (ICTTN)). Most of these lemmas were obtained in [3] under the assumption
1<q(z) € LY(R), x€R. (2.1)

To pass from condition (E]) to condition (L), we have to prove that the “old” assertions
remain true under the “new” assumptions. Our new proofs are simpler and shorter than the

previous ones and significantly differ from those presented in [3].

Lemma 2.1. [9, Ch.1l, §5] For every given z € R, equation (LT) has a unique solution in
d>0.

Proof. The functions

or(d) =2, pold) = / a(b)dt, d e (0,00)

—d
have the following properties:

1) the function ¢;(d) is monotone decreasing from infinity to zero on (0, 00);

2) the function ¢y(d) is non-decreasing and non-negative on (0,00) and, in addition,

Jim s(d) = oo (see ([L2)).
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From 1)-2) and the continuity of the two functions, it follows that their graphs intersect at

one point. O

Lemma 2.2. For every x € R, the inequality n > d(x) (0 <n < d(x)) holds if and only if
z+n

S =1 (S <2), Sm)Zn | gt (2.2)

Proof of Lemma[ZZ4 Necessity.
If n > d(x), then S(n) > S(d(z)) = 2.

Proof of Lemma[ZZA. Sufficiency.
Assume the contrary: S(n) > 2, but n < d(z). Then 2 < S(n) < S(d(z)) =2 = S(n) = 2.
Hence n = d(x) by Lemma ZIl Contradiction. O

For a given x € R, consider an equation in d > 0 :
d T+t
Gy =1 G [ [ aoicn  azo (2.3)
0 r—t

Lemma 2.3. For every x € R, equation ([23) has a unique positive solution. Denote it by

d(z). The function d(z) satisfies the inequalities

d(z) < 2d(z) < 3d(z), =z € R, (2.4)
1 < d(x) / bt ver, (2.5)
x—d(x)

In addition, d(z) has a continuous derivative for x € R, and

R R d(z)
1d'(2)] < d(z) /0 (glx+1) —glz —)dt|, zeR. (2.6)

Remark 2.4. The function d(z) was introduced in [I] under condition (£T).

Proof. Clearly, G(d) is continuous for all d > 0. In addition, G(0) = 0 and G(d) — oo as
d — oo since (see (C2))

d o+t d [t
G(d) > /m / l€)dedr > / G(€)dE = 00 as d — oo.

—d/2

Since we have, in addition,

z+d
¢=[aguezo ven azo (27)

—d

equation (Z3)) has at least one solution dy > 0.
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The obvious relations (see (1))
z+dg

=6 = [ [ <a [ aoe=acw @9

r—do
implies that G/(dy) > 0, and therefore dq is a unique root of [£3). Denote it by d(z). From
([R) and Lemma B2 it follows that d(z) < 2d(z) since

2 = 2G(d(x)) < 2S(d(x)) < S(2d(z)).

The second inequality in (24) also follows from Lemma 22k

. d(x) T4t . x+2d(z)/3 d
2 =2G(d(z)) 2 2 /2 s / | al&)dedt = %d(x) / q(€)de = S (2 é””) ,

—2d(z)/3

Finally, the estimate () coincides with (), and it remains to check ([ZG). Let us

regard J(x) as an implicit function, i.e., as the positive solution of the equation
z 4+t
Flz,2) = / / g(€)dedt — 1 = 0. (2.9)
0 r—t

In a neighborhood of the point (z, d(x)), the function F(x, z) is continuous together with its

partial derivatives
r+z

Fi(x,2) = /Oz@(wt)_q(x_t))d@ Fi(z,2) = / 2(€)de.

In addition, according to (26)), we have

P | | L OG0

Hence d(z) is differentiable, and

. z+d(z) d(z)
0= d(z) / o(6)de + /0 (g +1)—qlo—1)dt, z€R. (2.10)

—d(=)
From (ZI0) and (), it now follows that
‘d/(x) | z4-d(x)

. < |d(z dé =
o<l [

/0 (q(z +1) — gz — t))dt| -

Corollary 2.5. If q(z) € H, then
2k (z)|d' (x)| < 3c,. (2.11)

Proof. From (LI2) and Z4), we get

d(z) < gd(as) < k(x)d(z), z€R (2.12)
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Therefore, according to (Z14), (CI4) and ([ZIZ), we have

. d(=)
d@) < 5@ | [ (ate+0) - ala - )

| e —q(x—t))dtu <o

3 1
< 5500) [k(x)d(x) sup

2€[0,k(x)d(z)]

O

In what follows, we often us an obvious general assertion which, for convenience, will be

stated as a separate lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢(x) and ¢ (x) be positive and continuous for functions f € R. If there

exists an interval (a,b) such that

Tlole) < P(a) <cpla) forall w ¢ (a,b), (2.13)
then inequalities ([ZI3) remain true for all x € R (perhaps after replacing with a larger

constant).

Proof. The function f(z) = ngg is continuous and positive for x € [a, b]. Hence its minimum
m and maximum M on [a, b] are finite positive numbers. Let ¢ = max{c,m™', M} where c

is the constant from [ZTI3). Then ¢ 'p(z) < (x) < ép(x) for x € R. O

Lemma 2.7. Let q(x) € H and

w(z) = [w(2),w™ (z)] = [x — VE@)d(z), x + x/k:(x)d(x)] , T€R (2.14)

Then there exists an absolute positive constant c3 such that for all x € R and t € w(x), the

following inequalities hold:

c3td(x) < d(t) < esd(x). (2.15)

Proof. By (LIZ), there is xyp > 1 such that k(z) > 36(cic2)? for |z| > zo (see (CIJ) and
(LTd).

In the following relations, we assume that |z| > z, ¢t € w(x) and use 1), (CI3) and

&2):

dl i < | [ < 52| [ 175
3cico |t — x| 3cien d(x) 3cicy - I x)
=2 k) S 2 Uk R ol ==

=  27'd(z) <d(t) < 2d(z) for tew(x), |z]> . (2.16)
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Denote
p@) = d@). )= min (0, Galo) = max ), weR (217
With the notation of (ZI7), inequalities (22I6]) have the following form:
27 () < ¥n(x),va(z) < 20(x)  for |z| > 0. (2.18)
According to (Z18), from Lemma 8 it follows that there exists a constant ¢ such that
Elo(x) < Uy(x), o) < Ep(x) for x € R. (2.19)
The estimates (Z19) immediately imply the inequalities

cld(z) <d(t) <éd(z)  for tew(x), z€R. (2.20)

The relations ([ZIH) with c3 = 3¢ follow from ([Z20) and (24):

A

dt) _dt) di) dl@) _, o3 _ . oo
d(z)  dt) d(z) d(=z) s2eg=ie o fewl), wek
dit) dt) dit) d) 2 1 1 1 - ).
i) = de) d) dw) o3 F 2 3 € (z), @€k
O
Lemma 2.8. Under condition (LJ), we have
lim (z +d(z)) = —o0, lim (x — d(z)) = oc. (2.21)

T—r—00 T—00

Proof. The equalities in (ZZ1]) are checked in a similar way. Let us prove, for example, the
second one. We show that

lim (z — d(x)) = 0. (2.22)

T—00
Assume the contrary. Then there exists a number a € R and a sequence {x,,}>° ; such that

x, —d(z,) <a for neN and Ty, — 00 as n — o0. (2.23)

From (Z2Z3) it follows that there is ny > 1 such that for all n > ng, the following inequalities
hold:

d(z,) > x, —a=umx, (1—i) > %, n > ng. (2.24)
Ty
Then using (Z2Z3), [Z24) and (CIT), we get
Tnt+d(zn) T Ty 4 Tn
R A R A (GL3 (2.25)
Tn—d(Tn) a Ty a
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Clearly, (Z23) and (Z23) contradict (CZ), which leads to (222). But this implies the

statement of the lemma because

oo = lim (z —d(z)) < lim (r —d(z)) <o = lim (v —d(x)) = lim (z — d(x)) = co.

T—00 z—00 z—00 T—00
U
3. MAIN ASYMPTOTIC FORMULA
In this section, our goal is to prove the following assertion.
Lemma 3.1. Suppose that condition ([L2A) holds and
lim p'(z) =0. (3.1)
|x|—o00
Then we have
d(x) ,
plx) = T(l +e(2)), ‘ 1‘1m e(z) =0, (3.2)
T|—00
and the following relations hold:
le(z)| < ch(x), h(z) =0 as x| = oo. (3.3)

Here

h(z) = teszg) rAGIE Az) = [A(z), AT (2)] = [x — d(x), z + d(2)], r€R. (34)

Denote by zp a point on the number axis such that (see (B1I))
P/ (z)| <1072 for all |z] > 2. (3.5)

Suppose that in addition to (C2), ), we have dy < oo (see (L23))). Then equality (B2)
holds, and

e(z)] < 18h(z)  for |z >z, 2 &z +do+ 1. (3.6)
To prove Lemma Bl we need the following auxiliary assertions.
Lemma 3.2. For x € R the following relations hold:

p'(2)] <1, (3.7)

S AN (3.8)
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Proof. Let us show that (see ([L3))
v'(x) >0, u(z) <0 for xz€R. (3.9)
For a given x € R, by (L2) there exists a € (—oo, z] such that
/ "t > 0.
Then from (C2) and (3) it follows that
o (z) = v'(a) + / (o)t > / " (o)t > v(a) / "t > 0.

The second inequality from (B3) can be checked in a similar way. To prove (B), it suffices
to differentiate ([LY). Inequality [B) follows from (BR) and B3). O

Lemma 3.3. For x € R, we have

1+ p(A(x) 1-p(A(z) _ - a(p(t)dt dt
=g (A& @) T+p(A (@) (4/A(z) = () /A@) p(t)) : (3.10)

Here A(z) = [A™(x), AT (2)] = [z — d(z), 2 + d(z)].

Proof. From ([BY) and () for ¢ € R, it follows that

o V) o) AY) [ g
R OO R e il M
o W) ul)  w(AE) [ g
O =) > =0 > e = e

These inequalities imply
VAHE) (A (@) o) _ u(t) )
ray wared ~ o (L 10 (g ) @) zer o1

When substituting (BJ) into BI1), we get

LA (@) 1= p(A @) oA @) wd @) a(t)o(t)dt
T p(aF @) THp(B @) wdr@) wa@) P /Aml_pf@p)‘ (3.12)

Furthermore, according to (CJ) we have

@) (A @) (e
(A (@) p(/ p<t>)’ u(A(x) ~ p(/ p<t>)’ =1

(3.13)
To prove (BI0), it remains to substitute (B13) into BIZ). O
Lemma 3.4. Suppose that condition ([L2) holds. Then
5
p(t) < =d(x) for  teAx)=[zr—d(z),z+d)], r € R. (3.14)

2
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Proof. By Lagrange’s formula,

p(t) = p(z) + p'(&)(t — x), t € Ax), r € R. (3.15)
The point ¢ in ([BI3) lies between ¢ and x. Then [BIH), together with B1) and (BI0), lead
to (BI4):

p(t) < p(z) + 1" (] [t — 2] < plz) +d(z) < Sd(z) + d(z) = gd(l’)‘

N W

O

In the sequel, we assume that conditions (L) and (BJ]) hold and do not mention them in

the statements.

Lemma 3.5. For all |z| > 1, the following inequalities hold:
‘ A / g(t)p(t)dt _ plz)

A@ 1=p )2 dz)

In addition, if dy < oo (see ([LZ3))), then [BIG) holds for all |x| > z (see [BH)).

< 8,0201h(z). (3.16)

Proof. In the following transformations, we use the definition of d(z) (see (ILII)):

q(t)p(t)dt q()p)p'(t)?
4/%0)7 —4/A(z)q(t)p(t)dt+4/ aOpOP )

1L—p/(t)? A L= (1)

e e (o) 1)
— 4p(a) /A OIS /A Ol — )i + 4 /A ( di

o L=p(t)?
~ 8p(x) e aOpp )7
=y 4 a0 —pnasa | SRR we R 17

Below, in the estimate of the first integral of (BIM), we use (BIH) and the definitions of
h(z), A(x) and d(x) (see B4, (LII):

4 /A@) q(t)(p(t) —P(x))dt' < 4/A(z>q(t)‘p(t> — plz)|dt :4/A<Z>Q(t)‘p/(5>| - aldi
< 4h(z)d(z) / q(t)dt = 8h(z), z€R. (3.18)
A(z)

Let us estimate the second integral from [BI7). From (ZZI), it follows that there is
Zo > 2o (see (BH)) such that
A(z) N [—z0,20) =0  for |z| > 2. (3.19)
In particular, if dy < oo (see ([LZJ)), then one can set Zy := 21 = 29 + dp + 1 (see [BH)).
Indeed, with such a choice of Z;, we have
DNife<—-%2 = z+dx) < -2 +d(x)=—2—1+d(z) —dy < —20 = BIT)
Q)ife>—-2) = v—dz)> % —dx)=20+1+dyo—d(z) > 2y = EIJ).
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Below, for |z| > Zy, we use (B19), BI4), BH) and (CII):

q(t)p(t)p'(t)?dt _ 4-107°
0<4 /A y < h(z) /A | 0oty

1) —1-10°
4h(x) 5 20h(z)
< ——r——d t)dt = —————— < 0.0201h(x). 3.20
< g gm0 [ a = g s < 00201k (320)
From (B20) and BIF), we get (BI4) O
Lemma 3.6. For all || > 1, we have
/ @) a9 16, (3.21)
A Pt)  p(x)

In addition, if dy < oo (see ([(LZ3))), then BZI) holds for all |x| > z (see [BH)).

Proof. Let Zy be the number from LemmaBXl In the following transformation, we use (B15):

a1 p(z)dt _ 1 dt
/A@) ZONNCY /A@c) plz) +p ()t —z)  plz) /A(I) IR (3.22)

p(x

~

Consider the integrand in (B22)). Let us check the estimate
t—x
plx)

(2, 6,0 <4-107°, (2, 6,8) E p(6)—, & teA), |z]> Z. (3.23)

Indeed, for |z| > %, from ([CI0), it follows that

|t — = 3 dr -3
<10 <4-107° = BZ3).
p() p(@)

Below, for |z| > Z,, we use (B23)), (LI0) and the definition of h(x) (see [B2)):

At h@anl k@) d@)
|1 +7(x>€>t)‘ — 1= ‘7(x>€>t)‘ —1-4107° p(ﬂ?)

< %h@) < 402h(z), 2] > %. (3.24)

(& 0] =10 ()]

To finish the proof of (B21]), it remains to apply [B22), B24)) and (LIW) for |z| > Zp :

/ dt _2d(x)
A) P(T) p()

:' 1 / dt _ d(z)

1 1

pl)

L el o dia) )
p(x) /A(@ Tty ()] = 8.04h( )p(x) < 32.16h(z).
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Proof of Lemma [Zl. Throughout the sequel, we assume |z| > Z, where Z; is the number

from Lemma Consider (BI0). In the following estimates, we use (B) and the definition

of h(x) (see (BA)):
1+p(A%(z)) 1—-p(A(z))
L= p(A*(z) 1+ (A (z))

_ 2|p"(A"(z)) — /(A" ())]
|+ A (A () = /(A () — /(A (2))p/ (A (2))]
4h(x)
—1-2103-10"°6

—148(x), |61(x)] < 4.009h(z), |z|>Z. (3.25)

-1

< 4.009h(x)

L+ p/(AT(z)) 1—p/(A"(2))
1—p(A=(2)) 1+ p'(A(x))
Below, in the transformation of the exponent in ([BI0), we use inequalities (BI0) and

B21):
(0f, 15 | ) (5-35)

q(t)p(t)dt  8p(x) di  2d(z)
= ‘4/A(x) 1-p#)?  d(z) " /A(r) p(t)  p(z)

q()p(t)dt dt 8p(x)  2d(z) .
- 4/A(z) TOE /Am o0 dw) ) )
16a()] < 40.2h(x), |a| > %o. (3.26)

Thus, (see (B2H) and [B20)) equality (BI0) is reduced to
pz) . d() ~
— LSRN ek s > Z. 2
1+ 61(z) = exp (8d(x) 2p(x) +da(z) ), lz| > 2o (3.27)
From Lagrange’s formula, (B3) and (B23) it follows that
(51(33)
e — 5
e €@l @)
101 ()| < 4.009h(x)
—[61(z)] — 1 —4.009 - 103
According to (B27) and (B:28), we now obtain
8p(z)  2d(z)
d3(x) = —
=) )

< (8,0201 + 32.16)A(z) < 40.2h(z)

In(1+6:(z))

= In(l+6(x)) =d3(x), |03(z)] < n < 4.03h(x). (3.28)

+02(x), x| > Zo

8p(z)  2d(x)

= 5y(x),  [0a(2)] < [82(2)| + |05(2)| < 44.23h(x), |z| > Zo.  (3.29)

d(z)  pl(x)
Let us rewrite (B229) in the following way:
p(z)? = d(? (1 +54(x)%) . |0a(z)] < 44.23h(x), |h| > Zo. (3.30)
Denote
a(z) = 8y(z) 28 2| > Z. (3.31)
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Below, in the estimate of |a(z)|, we use (B30) and (CI0):

p(x) 3
< — < 44.23 - - < 33.2 < 0.0332. .32
la(z)] < \(54(93)|2d(x) < 3 4h(x) < 33.2h(x) < 0.033 (3.32)
Therefore, from [B30), B3T) and [B32), we get
d
plx) = % 1+ a(z), |z] > Z. (3.33)
Furthermore, since
v 1 v 2
V1 14— —= for 1 > 34
+v +3 2(1—1—\/1—1——1/) or 1+v2>0, (3.34)

from (B32) and B3), we get

TFa(@ =1+e@), |e@) < o)

2
< L1 ozl > 3. (335
2 2 <1+\/1+a(x)> ol = 2. (3.85)
In the following estimate of |e(x)|, we use (B3H), B32), B30) and ([CI0):
la(z)]  |a(x)|? |1+ |a(x)] 1+0.0332
le(z)] < + = |a(z)] <

la(x)| = 0.5166|c(z)|

-2 2 2 - 2
_ p(x) 3
— 0.5166(3,()| < 44.23-°.0.5166h(x) < 18h(z),  |z|> 2. (3.36)
2d(x) 4
Lemma Bl now follows from ([B33), (B30) and (B30). O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we finish the proof of formula (CIY). Note that this part more or less
coincides with the corresponding fragment of [3] and is reproduced here, with minor changes,

only for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 4.1. For x € R, we have the inequality

P@)] < ela) — 1], sefa) & VD ulo) (4.1)

Proof. From (L3)), (L) and (B3), it follows that
0" (2)| = [V (z)u(z) + v(z)u'(2)] = [ (2)vo()|2(x) = 1] < |2(x) —1].

Lemma 4.2. For x € R, the formula
y(t) = v'(x)u(t) — u'(x)v(t), teR (4.2)

determines the solution of the Cauchy problem
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vt =1, vy |_,=0 (4.4)

In addition, the following inequalities hold:

y'(t) <0 for t<u; y'(t) >0 for t> . (4.5)

Proof. Let us check (EH) for ¢ > x. (The other assertions of the lemma immediately follows
from the properties of the PFSS {u(z),v(z)} of equation (L)) (see (CA).) Let us show that
y(t) > 0 for t > x. If this is not the case, let xy be the smallest positive root of the equation
y(t) =0 (zo > 0 because of (). Then y'(zo) < 0. Indeed, if y'(xy) > 0, then y(t) < 0
for t < xy because y(z) = 0. But then () implies that the equation y(t) = 0 has a root
in the interval (0, xy) which contradicts the definition of xy. Thus y'(z) < 0. On the other
hand, from (E3)) it follows that

zo
v = [ aOuOdE=0 = i) =0
0
Hence y(t) = 0 because y(xo) = y'(xy) = 0. Contradiction.
Since y(t) > 0 for > x, according to (L2) and [E3)—EA) we get

vi- [ OO0 for t>w

The case t < x is treated in a similar way. O

Let ¢(z) € H. Let us introduce the functions (see (E14))

wt () t
a(t):y(t)/t %, B(t) = y(t) /_( )%, tew), zeR  (46)

In (EH), we assume that y(t) is the solution of the problem (E3])—(E2).

Lemma 4.3. The functions [B8) are solutions of equation [E3) and satisfy the relations

wwh(z))=0(w (x)) =0, a(t)>0, o(t)>0 for te€w(x), (4.7)
o~ s dg
o'(t)a(t) —a'(t)o(t) = —, t€w(m). (4.8)
Proof. The relations (L) are obvious. Equality () is checked by a straightforward calcu-
lation. O

Lemma 4.4. For x € R, we have the equalities

i =@ - e

(4.9)
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u(z) i) [1 Cuwt(@) 1 (4.10)

-1
u(x) y(W*(I))] '
Here y(+) is the solution of problem (E3)—(E4).

Proof. The equalities (EE9)—(ETI0) follow from (L), [2) and (EH). For example,

o de o 1 exp ( ffo pds ) d¢
o(z) = /w—(w) [ (2)u(€) — v/ (z)v(6)]2 /w_(z) p(&) [U’(JJ) exp <_ 3 d_s)) B u,(x)r

20 (s
[t /j ) )

([ 25) o] e
§

-1

1 v(€) }x _ 1 v(§) }x _ 1 {U(x)_v(w_(x))}
~ v'(z) V(@)u(E) —d(@)o(€) @ v(z) y(€) @ vi() y(w= (7))
v() v(w (7)) 1
-so N ) =

The equality ([EI0) is checked in a similar way. O

Lemma 4.5. Suppose q(x) € H. Then for x € R we have the equality (see ([ZIH):

_V(x) u(r)  a(z) S —ox k(x)
%(33) - v(x) |u’(x)| - By (1+ ( ))a ‘ ( )| < m p( 363 ) : (4'11)

Proof. By Lemma E4l to prove (EETT) it is enough to show that for x € R, the following
inequality holds:

v(w™(z)) 1 u(wt(x)) 1 i(2)
max{ (@) yw- @) ulx) y(m(x))} < V6esexp ( e, ) . (412
By [3), (CJ), (CI0) and ZIH), we have
uwt(z) 1 wt(z))
() @) = )

_ \/p(aﬁ(x)) d(wt(x)) d(x) ( 1 /W) d(e) d(
_ . A (4 £
d

dw(x))  d(x)  p()

The second inequality of (LI2) is checked in a similar way. O
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To study @(z)/0(x), let us look at the solution y(¢) of problem (E3)—EZ) more closely
than in Lemma 2. Suppose ¢(z) € H. Denote

= [0, /k(z)d(x)], x € R. (4.13)

In problem (E3))—(E4), we change variables:
yi(z) =y(x — 2), z € x(z), (4.14)
yo(z) = y(z + 2), z € x(z). (4.15)

It is easy to see that y1(z) and yo(z) are solutions of the following Cauchy problems, respec-

tively:
yl =qlz—2)y(z), w0 =1,  (0)=0, (4.16)

ys = qx+ 2y (),  12(0)=1,  y(0) =0. (4.17)

Lemma 4.6. Suppose q(z) € H, and let ty be a positive number such that k(z) > 64c2 for

all |x| > to (see (CIZ), (CIA)). Then for |x| > to and z € x(x) (see EIT)), the following

relations hold:
y2(2)  ylr+2)

1.202
e R OO D= -t

(4.18)

Proof. Let us introduce some notation:

96 =25 o) = [(ato+ —ao- e, () = max (0], = € (o). (119)

By (), we get yi(z) > 0, y4(z) > 0 for z > 0. Therefore, we also have [y1(z) - y2(2)]" > 0

for z > 0. Integrating by parts, we get

18'(2)| = jz (ﬁi;)' - y1(12)2 /OZ(Q(“@ —q(x—f))yl(ﬁ)yz(ﬁ)dg‘
= ﬁii‘@(zﬂ + ﬁ / &)1 (€)9:(6) dg'
B ZEZ yféz?z /O [y1(€)y=()]'1d¢
‘ngﬂb@ yl((j))Q (11(2)y2(2) = 1)
< 29(2) ng; _2(2)8(2), = € x(2). o
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Since for z € x(z) the function ¢ (x) satisfies the inequalities (see ([LI4))

o) = s | [taa+9) = ot =] < sup | [ (ata+9) = ato -
_F) 121
= @) (4.21)
by (EZI]) we can continue estimate (E20):
(2 L(m) z z x r€E€R
16°(2)] < \/%d(x)ﬂ( ), zex(z), ze
_ 2F(x) B'(z) 2F (x) B .
= ) < 30 < o) € x(z), € R. (4.22)
Since £(0) = 1, from ([E22) we get
exp(—2F(z)) < f(2) < exp(2F(z)), =z¢€ x(x), x€R. (4.23)

Let us check that F(z) — 0 as |z| — co. According to (ILI4)) and (LIH), we have

F(z) = \/k(z)d(z) sup /Oz(q(x +t) —q(x — t)dt'

zex(z)

<

[k(x)d(x) sup

2€[0,k(x)d(z)]

Aqu+w—ﬂx—wmﬂfg—9—- reR (4.24)

1
V() V(@)

= F(z) =0 as |z| — oo. (4.25)

Let now |z| > ty. Then from the assumption of the lemma and ([E24), it follows that

e 2
a(x) oo 2F (z) < e

<

1
o S 7 | > t. (4.26)

From (E26), we get

:1+amﬂ+2i2é)§1+a@ﬂ+§MQm2§1+a@ﬂ+ggz§1+1&ﬁ@.(4%)
The lemma follows from ({20), (E2Z0) and [EZ3). O

Lemma 4.7. Suppose q(z) € H, let y(t) be the solution of problem [E3)-ED), and let ty be
the number from Lemma[.0. Then for |xz| > to, the following relations hold (see [ZI4)):

S _a T dt 3.6¢5
/x MOE = (1+7(x)) /w_(x) W, |7(x)] < 3.6F(x) < k;(x) (4.28)
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Proof. By the definition of ty, for |x| > ¢y and z € x(z), we have the following estimate for

[7(2)] (see @IF)):
1.202

()| < 1.2F(x) < 0

<12--=0.15. (4.29)

| =

From [IX) and @2Z9), we get

wt (x) dt / k(x)dz dz /v\/k(x)d(x) dz
/x y(®)?  Jo y(r+2) o (1+7(2))%y(z — 2)?

VE@d@) g, VEk(@)d() 2+ ~(2) ds
/o y@—2? / T AFAR)? yla— 20

- \/@d(z) 9 +’Y(Z) dz \/@d(z) d -1
= |:1 —/0 v(2) (14 7(2))? ylz — 2)? (/0 m)

/w /k(x)d(x) dz

0 y(r — 2)?
gy [V ey [ 2 (1.30)
= (1+7(x / —— =(14+7(x / . |x] > to. 4.30
0 y(r — 2)? o () Y(1)? ’
It remains to prove the estimate |7(z)| from [E2¥). We use relations ([{29) and [EI):
12+ v(2)] 2.15 3.6¢2
7(2)] < max )| —mFrL= < 1.2F(x < 3.6F(x) < .
] < s )| < 12F ) < 30P() < S

O

Lemma 4.8. Suppose q(x) € H, and let ty be the number from Lemma [[.0 Then for
|z| > tg, the following inequalities hold:

|0/(2)] < 3.6 | F(z) + /e exp (— iix))]@%ﬁ)@ 2| > to. (4.31)

Proof. Below when estimating (z), we use ([EI1), (£d) and [E2R):

() = V' () u(x)‘ _ ZEQ (14 v(z)) = /:+(x) dt </wr dt )_1 (14 v(x))

v(z) [u'(x y(1)? \Jor (@) y(t)?
= (1+7@)1+v@) =1+7@) +vi) + 7@)v) €1+ u@), |z >t (4.32)

~

~—

From ([2Y) and (@20), we get

I7(z)] < 3.6—2— <045, |2 > to. (4.33)

k(x) —
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Inequality ([E33)), together with ([32), [E2]) and I, lead to the estimates:

()] < |7(@)| + [v(@)| +[7(@)] [v(z)] < [7(2)] + 1.45]v(2)]

VE(x) 1132
< 3.6F(x) +3.6y/csexp | -2 | <4F(z) + ———
C3 k(x)
et eve sy (4.34)
k(x)
Inequalities ([EE3T) follow from (EE34) and (ET)). O

Proof of Theorems [T and[LA. Suppose q(x) € H. Then [3T) implies (CIG) for |z]| > 1.
In addition, ([3T) and (LI2) lead to [BIl). Hence by Lemma B we get (B2). We estimate
le(z)] in (B3) using the estimate for h(z). Below for |z| > 1 we use ([E31) E3T), (LI3) and
E24):

teA(x) teA(x) teA(x) 3c3

h(z) = sup |p'(t)] < 3.6 sup F(z)+ 3.6\/c3 sup <_ﬁ>

< 3.6 sup F(t)+ 3.6y/c3exp <—(30301/2)_1 k(x))
teA(x)

< c{ sup F(t) + exp <—c_1\/k:(x)>} = cf(x). (4.35)

teA(x)

From (E3H) and B3), we get (CIJ). From E2Z4) and (CI3), we obtain

1= 2 o0 () = 2, o

c2y/C1 c c
S Ve S R

Thus Theorem [l is proved.

To prove Theorem [T, we set || > s1 > 5o (see (L20) — ([L2D)). Then sy > t, because
of (CZH), where ¢, is the number from Lemma BB Hence |p'(x)| < 1072 according to (E31))
and (C20). Formula (B2) is proved similarly to Theorem [[4l Since (31 coincides with
([CZD), it remains to estimate |e(x)| using (B). We use one of the inequalities (EE30) and

obtain:

le(z)] < 18h(x) < 65 ( sup F(t) + /csexp <— (3csy/cr) ! \/k(x)>> = no(x).

teA(z)

Theorem [CH is proved. O
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5. COMPARISON OF TWO ASYMPTOTIC FORMULAS
In this section we prove Theorem [L7.

Proof of Theorem[I.]. Suppose ¢(z) € H and ¢(x) > 1 for z € R. Consider (LI7) and (CI9).
In these relations a(z) and §(x) are positive, continuous for x € R functions, 5(z) < a(x)

for z € R and a(z) — 0, f(x) — 0 as |x| — oco. Therefore the theorem will be proved if (see

| (x)
— ax
L= sup lim —= = 0. 5.1
o(yed lzl—o00 B(2) 5-1)
Note that to prove (BJ), it suffices to give an example of the function ¢(-) which, on the one
hand, satisfies the above-mentioned assumptions and, on the other hand, for the functions
a(z) and f(x) constructed by ¢(-) the following equality holds:

[— fm 20
L= Tm S0 =0 (5.2)

(Indeed, if (F2) holds, then co =L < L <00 = L=L=00.)
Let us construct such a function. Denote

1 n
oy = [0'7(1_),(75"-)) =n% (n+1)?), ¢ = (1 + —) , n=12... (5.3)
n

Suppose ¢(—z) = g(x) for > 0 and

qn if r€eo,, n=12...
= 5.4
a() {2 it zel0,1). (5.4)

Clearly, we have 1 < g(z) € L*(R), * € R. We show that q(x) € H. We need to estimate

the function d(z). Since

2<gq(x) <3 for x € R, (5.5)
by (CI) we have
z+d(z) z+d(x) 1
2= d(x)/ q(t)dt > d(x)/ 2dt = 4d(z)* = d(r) < —=, z € R,
z—d(z) x—d(x) 2
z+d(z) x+d(x) 1
2 = d(z) / g(t)dt < d(x) / 3dt = 6d(z) = d(z) < —, z € R.
z—d(z) z—d(z) 3
Hence
L caw <t ser (5.6)
V3 T V2 ' '

We introduce the function

k:(x):{\/m’ it Jaf 2 4 (5.7)

2, if |zl <4
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Let us check that in case (B1) all the assumptions of Definition [ are satisfied. From (£0)
and (1), we get relations (LI2) and (CI3)). In particular, (CI2) immediately follows from

(BE7). We prove ([CI3). Let x > 9. Then

N (N Y (B I
= [z —k(2)d(z),z+ k(z)d(z)] C [z — vz, + 2],

[© — &,z 4+ x] N[—4,4]

Thus for z > 9, inequalities (LI3)) are true.
The estimates proved for |z| > 9 can be easily extended to the whole number axis using
LemmaZ8 It remains to check (CI4]). Consider ®(z) (see (LI4))) for x € o, n > 2. Clearly,

if x € 0,, then

r+k@)dz) <z+Vr<(n+1)?4+n+1<(n+2)? N
r—k(z)d(z) >z —VT>n>—n>(n-1)2%
[z — k(x)d(z),z + k(z)d(x)] C 0,1 U0, Uoyyy for z€0, n>2. (5.8)
Now from the condition z € o, and (£8), (£4), (&), (&8) and (CI), we get

®(z) = k(x)d(x)  sup /Oz(q(x +t) —q(x — t)dt'

z€[0,k(z)d(z)]
n+1 n+1
< max n+1 — dnl; |9n — 4n— :
<% {gn+1 = @ul, g0 — gu1l} 7
n—+1)2
:( ) maX{|qn+1_qn|>|qn_Qn—1|}- (59>

Since the following inequalities hold (see [I0), Section I, problem 170]):

e - - 3e

nz <€~ I < Zopq } N
— o073 <Unt1— €< —3g (2n +2)(2n + 3

by (E3) and (B2I0), we obtain

(n+1)? 3e
W) S S @ D@ Y

(5.10)

<(C <o for z€o0, n>2 (5.11)

We omit the obvious proof of (LT4)) using (ITl). Thus ¢(x) € H, and it remains to prove

E2). Let (see (B3))

Ty =———"—="n"+n-+ n > 1. (5.12)
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Let us compute sup F'(t). Note that if ¢ € A(z,,), then (E0) implies elementary inequalities
tEA(In)

t+ /k(z)d(t <xn+ﬁ+,/k<xn+ ) 2 ’
=

<(n+1)* for n>1
t —/k(x)d(t >xn—ﬁ— k:(xn— ) 2 for n>1,

[t—\/k(x)d A4V E(x)d(t }Can for te A, and n>1. (5.13)

Furthermore, according to (BE13) and (B4l), we have
t+8) =q(t =& =aq  for ] < VE()d(t), t€A(xn), n>1,

and therefore sup F(t) =0 (see (LIH)). By (C2Z0), this implies

-
o

>n

Sl
Sl-

teA(zy)
B(x,) = exp (—c_l k;(xn)) , n> 1. (5.14)
Now we consider the value
B \/ k(s)ds
F(s) |,_ o= Vk(z)d(s) (¢(s+1) —q(s —1))dt
SZU,E;H
Since for t € (O, k <aq(@+)>d <a,(1+)>} , we have
g0 +1) = uir,  q(of = 1) = g,
using (B10), (E4) and (B), we get
n+1 e e

F(ai) = k(o{)d(0) (qnr1 — au) 2

3 (2n+2)2n+3) 6(2n+3)
The last inequality yields the estimates

su F(t) > F(et)) > F(oP) >#, n>1. 5.15
S ()2 Flel) 2 Fold) 2 o (5.15)
From (BEI3) and (CI), we finally get
> exp (—c! - . .
a(x,) > exp ( c k:(xn)> + 62n+3)’ n>1 (5.16)
Relations (BE14) and (&T3) imply (BJJ). Indeed,
a(zy) € -1
L N R S
Bz = +6(2n+3)exp c () or n>
= lima(xn): = L= = L=o.
n—oo ()
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6. PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS OF THE RICCATI EQUATION

In this section, we prove Theorem Below we use the following assertion.
Theorem 6.1. [, §402] The general solution of equation (L32) is of the form

y(z) =

cav'(x) + cu/(x)
av(x) + cou(zx)

(6.1)

Here {u(x),v(z)} is a PFSS of equation (ICTl), ¢;, ¢o are arbitrary constant, |c;| + |ca| # 0.

Proof of Theorem L8 Let q(z) € H. Set

v'(z) u'(x)
ya(x) () y1(x) a(2) r € R. (6.2)
Then by (BX) and Theorem [, we get (LC33):
1 = lim v’(x) )= lim (x d(x) =
|g}|1£nooy2($)d($) = ‘xl‘%o o(2) d(z) |rl|%o(1+f)( ))2p(x) 1,
i = lim w(z) z) = lim (p'(z) — d(z) =—

Consider the second part of assertion A). Suppose that there exists a solution y(z) of

equation ([C33) which satisfies the following properties of the solution ys(x) :

1) the solution y(z) is defined for all z € R;
2) the following equalities hold:

lim y(x)d(z) = lim y(z)d(z) = 1. (6.3)

Tr—r—00 T—00

Let us show that 1) and 2) imply y(z) = y2(x) for z € R.

We need the following assertion.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that conditions (L2) hold, and let y(x) be a solution of equation ((L32)
such that y(x) # y1(x), y(x) # ya2(x). Then if the solution y(x) is defined for all z € R, then

y1(z) < y(z) < yo(x) for  x€R. (6.4)

Proof. Suppose that y(zg) > ya(zo) for some zy € R. By the hypothesis of the lemma, in
representation (GJl) we have ¢; # 0, ¢o # 0, and therefore

viz) +0u'(z) 0+0, 0=—=, z€R. (6.5)

ylr) = v(z) + Ou(x)’ 1
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Since y(zo) > y2(wo), (L) and () imply

) ) ) 0
0< y(xo) y2( 0) U($0) + Q(xo) U(xo) (U(xo + eu($0))1}($0)
= ! ! = 01+ ulo) <0 = 6#<0.

071+ u(wo) /v(wo) v(20)? v(o)
Let p(z) = u(z)/v(z), z € R. According to (L3), (L) and (LH), this function satisfies

the properties ¢(z) — 0o as © — —o0, p(z) = 0 as x — o

/ /
/ w(z)v(z) — v'(z)u(z) 1
¢'(z) () REE < or x€
Hence there exists z; such that ¢(z;) = —071, or, equivalently,
v(xy) 4+ 0(x1) = 0. (6.6)

Together with equality (6.8), the following inequality holds:
V'(x) + 0u' (1) = V' (21) + 10U/ (21)] > 0 (6.7)

(see BH)). From (), ([E1) and (GH), it follows that the solution y(z) is not defined for
x = x1; contradiction. Hence y(z) < yo(x) for all x € R. But y(z) # yo(z) by hypothesis
which leads to the upper estimate in (£4]). The second inequality of (G4 can be checked in

a similar way. O

Corollary 6.3. Assuming the hypothesis of Lemma [G3, the solution of equation (L32) is
of the form (&) with 6 > 0.

Proof. Taking into account all that was mentioned above, it only remains to check that

6 > 0. From (£4)), (C3) and (), it follows that
V() 4+ 0u'(x) U (z) 1

0<y@) —n@) =00 " ) ~ e@ew) T ey LS F

V() (z) 4 0u'(x) 0
0 < () — y(a) = - - .
vele) = YD) = O T @) T ule) - 0@ F @)
The first inequality implies v(z) + fu(z) > 0, z € R. Then # > 0 in view of the second

inequality. O

We can now finish the proof of assertion A). First note that if ¢(x) € H, then in addition
to (LH) we have the relations

/ /
lim (x) . u/(z)
T——00 u’(gj

= 0. (6.8)

8
1
3
Q\
=
&



DAVIES-HARRELL REPRESENTATIONS, OTELBAEV’S INEQUALITIES... 29

Indeed, from (B3), BF), (CI4), (CIA) and ([LH), it follows that
i Y@ o V(@) v(@) u(e) o L A(@) v(z) 2p(2)
zo—oot/(x)  emmoe v(x) u(r) W(z)  wo—ee 2p(x)  wu(z) p(r) -1

/
i LHPE) e @)

T——00 p’(:p) — 1 z——o0 u(x)

The second equality of (B.8) can be proved in a similar way. Let y(z) be a solution of
([C32) which does not coincide with ys(x) for z € R and satisfies properties 1)-2) (see above).
Then by Corollary the solution y(z) is of the form (EX) with 6 > 0. In the following

relations, we use (€3), (H), BY), (), &), (CT) and

/ / g1 vi(r) +1
1= lim y(z)d(x) = lim Md(x) = lim 7:)((;)) w(w) d(x)
Z—>—00 T——00 U(gj) + Qu(aj) T——00 9—1u(x) +1 u(x)
= lim yi(z)d(z) = —1.

Contradiction. Hence y(x) = y2(x), € R. The part of assertion A) related to y;(x) can be
proved similarly.
Let us prove B). Note that y,(x) = yi(z) if and only if ¢, = 0 in (@J)). In fact, for

T € [¢,00) we have

yi(z) =yn(z) & Clv/gx +oul) )

)
av(z) + cou(z)  u(x)
& g (@u(x) —d(x)v(z) =0 < ¢ =0.
Thus the condition y(z) # y1(z) implies that in this case we have ¢; # 0 in (&1]). Hence,
as in the proof of A) given above, we obtain

lim g, (2)d(z) = lim v (x) + cou/ ()

T—00 T—00 cl’U( )—|— Cgu(ﬂf) d(ZE)
/(Z‘

1+ 2 v (x / x .

= lim
T—00 1 + c2

v(z
The converse statement is an obvious consequence of ([L34)). Assertion C) can be proved

in the same way as assertion B). O

7. ASYMPTOTICS OF THE OTELBAEV FUNCTION AT INFINITY

The problem that is considered in this section arises as a result of attempts to use
Theorems [C4] and in order to study concrete equations ([LIl) and (C32). It is easily
seen that to study theoretical problems related to asymptotic behaviour of the function p(z)
at infinity, one can use formula (CI9) without additional restrictions to g(x). (See, for ex-

ample, Theorem [[8 Another such example was given in [3] where ([LI7) helped to find
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asymptotics at infinity of the distribution function of the spectrum of the Sturm-Liouville
operator.) However, to apply Theorems [C4] and to concrete equations, one has to know
the asymptotic estimates of d(x) for |x| — oo. The proof of such estimates is a separate
technical problem which is not at all related to the initial question on the properties of p(z)
for |x| — oo. To solve this problem, additional requirements different from the conditions of
Theorem [[4] are imposed on the function ¢(z). In [3], such a requirement is condition (Z1).

In the following theorem, we find an asymptotics of d(x) at infinity under condition ([C2)
and some additional requirements which are more convenient for practical checking than the

corresponding conditions from [3].

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that 0 < q(z) € L'*(R), x € R and one can represent the function
q(x) in the form

q(z) = q1(7) + ¢2(), T € R, (7.1)

where q,(x) is positive for x € R and twice differentiable for |x| > 1 and qa(z) € L*°(R).

Denote
A(z) = [0,2q:(z)"Y?], z€R, (7.2)
1 x+t
s (2) = ————= su YEYdEL, x| > 1, 7.3
) = o g | [ ] 1o (7.3)
1 x+t
saa(z) = swp | [ (e, wc R (7.4)
1 () teA(z) |-t
Then if the following condition holds:
s () — 0, so(x) — 0 as |z| — oo, (7.5)

condition ([L2) also holds and for every x € R, the equation (LIIl) has a unique positive

solution d(x). Moreover,

d(z) = 1—;715((;)), 10(2)| < 20501 (2) + s2())  for |z| > 1, (7.6)
ct<dx)\/a(r)<c  for xE€R. (7.7)

Proof of Theorem [71].

We need the following lemma.
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Lemma 7.2. Suppose that g1 satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem [7_1]. For a given x € R,

consider the following equation in d>0:

. . . fx+d
S(d) =2, S(d) = d/ ~qu(t)dt. (7.8)

x—d

Equation [TR) has a unique positive solution d(x); moreover (see ([[3))
5 1446
i) = 22D @ <) for el (7.9)
@(z)

< d(x)Vq(x) <e for x € R. (7.10)

Proof. Clearly, S(0) = 0, S(d) — oo as d — co and S(d) is monotone increasing in d > 0.
This implies that for every # € R equation ([Z8) has a unique positive solution d(z). To
estimate d(x), let us write the function S(d) in the form [ZIT):

d/ t)dt = d/ q(z+t) +q(z—t)dt

— 201 ()& +d/ 0z + 1) — 201 (2) + @ (z — D)]dt
=2q(z d2+d/ / / s)dsdgdt. (7.11)

n(@) = (1+sm@)q(@) 2 |z > 1.

By (L), s (z) < 1 for all |x| > 1, and therefore n(z) € A(x) for all x| > 1 (see ([Z2)).
Then from ([ZI1]) and ([Z3)), it follows that

S(n(x)) = 2(1 + sa(2))* + ””1 / / / aflsyasacar

/x_: qi(s)ds

Set (see (IZ3))

1 (1+%1 z))?
B BTy

s (2)(1 + 52 (x))3

= 2(1+ 3 (2))* - 5 > 2+ 2 () > 2. (7.12)
By Lemma 22 (ZT2) implies the inequality
d(z) <n(z) = 1+ sa(x))q(x)™?  forall  |z|> 1. (7.13)

Let now

n(@) =1+ (x) q@) 2 o> 1.
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Then, as above, we have n(x) € A(z) and using ([LT1]) and ([Z3)), we obtain

S(n(z)) ’ ! ! A (s)dsdtd
n(z)) = + / / / qy (s)dsdtdg
(I+sa(@)?  1+sa(@) Jo(z) Jo 0 Joe
2 1 n(x)? 1 /‘”’”£ ,
< — su s)ds
STHa@P 2 T+m0 Va@ el 10
2 %1([13)
< 2. 7.14
S Trm@R 2t m@p S (1)
By Lemma 222 (ZI4]) implies the inequality
d(z) > n(z) = 1+ sa(x) g (x)™?  forall |z > 1. (7.15)

Estimates ((LI3)) and (ZIH) yield (3). Inequalities ([ZI) follows from (Z9) and Lemma 26

]
We now prove Theorem [Tl Consider the following equation in d > 0 :
z+d
S=2  S@W=d| aoi (7.16)
r—d

Let n(z) = (1 + s(2)d(z) and |z| > 1 (see (TA)). From [H) and [T), it follows that
n(x) € A(x) for all |z| > 1. For such an z, Lemma [[Z and Lemma [ imply

z-+1(x) z-+1(x) z+n(z)
S(n(x)) =n(x dt = n(x 1(t)d x o(t)d
o) =n) [ ai=a) [ Cawiene [ e
. w+d(x) z4(x)
> (1 + 29(z))d(x () dt T o(t)dt
> (o) [ aodne) [ )
ey (L@ @) | (7
> 2(1 + s0(x)) e /x_n(@ q2(t)dt
> 2(1 + s5(x)) — 200(2) (1 + 250(2) ) (1 + 501 (2)) > 2. (7.17)

From ([ZI7) and the definition ([ZI8) of the function S(d), it is not hard to conclude (see
§2) that for all |z| > 1 equation (IZI@) has a unique positive root d(x). This implies that
this property of equation ([ZI8) remains true for all x € R and therefore, in particular, (C2)
holds. Furthermore, (CI7) and Lemma lead to the inequality

d(z) <n(z) = (14 se(z))d(z)  forall  |z|> 1. (7.18)
Set

n(z) = (1+(2) dz) for  |z|>1.
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From (L) and ([Z9), it follows that n(z) € A(z) for all |z| > 1. Then according to (Z4),

Lemma [ implies

z+n(z) z+n(z)
Ste) =n@) [ adt=n@) [ i+ ne) |

—n(z)

<
1 + %2([E) —cZ(x) z—n(z)
2 1+ 1 (2) 1 /Ht
< sup q2(§)dE
L+o(z) 1+ () () teA(z) | Ja—t 2(6)
2 1+ %1(I)
= — 4 my(r)——F~ < 2.
1 + s55(2) 2 )1+%2(a:) -

Hence by Lemma 22 and estimate (ZIJ), we have

d(z) > n(z) = (14 se(z)) Yd(x)  forall  |z|>1.

Set
d(z) = 1+ a2))d(z),  |z|>1.

1 . z+d(z) x+n(z)
i) [ adten@) [ wd

(7.19)

(7.20)

Then using the facts proved above, we obtain |a(z)| < s(z) for all |x| > 1. Therefore,

taking into account ([CH), for all || > 1, we get

d(z) = (1 + a(@)d(@) = LEADUEXE)

Q1 ()

= |0(z)] < la(e)] + [0u(2)] + |a(z)d ()] < 2(ja(2)] + [01(2)]) < 200 (2) + s0(z)) = [CH).

Inequalities (L) follows from ([C6) and Lemma 26

8. EXAMPLE

In this section, we consider equation ([LTl) and (L33)) where

1, it |zl <1
Q(l’)Z{ ” i

|z|* + |z|* cos |x|?, lz| > 1
under the conditions

a > —2, B>1+%.

O

(8.1)

(8.2)

Our goal is to use Theorems [7], and [Tl for finding their analogues in the particular

case (B]). For the reader’s convenience, we present the statements proved below as separate

theorems although these “theorems” are, of course, just examples to the statements proved

above.
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Theorem 8.1. Suppose that q(z) is of the form ®&I). Then for every x € R, equation
([CII) has a unique solution d(x). If, in addition, condition [&2) holds, then for all |z| > 1,

we have
14+ 6(x c
s =110 el < (83)

where’y:min{Q,ﬁ—l—% )

Remark 8.2. Since the function ¢(z) in (81 is even, throughout the sequel we will assume

x > 0. Final results will be written for all 2z € R.

Proof of Theorem Bl In the case (&), relations ([C2) easily follows from the shape of the
graph of ¢(z). Then by LemmaBl for every x € R there exists a unique positive solution d(x)
of equation ([CIIl). To prove formula ([83)), we apply Theorem [l Let z > 1, ¢;(z) = z°,
¢2(x) = 2% cos 2°. Then (see ([C2))

A(z) = [0,2q:(2) /%) = [0, 227°7/%). (8.4)
From [B32) for t € A(x) and € € [x — t,x + t], we get the inequalities

|§|§x+t§x+2x_o‘/2:x(l—l—Qx_l_%)§3x for =>1, (8.5)

€| >z +t>x— 202 = g (1 — 2x_1_%) >3 for x> 1. (8.6)
Inequalities (BH)—(BH) are used below to estimate s (z) for x > 1 (see (L3)):

z+t x4t
1 e = g sw | [t - e

() = ——5
q1(z)3/2 — teA@) |Ja—t

/:H 1d§‘ _ % (8.7)

sup
teA(zx)

a—2
< x3a/2 T sup
teA(x) —t

Denote a(z) = [z — 22%/%, z + 22°/?] for z > 1. In the following estimate for s(z) (see
[ZA)) for x > 1, we use relations (8H)—(8H) and the second mean theorem ([I1, Ch.12, §12,
1n0.3|):

1
sup
¢1(7) teA(w)
xa—ﬁ—i—l

Mo ([E) =

/”t gop+1 (BE7" cos £7)dE
T—t ﬁ

x+t 1
/ qQ(f)dS' = sup

. T2 e Az

Sa
7 Sup BEP L cos £Pde
T S1,52€a(zx) |J S,

From [&2), (X)) and ([87), we get condition (LH). Now ([R3) follows from Theorem [1 I

< (8.8)

rB—1—a/2’

Theorem 8.3. Suppose that q(x) is of the form &) and conditions &Z) hold. Then
q(x) € H.
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Proof. Since in this case condition ([LZ) holds (see the proof of Theorem RII), it remains
to find a function k(x) satisfying the requirements of Definition Let m be a positive

number which will be chosen later. Set

2, if |z < 2et2
k(z) = {|w\af, i o) > 27 (8.9)

From [&3) and &3), it follows that (LIJ) holds. Let us check (CI3). Let z > 1 and
m > 2. Then from (B3)) and ([R) it follows that

k(x)d(x) < I gl
T

—0 as T — 00. (8.10)
Therefore from &I0) for ¢ € [z — k(x)d(z), z + k(z)d(x)] and x > 1, we get

t<z+k(z)d(z)==x [1+M] <2
(8.11)
t>x—k(x)d(z) =2 {1—M} > g

Inequalities (CI3) for z > 1 and t € [x — k(z)d(x), x + k(x)d(z)] follow from (RII):
Kt)  (t\7 e k@) (t\Tm 1\
=) = ne0) =) (512

Estimates ([LI3J) for all x € R can now be derived from (BIZ) taking into account that
the functions under consideration are even and using Lemma Z6l Let us check (CI4). It

is easy to see that in order to estimate ®(z) (see (LId])), one can use estimates for ®,(z),

Oy(x) and P3(z) :

®(z) = k(z)d(x)  sup
2€[0,k(x)d(z)]

[ a0 - ate - t>]dt\

< k(z)d(z)  sup

[+ 0 - a6 t>]dt'

z€[0,k(z)d(z)]
r+z
w7 w©]
2€[0,k(x)d(z)] | =
riie) s [ w(©]
2€[0,k(z)d(z)] |J xz—=

=y () + Pa(x) + P3(x), r € R. (8.13)
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Let m > 6. Below in the estimate of ®;(z) for z > 1, we use relations (811), (812), 8
and (B3):

0e) = k) _sp | [ / (O] = k(e . g 1d5dt'
ze z)d(z)
< ck(z)d(x)x*? sup d&dt' (k(z)d(x))>2z?
€T 3(0;‘;:2) 1 (a+2)(6—m)
<ec—gp— 2" =cr 2m <ec. (8.14)
T 2

Since the functions under consideration are even and ®;(x) is continuous for x € R, it
is not hard to prove that inequalities ([ZI4]) (perhaps with a bigger constant ¢) hold for
all z € R. Let us now consider ®,(z) and ®3(x). We shall prove that these functions are
bounded for x € R and m > 1; since the proof is the same for both functions, below we only
estimate ®y(z). From (B2 it follows that there exists mg such that for all m > mg > 7, the

following inequalities hold:

BZ(@+2)(%+%)>Q;2:1+% (8.15)

Denote b(x) = [z, x+ k(x)d(x)]. Below for > 1, we use relations (8TI1I), (83)), the second
mean theorem [5, Ch.11, §2, no.3|, (BTH) and GEEGI)

/ ga B+1 [ﬁg COS&’B dg‘

/ B3 cos 5%'

®y(z) = k(x)d(x)  sup
te[0,k(z)d(x)]

< ck(z)d(z)z®> P sup

51,52€[0,k(z
L+2 ( )
™o (at2)(mg+2)
< ch(z)d(x)z® P < gt P = cp 2me P < e (8.17)
T2

As in the case of ®1(x) above, one can extend estimate (BI7) to the whole axis (perhaps
with a bigger constant ¢). The statement of the theorem now follows from (BT3)). O

Corollary 8.4. Suppose that the function q(x) is defined by equality [&Il) under condition
®2) and p(x) is defined by equalities ([LH). Then for all |z| > 1, we have the following

asymptotic formula:
~ 1+e(x) c
p(x) = Salor le(z)] < o (8.18)

Here o = min {2, p—5—1 O‘+2} and my is the number from (BI4).

7 2myo
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Proof. Formula (8I8) follows from Theorems B3, Bl [C4 and the final choice of k(x) made
in the course of the proof of Theorem and (C20). O

Corollary 8.5. Consider the Riccati equation (L33) in the case &) under condition ([B2).
The following assertions hold for this equation:
A) There ezists a unique solution yi(x) (y2(x)) of equation (L32) defined for all x € R

and satisfying the equalities

rﬁ@myl(x)lx\‘a/z = J}Lﬂoloyl(x)x_am =-1

( lim yo(z)|z| 72 = lim yy(x)z~% = 1) ,
T——00 T—00
B) Let y.(x) be a solution of (L32) defined on [c,00) for some ¢ € R. Then y,(x) #
y1(x) for x € [c,00) if and only if
lim gy, ()22 = 1.
T—r00

C) Let y_(z) be a solution of (L32) defined on (—oo,c| for some ¢ € R. Then y_(z) #
ya(x) for x € (—o0,c| if and only if

lim y_(z)|z|~%? = —1.

T—r—00
Proof. This is a consequence of Theorems B3] and [C8 a
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