arXiv:2412.04708v1 [math-ph] 6 Dec 2024

SPECTRAL THEORY FOR PERIODIC VECTOR NLS EQUATIONS

EVGENY KOROTYAEV

Abstract. We consider a first order operator with a periodic 3x3 matrix potential on the real line. This operator appears in the problem of the periodic vector NLS equation. The spectrum of the operator covers the real line, it is union of the spectral bands of multiplicity 3, separated by spectral intervals of multiplicity 1. The main results of this work are the following:

· The Lyapunov function on the corresponding 2 or 3-sheeted Riemann surface is described. · Necessary and sufficient conditions are given when the Riemann surface is 2-sheeted. · The asymptotics of 2-periodic eigenvalues are determined.

· One constructs an entire function, which is positive on the spectrum of multiplicity 3 and is negative on its gaps.

· The Borg type results about inverse problems are solved.

To the memory of Pavel Kargaev (1953-2024) Table of Contents

1. Introduction and main results 1 2. Monodromy matrices and their properties 8 3. Traces of monodromy matrices and their properties 13 4. Lyapunov functions 17 5. Conformal mappings and trace formulas 21 6. Appendix 28

1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Vector Nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Consider the periodic 2 dimensional defocusing Vector Nonlinear Schrödinger equation (or the Manakov systems, or shortly the MS)

iv_t = −v_{xx} + 2|v|^2v, v = (v_1, v_2)^⊤ ∈ C^2 , (1.1)

where |v|^2 = |v_1|^2 + |v_2|^2. Here v_1, v_2 represents as a sum of right- and left-hand polarized waves. The NLS equation is one of the most fundamental and the most universal nonlinear PDE. Zakharov and Shabat proved that it is integrable [65]. The vector NLS equation appears in physics to study two mode optical fibers, photorefractive materials and so on. Manakov [54] obtained first basis results about the vector case and proved that it is completely integrable. His proof is based on the Lax representation. There is a number articles dedicated to periodic and quasi-periodic solutions of the MS, based on an algebrogeometric technique, see e.g. Krichever [50], Dubrovin [16], Adams, Harnad, Hurtubise [2], Elgin, Enolski, Its [17], Warren, Elgin [61], where the inverse problem is discussed. The results are based on the finite bands integration technique for the scalar case [15], [26], [58]. They do not discuss the spectral properties of L and the existence of finite bands potentials is still open problem. The case of two bands is discussed by Woodcock, Warren, Elgin [61]. Results about the spectral theory

Date: January 27, 2025.

Key words and phrases. spectral bands, periodic potentials. 1

for periodic vector NLS systems are obtained in the paper [43] devoted to the more general class of operators and in particulr, v is a matrix-valued function.

Scalar NLS equations governs the long-distance pulse propagation in optical fibers. Early fundamental research on NLS equations appears in the papers of Zakharov and Shabat [65], who proved that the scalar NLS equation is integrable. For the case of the scalar NLS equation we consider the Zakharov-Shabat (shortly ZS) operators. Briefly describe results about the ZS-operator L_{zs} on L^2(R, C^2 ) given by L_{zs} = iJ_{zs}^d_{dx} + V_{zs}, J_{zs} = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) , V_{zs} = ( 0 u u 0 ) , u ∈ L^2(T), (1.2)

see, e.g., [51]. The spectrum of L_{zs} is purely absolutely continuous and consists of spectral bands separated by the gaps:

σ(L_{zs}) = R \ ∪γ_n, γ_n = (λ^−_n , λ^+_n ), λ^±_n = πn + o(1) as n → ±∞. (1.3)

Here λ^±_n , n ∈ Z are 2-periodic eigenvalues of the equation iJ_{zs}y^′ + V_{zs}y = λy. The corresponding Riemann surface is two-sheeted with the real branch points λ^±_n , n ∈ Z. There are a lot of results about inverse problems for ZS-operators, see [25], [38], [39], and references therein.

1.2. Preliminary results. In order to study different invariants of the MS we consider Manakov operators L on the real line given by L = iJ^d_{dx} + V, J = ( 1 0 0 −11_2 ) , V = ( 0 v^∗ v 0 ) = V^∗, (1.4)

where 11_d, d ⩾ 1 is the identity d × d matrix. We assume that the 1-periodic 1 × 2 matrix (vector) v satisfies

v = (v_1, v_2)^⊤ ∈ H = L^2(T) ⊕ L^2(T), T = R/Z, (1.5)

where H is the complex Hilbert space equipped with the norm ‖v‖^2 =

∫_1 0 (|v_1|^2 + |v_2|^2)dx.

Introduce the 3 × 3-matrix valued solutions y(x, λ) of the Manakov system

iJy^′ + V y = λy, y(0, λ) = 11_3 ∀ λ ∈ C . (1.6)

Define the monodromy matrix ψ(λ) and its determinant D(τ, λ) by

ψ(λ) = y(1, λ), D(τ, λ) = det(ψ(λ) − τ11_3), τ, λ ∈ C , (1.7)

which are entire functions of λ. An eigenvalue τ of ψ(λ) is called a multiplier, it is a root of the algebraic equation D(τ, λ) = 0, where τ, λ ∈ C . Let τ_j = τ_j (λ), j ∈ N_3 = {1, 2, 3} be multipliers of ψ(λ). It is known (see e.g., [43]) that the three roots τ_1(·), τ_2(·) and τ_3(·) constitute three distinct branches of some analytic function τ(·) on the Riemann surface R.

The Manakov operators L = iJ^d_{dx} + V is self-adjoint and its spectrum σ(L) is absolutely continuous (see [21]) and satisfies

σ(L) = σ_{ac}(L) = { λ ∈ R : |τ_j (λ)| = 1, some j ∈ N_3 } = S_1 ∪ S_2 ∪ S_3, (1.8)

where S_j, j ∈ N_3 is the part of the spectrum of L having the multiplicity j:

S_3 = { λ ∈ R : |τ_j(λ)| = 1, ∀ j ∈ N_3 } , S_1 = { λ ∈ R : |τ_j (λ)| = 1, only one j ∈ N_3 } , and S_2 is the spectrum of L with the multiplicity 2. In order to describe spectral problems it is convenient to define the Lyapunov functions Δ_j (λ) on the Riemann surface R by Δ_j (λ) =^1_2 (τ_j (λ) + τ^{−1}_j (λ)), j ∈ N_3 = {1, 2, 3}. (1.9) In order to discuss periodic and anti-periodic eigenvalues we define the corresponding determinants D_±(λ) = D(±1, λ). The zeros of D_+ (or D_−) are the eigenvalues of periodic (or anti-periodic) problem for the equation iJy^′ + V y = λy. Denote by z_{2n,j}, (n, j) ∈ Z × N_3 (and z_{2n+1,j} ) the sequence of zeros of D_+ (and D_−) counted with multiplicity such that z_{n,1} ⩽ z_{n,2} ⩽ z_{n,3} ⩽ z_{n+1,1} ⩽ z_{n+1,2} ⩽ z_{n+1,3} ⩽ . . . . Note that z_{n,j} is an eigenvalue of 2-periodic problem for the equation iJy^′ + V y = λy.

In order to discuss the basic properties of the monodromy matrix we consider the case v = 0. The monodromy matrix ψ^o, its multipliers τ^o_j , the trace T^o = Tr y^o(1, λ), the Lyapunov functions Δ^o_j , j ∈ N_3 are given by

ψ^o(λ) = e^{−iλJ} , τ^o_1 = τ^o_2 = e^{iλ}, τ^o_3 = e^{−iλ}, T^o = e^{−iλ} + 2e^{iλ}, Δ^o_j = cos λ. (1.10) The corresponding determinants D^o_± and its zeros (i.e., 2-periodic eigenvalues) z^o_{n,j} have the form D^o_±(λ) = (e^{−iλ} ∓ 1)(e^{−iλ} ∓ 1)^2, z^o_{n,j} = πn, (n, j) ∈ Z × N_3 . Below we need the following well-known results of Lyapunov (see p.109 [YS], [43]).

Theorem (Lyapunov ) Let v ∈ H . Then i) If τ = τ(λ) is a multiplier of ψ(λ) for some λ ∈ C , then 1/τ(λ) is a multiplier of ψ(λ). In particular, if λ ∈ R, then 1/τ(λ) is the multiplier of ψ(λ).

ii) If τ(λ) is a simple multiplier and |τ(λ)| = 1 for some λ ∈ R, then τ^′(λ) ≠ 0. iii) The Riemann surface R is 3 or 2-sheeted. There exists the Lyapunov function Δ on the Riemann surface R, where each branch of the function Δ is given by Δ_j =^1_2 (τ_j +τ^{−1}_j ), j ∈ N_3 . iv) Let Δ be real analytic on some interval I = (a, b) ⊂ R ∩ R and Δ(I) ⊂ (−1, 1). Then Δ^′(ζ) ≠ 0 for each λ ∈ I (the monotonicity property).

v) Each gap (λ^−, λ^+) in the spectrum S_3 is an interval ⊂ S_1 and its edges are periodic (anti-periodic) eigenvalues or branch points of Δ.

We define the traces T and ~T by T (λ) = Tr ψ(λ), ~T (λ) = T (λ), λ ∈ C . Note that T = τ_1 + τ_2 + τ_3. We discuss the multipliers. Below we always assume that v ∈ H .

Theorem 1.1. i) Let τ_j = τ_j (λ), λ ∈ C , j ∈ N_3 be the multipliers of ψ(λ). Then we have τ_j (λ) = τ^o_j (λ)(1 + o(1)) as |λ| → ∞, ∀ j ∈ N_3 , (1.11) where |λ − πn| ⩾ δ, for all n ∈ Z and for some δ ∈ (0, 1/2), and D(τ, ·) = −τ^3 + τ^2T − τe^{iλ} ~T + e^{iλ}, τ ∈ C , (1.12) det ψ = e^{iλ} = τ_1τ_2τ_3, ~T = 1 τ_1 + 1 τ_2 + 1 τ_3

= e^{−iλ}(τ_1τ_2 + τ_2τ_3 + τ_3τ_1).

(1.13)

ii) Let S_1, S_2, S_3 be defined by (1.8). Then the spectrum of L is given by σ(L) = R = S_1 ∪ S_3, S_2 = ∅. (1.14)

The coefficients of the polynomial D(τ, λ) in τ ∈ C are entire functions of λ. Due to (1.12) there exist exactly three roots τ_1(·), τ_2(·) and τ_3(·), which constitute three distinct branches of some analytic function τ(·) that has only algebraic singularities in C , see, e.g., Ch. 8 in [19]. Denote the set of all j-sheeted Riemann surfaces by R_j , j ∈ N. Thus, in general, the function τ(·) is analytic on some j-sheeted Riemann surface R ∈ R_j, j ⩽ 3 and it has only a finite number of algebraic singularities any bounded domain. In order to describe these points we introduce the discriminant D(λ), λ ∈ C , of the polynomial D(·, λ) by

D = − e^{−2iλ} 64 (τ_1 − τ_2)^2(τ_1 − τ_3)^2(τ_2 − τ_3)^2. (1.15)

In fact, we have introduced the modified discriminant, since due to the additional factor e^{−2iλ} our function D is real on the real line. A zero of D is a branch point of the corresponding Riemann surface R. For us real branch points are important. We describe properties of the discriminant D. Note that the discriminant D = 0 at v = 0.

Theorem 1.2. i) The function D(λ) is entire, real on the real line and satisfies

D = − 1 64 ( T^2 ~T^2 − 4e^{−iλ}T^3 − 4e^{iλ} ~T^3 + 18T ~T − 27 ) ∀ λ ∈ C , (1.16) |T (λ)| ⩽ 4e^{| Im λ|} ch ‖v‖, (1.17) S_1 = {λ ∈ R : D(λ) < 0}, S_3 = {λ ∈ R : D(λ) ∈ [0, 1]}. (1.18) ii) The function D = 0 for some v ∈ H iff we have v = 0.

Remark. i) This theorem describes the spectrum of L in terms of the function D. But it is difficult to study the properties of D, since D(λ) = 0 for all λ at v = 0. ii) Due to Theorems 1.1, 1.2 we define gaps in the spectrum S_3 of the multiplicity 3 by S_3 = R \ ∪γ_n, γ_n = (λ^−_n , λ^+_n ) ≠ ∅, ... < λ^−_0 ⩽ λ^+_0 < λ^−_1 ⩽ λ^+_1 < λ^−_2 ⩽ λ^+_2 < .... (1.19) Here γ_n = (λ^−_n , λ^+_n ) is a gap in the spectrum of S_3 It is important that λ^±_n are branch points for Lyapunov functions or 2-periodic eigenvalues. We do not know results about finite gap potentials. We have no information about the number of gaps or asymptotics of gaps. 1.3. Main results. We discuss the properties of the Lyapunov functions and the Riemann surfaces. Let below ζ ∈ R and let P(ζ) = λ be the natural projection P : R → C . The matrix V = ∫_1 0 V^2dx has eigenvalues b_j ⩾ 0, j ∈ N_3 given by:

b_3 = ‖v‖^2, b_2 =

‖v‖^2 + √ b_o 2 , b_1 = ‖v‖^2 − √ b_o 2 , b_o = (‖v_1‖^2 − ‖v_2‖^2)^2 + 4|c_{12}|^2, (1.20)

where c_{12} =

∫_1 0 v_1v_2dx. We define the function ϱ_Δ = (Δ_1 − Δ_2)^2(Δ_1 − Δ_3)^2(Δ_2 − Δ_3)^2.

Theorem 1.3. i) Each function Δ_j , τ_j , j ∈ N_3 has the following asymptotics as |λ| → ∞: Δ_j (λ) = cos λ + o(e^{| Im λ|}). (1.21) If, in addition, Im λ ⩾ r| Re λ| for any fixed r > 0, then Δ_j , τ_j, j ∈ N_3 and D have asymptotics Δ_j (λ) = (1 −^{bj +o(1)}_{2iλ} ) cos λ, (1.22)

τ_s(λ) = e^{i(λ− bs+o(1)2λ )}, s = 1, 2, τ_3(λ) = e^{−i(λ− b3+o(1)2λ )}, (1.23) D(λ) =^{e−i4λ}_{44λ2} (b_o + o(1)). (1.24)

λ

Δ(λ)

0

−1

1 λ 0

D(λ)

λ^+_0 λ^−_1 λ^+_1 λ^−_2 λ^+_2 λ^−_5λ^−_4λ^+_4λ^−_3 λ^+_3

S_3

Figure 1. The function D, the Lyapunov function Δ, the spectrum S_3 and gaps (λ^−_n , λ^+_n )

ii) If b_1 > 0 (given by (1.20)), then the Riemann surface R is 3-sheeted. iii) Let f = T_− − sin λ, where T_− =^1_{2i} (T − ~T ). Then the functions f, ϱ_Δ are entire, real on the real line, and satisfy D(e^{iλ}, λ) = 2ie^{i2λ}f(λ), ∀ λ ∈ C , (1.25) 4D f^2 = ϱ_Δ. (1.26) If the Riemann surface is 3-sheeted, then each zero of f belongs to S_3 and we have S_1 = {λ ∈ R : ϱ_Δ(λ) < 0}, S_3 = {λ ∈ R : ϱ_Δ(λ) ⩾ 0}. (1.27)

This theorem gives sufficient conditions, when the Riemann surface is the 3-sheeted.

Introduce the spaces ℓ^p, p ⩾ 1 of sequences f = (f_n)_Z equipped with the norm ‖f‖^p = ∑ |f_n|^p. Below we write a_n = b_n + ℓ^p(n) iff the sequence (a_n − b_n)_{n∈Z} ∈ ℓ^p(Z). Define a set E_+ of all periodic z_{2n,j} and a set E_− of all anti-periodic eigenvalues z_{2n+1,j} by E_+ = {z = z_{2n,j}, (n, j) ∈ Z × N_3 }, E_− = {z = z_{2n+1,j} , (n, j) ∈ Z × N_3 }. Theorem 1.4. The eigenvalues z_{n,j}, (n, j) ∈ Z × N_3 have asymptotics as n → ±∞:

z_{n,j} = πn + ζ_{n,j}|^v(πn)| + ℓ^δ(n), where ζ_{n,2} = 0, ζ_{n,1} = 1 = −ζ_{n,3}, (1.28)

where δ > 1 and ^v(λ) =

∫_1 0 e^{i2λx}v(x)dx. Moreover, if D_±(0) ≠ 0, then the functions D_± have the Hadamard factorizations

D_±(λ) = D_±(0)e^{i λ}2 lim_{r→+∞} ∏ |k_n|⩽r,k_n∈E_± ( 1 −^λ_{kn} ) , (1.29) where the constants D_+(0) = i2 Im T (0), D_−(0) = 2(1 + Re T (0)) and the product converges uniformly in every bounded disc. If the spectrum E_± and the constants D_±(0) are given, then we can recover the discriminant D, the Riemann surface and the functions T, ~T by T =^{D−+D+}_2 − e^{iλ}, ~T = e^{−iλ D−−D+}_2 − e^{−iλ}. (1.30) Reamrk. If we know the periodic spectrum for ZS-operators, then we can recover the anti-periodic one. This defines the corresponding Riemann surface. For the Manakov system it is not true. In order to recover the Riemann surface we need periodic and anti-periodic eigevalues.

Define the set H_o = { v ∈ H : v = ue, (u, e) ∈ L^2(T) × C^2 , |e| = 1 } . Here if v = (v_1, v_2)^⊤ ∈ H_o, then v_1 = 0 or v_2 = 0 or v_1 = αv_2 for some α ∈ R.

Proposition 1.5. Let v ∈ H_o, i.e., v = ue for some constant vector e ∈ C^2 , |e| = 1 and u ∈ L^2(T). Then the Manakov operator L is unitary equivalent to the operator L_u = L_{zs} ⊕^d_{idx} , where L_{zs} is the Zakharov-Shabat operator on L^2(R, C^2 ) given by (1.2), and L, L_u satisfy L_u = ULU^∗ = iJ^d_{dx} + V_u, V_u = V_{zs} ⊕ 0, U = 1 ⊕ U, U^∗ = (e, e_o), e_o ∈ C^2 , |e_o| = 1, e_o ⊥ e.

(1.31)

Furhtermore, the monodromy matrices for L_u and L are unitary equivalent, their multipliers, periodic eigenvalues are the same, the Riemann surface R is 2-sheeted and S_3(L) = σ(L_{zs}).

If v ∈ H_o, then the Riemann surface R degenerates into two components R_{zs} and the complex plane, where R_{zs} is the Riemann surface for ZS-operators. Thus the Riemann surface R is 2-sheeted. We describe all 2-sheeted Riemann surface and their branch points.

Theorem 1.6. Let an interval ω ⊂ γ_o for some open gap γ_o = (λ^−, λ^+) in the spectrum S_3. Then the following relations concerning the Riemann surface R hold true:

v ∈ H_o ⇔ R ∈ R_2 ⇔ ϱ_Δ = 0 ⇔ f = 0 ⇔ Δ_3(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1] ⇔ Δ_2(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1] ⇔ Δ_2 = Δ_3 ⇔ τ_2τ_3 = 1 ⇔ τ_1 = e^{iλ},

(1.32) or v ∈ H_o ⇔ R ∈ R_2 ⇔ ϱ_Δ = 0 ⇔ f = 0 ⇔ Δ_3(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1] ⇔ Δ_1(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1] ⇔ Δ_1 = Δ_3 ⇔ τ_1τ_3 = 1 ⇔ τ_2 = e^{iλ}.

(1.33)

Remark. 1) The two-sheeted Riemann surface of L is the Riemann surface for ZS-operators. Thus all their branch points are the 2-periodic eigenvalues for ZS-operators. 2) From this theorem we deduce that Δ_j (γ_n) ⊂ R \ (−1, 1) for some (j, n) ∈ N_3 × Z iff the Riemann surface is 2-sheeted. Thus for each open gap γ_n there exists a branch Δ_j such that Δ_j (γ_n) ⊂ R \ (−1, 1).

3) If the Riemann surface R is two-sheeted, then we can solve the inverse problem in terms of gap lengths, using the results of the author [39] for ZS-operators. Or via the Greber-Kappeler results [25] we can discuss the action-angle bijection.

Corollary 1.7. The following relations hold true:

v = 0 ⇔ S_3 = R ⇔ D = 0 ⇔ Δ_1 = Δ_2 ⇔ τ_1 = τ_2. (1.34)

We discuss the MS for two sheeted Riemann surfaces.

Δ_1 Δ_2

Δ_3 z_{1,n} z2,n z^{3,n}

Figure 2. the Lyapunov functions Δ_j and z_{j,n}, j ∈ N_3 are the periodic eigenvalues

Corollary 1.8. i) Let v be the solution to MS iv̇ = −v^{′′} + |v|^2v, under the initial condition v_2 = pv_1 at t = 0 for some constant p ∈ C \ {0}. Then p is a constant of motion, v_2 = pv_1 for any time t > 0, and the MS transforms to the two separated NLS equations

iẏ_j = −y^{′′}_j + 2|y_j|^2y_j, j = 1, 2, y_1 = (1 + |p|^2)^{12} v_1, y_2 = e^{i arg p}y_1. (1.35)

ii) Let y_1, y_2 be the solutions of the two separated NLS equations iẏ_j = −y^{′′}_j +2|y_j|^2y_j, j = 1, 2 and y_2 = e^{iφ}y_1 for some constant φ ∈ R. Then the vector-function v = (v_1, v_2) given by

v_1 = y_1/(1 + r^2)^{12} , v_2 = re^{iφ}v_1, (1.36)

for some r > 0 is the solutions of the MS.

1.4. History. There is an enormous literature on the scalar Hill operator, including the inverse spectral theory, see [55], [20], [29], [44], and for the periodic distributions [40], and see references therein. There are lot of results about periodic systems, Lyapunov, Krein [48], [49], Gel’fand-Lidskii [22] and, in particular, about first order systems [42], [43], and second order systems [10], [13], [14], [43]. We mention some papers relevant for our context. The matrix potentials pose new problems. The Riemann surfaces are multi-sheeted and have complicated structures. The branch points can be real and complex. The spectral bands can have various multiplicity and their end points are branch points or periodic eigenvalues. Their control is not simple. Until now the inverse problem is solved only for the Schrödinger operator with matrix-valued potential on the finite interval [11], [12] (including characterization) and for first order systems [M99], [M15] (only the uniqueness). Unfortunately, there are no results about periodic case.

Schrödinger operators with d × d matrix valued periodic potentials are discussed in [10] and the case d = 2 in [4]. Lyapunov functions are discussed and the asymptotics of branch points and periodic eigenvalues are determined. The estimate of gap lengths in terms of potentials is obtained. In order to prove this estimate the conformal mapping (the averaged quasimomentum) constructed is constructed and the basic properties are determined. In [43] similar results were derived for the Lax type operators (for the matrix NLSE), where the matrix J = 11_m ⊕ −11_n for some m, n ∈ N. The case m = n is considered in [42]. When we study the first order systems we have additional problems, associated with the integral equation for fundamental solutions, where the kernel is a bounded function on the period. Recall that for Schrödinger operators the corresponding kernel has asymptotics O(1/λ) as λ → +∞. It helps a lot. We shortly discuss results from [10], [42], [43]: • The Lyapunov functions and multipliers on the Riemann surfaces are considered. The spectrum of operators in terms of these functions is described.

• It was shown that the endpoints of the gaps are periodic or antiperiodic eigenvalues or are branch points of the Lyapunov function.

• The existence of real and complex branch points has been proven for specific potentials. • The asymptotics of eigenvalues of the periodic and antiperiodic problems and of branch points of the Lyapunov function are derived.

• The average quasimomentum as a conformal mapping was constructed and its properties are described. It generalizes the global quasimomentum for Hill operators [18], [55]. Note that useful results about the conformal mappings were obtained in [30]. In fact, some spectral problem for the differential operator with periodic matrix coefficients are reformulated as problems of conformal mapping theory.

• Trace formulas (similar to those in the scalar case for Hill operators [28], [34]) are obtained. • The spectral gap lengths are estimated in terms of the norm of potentials. • A similar analysis for periodic systems of difference equations was performed by Korotyaev and Kutsenko [47], [46].

• Finally we discuss 3-order scalar operators, see e.g., [52], [7], [8], and describe their properties. Such operators are used to integrate the Boussinesq equation [52]. Consider the self-adjoint third order operator with 1-periodic coefficients on the real line [7], [8]. Its spectrum is absolutely continuous, covers the real line and is a union of bands of multiplicity three separated by gaps of multiplicity one. The spectrum of multiplicity three is bounded. The Lyapunov function is analytic on the 3-sheeted Riemann surface. Its branch points are real or can be complex. Note that in order to study the good Boussinesq equation we need to is considere another non-self adjoint third order operator. Various properties of such operators (inverse problems, divisors and so on) were discussed in [52], [9].

2. Monodromy matrices and examples

2.1. Example 1. Zakharov-Shabat operators. Consider scalar defocusing periodic NLS equations (1.1) with a scalar function u ∈ L^2(T). To study this equation Zakharov and Shabat introduced the Z-S operator L_{zs} on L^2(R, C^2 ) given by L_{zs} = iJ_{zs} d dx + V_{zs}, J_{zs} = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) , V_{zs} = ( 0 u u 0 ) , u ∈ L^2(T). (2.1)

Recall known facts about the Z-S operator (see, e.g., [51]). The spectrum of L_{zs} are purely absolutely continuous and consists of spectral bands separated by the gaps:

σ(L_{zs}) = R \ ∪γ_n, γ_n = (λ^−_n , λ^+_n ), λ^±_n = πn + o(1) as n → ±∞. (2.2)

Introduce the 2 × 2-matrix valued solutions y_{zs}(x, λ) of the Zakharov-Shabat system

iJ_{zs}y^′_{zs} + V_{zs}y_{zs} = λy_{zs}, y_{zs}(0, λ) = 11_2. (2.3)

The 2 × 2 matrix valued solutions y_{zs}(1, λ) is entire and has two multipliers τ_{zs}, τ^{−1}_{zs} , which are analytic on the 2-sheeted Riemann surface. The Lyapunov function has the form Δ_{zs}(λ) = 1 2 (τ_{zs}(λ) + τ^{−1}_{zs} (λ)), is entire and satisfies Δ_{zs}(λ) =^1_2 Tr y_{zs}(1, λ). It defines the band-gap structure of the spectrum. Here the end of the gap γ_n = (λ^−_n , λ^+_n ) are eigenvalues of 2-periodic problem for the equation iJ_{zs}y^′_{zs} + V_{zs}y_{zs} = λy_{zs}. The eigenvalues λ^±_{2n} are eigenvalues of 1-periodic problem for the equation iJ_{zs}y^′_{zs} + V_{zs}y_{zs} = λy_{zs}. And the eigenvalues λ^±_{2n+1} are eigenvalues of anti-periodic problem for the equation iJ_{zs}y^′_{zs} + V_{zs}y_{zs} = λy_{zs}. Moreover, we have Δ_{zs}(λ^±_n ) = (−1)^n, n ∈ Z.

If γ_n = ∅, then λ^±_n is a double eigenvalues. For each u there exists a unique conformal mapping (the quasi-momentum) k : C \ ∪γ̄_n → K such that (see [57], [28]) cos k(λ) = Δ_{zs}(λ), λ ∈ C \ ∪γ̄_n, K = C \ ∪Γ_n, Γ_n = (πn − ih_n, πn + ih_n), k(λ) = λ − ‖v‖^2 + o(1) 2λ as λ → i∞, and k(λ) = λ + o(1) as λ → ±∞, where Γ_n is the excised vertical cut and the height h_n ⩾ 0 is defined by the equation ch h_n = max_{λ∈γn} |Δ_{zs}(λ)| ⩾ 1. First classical results about such mappings was obtained by Hilbert for a finite number of cuts (see, e.g., [27]). For Hill operators such conformal mappings were constructed simultaneously by Firsova [18] and by Marchenko-Ostrovski [55]. Various properties of such conformal mappings, including trace formulas were determined in [28], [33], [34], [36], [39], [41] for Hill and ZS-operators. For example, for ZS-operators the estimate of gap lengths in terms of potentials was obtained 1√ 2 g ⩽ ‖u‖ ⩽ 2g ( 1 + g ) , (2.4)

by EK [39], where g = ( ∑ |γ_n|^2)^{1/2}. Moreover, the estimates of Hamiltonians for NLS equetions in terms of action variables were determined in [39].

2.2. The vector v ∈ H_o. Here we consider the second example with v ∈ H_o.

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Let v = ue ∈ H_o for some constant vector e ∈ C^2 , |e| = 1 and u ∈ L^2(T). We show that L is unitary equivalent to the operator L_u = L_{zs} ⊕^d_{idx} , where L_{zs} is the Zakharov-Shabat operator on L^2(R, C^2 ) given by (1.2). Let U = 1 ⊕ U ∈ M^3 , where the matrix U ∈ M^2 is unitary and given by

U^∗ = (e, e_o), e_o ∈ C^2 , |e_o| = 1, e_o ⊥ e.

Define the operator L_u = ULU^∗ and the vector w = Uv = uUe = (u, 0)^⊤. We have

L_u = ULU^∗ = i d dx J + V_u, J = UJU^∗ = J, V_u = UV U^∗. (2.5)

We compute the operator V_u:

V_u = UV U^∗ = ( 1 0 0 U ) ( 0 v^∗ v 0 ) ( 1 0 0 U^∗ ) = ( 0 v^∗ Uv 0 ) ( 1 0 0 U ) = ( 0 w^∗ w 0 ) = V_{zs} ⊕ 0. Thus we have L_u = L_{zs} ⊕^d_{idx} and V_u = V_{zs} ⊕ 0. The operators L, L_u are unitary equivalent and their monodromy matrices are unitary equivalent also. Then their multipliers, periodic eigenvalues are the same. The multipliers and the Lyapunov functions have the form

τ_1 = e^{iλ}, τ_2 = e^{ik}, τ_3 = e^{−ik}, Δ_1 = cos λ, Δ_2 = Δ_3 = Δ_{zs} = cos k(λ), (2.6) where k = k(λ) is the quasimomentum for the operator L_{zs}. Recall that for ZS-operators the Lyapunov function Δ_{zc} = cos k(λ). We compute T and D: T = e^{−ik} + e^{ik} + e^{iλ} = 2 cos k + e^{iλ} = 2Δ_{zc} + e^{iλ} (2.7) and 64D = −e^{−i2λ}(e^{−ik} − e^{ik})^2(e^{ik} − e^{iλ})^2(e^{iλ} − e^{−ik})^2 = 64 sin^2 k sin^{2 k−λ}_2 sin^{2 k+λ}_2 = 16 sin^2 k(cos k − cos λ)^2 = 16(1 − Δ^2_{zs}(λ))(Δ_{zs}(λ) − cos λ)^2.

(2.8)

Then from (1.18) we have that S_3 = σ(L_{zs}) = {λ ∈ R : Δ^2_{zs}(λ) < 1}. We also have zeros of the factor (Δ_{zs}(λ) − cos λ)^2 ⩾ 0 on R and it does not create the gaps in the spectrum S_3. Similar arguments give f = 0, ϱ_Δ = 0, D_± = 2(1 ∓ Δ_{zs})(e^{iλ} − 1).

Then from the identities D(τ, λ) = −(τ − τ_1)(τ − τ_2)(τ − τ_3) and (2.6) we have D(τ, λ) = −(τ − e^{iλ})(τ^2 − 2τΔ_{zs} + 1). (2.9) The Lyapunov function Δ_1 = cos λ, which implies z_{n,1} = πn, n ∈ Z. The Lyapunov function Δ_2 = Δ_3 = Δ_{zs} and it gives the spectral bands of S_3 and the corresponding gaps γ_n = (λ^−_n , λ^+_n ), n ∈ Z. Here λ^±_n are 2-periodic eigenvalues and they have asymptotics z_{n,2} = πn, z_{n,2} = λ^−_n , z_{n,3} = λ^+_n , λ^±_n = πn ± |^v(πn)| + ℓ^δ(n) (2.10) as n → ±∞, for some δ > 1 and if g = ( ∑ |γ_n|^2)^{1/2}, then we have estimates 1√ 2 g ⩽ ‖v‖ ⩽ 2g ( 1 + g ) . (2.11)

2.3. Properties of matrices. We begin with some notational convention. A vector h = (h_n)^d_1 ∈ C^d has the Euclidean norm |h|^2 = ∑_d 1 |h_n|^2, while a d × d matrix A has the operator norm given by |A| = sup_{|h|=1} |Ah|. Note that |A|^2 ⩽ Tr A^∗A. • We define the space C^{n,m} of all n × m complex matrices and let M^d = C^{d,d} . • For any matrices A, B ∈ M^d the following identities hold true: Tr AB = Tr BA, Tr A = Tr A^∗. (2.12) • Suppose that a matrix-valued function A(λ), λ ∈ D is analytic in the domain D ⊂ C and has an inverse A^{−1}(λ) for any λ ∈ D. Then for any λ ∈ D the function det A(λ) satisfies d dλ det A(λ) = det A(λ)Tr A(λ)^{−1}A^′(λ). (2.13)

• If A ∈ M^d , then the following identity holds true: det(I + A) = exp ( Tr A − Tr^{A2}_2 + Tr^{A3}_3 + .. ) as ‖A‖ < 1. (2.14)

• Let A be the class of all matrices A = ( 0_1 a_1 a_2 0_2 ) , where a_1, a^∗_2 ∈ C^{1,2} and 0_d = 0 ∈ M^d .

Below we need following identities for any A, B, C ∈ A and λ ∈ C : JA = −AJ, e^{λJ} A = Ae^{−λJ} , (2.15) ABC, JA, e^{λJ} A ∈ A , (2.16) AB = ( a_1b_2 0 0 a_2b_1 ) , (2.17)

Tr A = 0, Tr JA^n = 0, ∀ n ∈ N. (2.18)

Lemma 2.1. i) The matrix V_x, x ∈ T has eigenvalues z_± = ±|v(x)|, z_o = 0, and |V_x| = |v(x)|. ii) Let V =

∫_1 0 V^2_x dx. Then the following identities hold true: V = ∫_1 0 V^2_x dx = c 0 0 0 c_1 c_{12} 0 c_{12} c_2

, Tr V = 2‖v‖^2, (2.19)

Tr e^{−iλJ} JV = −i2(sin λ)‖v‖^2. (2.20)

where c_j =

∫_1 0 |v_j|^2dx, j = 1, 2, c = c_1 + c_2, c_{12} =

∫_1 0 v_1v_2dx. Moreover, the matrix V has eigenvalues b_j ⩾ 0, j ∈ N_3 given by:

b_3 = c, b_2 =^1_2 (c + √ b_o), b_1 =^1_2 (c − √ b_o), b_o = (c_1 − c_2)^2 + 4|c_{12}|^2 ⩾ 0. (2.21)

Proof. The proof of i) is simple. ii) We have V = ∫_1 0 V^2dx =

∫_1 0 |v|^2 0 0 0 |v_1|^2 v_1v_2 0 v_1v_2 |v_2|^2 dx = c 0 0 0 c_1 c_{12} 0 c_{12} c_2 , Tr V = 2‖v‖^2.

We show (2.20). We have e^{−iλJ} J = (e_{−1}, −e_111_2) where e_x = e^{ixλJ} and then Tr e_− 0 0 0 −e 0 0 0 −e c 0 0 0 c_1 c_{12} 0 c_{12} c_2

= e_{−1}c − e_1c_1 − e_1c_2 = −2i‖v‖^2 sin λ,

which yields (2.20). From (2.19) we obtain (2.21).

2.4. Fundamental solutions. We begin to study the fundamental 3 × 3-matrix solutions y(x, λ) of the equation

iJy^′ + V y = λy, y(0, λ) = 11_3 ∀ λ ∈ C . (2.22)

This solution y satisfies the standard integral equation y(x, λ) = y_0(x, λ) + i ∫_x 0 e^{iλ(s−x)J} JV_sy(s, λ)ds, y_0(x, λ) = e^{−iλxJ} . (2.23) It is known that equation (2.23) has a solution as a power series in V given by y(x, λ) = ∑ n⩾0 y_n(x, λ), y_n(x, λ) = i ∫_x 0 e^{iλ(s−x)J} JV_sy_{n−1}(s, λ)ds, n ⩾ 1. (2.24) Using (2.24), (2.15) we have for the first term:

y_1(x, λ) = i ∫_x 0 e^{iλ(s−x)J} JV_se^{−iλsJ} ds = i ∫_x 0 e^{iλ(2s−x)J} JV_sds, (2.25) and the second term:

y_2(x, λ) = ∫_x 0 ds_1 ∫_{s1} 0 e^{iλJa2} V_{s1} V_{s2} ds_2, V_{s1} V_{s2} = ( v^∗(s_1)v(s_2) 0 0 v(s_1)v^∗(s_2) ) , (2.26) where a_2 = 2(s_1 − s_2) − x. Proceeding by induction and setting a_n we obtain y_n(x, λ) = i^n ∫ G_n(x) e^{iλJan(x,s)}JV_{s1} . . . JV_{sn} ds, s = (s_1, .., s_n) ∈ R^n , G_n(x) = {0 < s_n < ...s_2 < s_1 < x} ⊂ R^n , a_n(x, s) = 2(s_1 − s_2 + · · · + (−1)^ns_n) − x,

(2.27)

and, in particular, y_{2n}(x, λ) = ∫ G_{2n}(x) e^{iλJa2n (x,s)}V_{s1} . . . V_{s2n} ds, (2.28) y_{2n+1}(x, λ) = iJ ∫ G_{2n+1}(x) e^{−iλJa2n+1(x,s)}V_{s1} . . . V_{s2n+1} ds, (2.29) where V_{s1} . . . V_{s2n} = ( v^∗(s_1)v(s_2) . . . v(s_{2n}) 0 0 v(s_1)v^∗(s_2) . . . v^∗(s_{2n}) ) . (2.30) Now we show the basic properties of the function y.

Lemma 2.2. For each (λ, v) ∈ C × H there exists a unique solution y(x, λ) of the equation (2.23) given by (2.24) and series (2.24) converge uniformly on bounded subsets of R × C × H . For each x ∈ [0, 1] the function ψ(x, λ) is entire on C and satisfies: |y_n(x, λ)| ⩽ e^{x| Im λ|} ‖v‖^n n! , |y(x, λ)| ⩽ e^{x| Im λ|+‖v‖}, (2.31) for any (n, x, λ) ∈ N × [0, 1] × C , where ‖v‖^2 =

∫_1 0 (|v_1(x)|^2 + |v_2(x)|^2)dx and |y(x, λ) − n−1∑ 0 y_j(x, λ)| ⩽ ‖v‖^n n! e^{x| Im λ|+‖v‖}, (2.32) y(x, λ) − e^{−iλxJ} = o(1)e^{x| Im λ|} as |λ| → ∞, (2.33) uniformly on bounded subsets of R × H . Moreover, if the sequence v^{(m)} → v weakly in H , as n → ∞, then y(x, λ, v^{(m)}) → y(x, λ, v) uniformly on bounded subsets of [0, 1] × C . Furthermore, let sequence |λ_n − πn| ⩽^π_4 , n ∈ Z and λ_n → ±∞ as n → ±∞. Then for any fixed δ > 2 the following asymptotics y(x, λ_n) = y_o(x, λ_n) + y_1(x, λ_n) + y_{(2)}(x, λ_n), |y_1(x, λ_n)| = ℓ^δ(n), |y_{(2)}(x, λ_n)| = ℓ^{δ/2}(n), (2.34)

as n → ∞ hold, uniformly on [0, 1] × {|λ_n − πn| ⩽^π_4 } × {‖v‖ ⩽ r} for any r > 0. Proof. We have |a_n(x)| = |x − 2(s_1 − s_2 . . . )| ⩽ x, then (2.28), (2.29) give |y_n(x, λ)| ⩽ ∫ G_n(x) e^{| Im λ|x}|V_{s1} | . . . |V_{sn} |ds = ∫ G_n(x) e^{| Im λ|x}|v(s_1)| . . . |v(s_n)|ds, since |V (x)| = |v(x)|, x ∈ T. Then the standard estimates (see [59]) yield the first estimate in (2.31), which shows that for each x > 0 the series (2.25) converges uniformly on bounded subset of C × H . Each term of this series is an entire function. Hence the sum is an entire function. Summing the majorants we obtain estimates (2.31) and (2.32). The proof of other results is standard (see e.g. [59] or [42]) and repeats the case for periodic 2 × 2 and 2d × 2d Dirac operators, see [39], [42] and we omit it.

3. Traces of monodromy matrices and their properties We describe the trace T = Tr ψ(λ). At v = 0 we have ψ_0(λ) = e^{−iλJ} and then T_0 = Tr ψ_0(λ) = e^{−iλ} + 2e^{iλ}. Using (2.28) we define the traces T_{2n}(λ) := Tr ψ_{2n}(λ) = Tr

∫_1 0 . . . ∫_{s2n−1} 0 e^{iλJa2n} V_{s1} . . . V_{s2n} ds, (3.1) where a_{2n} = 2(s_1 − s_2 + · · · − s_{2n}) − 1 and s = (s_1, .., s_{2n}) ∈ R^{2n} . In particular, we have T_2(λ) =Tr

∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 e^{iλJ(2(s1−s2)−1)}V_{s1} V_{s2} ds = e^{−iλ}T^+_2 (λ) + e^{iλ}T^−_2 (λ),

T^+_2 =

∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 e^{i2λ(s1−s2)}v^∗(s_1)v(s_2)ds, T^−_2 (λ) = T^+_2 (λ) =

∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 e^{i2λ(s2−s1)}v^∗(s_2)v(s_1)ds. (3.2)

We sometimes write y(x, λ, v), D(λ, v), ... instead of y(x, λ), D(λ), , ... when several potentials are being dealt with.

Lemma 3.1. The function T (λ, v) = Tr ψ(λ, v) is entire in λ ∈ C and satisfies T (λ, v) = T (λ, −v) = ∑ n⩾0 T_{2n}(λ, v), (3.3)

Tr ψ_{2n+1}(λ, v) = 0, (3.4) T_{2n}(λ, v) = ∫ G_{2n}(1) ( e^{iλa2n} v^∗(s_1)v(s_2) . . . v(s_{2n}) + e^{−iλa2n} Tr v(s_1)v^∗(s_2) . . . v^∗(s_{2n}) ) ds, (3.5) |T_{2n}(λ, v)| ⩽ 2e^{| Im λ|} ‖v‖^{2n} (2n)!

, (3.6) |T (λ)| ⩽ 4e^{| Im λ|} ch ‖v‖, (3.7) T (λ) = T_0(λ) + o(e^{| Im λ|}) as |λ| → ∞. (3.8) Series (3.3) converge uniformly on bounded subsets of C × H . If a sequence v^{(m)} converges weakly to v in H as m → ∞, then T (λ, v^{(m)}) → T (λ, v) uniformly on bounded subsets of C . Proof. By Lemma 2.2, series (3.3) converge uniformly and absolutely on bounded subsets of C × H . Each term in (3.3) is an entire function of z, then T is so. Relations (2.16)-(2.18) yield Tr V_{s1} . . . V_{s2n+1} = 0 for any s = (s_1, . . . s_{2n+1}) ∈ R^{2n+1} . Then Tr e^{iλJa2n+1(1,s)}JV_{s1} . . . V_{s2n+1} = 0, for any (x, s) ∈ R × R^{2n+1} , which together with (2.29) implies (3.4). From (3.1) we have (3.5).

We show (3.6). Using (3.5), |a_{2n}| ⩽ 1 and |V (x)| = |v(x)| we obtain |T_{2n}(λ, v)| ⩽ 2 ∫_1 0 . . . ∫_{s2n−1} 0 e^{|a2n|| Im λ|}|v(s_1)||v(s_2) . . . |v(s_{2n}|ds ⩽ 2e^{| Im λ|} ∫_1 0 . . . ∫_{s2n−1} 0 |v(s_1)||v(s_2)| . . . |v(s_{2n}|ds = 2e^{| Im λ|} ‖v‖^{2n}_1 (2n)! , which gives (3.6). Using (3.3) and (3.6) we obtain (3.7). Asymptotics (2.33) yields (3.8).

If sequence v^{(m)} converges weakly to v in H as m → ∞, then each T_n(λ, v^{(m)}) → T_n(λ, v), n ∈ N uniformly on bounded subsets of C . Using (2.28) and (2.30) we obtain (3.5).

We discuss the term T_2 more.

Lemma 3.2. The function T_2 = Tr ψ_2 = e^{−iλ}T^+_2 + e^{iλ}T^−_2 has the properties T^+_2 + T^−_2 = ^v^∗(λ)^v(−λ), T_2(πn) = (−1)^n|^v(πn)|^2, (3.9) where ^v(λ) =

∫_1 0e^{i2λs}v(s)ds and ^v^∗(λ) = ∫_1 0e^{−i2λs}v^∗(s)ds. Moreover, let sequence |λ_n − πn| ⩽ π 4 , n ∈ Z and λ_n → ±∞ as n → ±∞. Then for any fixed δ > 1 the following asymptotics T (λ_n) = T_0(λ_n) + T_2(λ_n) + ℓ^δ(n) as n → ±∞ (3.10) hold, uniformly on [0, 1] × {|λ_n − πn| ⩽^π_4 } × {‖v‖ ⩽ r} for any r > 0. Proof. From (3.2) we obtain

T^−_2 =

∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 e^{i2λ(s2−s1)}v^∗(s_2)v(s_1)ds = ^v^∗(λ)^v(−λ) − ∫_1 0 ∫_1

s_1

e^{i2λ(s2−s1)}v^∗(s_2)v(s_1)ds = ^v^∗(λ)^v(−λ) − ∫_1 0 ∫_{s2} 0 e^{i2λ(s2−s1)}v(s_2)v(s_1)^∗ds = ^v^∗(λ)^v(−λ) − T^+_2 , which yields (3.9). From (2.34) we obtain (3.10).

We determine asymptotics of the trace T (λ) = Tr ψ(λ) as λ ∈ D_r, |λ| → +∞, r > 0, where the domain D_r := {λ ∈ C_+ : Im λ ⩾ r| Re λ|}.

Lemma 3.3. Let λ = ξ + iν ∈ D_r and |λ| → ∞ for some r > 0. Then T_2(λ) = 1 2λ e^{−iλ} ( ‖v‖^2 + o(1) ) , (3.11)

T_4(λ) = o(1) λ e^{−iλ}, (3.12) |T_n(λ)| ⩽ e^ν ν^n4 ‖v‖^n n! , n ⩾ 4, (3.13)

T (λ) = e^{−iλ}(1 +

‖v‖^2 + o(1) 2λ ). (3.14) Proof. From (3.2) and (6.1), (6.1) we obtain

T_2(λ) = Tr

∫_1 0 dt ∫_x 0 e^{iλJ(2(x−s)−1)}V_xV_sds = ∫_1 0 dx ∫_x 0 ( e^{−iλ}e^{iλ2(x−s)}v^∗(x)v(s) + Tr e^{iλ}e^{−iλ2(x−s)}v(x)v^∗(s) ) ds = 1 2λ e^{−iλ}(‖v‖^2 + o(1)). From (3.5), (6.4) we have (3.12). From (3.5) we have for even n ⩾ 6:

T_n(λ) = ∫ G_n(1) ( e^{iλan} v^∗(s_1)v(s_2) . . . v(s_n) + e^{−iλan} Tr v(s_1)v^∗(s_2) . . . v^∗(s_n) ) ds (3.15)

and due to (6.5) we have (3.13). Substituting (3.11)-(3.13) into (3.3) we obtain (3.14).

For a matrix-valued (and C -valued) function f(x, λ) we formally define the mapping by f(x, λ) → ~f(x, λ) = f^∗(x, λ), and the Wronskian for the functions f, g: {f, g} = ~fJg. (3.16)

If f, g are solutions of the equation iJψ^′ + V ψ = λψ, then the Wronskian {f, g} does not depends on x. In particular, the Wronskian {ψ, ψ} has the form {ψ, ψ} = ~ψJψ = J ⇒ ψ^{−1} = J ~ψJ. (3.17) This identity is very usefull. For example, let τ = τ(λ) be a multiplier of ψ(λ). Note that (1.13) implies τ ≠ 0. Then the identity (3.17) yields 0 = det(ψ(λ) − τ11_3) = −τ^3 det ψ(λ) det(ψ(λ)^{−1} − τ^{−1}11_3) = −τ^3 det(J ~ψ(λ)J − τ^{−1}11_3) = −τ^3 det(ψ^∗(λ) − τ^{−1}11_3).

Thus 1/τ(λ) is an eigenvalue of ψ^∗(λ) and 1/τ(λ) is an eigenvalue of ψ(λ). In particular, if λ ∈ R, then 1/τ(λ) is an eigenvalue of ψ(λ).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. i) We show (1.11) for λ ∈ C_+, the proof for λ ∈ C_− is similar. We have ψ = e^{−iλJ} + ψ_{(1)}, where ψ_{(1)} = ∑ n⩾1 ψ_n and e^{−iλJ} = e^{−iλ} ⊕ e^{iλ}11_2, |ψ_{(1)}(λ)| = e^{|ν|}o(1) as |λ| → ∞. (3.18) Then we have ψ = e^{−iλ}G, where

G = G_o + F, G_o = 1 ⊕ e^{i2λ}11_2, F = e^{iλ}ψ_{(1)} = o(1) as |λ| → ∞. (3.19) • Consider the case Im λ ⩾ r for r > 1 large enough. From (3.19) and the perturbation theory for we obtain τ_3(λ) = e^{−iλ}(1 + o(1)), τ_j (λ) = o(1) as |λ| → ∞. (3.20) In order to determine asymptotics of τ_j , j = 1, 2 we consider ψ(λ)^{−1} with the eigenvalues τ^{−1}_j (λ), j ∈ N_3 . From (3.17) and (2.33) we have ψ(λ)^{−1} = Jψ^∗(λ)J = e^{iλJ} + o(e^{| Im λ|}) as |λ| → ∞. Using above arguments we obtain τ_j (λ) = e^{−iλ}(1 + o(1)) as |λ| → ∞, Im λ ⩾ r which yields τ_j (λ) = τ^o_j (λ)(1 + o(1)) as |λ| → ∞, Im λ ⩾ r, ∀ j ∈ N_3 . (3.21) • Show asymptotics (1.11) for the strip S(r, δ) = {Im λ ∈ [0, r], |λ − πn| ⩾ δ, n ∈ Z}. From (3.19) we obtain

G = 11_3 + G_m + F, G_w = 0 ⊕ 2ie^{iλ} sin λ11_2, F = e^{iλ}ψ_{(1)} = o(1) (3.22) as |λ| → ∞, λ ∈ S(r, δ). For some t > 0 small enough we have |F (λ)| ⩽ t ∀ λ ∈ S(r, δ), | Re λ| ⩾ m. for m > 1 large enough. From (6.12) we have δ sin δ ⩽ |2ie^{iλ} sin λ| ⩽ 2 ∀λ ∈ S(r, δ). (3.23) We take t < δ/N for N large enough. Then by the perturbation theory for matices we obtain τ_j (λ) = τ^o_j (λ)(1 + o(1)) as |λ| → ∞, λ ∈ S(r, δ), ∀ j ∈ N_3 , which yields the needed results.

We show (1.12) for D(τ, λ) = det(ψ(λ) − τ11_3). Let w(x) = det y(x, λ) for shortness. Due to (2.13) for the determinant w we have w^′(x) w(x) = Tr y^′(x, λ)y(x, λ)^{−1} = Tr iJ(V (x) − λ) = iλ, since Tr JV_x = 0 and Tr J = −1. Then gives w(x) = e^{iλx}, since w(0) = 1.

The direct calculation gives D(τ, λ) = −τ^3 + τ^2 Tr ψ(λ) + B(λ)τ + e^{iλ}, ∀ (τ, λ) ∈ C^2 , where B(λ) =^∂_{∂τ} D(0, λ). The identities (2.13), (3.17) and D(0, λ) = e^{iλ} yield B(λ) = ∂ ∂τ D(τ, λ) | |_{τ =0} = −D(τ, λ) Tr(ψ(λ) − τ11_3)^{−1} | |_{τ =0} = −e^{iλ} Tr ψ^{−1}(λ). = −e^{iλ} Tr J ~ψ(λ)J = −e^{iλ} Tr ~ψ(λ) = −e^{iλ}T (λ), which yields (1.12). We show (1.13). We have ~T = Tr ψ^{−1} =^1_{τ1} +^1_{τ2} +^1_{τ3} . The direct calculation from det(ψ(λ) − τ11_3) = −τ^3 + τ^2T (λ) + e^{iλ}τ ~T (λ) + e^{iλ} gives τ_1 + τ_2 + τ_3 = T, τ_1τ_2 + τ_2τ_3 + τ_1τ_3 = e^{iλ} ~T (λ), τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ}. (3.24) ii) We show that σ(L) = R by the contradiction. Assume that there is a gap γ_o in the spectrum and then |τ_j(λ)| ≠ 1 for all j ∈ N_3 , λ ∈ γ_o. Then due to ii) the numbers 1/τ_j are also multipliers, and we have at least 4 multipliers, which yields a contradictions, since we have 3 multipliers.

Let λ ∈ R. If all |τ_j(λ)| = 1, j = 1, 2, 3, then this yields λ ∈ S_3.

If |τ_1(λ)| > 1, then by ii) the number τ_2 = 1/τ(λ) is a multiplier of ψ(λ). Then the identity τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} gives |τ_3| = 1, which yields λ ∈ S_1.

Let |τ_1| = |τ_2| = 1. Then the identity τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} gives |τ_3| = 1, which yields S_2 = ∅.

We discuss the modified discriminant D = −^{e−i2λ}_{64} (e^{ik1} − e^{ik2} )^2(e^{ik1} − e^{ik3} )^2(e^{ik2} − e^{ik3} )^2 Lemma 3.4. Let multipliers τ_j = e^{ikj} , k_j ∈ C , j ∈ N_3 . Then D = sin^{2 k1−k2}_2 sin^{2 k1−k3}_2 sin^{2 k2−k3}_2 . (3.25) If, in addition, the quasimomentum k_1 = p_1 + iq ∈ C \ R, k_3 ∈ R, then D = −^1_4 sh^2 q(ch q − 1 + sin^2(p_1 − k_3))^2 < 0. (3.26) Proof. The definition (1.16) and the identity e^{i(k1+k2+k3)} = e^{iλ} imply

− 64e^{2iλ}D = (e^{ik1} − e^{ik2} )^2(e^{ik1} − e^{ik3} )^2(e^{ik2} − e^{ik3} )^2 = −64τ^2_1 τ^2_2 τ^2_3 sin^{2 k1−k2}_2 sin^{2 k1−k3}_2 sin^{2 k2−k3}_2 = −64e^{i2λ} sin^{2 k1−k2}_2 sin^{2 k1−k3}_2 sin^{2 k2−k3}_2 .

Let k_1 = p_1 + iq. From τ_2(λ) = 1/τ_1(λ) we have that k_2 = k_1 = p_1 − iq. This gives k_1 − k_3 = a + iq, and k_2 − k_3 = a − iq, where a = p_1 − k_3. Then from (3.25) we obtain D = sin^2 iq sin^{2 a+iq}_2 sin^{2 a−iq}_2 = −^{sh2 q}_4 (ch q − cos a)^2 = −^{sh2 q}_4 (ch q − 1 + sin^2 a)^2 < 0, which yields (3.26).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. i) Note that the discriminant d of a polynomial −τ^3 +τ^2a_2 +a_1τ +a_0 has the form d = (a_1a_2)^2 − 4a_0a^3_2 + 4a^3_1 − 18a_0a_1a_2 − 27a^2_0. (3.27) Applying this for the polynomial D(τ, λ) given by D(τ, ·) = −τ^3 + τ^2T − τe^{iλ} ~T + e^{iλ}, where T = T (λ), ~T = T (λ), we obtain −64e^{2iλ}D(λ) = e^{2iλ}T^2 ~T^2 − 4e^{iλ}T^3 − 4e^{3iλ} ~T^3 + 18e^{2iλ}T ~T − 27e^{2iλ}, which gives (1.16). Moreover, the function D(λ) is real for real λ, since

−64D(λ) = |T (λ)|^4 − 4e^{−iλ}T^3(λ) − 4e^{iλ}T^3(λ) + 18|T (λ)|^2 − 27 ∀ λ ∈ R. (3.28) We show (1.18). Let τ_j = e^{ikj} , k_j ∈ C for j ∈ N_3 . Let all k_j(λ), j ∈ N_3 be different for all λ ∈ C , except some finite set on the unit interval. If the spectrum at λ has multiplicity 3, then |e^{ikj} | = 1, j ∈ N_3 , where each quasimomentum k_j(λ) ∈ R and (3.25) gives D(λ) ⩾ 0.

If the spectrum at λ has multiplicity 1, then only one from k_1, k_2, k_3, (we denote it by k_3) is real. Then from the identity (3.26) we obtain D(λ) < 0, which yields (1.18). ii) If v = 0, then it is clear that D = 0. Let D = 0 for some v ∈ H . Then due to asymptotics (1.11) we get τ_1 = τ_2. Thus the spectrum L has the multiplicity 3. Then Theorem 5.2 yields v = 0.

4. Lyapunov functions In order to study the Lyapunov function we will do some modification. Recall that if τ is an eigenvalue of ψ(λ), then 1/τ is an eigenvalue of ~ψ(λ), since ~ψ(λ) = Jψ(λ)^{−1}J. We introduce the matrix-valued function Λ =^1_2 (ψ + ψ^{−1}) with eigenvalues Δ_j =^1_2 (τ_j + τ^{−1}_j ), j ∈ N_3 . Due to (3.17) we obtain Λ(λ) = 1 2 (ψ(λ) + ψ^{−1}(λ)) = 1 2 (ψ(λ) + J ~ψ(λ)J). (4.1) We discuss the properties of Λ(λ). Recall that T = Tr ψ(λ), ~T = Tr ~ψ(λ). Lemma 4.1. The determinant D_Λ(λ, α) := det(Λ(λ, v) − α11_3), λ, α ∈ C has the form D_Λ(λ, α) = −α^3 + α^2T (λ) − αT_1(λ) + det Λ(λ), (4.2) where T = Tr Λ = Δ_1 + Δ_2 + Δ_3 =^1_2 (T + ~T ), (4.3) T_1 = Δ_1Δ_2 + Δ_2Δ_3 + Δ_1Δ_3 =^1_4 (e^{iλ}T + 1)(e^{−iλ} ~T + 1) − 1, (4.4) det Λ = Δ_1Δ_2Δ_3 =^1_8 (2 cos λ + e^{iλ} Tr ~ψ^2 + e^{−iλ} Tr ψ^2), (4.5) Tr ψ^2 = T^2 − 2e^{iλ} ~T , Tr ~ψ^2 = ( ~T )^2 − 2e^{−iλ}T, (4.6) where the coefficients T , T_1, det Λ are real on the real line. Moreover, the discriminant ϱ_Δ(λ) = (Δ_1 − Δ_2)^2(Δ_1 − Δ_3)^2(Δ_2 − Δ_3)^2 of the polynomial D_Λ(α, λ) in α ∈ C is given by ϱ_Δ(λ) = T^2T^2_1 − 4D_oT^3 − 4T^3_1 − 18D_oT T_1 − 27D^2_o, (4.7) where D_o = det Λ.

Proof. We have the standard decomposition det(Λ(λ) − α11_3) = −α^3 + T α^2 − αT_1 + D, where T = Δ_1 + Δ_2 + Δ_3 = Tr Λ, T_1 = Δ_1Δ_2 + Δ_2Δ_3 + Δ_1Δ_3, D_o = Δ_1Δ_2Δ_3.

From Theorem 1.1 we obtain T = Δ_1 + Δ_2 + Δ_3 =^1_2 (τ_1 +^1_{τ1} + τ_2 +^1_{τ2} + τ_3 +^1_{τ3} ) =^1_2 (T + ~T ).

In order to compute T_1 = Δ_1Δ_2 + Δ_2Δ_3 + Δ_1Δ_3 we use similar arguments T_1 =^1_4 [(τ_1 +^1_{τ1} )(τ_2 +^1_{τ2} ) + (τ_2 +^1_{τ2} )(τ_3 +^1_{τ3} ) + (τ_1 +^1_{τ1} )(τ_3 +^1_{τ3} )], and then

4T_1 = (τ_1τ_2 + τ_2τ_3 + τ_1τ_3)+ ( 1 τ_1τ_2 + 1 τ_2τ_3 + 1 τ_1τ_3 ) + τ_1 τ_2 + τ_2 τ_1 + τ_2 τ_3 + τ_3 τ_2 + τ_3 τ_1 + τ_1 τ_3 = e^{iλ} ( 1 τ_1 + 1 τ_2 + 1 τ_3 ) + e^{−iλ}(τ_1 + τ_2 + τ_3) + (τ_1 + τ_2 + τ_3) ( 1 τ_1 + 1 τ_2 + 1 τ_3 ) − 3, since^{τ1}_{τ2} +^{τ3}_{τ2} + 1 =^{τ1+τ2+τ3}_{τ2} =^T_{τ2} and so on. This identity and Theorem 1.1 give (4.4).

Using τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} we compute the determinant det Λ(λ) =^1_8 (τ_1 +^1_{τ1} )(τ_2 +^1_{τ2} )(τ_3 +^1_{τ3} )

= τ_1τ_2τ_3 + 1 τ_1τ_2τ_3 + τ_1τ_2 τ_3 + τ_2τ_3 τ_1 + τ_1τ_3 τ_2 + τ_1 τ_2τ_3 + τ_2 τ_1τ_3 + τ_3 τ_1τ_2 = e^{iλ} + e^{−iλ} + e^{iλ} (_1

τ^2_1 + 1 τ^2_2 + 1 τ^2_3 ) + e^{−iλ} ( τ^2_1 + τ^2_2 + τ^2_3 ) = 2 cos λ + e^{iλ} Tr ψ^{−2} + e^{−iλ} Tr ψ^2.

The functions T , T_1, det Λ are real on the real line, since ~T (λ) = T (λ), and T_2(λ) := Tr ~ψ^2(λ) = Tr(ψ^∗(λ))^2 = T_2(λ) for all λ ∈ R. We have

T^2 = (τ_1 + τ_2 + τ_3)^2 = (τ^2_1 + τ^2_2 + τ^2_3 ) + 2(τ_1τ_2 + τ_2τ_3 + τ_3τ_1) = Tr ψ^2 + 2e^{iλ} ~T . Applying the mapping u → ~u to the last identity we obtain ( ~T )^2 = Tr ~ψ^2 + 2e^{−iλ}T . Due to (4.2) and (3.27) we obtain (4.7).

We discuss properties of Λ. The identity (2.18) yields

Λ(λ) = 1 2 (ψ(λ) + J ~ψ(λ)J) = ∑ n⩾0 Λ_n(λ), Λ_n = 1 2 (ψ_n + J ~ψ_nJ), (4.8)

where series in (4.8) converge uniformly on bounded subsets of C ×H . Using (2.15),(2.28),(2.29) we obtain Jψ^∗_{2n}(λ)J = ∫_1 0 · · · ∫_{s2n−1} 0 e^{−iλJa2n} V_{s2n} . . . V_{s1} ds = ψ^∗_{2n}(λ) = ~ψ_{2n}(λ), Jψ^∗_{2n+1}(λ)J = −i ∫_1 0 · · · ∫_{s2n} 0 e^{−iλJa2n+1} V_{s2n+1} . . . V_{s1} Jds = −ψ^∗_{2n+1}(λ) = − ~ψ_{2n+1}(λ), (4.9)

where a_n = 2(s_1 − s_2 + ... − (−1)^ns_n) − 1, and in particular,

Jψ^∗_1 (λ)J = −ψ_1(λ), Jψ^∗_2 (λ)J =

∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 e^{iλJ(1−2s1 +2s2)}V_{s2} V_{s1} ds_1ds_2. (4.10)

This yields Λ_1 = 0 and Λ_n =^1_2 (ψ_n(λ) + (−1)^nψ^∗_n(λ)) and we deduce that

Λ_0(λ) = 11_3 cos λ, Λ_2(λ) = 1 2 ∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 ( e^{iλJa2} V_{s1} V_{s2} + e^{−iλJa2} V_{s2} V_{s1} ) ds, Λ_n(λ) = 1 2 ∫ G_n(1) ( e^{iλJan} V_{s1} ....V_{sn} + (−1)^ne^{−iλJan} V (s_n)...V_{s1} ) ds, (4.11)

where Λ_n(λ)^∗ = (−1)^nΛ_n(λ) for real λ and n ⩾ 2.

Lemma 4.2. Let V =

∫_1 0 V^2_x dx. Then the following asymptotics hold true as |λ| → ∞:

Λ(λ) = cos λ11_3 + o(e^{| Im λ|}), (4.12) and if, in addition, Im λ ⩾ r| Re λ| for any fixed r > 0, then

Λ_2(λ) = ( iV + o(1) 2λ ) cos λ, (4.13)

Λ(λ) = ( 11_3 + iV + o(1) 2λ ) cos λ, (4.14)

det Λ(λ) = (cos^3 λ) exp ( i‖v‖^2 + o(1) λ ) , (4.15)

Δ_j(λ) = ( 1 − b_j + o(1) 2iλ ) cos λ, j = 1, 2, 3. (4.16)

Proof. The asymptotics (4.12) follows from (2.33). Using e^{iaJ} = cos a + Ji sin a, we rewrite Λ_2 =^1_2 (ψ_2(λ) + ~ψ_2(λ)) in the form

Λ_2(λ) = 1 2 ∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 ( K^+(s) cos λa_2 + iJK^−(s) sin λa_2 ) ds, s = (s_1, s_2) ∈ R^2 , (4.17)

where K^±(s) = V (s_1)V_{s2} ± V_{s2} V_{s1} . Let λ ∈ D_r, |λ| → ∞. Due to (6.3) we obtain ∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 K^+(s) cos λa_2ds = i cos λ λ ( ∫_1 0 V^2_x dx + o(1) ) , (4.18) ∫_1 0 ∫_{s1} 0 K^−(s) sin λa_2ds = i cos λ 2λ o(1), (4.19)

since K^−(s) = 0 at s_1 = s_2, and this yields (4.13).

We estimate Λ_n, n > 2. From (4.11) and (6.4) we have for n = 3, 4, 5

Λ_n(λ) = 1 2 ∫ G_n(1) ( e^{iλJan} V_{s1} ....V_{sn} + e^{−iλJan} V_{sn} ...V_{s1} ) ds = o(1) 2λ cos λ. (4.20)

and if we use (6.5) , then we obtain |Λ_n(λ)| ⩽^{eν}_{(4ξ)} n_4^{‖v‖n}_{n!} , ν = Im λ and summing we obtain | ∑ n⩾5 Λ_n(λ)| ⩽ e^ν |λ|^54 O(1), which jointly with (4.13), (4.20), (4.14) it yields (4.14).

Let A = iV /2λ. Asymptotics (4.14), (2.14) give

det Λ(λ) = cos^3 λ det(11_3 + A + o(1/λ)) = cos^3 λ(11 + Tr A + o(1/λ)), (4.21) which yields (4.15). Asymptotics (4.16) follows from (4.14), since the matrix Λ =^1_2 (ψ + ψ^{−1}) has the eigenvalues Δ_j =^1_2 (τ_j + τ^{−1}_j ), j ∈ N_3 .

We discuss the identities for multipliers.

Lemma 4.3. i) For distinct multipliers τ_i, τ_j , τ_m the following identity holds true: (τ_i − τ^{−1}_j ) = (τ_mτ_j )^{−1}(e^{iλ} − τ_m), (4.22)

Δ_i − Δ_j = 1 2τ_i (τ_i − τ_j )(τ_i − τ^{−1}_j ) = e^{−iλ} 2 (τ_i − τ_j )(e^{iλ} − τ_m). (4.23)

Proof. i) Using τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} we obtain the identity

(τ_i − τ^{−1}_j ) = τ^{−1}_j (τ_iτ_j − 1) = (τ_mτ_j )^{−1}(τ_iτ_j τ_m − τ_3) = (τ_j τ_m)^{−1}(e^{iλ} − τ_m).

Properities of the multipliers give the identity

(τ_i − τ_j )(τ_i − τ^{−1}_j ) = τ_i(τ_i + τ^{−1}_i − τ_j − τ^{−1}_j ) = 2τ_i(Δ_i − Δ_j ).

Then jointly with (4.22) and the identity τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} we obtain (4.23). Proof of Theorem 1.3. i) Asymptotics (1.11), (4.12) give (1.21). From asymptotics of the trace formula (3.14) and the multipliers (1.11) we have asymptotics of τ_1 in (1.23). Asymptotics (1.11) and (4.16) imply asymptotics of τ_2, τ_3 in (1.23). From (1.23) we have

(τ_2(λ) − τ_1(λ))^2 = e^{i2λ}(1 − o(1)) ( e^{i b2+o(1)2λ} − e^{i b1+o(1)2λ} )_2 = −e^{i2λ} (b_2 − b_1)^2 + o(1) 4λ^2 . This jointly with (1.23) give

−64D(λ) = e^{−i2λ}(τ_1 − τ_2)^2(τ_1 − τ_3)^2(τ_2 − τ_3)^2(λ) = −e^{−i4λ}(1 − o(1)) b_o + o(1) 4λ^2

, (4.24)

which yields (1.24).

ii) If b_1 > 0, then their definition gives b_1 < b_2 < b_3. Then asymptotics of τ_1, τ_2, τ_3 in (1.23) yield that all multipliers are different and the Riemann surface is 3-sheeted.

iii) Recall that the function f = T_− − sin λ, where T_− =^1_{2i} (T − ~T ). From (1.12) we have e^{−i2λ}D(e^{iλ}, λ) = −e^{iλ} + T − ~T + e^{−iλ} = 2i(T_− − sin λ) = 2if, which yields (1.25). The identity (4.23) implies for τ = e^{iλ}:

− (τ_1 − τ_2)(τ_2 − τ_3)(τ_3 − τ_1)D(τ, λ) = (τ_1 − τ_2)(τ_2 − τ_3)(τ_3 − τ_1)(τ − τ_1)(τ − τ_2)(τ − τ_3) = 8e^{i3λ}(Δ_1 − Δ_2)(Δ_2 − Δ_3)(Δ_3 − Δ_1),

and then, using (1.25) we get −D(λ)D^2(e^{iλ}, λ) = e^{i4λ}ϱ_Δ(λ), thus we get (1.26).

Let R be 3-sheeted and λ_o ∈ S_1 be a zero of f. Let some |τ_m(λ_o)| = 1, m ∈ N_3 . Then due to (4.23) we obtain τ_i(λ_o) = τ_j (λ_o) or τ_m(λ_o) = e^{iλo} for some distinct multipliers τ_i, τ_j, τ_m.

If τ_i(λ_o) = τ_j (λ_o), then all |τ_j (λ_o)| = 1 and we have λ_o ∈ S_3.

Let τ_m(λ_o) = e^{iλo} . Then the identity τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} gives τ_i(λ_o)τ_j (λ_o) = 1 and Δ_i(λ_o) = Δ_j (λ_o). We have two cases: Δ_i(λ_o) ∈ R \ [−1, 1] or Im Δ_i(λ_o) ≠ 0.

1) Im Δ_j (λ_o) ≠ 0: it is impossible since by Theorem 5.1, we have Δ_j (λ_o) = Δ_j(λ_o). 2) Δ_j (λ_o) ∈ R \ [−1, 1]: by Theorem 5.1, the Riemann surface R is 2-sheeted. Then all zeros of f belong to S_3. From (1.26) and (1.18) we obtain (1.27), since all zeros of f belong to S_3.

Lemma 4.4. Let v ∈ H . Then there exists integer n_∗ ⩾ 1 such that i) the function D_+ has exactly 6(n_∗ +^1_2 ) roots, counted with multiplicity, in the disc {|λ| < 2π(n_∗+^1_2 )} and exactly 3 roots, counted with multiplicity, in each disk {|z−2πn| <^1_2 }, |n| > n_∗. There are no other roots.

ii) the function D_− has exactly 6n_∗ roots, counted with multiplicity, in the disc {|λ| < πn_∗} and exactly 3 roots, counted with multiplicity, in each disk {|z − π(2n + 1)| <^1_2 }, |n| > n_∗. There are no other roots.

Proof. The proof repeats the proof for periodic 2 × 2 and 2d × 2d Dirac operators, see [39], [42] and we omit it.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Consider the case of even n, the proof of odd case is similar. i) We prove asymptotics (1.28) for z_{n,j}, j ∈ N_3 . Firstly, we prove rough asymptotics of z_{n,j}. Let D^o_+(λ) = 2(1 − cos λ)(e^{−iλ} − 1)^2 be D_+(λ) at v = 0. Using Lemmas 2.2 and 4.4, we obtain

D_+(λ) = det(e^{−iλJ} − 11_3 + o(1)) = D^o_+(λ) + o(1), , for |λ − 2πn| < 1, n → ±∞. Then the zeros of D_+(λ) satisfy z_{n,j} = πn + x_{n,j}, x_{n,j} = o(1), j ∈ N_3 , n → ±∞. (4.25) Secondly, we improve these asymptotics. Due to (2.34), we have the following asymptotics at z_n = πn + x_n as n → ±∞(we omit j for shortness):

iJe^{ixnJ} (ψ(λ_n) − 11_3) = iJ(11_3 − e^{ixnJ} ) − ^V (λ_n) + ℓ^{δ/2}(n) = x_n(1 + O(x_n)) − ^V (z_n) + ℓ^{δ/2}(n), ^V (λ) = ∫_1 0 e^{iλ2Js}V_sds, |u(z_n)| = ℓ^δ(n), ∀ δ > 2, (4.26)

which yields x_n = ℓ^δ(n). We have ^V (λ_n) = ^V (πn) + ^V (πn)^′x_n + O(x^2_n), where due to (2.34) | ^V (πn)^′| = ℓ^d(n). Repeating above arguments we deduce that | ^V (λ_n)| = ℓ^2(n) and x_n = ℓ^2(n). Hence due to (4.26) we study the zeros of the equation det ( ^ V (πn) + ℓ^{δ/2}(n) − x_n ) = 0, x_n ∈ C . (4.27) Let ζ_{n,j}, j ∈ N_3 be the eigenvalues of the self-adjoint operator u(πn). Using the arguments from the perturbation theory for matrices (see [Ka,p.291]), we obtain that Eq. (4.27) has zeros x_{n,j} = ζ_{n,j} + ℓ^{δ/2}(n), (j, n) ∈ N_3 × Z which yields (1.28). We compute ζ_{n,j}. We have ∫_1 0 e^{iπn2Jx}V_xdx = 0 v_{1,n} v_{2,n} v_{1,n} 0 0 v_{2,n} 0 0 , v_{s,n} = ∫_1 0 e^{i2πnx}v_s(x)dx, s = 1, 2, This gives that ζ_{n,3} = 0, ζ_{n,s} = ±|^v(πn)|, where ^v(λ) =

∫_1 0 e^{i2λx}v(x)dx. We show (1.29) for D_+, the proof for D_− is similar. Identity (1.12) gives at τ = 1:

D_+ = (T − 1) − e^{iλ}( ~T − 1) = ie^{i λ}2 F_+, F_+ =^1_i [e^{−i λ}2 (T − 1) − e^{i λ}2 ( ~T − 1)],

D_− = (T + 1) + e^{iλ}( ~T + 1) = e^{i λ2} F_−, F_− = [e^{−i λ2} (T + 1) + e^{i λ2} ( ~T + 1)].

(4.28)

The function F_+ is entire and real on the real line. Due to (1.11) F_+ has the types t_±(F_+) =^3_2 and due to (1.17) the function F_+ is bounded on the real line. This gives F_+ ∈ E_{Cart} and (1.29), since F_+(0) =^1_i (T (0) − T (0)) = 2 Im T (0).

Taking a sum and the difference in (4.28) we obtain (1.30). Using the identity −64D = T^2 ~T^2 − 4e^{−iλ}T^3 − 4e^{iλ} ~T^3 + 18T ~T − 27 we recover D and the Riemann surface.

5. Conformal mappings and trace formulas 5.1. Quasimomentums. Define a conformal mapping η : C \ [−1, 1] → {ζ ∈ C : |ζ| > 1} by

η(z) = z + √ z^2 − 1, z ∈ C \ [−1, 1], and η(z) = 2z + o(1), |z| → ∞. (5.1)

Note that η(z) = η(z), z ∈ C \ [−1, 1] since η(z) > 1 for any z > 1. Let B_f be the set of all branch points of the function f. Define the domains

R_± = {ζ ∈ R : ± Im ζ > 0}, R^o_± = C_± \ β_±, R^o = C \ (β_+ ∪ β_− ∪ β_0), β_± = ⋃ β∈B_Δ ∩C_± [β, β ± i∞), β 0 = {λ ∈ R : Δ_j (λ) /∈ R for some j ∈ N_3 }, where R^o_± are simply connected. Due to (1.8) we have Δ(ζ) /∈ [−1, 1] for ζ ∈ R_+. For each Δ_j =^1_2 (τ_j + τ^{−1}_j ) we introduce the quasimomentum (some branch) k_j (ζ) = arccos Δ_j (ζ) = i log η(Δ_j(ζ)), ζ ∈ R_+, j ∈ N_3 . (5.2) The Lyapunov function Δ(ζ) is analytic on some 3–sheeted Riemann surface R and q(ζ) = | log η(Δ(ζ))| is the single-valued function on R_+ and is the imaginary part of the (in general, many-valued on R_+) quasimomentum k(ζ) given by k(ζ) = p(ζ) + iq(ζ) = arccos Δ(ζ) = i log η(Δ(ζ)).

We denote by q_j (λ), (λ, j) ∈ C_+ × N_3 , the branches of q(ζ) and by p_j (λ), k_j(λ), λ ∈ R^o_+, the single-valued branches of p(ζ), k(ζ), respectively. Let P : R → C be the natural projection of ζ ∈ R onto C given by P(ζ) = λ = ξ + iν ∈ C . We describe Lyapunov functions Δ on Riemann surface.

Theorem 5.1. The function q(ζ) = log |η(Δ(ζ))| is subharmonic on the Riemann surface R and has the following asymptotics:

q(ζ) = ν + O(|λ|^{− 12} ) as |λ| → ∞, ζ ∈ R_+. (5.3) Let, in addition, γ_o = (λ^−, λ^−) be some open gap in the spectrum S_3 and let an interval ω ⊂ γ_o, and Δ_3(ω) ⊂ [−1, 1] for some labeling.

i) If some Δ_1(λ) ∈ R \ [−1, 1] for all λ ∈ ω, then the Riemann surface R is 2-sheeted and τ_1τ_2 = 1, Δ_1 = Δ_2, τ_3 = e^{iλ}, D(τ, ·) = −(τ^2 − 2τΔ_1 + 1)(τ − e^{iλ}), D = 1 4 (1 − Δ^2_1)(Δ_1 − cos λ)^2

(5.4)

and k_1(·) has an analytic extension from R^o_+ into R_ω = R^o_+ ∪ R^o_− ∪ ω such that Re k_1(λ) = const ∈ πZ, ∀ λ ∈ ω, q_1(λ) = q_1(λ) > 0, λ ∈ R_ω.

(5.5)

ii) Let Δ_1(λ) be complex on ω. Then the Riemann surface R is 3-sheeted; the functions Δ_1(λ) and k_1 + k_2 have analytic extensions from R^o_+ into R_ω = R^o_+ ∪ R^o_− ∪ ω such that

Δ_1(λ) = { Δ_1(λ) if λ ∈ R^o_+, Δ_2(λ) if λ ∈ R^o_−, (5.6) { p_1(λ) + p_2(λ) = const ∈ 2πZ, 0 < q_1(λ) = q_2(λ) ⩽ ‖v‖, λ ∈ γ_o, (5.7)

q_1(λ) + q_2(λ) = q_1(λ) + q_2(λ) > 0, λ ∈ R_{γo} . (5.8)

K

C_+ k^−_1 k^+_1 k^−_2 k^+_2

λ^−_1 λ^+_1 λ^−_2 λ^+_2

σ_1 σ_2 σ_3 γ_1 γ_2

Figure 3. The domain K and k^±_n = k(λ^±_n )

Proof. Results about q and (5.3) were proved in [43] and we need to show i) and ii) only. i) If Δ_1(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1], then Δ_1(λ) =^1_2 (τ_1(λ) + τ_1(λ)^{−1}), where τ_1(λ) is real on ω. Thus due to Theorem 1.1, i) the multiplier τ_2(λ) = 1/τ_1(λ) is real, and then Δ_1(λ) = Δ_2(λ) for all λ ∈ γ_o, which yields Δ_1 = Δ_2 and τ_2τ_1 = 1, since these functions are analytic on R.

From τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ}, we immediately have τ_3 = e^{iλ}, and from (1.12), (2.8) we obtain (5.4). ii) It was shown in [43] that the functions Δ_1(λ) and k_1 + k_2 have analytic extensions from R^o_+ into R_ω = R^o_+ ∪R^o_− ∪ω and satisfy (5.6)-(5.7) (with the exception of the estimate q_1(λ) ⩽ ‖v‖ in (5.7)). Thus we have two complex different functions Δ_1, Δ_1 and one real function Δ_3 on ω. Thus the Riemann surface R is 3-sheeted. We need to estimate q_1(λ) on ω.

Let λ ∈ ω ⊂ S_1. Then |τ_3(λ)| = 1 and from (1.13) we have |τ_1(λ)||τ_2(λ)| = 1. We assume that |τ_1(λ)| < 1 < |τ_2(λ)|, the proof for another case is similar. Then from (2.31) we have |τ_2(λ)| ⩽ |ψ(λ)| ⩽ e^{‖v‖}, which yields e^{q2(λ)} ⩽ e^{‖v‖} and q_2(λ) ⩽ ‖v‖.

In Theorem 5.1, ii) we have Δ_2 = Δ_1 on γ_o. Thus we have 3 different functions Δ_j , j ∈ N_3 and then the Riemann surface R is 3-sheeted. It is very difficult to determine the positions of branch points.

5.2. Conformal mappings. A real function f on the real line is upper semi-continuous if, for any p, r ∈ R satisfying f(p) < r, there is a neighborhood U ⊂ R of p such that f(p_1) < r for every p_1 ∈ U. Let C_{us} denote the class of all real upper semi-continuous functions h : R → R. With any h ∈ C_{us} we associate the ”upper” domain

K (h) = { k = p + iq ∈ C : q > h(p), p ∈ R } . Define an averaged quasimomentum k(shortly AK), a real function p and a Lyapunov exponent q by

k(λ) = p(λ) + iq(λ) = 1 3 3∑ 1 k_j (λ), q(λ) = Im k(λ), λ ∈ R^o_+. (5.9)

We present results about conformal mappings and identities from [43], which will be important to estimate spectral parameters for VNLSE, similar to the KdV equation, see [28] [35], [34], [41] and for the scalar NLSE [33], [38], [39].

Theorem 5.2. Let k =^1_3

∑_3

1 k_j be the averaged quasimomentum. Then i) The function k(·) is analytic in C_+ , and is a conformal mapping from C_+ onto k(C_+ ) = K (h) for some h ∈ C_{us}. Moreover, q = Im k > 0 for any λ ∈ C_+ . ii) There exist branches k_j, j ∈ N_3 , such that the following relations hold true:

k(λ) = λ + 1 π ∫ R q(t) t − λ dt, λ = ξ + iν ∈ C_+ , (5.10) k(λ) = λ − Q_o + o(1) λ (5.11)

as λ ∈ D_r, |λ| → ∞, for any r > 0, and

Q_o = 1 π ∫ R q(ξ)dξ = 1 π ∫∫ C_+ |k^′(λ) − 1|^2dνdξ + 1 π ∫ R q(ξ)dp(ξ) = 2 3 ‖v‖^2, (5.12)

q|_{S3} = 0, 0 < q|_{S1} ⩽ ‖v‖ = (^2_3 Q_o)^12 . (5.13) iii) Let v ∈ H . Then we have S_3 = R iff v = 0.

Proof. The theorem is proved for more general case from [43]. We need only to show q|_{S1} ⩽ (^2_3 Q_o)^12 in (5.13), since all other results were proved in [43]. From (5.7) we have q(λ) =^{q1(λ)+q2(λ)}_3 =^{2q1(λ)}_3 for any λ ∈ γ_n. This and (5.12) imply q|_{S1} ⩽ (^2_3 Q_o)^12 . Remark. 1) The integral^1_π ∫ R q(ξ)dp(ξ) ⩾ 0 is the area between the boundary of K (h) and the real line.

2) It was shown in [43] that for any AK k = p + iq the function p^′_μ(λ) > 0, λ = ξ + iν ∈ C_+ . Hence there are two positive functions q and p^′_ξ in C_+ . From (5.10) we have

q(λ) = ν + ν π ∫ q(t) |t − λ|^2 dt, λ ∈ C_+ , (5.14)

p^′(λ) = 1 + 1 π ∫ R q(t) (t − λ)^2 dt ⩾ 1, λ ∈ S_3, (5.15)

here p^′_ξ(λ) = 1 for some λ ∈ S_3 iff S_3 = R.

5.3. Riemann surfaces. We discuss Lyapunov functions on 2-sheeted Riemann surfaces. Proof of Theorem 1.6. We show (1.32), the proof of (1.33) is similar. We assume that v ≠ 0. Let γ_o ⊂ S_1 be some open gap in the spectrum S_3 for some v ≠ 0 and let an interval ω ⊂ γ_o. We show that following conditions (1),..,(5) are equivalent

(1) Δ_2(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1] (2) Δ_2 = Δ_3, (3) τ_2τ_3 = 1, (4) τ_1 = e^{iλ}, (5) R ∈ R_2. (5.16)

We show (1) ⇒ (2). Let Δ_2(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1]. Then Δ_2(λ) =^1_2 (τ_2(λ) + τ_2(λ)^{−1}), where τ_2(λ) is real on ω. Thus due to Theorem 1.1, i) the multiplier τ_3(λ) = 1/τ_2(λ) is real. Note that the case τ_1(λ) = 1/τ_2(λ) is impossible, since we have asymptotics (1.11). Thus Δ_2(λ) = Δ_3(λ) for all λ ∈ ω, which yields Δ_2 = Δ_3, since these functions are analytic on R.

(2) ⇒ (3). Let Δ_2 = Δ_3 on ω. Due to Theorem 5.1 the function Δ_2 on ω can be real or complex. Then we have Δ_2 = Δ_3 are real on ω. At this condition we have proved τ_2(λ)τ_3(λ) = 1 on ω.

(3) ⇒ (4). Let τ_1(λ)τ_2(λ) = 1 on ω. From τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ}, we immediately have τ_3 = e^{iλ}, which yields (4).

(4) ⇒ (1). Let τ_1 = e^{iλ}. From τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ}, we have τ_2τ_3 = 1 on ω and we again have that Δ_2 = Δ_3 are real on ω, since ω ⊂ S_1.

(5) ⇒ (4). Let R ∈ R_2, i.e., it is the 2-sheeted Reiemann surface. Due to Theorem 5.2, iii) there exists an open gap γ_o ⊂ S_1 and Δ_j(γ_o) ⊂ [−1, 1] for some j ∈ N_3 . We have three cases:

• Let Δ_1(γ_o) ⊂ [−1, 1]. Then due to Theorem 5.1 the function Δ_2(λ) is real or complex on ω ⊂ γ_o. If Δ_2(λ) is complex on γ_o, then due to Theorem 5.1 we have 3 functions Δ_2(λ) = Δ_3(λ) and Δ_1(λ) ∈ [−1, 1] on γ_o and we have 3 different analytic functions on R, and R is 3-sheeted.

Then the function Δ_2 is real on ω and Δ_2(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1], which is equivalent to one from the conditions (1),..,(4).

• The condition Δ_1(ω) ⊂ [−1, 1] corresponds to the second case (1.33). • Let Δ_3(ω) ⊂ [−1, 1]. Then due to Theorem 5.1 the function Δ_2(λ) is real or complex on ω ⊂ γ_o. If Δ_2(λ) is complex on γ_o, then due to Theorem 5.1 we have 3 functions Δ_2(λ) = Δ_3(λ) and Δ_1(λ) ∈ [−1, 1] on γ_o. Thus we have 3 different analytic functions on R, and R is 3- sheeted. Then the function Δ_2(ω) ⊂ R \[−1, 1], which is equivalent to one from the conditions (1),..,(4).

(5) ⇒ (4). Conversly, let τ_1 = e^{iλ}. Then τ_2τ_3 = 1, which yields D(τ, λ) = −(τ^2 − 2τΔ_2 + 1)(τ − e^{iλ}). Then R ∈ R_2 and conditions (1),..,(5) in (5.16) are equivalent.

In order to finish the proof we show that following conditions (5),..,(9) in (5.17) are equivalent

(5) R ∈ R_2 ⇔ (6) v ∈ H_o ⇔ (7) f = 0 ⇔ (8) ϱ_Δ = 0 ⇔ (9) Δ_3(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1]. (5.17)

Show (5) ⇔ (6). Let R ∈ R_2 for some v ∈ H . Then by (5.16), the multiplier τ_1 = e^{iλ} and τ_2τ_3 = 1. Asymptotics (1.23) gives

b_1 = 0 ⇔ c_{12} = |

∫_1 0 v_1v_2dx| = ‖v_1‖‖v_2‖. Thus from this identity we obtain v = ue ∈ H for some (u, e) ∈ H × C^2 . Conversely, let v ∈ H_o. Then Proposition 1.5 gives that the corresponding Riemann surface R ∈ R_2.

Show (6) ⇔ (7). If v ∈ H_o, then due to (2.6) we have τ_1 = e^{iλ} and the identity D(e^{iλ}, λ) = 2ie^{i2λ}f(λ) from (1.25) gives f = 0. Conversely, let f = 0. Then the identity D(e^{iλ}, λ) = 2ie^{i2λ}f(λ) give that τ_1 = e^{iλ} (or the second case τ_2 = e^{iλ} ) since τ_3 = e^{−iλ} as Im λ → +∞.

Show (7) ⇔ (8). From the identity 4D f^2 = ϱ_Δ (see (1.26)) we deduce that ϱ_Δ = 0 ⇔ f = 0, since by Theorem 1.2, D ≠ 0 for v ≠ 0.

(1) ⇔ (9). Let Δ_3(ω) ⊂ R \ [−1, 1]. Then Δ_3(λ) =^1_2 (τ_3(λ) + τ_3(λ)^{−1}), where τ_3(λ) is real on ω. Thus due to Theorem 1.1, i) the multiplier τ_2(λ) = 1/τ_3(λ) is real (or τ_1(λ) = 1/τ_3(λ) the second case), and then Δ_2(λ) = Δ_3(λ) for all λ ∈ ω, which yields Δ_2 = Δ_3 and (1) in (5.16), since these functions are analytic on R. The proof of (9) ⇒ (1) is similar. Proof of Corollary 1.7. From Theorem 1.2 and 5.2 we have v = 0 ⇔ S_3 = R ⇔ D = 0. (5.18)

We need to consider Δ_1 = Δ_2 and τ_1 = τ_2. It is clear that if v = 0, then Δ_1 = Δ_2 and τ_1 = τ_2.

Let Δ_1 = Δ_2. Then ϱ_Δ = 0 and the identities (1.26), (1.27) imply that Df = 0. If D = 0, then (5.18) gives v = 0. Let f = 0. Then due to (1.27) we have D(e^{iλ}, λ) = 0 and then e^{iλ} = τ_1 and by Δ_1 = Δ_2, we obtain e^{iλ} = τ_1 = τ_2. And finally the identity τ_1τ_2τ_3 = e^{iλ} gives D = 0.

Let τ_1 = τ_2. Then we have Δ_1 = Δ_2, which have been discussed above. We describe properties of the Lyapunov functions including large n ∈ Z. For small ε > 0 and n ∈ Z large enough due to (1.28) we define sets I_n := [π(n − 1) + ε, πn − ε], Z_n := {z_{n,1} ⩽ z_{n,2} ⩽ z_{n,3}} ⊂ g_n := [πn − ε, πn + ε]. Theorem 5.3. Let the Riemann surface R be 3-sheeted.

i) Let Δ have a branch point λ_o ∈ R such that that each Δ_j (λ) ∈ R, j ∈ N_3 , for all λ ∈ (λ_o, λ_o + ε) (or all for λ ∈ (λ_o − ε, λ_o)) for small ε > 0. Then λ_o is a branch point of order^1_2 for Δ_1, Δ_2, and they have asymptotics as t := λ − λ_o → 0:

Δ_1(λ) = Δ_1(λ_o) + C √ t(1 + O(t)), Δ_2(λ) = Δ_1(λ_o) − C √ t(1 + O(t)) (5.19) for some constant C, where √ 1 = 1 (and similar asymptotics for real Δ_j for λ ∈ (λ_o − ε, λ_o)).

The function (Δ_1 −Δ_2)^2 is analytic in the disk {|λ−λ_o| < ε} and it has a zero λ_o of multiplicity 2m + 1 ⩾ 1. If in addition Δ_1(λ_o) ∈ (−1, 1), then m = 0.

ii) Let n ∈ Z be large enough. Let Δ_1 be real on some interval ω = (α, β) ⊂ I_n. Then Δ_1 is real analytic on the interval I_n.

Proof. The statement i) was proved in [43].

ii) Let n ∈ 2Z and let λ_o ∈ I_n be a branch point of Δ_1 such that λ_o ⩽ α. The proof of other cases is similar. Then asymptotics (1.21) gives that all Δ_j (λ_o) ∈ (−1, 1) and the statement i) gives that λ_o is a branch point of the order^1_2 for Δ_1, Δ_2 and has asymptotics (5.19) as t := λ − λ_o → 0 (for some labeling). Then the Lyapunov function Δ has a loop and its branch has a local maximum |Δ_2(z_o)| < 1 at some point z_o > λ_o. This contradict to the monotonicity property of the Lyapunov function and thus Δ does not have branch points on I_n.

We discuss the MS for two sheeted Riemann surfaces.

Lemma 5.4. i) Let v be a solution of the MS. Then each intergal c_{ij} =

∫_1 0 v_i(x, t)v_j (x, t)dx, i, j = 1, 2 does not depend on time, i.e., is a constant of motion. Moreover, if v_1 = 0 or v_2 = 0, then the MS iv̇ = −v^{′′} + |v|^2v is the scalar NLS equation. ii) Let v_1⊥v_2. Then the coefficients b_1, b_2, b_3 from (1.20) are given by

b_3 = ‖v‖^2, b_2 = max{‖v_2‖^2, ‖v_1‖^2}, b_1 = min{‖v_2‖^2, ‖v_1‖^2}, (5.20)

if R ∈ R_2 ⇒ v_1 = 0 or v_2 = 0. (5.21)

Proof. i) Let ⟨·, ·⟩ be the inner product in L^2(T). Let ẏ =^∂_{∂t} y and y^′ =^∂_{∂x} y. Then

iċ_{12} = i⟨v̇_1, v_2⟩ + i⟨v̇_1, v̇_2⟩ = ⟨−v^{′′}_1 + |v|^2v_1, v_2⟩ + ⟨v_1, v^{′′}_2 − |v|^2v_2⟩ = 0.

This result is known and the proof of other cases is similar.

Let v_1 = 0 or v_2 = 0. Thus the MS (1.1) transforms to the scalar NLS equation, since ‖v_1‖, ‖v_2‖ are constants of motion.

ii) From (1.20) we have (5.20). Let R ∈ R_2. Then (1.32) gives τ_1 = e^{iλ} and then b_1 = 0. Proof of Corollary 1.8. i) Let v_2 = pv_1 for some constant p ∈ C \ {0}. Then due to Lemma 5.4 p is a constant of motion. From v_2 = pv_1 we have

|v|^2 = r^2_j |v_j|^2, j = 1, 2, r^2_1 = 1 + r^2, r_2 = r_1 r . (5.22)

where r = |p|. Thus we obtain the two equations for y_j = r_jv_j :

iv̇_j = −v^{′′}_j + 2|v|^2v_j = −v^{′′}_j + 2r^2_j |v_j |^2v_j ⇔ iẏ_j = −y^{′′}_j + 2|y_j|^2y_j, (5.23)

which yields y_2 =^p_{|p|} y_1.

ii) Let p = re^{iφ} for some r > 0. Using identities (5.22), (5.23) we construct the solution v = (v_1, v_2) ∈ H_o of the MS.

5.4. Entire functions. We recall some well known facts about entire functions (see [32]). An entire function f(λ) is said to be of exponential type if there is a constant α such that |f(λ)| ⩽ const. e^{α|λ|} everywhere. The function f is said to belong to the Cartwright class E_{Cart}(t_o), if f(λ) is entire, of exponential type, and the following conditions hold true: ∫ R (log |f(t)|)_+dt 1 + t^2

< ∞, t_o = t_±(f) > 0, where t_±(f) := lim sup_{s→±∞} log |f(is)| |s| , and (x)_+ = max{0, x} for x ∈ R. We need the known result about the Hadamard factorization. Let f ∈ E_{Cart}(t_o) and denote by (k_n)^∞_{n=1} the sequence of its zeros ≠ 0 (counted with multiplicity), so arranged that 0 < |k_1| ⩽ |k_2| ⩽ . . . . Then f has the Hadamard factorization f(λ) = λ^mC lim_{r→+∞} ∏ |k_n|⩽r ( 1 −^λ_{kn} ) , C =^{f (m)(0)}_{m!} , (5.24)

for some integer m, where the product converges uniformly in every bounded disc and ∞∑ 1 | Im k_n| |k_n|^2 < ∞. (5.25)

Hence we obtain f^′(λ) f(λ) = i + m λ + lim_{r→∞} ∑ |k_n|⩽r 1 λ − k_n (5.26)

uniformly on compact subsets of C \ ( {0} ∪ ⋃ {k_n} ) . Denote by N (r, f) the number of zeros of f having modulus ⩽ r, each zero being counted according to its multiplicity.

We recall the Levinson Theorem: Let an entire function f ∈ E_{Cart}(t_o). Then N (r, f) = t_o 2 π r + o(r) as r → ∞. (5.27)

Theorem 5.5. Let v ∈ H . Then ϱ ∈ E_{Cart}(2) and if λ ∈ S_1, then there exists a multiplier τ(λ) such that |τ(λ)| = e^{q(λ)}, where q(λ) > 0, and the following estimates hold true: (sh^2 q) 4 (ch q − 1)^2 ⩽ |D(λ)| ⩽ sh^2(2q) 16 ∀ λ ∈ S_1, (5.28) 1 π ∫ S_1

|D(λ)|^{16} dλ ⩾ 4^{13} Q_o =

4^56 3 ‖v‖^2, (5.29) 1 π ∫ S_1 D(λ) 1 2 dλ ⩽^{ch(2‖v‖)}_2 Q_o. (5.30)

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 1.2 we have proved that there exists a multiplier τ(λ) such that |τ(λ)| = e^{q(λ)}, where q(λ) > 0. From the identity (3.26) we obtain for some a ∈ [0, 1] 64|D(λ)| = 16(sh^2 q)(ch q − a)^216(sh^2 q) ch^2 q ⩽ 4 sh^2(2q). (5.31) From the identity (3.26) we again obtain 64|D(λ)| = 16(sh^2 q)(ch q − a)^2 ⩾ 16(sh^2 q)(ch q − 1)^2 ⩾ 4q^6 and jointly with the identity (5.12) this implies 1 π ∫ S_1 |D(λ)|^{16} dλ ⩾ 4^13 π ∫ S_1

q(λ)dλ = 4^{13} Q_o =

4^56 3 ‖v‖^2. From (5.28) and the simple estimate sh^2 t ⩽ t^2 ch^2 t, t > 0 we obtain 64|D(λ)| ⩽ 4 sh^2(2q) ⩽ 16q^2 ch^2(2q) ⩽ 16q^2 ch^2(2‖v‖) and this jointly with the identity (5.12) implies 1 π ∫ S_1 |D(λ)|^{12} dλ ⩽ ch(2‖v‖) 2 ∫ S_1 q(λ) dλ π = ch(2‖v‖) 2 Q_o.

6. Appendix Define the domain G_n = G_n(1) = {0 < t_n < ... < t_1 < 1} ⊂ R^n .

Lemma 6.1. Let h_1, ..., h_n ∈ L^2(0, 1) and u_n = t_1 − t_2 + · · · − (−1)^nt_n for some n ⩾ 3. Then ∫_1 0 dt ∫_t 0 e^{i2λ(t−s)}h_1(t)h_2(s)ds = i 2λ (∫_1 0 h_1(t)h_2(t)dt + o(1) ) , (6.1) ∫_1 0 dt ∫_t 0 e^{−i2λ(t−s)}h_1(t)h_2(s)ds = o(e^{2ν} ) |λ| , (6.2) ∫_1 0 dt ∫_t 0 cos λ(1 − 2t + 2s)h_1(t)h_2(s)ds = i cos λ 2λ (∫_1 0 h_1(t)h_2(t)dt + o(1) ) , (6.3) ∫ G_n e^{±iλ(1−2un )} n∏ 1 h_j(t_j )dt = o(e^ν ) |λ| , (6.4) | | | ∫ G_n e^{±iλ(1−2un)} n∏ 1 h_1(t_j )dt | | | ⩽ e^ν (4ν)^n4 ‖h_1‖^n n! , (6.5)

as λ ∈ D_r and |λ| → ∞ for any fixed r > 0, where ν = Im λ.

Proof. We show (6.5), since other estimtates were proved in [43]. The integral A^±_n := ∫ G_n e ±iλ(1−2u_n ) ∏n 1 h(t_j)dt has an estimate |A^±_n (λ)|^2 ⩽e^{∓2ν} ( ∫ G_n e^{±2νun} n∏ 1 |h(t_j )|dt )_2 ⩽ e^{∓2ν} f^±_n ‖h‖^n n! , f^±_n = ∫ G_n e^{±4νun} dt, (6.6) since ∫ G_n ∏_n 1 |h(t_j)|^2dt =^{‖h‖2n}_{n!} . We estimate the integral f_n. Direct computation gives

f^−_1 = 1 4ν , f^+_1 = e^{4ν} 4ν , f^−_2 ⩽ 1 4ν , f^+_2 ⩽ e^{4ν} (4ν)^2

, f^−_3 ⩽ 1 (4ν)^2

, f^+_3 ⩽ e^{4ν} (4ν)^2

. (6.7)

Consider n ⩾ 4. Below we need simple estimates ∫_{tn−1} 0 e^{−4νtn} dt_n ⩽ 1 4ν , (6.8) ∫_{tn−2} 0 dt_{n−1} ∫_{tn−1} 0 e^{4ν(−tn−1 +tn)}dt_n ⩽ ∫_{tn−2} 0 dt_{n−1}e^{−4νtn−1} (e^{4νtn−1} − 1) dt_{n−1} 4ν ⩽ 1 4ν . (6.9)

Consider f^+_n . For even n ⩾ 4 from (6.8) and after this from (6.9) we obtain

f^+_n = ∫ G_n e^{4λ(t1 −t2+···+tn−1 −tn)}dt ⩽ f^+_{n−1} 4ν ⩽ 1 (4ν)^{n−2}2^{+1}

∫_1 0 e^{4νt1} dt_1 ⩽ e^{4ν} (4ν)^n2^{+1} , and for n odd, using (6.9) and we obtain

f^+_n = ∫ G_n e^{4ν(t1 −t2+···−tn−1+tn)}dt ⩽ f^+_{n−2} 4ν ⩽ 1 (4ν)^{n−1}2

∫_1 0 e^{4νt1} dt_1 ⩽ e^{4ν} (4ν)^{n+1}2 . Consider f^−_n . From (6.9) we obtain for even n ⩾ 4:

f^−_n = ∫ G_n e^{4ν(−t1 +t2+···−tn−1+tn)}dt ⩽ f^−_{n−2} 4ν ⩽ 1 (4ν)^n2 , and from (6.8) and after this from (6.9) for odd n:

f^−_n = ∫ G_n e^{4ν(−t1 +t2+···+tn−1 −tn)}dt ⩽ f^−_{n−1} 4ν ⩽ 1 (4ν)^{n+1}2 . Collecting all these integrals we obtain f^+_n ⩽^{e4y}_{(4ν) n+12} and f^−_n ⩽^1_{(4ν)} n_2 and jointly with (3.15) this gives (6.5).

In the next lemma we recall the asymptotic estimates of the following integral F^±_n (x) = ∫_x 0 e^{±iλnt}p(t)dt, G^±_n (x) = ∫_x 0 e^{∓iλt}q(t)F^±_n (t)dt, p, q ∈ L^2(0, 2π), where (x, λ_n, n) ∈ [0, 2π]×C ×Z. For p ∈ L^2(0, 2π) we have the Fourier series p(x) = ∑ p_je^{ijx}. Lemma 6.2. Let C_0 = 4e^π and |z_n − πn| ⩽^1_4 . Then |F^±_n (x)| ⩽ C_0u_{±n}, |G^±_n (x)| ⩽ C_0(u_{±n}(q)u_{±n}(p) + v^2_{±n} + w^2_{±n}), (6.10) u_±(p) = (p_{±n}(p))_{n∈Z}, v_± = (v_{±n})_{n∈Z}, w_± = (w_{±n}) ∈ ℓ^d(Z), ∀ d > 2, (6.11) where

u_n(p) = ∑ |p_j| |j ± n + i| , v^2_n = ∑ |q_jp_{−j}| |j ± n + i| , w^2_n = ∑ |p_jq_s| |j ± n + i||j + s + i| , n ∈ Z, Lemma 6.3. Let a function f = 2ie^{iλ} sin λ define on the set λ ∈ Ω_{δ,r} given by Ω_{δ,r} = {λ ∈ C_+ : Im λ ∈ [0, r], Re λ ∈ [0, π/2], |λ| ⩾ δ}, r > 0, 1 2 > δ > 0. Then δe^{−δ} < |f(λ)| < 2 ∀ l ∈ Ω_{δ,r}. (6.12) Proof. The boundary of the set Ω_δ has the form ∂Ω_δ = ∪^4_oI_j, where

I_o = {λ = δe^{iφ}, φ ∈ [0,^π_2 ]}, I_1 = [iδ, ir], I_2 = [ir, ir +^π_2 ], I_3 = [^π_2 ,^π_2 + ir], I_4 = [δ,^π_2 ]. We have for all λ ∈ Ω_δ: |f(λ)| = |e^{2iλ} − 1| ⩽ 2. (6.13) and f = 2ie^{iλ} sin λ = e^{2iλ} − 1 |f(λ)| = |e^{2iλ} − 1| ∈ [1 − e^{−2δ}, 1 − e^{−2r}], λ ∈ I_1, |f(λ)| = |e^{2iλ} − 1| ∈ [1 − e^{−2r}, 1 + e^{−2r}], λ ∈ I_2, |f(λ)| = |e^{2iλ} − 1| ∈ [2, 1 + e^{−2r}], λ ∈ I_3, |f(λ)| = 2| sin λ| ∈ [2 sin δ, 2], λ ∈ I_4.

(6.14)

For λ ∈ I_o we have |f(λ)| = 2e^{−ν} | sin λ|, where due to δ ⩽^1_2 we obtain | sin λ| = | ∑ n=2j+1⩾1 (−1)^j λ^n n! | ⩾ δ(1 − δ^2 6 (1 + δ^2 + ..)) = δ(1 − δ^2 6(1 − δ^2 ) ⩾ δ 2 . (6.15)

This yields |f(λ)| ⩾ e^{−δ}δ for λ ∈ I_o. Collecting all estimates we get (6.12).

Acknowledgments. E. K. was supported by the RSF grant No. 19-71-30002.

References

[1] M. Ablowitz; B. Prinari, A. Trubatch, Discrete and continuous non-linear Schrödinger systems, 2004. [2] M. R. Adams; J. Harnad; J. Hurtubise, Isospectral Hamiltonian flows in finite and infinite dimension. II.

Integration of flows, Commun. Math. Phys. 134 (1990), 555–585.

[3] N. Akhiezer, The classical moment problem and some related questions in analysis. Hafner Publishing Co., New York, 1965.

[4] A. Badanin; J. Brüning; E. Korotyaev, The Lyapunov function for Schrödinger operator with periodic 2 × 2 matrix potential, J. Funct. Anal. 234 (2006), no. 1, 106–126.

[5] A. Badanin; E. Korotyaev, Spectral asymptotics for periodic forth order operators, Int. Math. Res. Not.

2005, no. 45, 2775–2814.

[6] A. Badanin; E. Korotyaev, Spectral estimates for a periodic fourth-order operator. St. Petersburg Math.

J. 22 (2011), 703–736.

[7] A. Badanin; E. Korotyaev, Spectral asymptotics for the third order operator with periodic coefficients, J.

Differential Equations, 253 (2012), No 11, 3113–3146.

[8] A. Badanin; E. Korotyaev, Third order operator with periodic coefficients on the real line, Algebra i Analiz, 25(2013), No 5, 1–31.

[9] A Badanin; E. Korotyaev, Inverse problem for the operator in the Lax pair of the Boussinesq equation on the circle, Functional Analysis and Its Applications 58(2024), No 3, 340–343.

[10] D. Chelkak; E. Korotyaev, Spectral estimates for Schodinger operators with periodic matrix potentials on the real line. Int. Math. Res. Not. 2006, Art. ID 60314, 41 pp.

[11] D. Chelkak; Korotyaev, E. Parametrization of the isospectral set for the vector-valued Sturm-Liouville problem, J. Funct. Anal. 241(2006), 359–373.

[12] D. Chelkak; Korotyaev, E. Weyl-Titchmarsh functions of vector-valued Sturm-Liouville operators on the unit interval, Journal Func. Anal., 257 (2009), 1546–1588.

[13] S. Clark; F. Gesztesy, Weyl-Titchmarsh M-function asymptotics, local uniqueness results, trace formulas, and Borg-type theorems for Dirac operators. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 354 (2002), no. 9, 3475–3534.

[14] S. Clark; H. Holden; F. Gesztesy; B. Levitan, Borg-type theorem for matrix-valued Schrodinger and Dirac operators, J. Diff. Eqs. 167(2000), 181–210.

[15] B. A. Dubrovin; S. P. Novikov, A periodicity problem for the Korteweg–de Vries and Sturm–Liouville equations. Their connection with algebraic geometry, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 219:3 (1974), 531–534.

[16] B. A. Dubrovin, Matrix finite-gap operators. (Russian) Current problems in mathematics, Vol. 23, 33–78, Itogi Nauki i Tekhniki, Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vsesoyuz. Inst. Nauchn. i Tekhn. Inform., Moscow, 1983. translated in J. Soviet Math., 28:1 (1985), 20–50.

[17] J.N. Elgin; V.Z. Enolski; A.R. Its, Effective integration of the nonlinear vector Schrodinger equation, Physica D 225 (2007), 127–152.

[18] N. Firsova, The Riemann surface of a quasimomentum, and scattering theory for a perturbed Hill operator.

Mathematical questions in the theory of wave propagation, 7. Zap. Naucn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov (LOMI) 51 (1975), 183–196.

[19] O. Forster, Lectures on Riemann surfaces. Graduate Texts in Math., 81. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991. [20] J. Garnett; E. Trubowitz, Gaps and bands of one dimensional periodic Schrödinger operators II. Comment.

Math. Helv. 62(1987), 18–37.

[21] I. Gel’fand, Expansion in characteristic functions of an equation with periodic coefficients. (Russian) Doklady Akad. Nauk SSSR (N.S.) 73, (1950), 1117–1120.

[22] I. Gel’fand; V. Lidskii, On the structure of the regions of stability of linear canonical systems of differential equations with periodic coefficients. Uspehi Mat. Nauk (N.S.) 10 (1955), no. 1(63), 3–40.

[23] F. Gesztesy; A. Kiselev; K. Makarov, Uniqueness results for matrix-valued Schrödinger, Jacobi, and Dirac-type operators. Math. Nachr. 239/240 (2002), 103–145.

[24] I. Gohberg; M. Krein, Theory and applications of Volterra operators in Hilbert space. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 24 AMS, Providence, R.I. 1970.

[25] B. Grébert; T. Kappeler, The defocusing NLS equation and its normal form, 2014, European Math. Soc. [26] A. Its; V. Matveev, Schrödinger operator with the finite-gap spectrum and the N-soliton solutions of the Korteveg de Fries equation. Theoret. Math. Phys. 23(1975), 343–355.

[27] A. Jenkins, Univalent functions and conformal mapping. Berlin, Göttingen, Heidelberg, Springer, 1958.

[28] P. Kargaev; E. Korotyaev, Effective masses and conformal mappings. Commun. Math. Phys. 169(1995), 597–625.

[29] Kargaev P.; Korotyaev E., The inverse problem for the Hill operator, the direct approach. Invent. Math.

129(1997), no 3, 567–593; Erratum, Invent. Math.138, 1999, 227.

[30] P. Kargaev; E. Korotyaev, Identities for the Dirichlet integral of subharmonic functions from the Cartright class, Complex Var. Theory Appl. 50 (2005), no. 1, 35–50.

[31] T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995. [32] P. Koosis, The logarithmic integral,1, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press 1988. [33] E. Korotyaev, Metric properties of conformal mappings on the complex plane with parallel slits, Internat.

Math. Res. Notices, 10(1996), 493–503.

[34] E. Korotyaev, The estimates of periodic potentials in terms of effective masses. Comm. Math. Phys. 183 (1997), no. 2, 383–400.

[35] Korotyaev, E. Estimates of periodic potentials in terms of gap lengths, Comm. Math. Phys. 197 (1998), no. 3, 521–526.

[36] E. Korotyaev, Inverse problem for periodic ”weighted” operators, J. Funct. Anal. 170(2000), no. 1, 188– 218.

[37] E. Korotyaev, Estimates for the Hill operator. I J. Differential Equations 162 (2000), no. 1, 1–26. [38] E. Korotyaev, Marchenko-Ostrovki mapping for periodic Zakharov-Shabat systems, J. Differential Equations, 175(2001), no. 2, 244–274.

[39] E. Korotyaev. Inverse problem and estimates for periodic Zakharov-Shabat systems, J. Reine Angew.

Math. 583(2005), 87–115.

[40] E. Korotyaev, Characterization of the spectrum of Schrodinger operators with periodic distributions. Int.

Math. Res. Not. 2003(2003) no. 37, 2019–2031.

[41] E. Korotyaev, Estimates for the Hill operator, II, J. Differential Equations 223 (2006), no. 2, 229–260. [42] E. Korotyaev, Spectral estimates for matrix-valued periodic Dirac operators, Asymptotic Analysis, 59(2008), no. 3-4, 195–225.

[43] E. Korotyaev, Conformal spectral theory for the monodromy matrix, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 362 (2010), 3435–3462.

[44] Korotyaev, E. Inverse problem and the trace formula for the Hill operator. II. Math. Z. 231 (1999), no.

2, 345–368.

[45] E. Korotyaev, Estimates for periodic vector NLS equations, in preparetion.

[46] E. Korotyaev, A. Kutsenko, Borg-type uniqueness theorems for periodic Jacobi operators with matrixvalued coefficients, Proc. AMS 137 (2009), no. 6, 1989–1996.

[47] E. Korotyaev; A. Kutsenko, Lyapunov functions of periodic matrix-valued Jacobi operators, Spectral Theory of Differential Operators, AMS Transl. Ser. 2, vol. 225, AMS, Providence, RI, 2008, pp. 117–131.

[48] M. Krein, The basic propositions of the theory of λ-zones of stability of a canonical system of linear differential equations with periodic coefficients. In memory of A. A. Andronov, pp. 413–498. Izdat. Akad. Nauk SSSR, Moscow, 1955.

[49] M. Krein, On the characteristic function A(λ) of a linear canonical system differential equation of the second order with periodic coefficients (Russian) , Prikl. Mat. Meh. 21(1957), 320–329.

[50] I. M. Krichever, The method of algebraic geometry in the theory of nonlinear equations, Russian. Math.

Surveys 32 (1977), 180–208.

[51] B. Levitan; I. Sargsjan, Sturm-Liouville and Dirac operators. Translated from the Russian. Mathematics and its Applications (Soviet Series), 59. Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordericht, 1991.

[52] H. McKean, Boussinesq’s equation on the circle. Com. Pure and Appl. Math. 34(1981) 599–691. [53] F. Maksudov; O. Veliev, Spectral analysis of differential operators with periodic matrix coefficients.

Differential Equations 25 (1989), no. 3, 271–277.

[M99] M.M. Malamud, Uniqueness questions in inverse problems for systems of differential equations on a finite interval, Trans. Mosc. Math. Soc., 60 (1999), 173–224.

[M15] M.M. Malamud, Unique determination of a system by a part of the monodromy matrix, Funct. An. Its Appl., 49 (2015), 264—278.

[54] S.V. Manakov, On the theory of two-dimensional stationary self-focusing of electromagnetic waves, Soviet JETP 38 (1974), 248–253.

[55] V. Marchenko; I. Ostrovski, A characterization of the spectrum of the Hill operator. Math. USSR Sb.

26(1975), 493–554.

[56] H. McKean, Boussinesq’s equation on the circle, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 34 (1981), no 5, 599-691. [57] T. Misyura, Properties of the spectra of periodic and antiperiodic boundary value problems generated by Dirac operators. I, Theor. Funktsii Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen, 30(1978), 90–101.

[58] S. Novikov, The periodic problem for the Korteveg de Fries equation. Funct. Anal. Appl. 8(1974), 236–246. [59] P. Pöschel; E. Trubowitz, Inverse Spectral Theory. Boston, Academic Press, 1987. [60] M. Reed; B. Simon, Methods of modern mathematical physics. IV. Analysis of operators. Academic Press, New York-London, 1978.

[61] Warren, O. H.; Elgin, J. N. The vector nonlinear Schrödinger hierarchy. Physica D, Nonlinear Phenomena, 228 (2007), (2), 166–171.

[62] Woodcock, T.; Warren, O. H.; Elgin, J. N. Genus two finite gap solutions to the vector nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Journal of Physics A, Mathematical and Theoretical, 40(2007), 17, F355.

[63] O.C. Wright III, On elliptic solutions of a coupled nonlinear Schrödinger system. Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 264 (2013), 1–16.

[64] V. Yakubovich; V. Starzhinskii, Linear differential equations with periodic coefficients. 1, 2. Halsted Press [John Wiley & Sons] New York-Toronto, 1975. Vol. 1, Vol. 2.

[65] V. E. Zakharov; A. B. Shabat, Exact theory of two-dimensional self-focusing and one-dimensional selfmodulation of waves in nonlinear media, Sov. Phys. JETP 34 (1972), 62–69.

Department of Analysis, Saint-Petersburg State University, Universitetskaya nab. 7/9, St. Petersburg, 199034, Russia, korotyaev@gmail.com, e.korotyaev@spbu.ru