arXiv:2501.04175v1 [math.AP] 7 Jan 2025

Galaxy dynamics, gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system, Landau damping, and scattering theory^∗

Ricardo Weder^† Departamento de Física Matemática Instituto de Investigaciones en Matemáticas Aplicadas y en Sistemas Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México Apartado Postal 20-126, IIMAS-UNAM Ciudad de México, CP 01000, México

Abstract

We consider the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system linearized around steady states that are extensively used in galaxy dynamics. Namely, polytropes and King steady states. We develop a complete stationary scattering theory for the selfadjoint, strictly positive, Antonov operator that governs the plane-symmetric linearized dynamics. We identify the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator. Namely, we prove that the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator coincides with its essential spectrum and with the spectrum of the unperturbed Antonov operator. Moreover, we prove that the part of the singular spectrum of the Antonov operator that is embedded in its absolutely continuous spectrum is contained in a closed set of measure zero, that we characterize. We construct the generalized Fourier maps and we prove that they are partially isometric with initial subspace the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator and that they are onto the Hilbert space where the Antonov operator is defined. Furthermore, we prove that the wave operators exist and are complete, i.e. that they are onto the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator. Moreover, we obtain stationary formulae for the wave operators and we prove that Birman’s invariance principle holds. Further, we prove that the gravitational Landau damping holds for the solutions to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system with initial data in the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator. Namely, we prove that the gravitational force and its time derivative, as well as the gravitational potential and its time derivative, tend to zero as time tends to ±∞. Furthermore, for these initial states the solutions to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system are asymptotic, for large times, to the orbits of the gravitational potential of the steady state, in the sense that they are transported along these orbits.

∗2020 MSC, 35P25; 35Q83; 35Q85; 47A40; 85A05. †weder@unam.mx.

1 Introduction

Galaxy dynamics, generally speaking, is the study of the dynamics of selfgravitating matter that consists of the stars in a galaxy, or in a larger scale of clusters of galaxies. Since the early days of this subject it was realized that it is appropriate to take a statistical point of view and to describe the dynamics by means of a distribution function f(t, x, v) that at time t gives the density of stars, or of galaxies, at position x in space that have velocity v. For this purpose Jeans introduce in 1915 [28] an equation that was later independently considered by Vlasov [57] in the related problem in plasma physics. This equation came to be known as the Vlasov equation. To have a selfconsistent system of equations one has to add the Poisson equation that gives the gravitational potential induced by the self-gravitating matter (in the plasma physics case the electric potential induced by the charged particles). This is the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system that we study in this paper. In three dimensions it is the following system

∂_tf(t, x, v) + v · ∇_xf(t, x, v) − ∇_xU(t, x) · ∇_vf(t, x, v) = 0, (1.1) ΔU(t, x) := 4πρ(t, x), (1.2) ρ(t, x) := ∫ R^3 f(t, x, v) dv. (1.3) As mentioned above, f(t, x, v) is the distribution function. Further, U(t, x) is the potential induced by the self-gravitating matter, and ρ(t, x) is the density of matter at the point x in space. The Vlasov-Poisson system (1.1)-(1.3) has to be complemented with the boundary condition that corresponds to isolated galaxies, or isolated clusters of galaxies,

lim_{|x|→∞} U(t, x) = 0. (1.4)

Equation (1.1) is the Vlasov equation and (1.2) is the Poisson equation. The Vlasov- Poisson system is the fundamental system used in astrophysics to study Newtonian galactic dynamics [11]. The Vlasov-Poisson system has steady-state solutions, i.e. solutions that are independent of time. These solutions are of great importance in the dynamics of galaxies [11]. They describe configurations where the distribution of the stars, or of the galaxies, is time independent in the six dimensional phase-space, and, in consequence, the induced gravitational potential is also time independent. These are static configurations of the stars, or of the galaxies. In this paper we are interested in steady states where the distribution function is a function of the microscopic energy, E(x, v) =^1_2 v^2 + U_0(x). In particular, in polytropes and in King steady states, that are extensively used in astrophysics [11]. The stability of steady states is a major concern in astrophysics. In the context of linear spectral stability a central point is the Antonov stability bound [3]-[5], [11]. There is a large literature on the stability of steady states, including nonlinear orbital stability. We comment on these result in Subsection 1.1. However, much less seems to be known about the asymptotic stability of steady states. To be specific, let us consider a steady-state solution to (1.1)- (1.3), given by (f_0(x, v), U_0(x)), with f_0(x, v) = φ(E), for an appropriate function φ. See Subsection 2.3. We linearize the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (1.1)-(1.3) around f_0, as f = f_0 + εδf. We introduce this expansion in (1.1)-(1.3), and keeping only the linear terms in ε we get,

∂_tδf(t, x, v) + D̃δf(t, x, v) + ∇_xU(t, x)v|φ^′(E)| = 0, (1.5) ΔU(t, x) = 4πρ(t, x), (1.6) ρ(t, x) := ∫ R^3 δf(t, x, v) dv. (1.7) The behaviour for large times of the macroscopic quantities associated to (1.5)-(1.7) is referred to as gravitational relaxation [11], [39], [40], and [41]. In particular, the gravitational Landau damping refers to the decay of macroscopic quantities associated to the solutions of (1.5)-(1.7). Of particular relevance is the decay to zero as time goes to ±∞ of the gravitational force F = −∇U. This is analogous to the Landau damping in the plasma physics case that has been extensively studied. See the comments on Landau damping in plasma physics in Subsection 1.1. We consider the linearized Vlasov-Poisson system (1.5)-(1.7) under the assumption that the phase-space density is plane symmetric. This means the following. We denote x = (x_1, x_2, x_3), v = (v_1, v_2, v_3), and v̂ := (v_2, v_3). The phase-space density is plane symmetric along x_1 if it depends only on the first Cartesian coordinate x_1 and it is symmetric for reflections in x_1 and v_1, f(t, x, v) = f(t, x_1, v_1, v̂) = f(t, −x_1, −v_1, v̂) x, v ∈ R^3 . (1.8) The assumption of plane symmetry is extensively used in galaxy dynamics. In particular, in the case of disk galaxies. See, for example [5], [6], [19], [24], [29], [38], [42], [43], [58] and the references quoted there.

To study the large time asymptotic of the solutions to the linearized gravitational Vlasov- Poisson system we follow a well established method in galaxy dynamics [3], [4], [24], [33]. We introduce the Antonov operator that is a selfadjoint, strictly positive operator in a natural Hilbert space H, and we consider the Antonov wave equation that is equivalent to the linearized Vlasov-Poisson system (1.5)-(1.7). See Subsection 2.4. In this paper we develop a complete stationary scattering theory for the Antonov operator. We identify the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator. Namely, we prove that the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator coincides with its essential spectrum and with the spectrum of the unperturbed Antonov operator. Moreover, we prove that the part of the singular spectrum of the Antonov operator that is embedded in its absolutely continuous spectrum is contained in a closed set of measure zero, that we characterize. We construct the generalized Fourier maps and we prove that they are partially isometric with initial subspace the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator and that they are onto the Hilbert space where the Antonov operator is defined. Furthermore, we prove that the wave operators exist and are complete, i.e. that they are onto the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator. Moreover, we obtain stationary formulae for the wave operators and we prove that Birman’s invariance principle holds This is important, in particular, because the stationary formulae can be used for numerical calculations. Our results on the gravitational Landau damping are given in Theorem 6.2 where we prove that for the solutions to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (1.5)-(1.7) with the even part of the initial data zero, and the odd part in the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator the gravitational force and its time derivative tend to zero strongly at t → ±∞. Namely, lim t→±∞ ‖F(δf)(t, ·)‖ L^2((−R_0,R_0)) = 0, (1.9) lim t→±∞ ‖∂ tF(δf)(t, ·)‖_L2_{((−R0 ,R0))} = 0. (1.10) For a precise statement see our Theorem 6.2. In Corollary 6.3 we prove that also the gravitational potential and its time derivative tend to zero at time tends to ±∞. The only previous result that we are aware of where the decay of the gravitational force for the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system is considered is [25]. They study the spherically symmetric case. They take a steady state, εf_0 with a fixed external potential. For ε small enough, and under appropriate conditions, they prove that the Antonov operator has no eigenvalues.

Then, by means of the RAGE theorem [56] they prove, lim_{T →∞} 1 T ∫_T 0 ‖∂_tF(δf)(t, ·)‖_L2_{(R}3_) = 0. (1.11)

Note that, as pointed out in [25], (1.11) is a very weak form of decay. Our Theorem 6.2 and our Corollary 6.3 appear to be the first time where it is proved that the gravitational force, and the gravitational potential, go to zero for large times, as in the case of Landau damping in plasma physics. Furthermore, as we show in Section 6 that the completeness of the wave operators implies that for the solutions with initial data in the subspace of absolutely continuity of the Antonov operator the dynamics is asymptotic for large times to the orbits of the potential U_0 of the steady state, in the sense that they are transported along these orbits.

We consider the case of planar symmetry, that is somehow simpler, to concentrate on the main aspects of our method. Note, however, that our method also applies in the case of spherical symmetry. Actually, our results also hold for spherical symmetry. In fact, our method in stationary scattering theory is general and it can be used for other problems, like, for example, the plasma physics case. Stationary scattering theory is a powerful method that has been used in many problems in mathematical physics. See, for example, [2], [52], [59], [60], [61], and the references quoted there. It appears that it is in this paper where stationary scattering theory is used in galactic dynamics for the first time.

The paper is organized as follows. In Subsection 1.1 we discuss the previous results. In Section 2 we introduce the notations and the definitions that we use. We consider preliminary results that we use in later sections. Further, we consider the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system with planar symmetry and we discuss its main properties. We define the steady states that we study, and we state their main properties, following [24]. Then, we linearize the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system around the steady states, we introduce the Antonov operator, and we give the proof that the linearized Vlasov-Poisson system is equivalent to the Antonov wave equation. After that, as in [24], we introduce the energy-angle variables (in [24] they are called action-angle variables), we unitarily transform the Antonov operator to energy-angle variables, and we show as in [24] that the essential spectrum of the Antonov operator coincides with the spectrum of the unperturbed Antonov operator. Finally, we introduce a spectral representation of the unperturbed Antonov operator that we use to obtain our results on the spectral and scattering theory of the Antonov operator in later sections. In Section 3 we consider the spectral theory of the Antonov operator. First we obtain our results in perturbation theory. Namely, we study the operator that allows us to perform our perturbation theory in an appropriate space of Hölder continuous functions. We prove that this operator has Hölder continuous limits as the spectral parameter approaches the essential spectrum of the Antonov operator. We use these results to prove that the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator coincides with its essential spectrum and with the spectrum of the unperturbed Antonov operator. Moreover, we prove that the part of the singular spectrum of the Antonov operator that is embedded in the absolutely continuous spectrum is contained in a closed set of measure zero. We give a characterization of this closed set of measure zero, as the points on the essential spectrum of the Antonov operator where the operator that we use for our perturbation theory, mentioned above, has the eigenvalue one. We recall that the singular spectrum of the Antonov operator consists of the union of the closure of the set of all eigenvalues with the singular continuous spectrum. In Section 4 we construct the generalized Fourier maps, we prove that they are partially isometric with initial subspace the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator and that they are onto the Hilbert space where we define the Antonov operator. Furthermore, we prove that the generalized Fourier maps diagonalize the Antonov operator. In this way we construct two spectral representations of the Antonov operator. In Section 5 we introduce the wave operators, we prove that they exist and are complete, that is to say, that their range is the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator. Further, we prove that Birman’s invariance principle holds for the wave operators. Moreover, we prove the stationary formulae for the wave operators. In Section 6 we obtain our results on Landau damping and on the large time asymptotic of the distribution function. In Theorem 6.2 we prove that the gravitational force and its derivative tends to zero strongly, for initial states in the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator. In Corollary 6.3 we prove that also the gravitational potential and its time derivative tend to zero at time tends to ±∞. Further, we prove that the odd part of the distribution functions with initial data in the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator are asymptotic for large times to solutions of the unperturbed Antonov wave equation. This implies that asymptotically, for large times, they follow the orbits of potential of the steady state, in the sense that they are transported along these orbits. In Section 7 we develop the scattering theory for the Antonov wave equation, using our results in Section 5 on the wave operators for the Antonov operator, in particular Birman’s invariance principle. Finally, in Appendix A we obtain auxiliary results on the space of Hölder continuous functions and on the energy-angle variables that we need.

1.1 Previous results

The stability of steady-state solutions to the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system has been extensively studied. In the seminal work of Antonov [3]-[5] a linear bound for spectral stability was identified. This Antonov bound plays a fundamental role in the study of the stability of the steady states of the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system, even in the proofs of orbital stability in the nonlinear case. See, for example, [36], [37], and the review [47] where a great deal of information can be found. Concerning asymptotic stability, in the physics literature it has been suggested in [39], [40], and [41] that in the linear case mixing could lead to damping. However, it also possible that there are oscillations in the linear case, see [43], Chapter 5 of [11], and [19]. Recently, in the mathematics literature criteria for the existence and for the absence of eigenvalues of the Antonov operator where obtained [24], [25], [33], and [45]. These eigenvalues correspond to oscillatory solutions to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system. The results of [24], [25], [33], and [45] were obtained by means of a Birman-Schwinger principle, in the spherical symmetric case under different conditions. Moreover, [24] considers the case of planar symmetry and it proves in Theorem 8.13 that there is an eigenvalue of the Antonov operator under appropriate conditions. Further, [45] identifies the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator by means of a trace class criterium. In the linear case, the articles [13], [14], [26], [44], and [53] consider the Vlasov equation with an external potential. They obtain large-time decay estimates. Note however, that as pointed out in [26] this problem is not equivalent to the linearized Vlasov- Poisson system. Further, [14] also considers the nonlinear gravitational Vlassov-Poisson system. In this paper, for small initial data, solutions are constructed for a finite time interval, that depends on the smallness of the initial data, and estimates for the solutions during the interval of existence are obtained.

For the Vlasov-Poisson system in the plasma physics case the Landau damping, namely the decay of the electric field for large times was discovered in the fundamental work of L. D Landau [35]. It has been extensively studied. A major breakthrough was the work of Mouhot and Villani [46], who proved the Landau damping in the nonlinear case. See also [8] and [22]. When the Vlasov-Poisson system in the plasma physics case is considered with an external constant magnetic field the Landau Damping disappears and the electric field is oscillatory in time, as was shown by Bernstein [10]. For the study of this problem in the mathematics literature see [9] and [12]. In [12] it was also proved that there are time independent solutions. For recent reviews of these results see [7] and [49]. These results on Landau damping in the plasma physics case are for perturbations of homogeneous steady states. The proof of Landau damping in the plasma physics case for perturbations of non homogeneous steady states was pioneered by Després in [17] [18], who used scattering theory methods. See also [23].

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations and Definitions

We denote Z the integers, by N the positive integers, by R the real numbers, by C the complex plane, and by C_± , respectively, the open upper and the open lower half complex plane. By C_n , for n = 1, . . . , we designate the vectors with n complex components, with the understanding that C_1 = C . For any set O ⊂ R we denote χ_O(x) the characteristic function of O. Moreover, we denote by C(O) the space of all complex-valued continuous functions defined in O, and by C_0(O) the space of all functions in C(O) that have compact support. Similarly, we designate by C^n(O) the space of all the complex-valued functions defined in O that are n times continuously differentiable for n = 1, . . . , and by C^n_0 (O) the space of all functions in C^n(O) that have compact support. Further, we designate by C^∞(O) the space of all the complex-valued functions defined in O that are infinitely differentiable and by C^∞_0 (O) the space of all functions in C^∞(O) that have compact support. For Banach spaces B_1 and B_2 we denote by B(B_1, B_2) the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from B_1 into B_2. For a closed densely defined linear operator A from a Hilbert space G_1 into a Hilbert space G_2 we denote by A^† the adjoint of A. For a set I ⊂ R we denote by C(I, B) the space of all continuous functions defined on I with values in B, by C^n(I, B), with n = 1, . . . , the space of all functions defined on I with values in B with n continuous derivatives, and by C^∞(I, B) the space of all infinitely differentiable functions defined on I with values in B. For a separable Hilbert space G, for an open interval I ⊂ R, and for 0 < α ≤ 1, we denote by C_α(I, G) the Banach space of all functions defined on I, with values in G, that are Hölder continuous with exponent α, with the norm ‖f‖_{Cα(I,G)} := sup_{x∈I} ‖f(x)‖_G + sup_{x1.x2∈I} ‖f(x_1) − f(x_2)‖_G |x_1 − x_2|^α

< ∞. (2.1)

For α_1 ≥ α_2, we have C_{α1} (I, G) ⊂ C_{α2} (I, G) with the imbedding continuous. Further, we designate by Ĉ_α(I, G) the completion of C^∞(I, G) in the norm of C_α(I, G). Clearly Ĉ_α(I, G) ⊂ C_α(I, G). We say that a function f(z) defined in a subset D of the complex plane and with values in a Banach space B is locally Hölder continuous at z ∈ D with exponent 0 < α ≤ 1, if there are constants δ, and C such that ‖f(z) − f(q)‖_B ≤ C|z − q|^α, q ∈ D, |q − z| < δ. Further we say that f(z) in Hölder continuous in a compact set D_0 ⊂ D, with exponent 0 < α ≤ 1, if there is a constant C such that ‖f(z) − f(q)‖_B ≤ C|z − q|^α, z, q ∈ D_0. Let I be a set of real numbers, and μ a sigma-finite complete measure on I. We denote by L^2(I; dμ), the standard Hilbert space of complex-valued functions defined on I that are square integrable with respect to μ. When μ is the Lebesgue measure we use the notation L^2(I). Similarly, let I be a set of real numbers, μ a sigma-finite complete measure on I, and G a Hilbert space. By L^2(I, G; μ) we denote the Hilbert space of all functions from I into G that are measurable and square integrable (Bochner) with respect to μ with the scalar product, (f, g)L2(I, G; μ) := ∫ I (f(·), g(·))_G dμ. If μ is the Lebesgue measure we use the notation L^2(I, G). For the definition of these spaces see [27]. We denote by H_j ((0, 1)), for j = 1, 2 the Sobolev space of all the complex-valued, square-integrable functions defined on (0, 1) whose derivates up to order j, in distribution sense, are given by square-integrable functions [1]. We denote by H_{1,p}((0, 1)) the closed subspace of H_1((0, 1)) of all the functions on H_1((0, 1)) that satisfy g(0) = g(1). Furthermore, let us designate by H_{2,p}((0, 1)) the closed subspace of H_2((0, 1)) of all the functions on H_2((0, 1)) that satisfy g(0) = g(1) and g^′(0) = g^′(1). Here g(0), g^′(0), g(1), g^′(1) designate the continuous extension of g(x), and g^′(x), respectively, to x = 0, and to x = 1.

For the definitions below see Section 5 of Chapter 6 and Section 1 of Chapter 10 of [30]. Let A be a selfadjoint operator in a Hilbert space G. Let E_A(λ) be the, right continuous, spectral family of A such that by the spectral theorem (see Section five of Chapter six of [30] and Theorem VIII.6 in page 263 of [50]) , A = ∫ R λ dE_A(λ). (2.2)

For any Borel set O ⊂ R, let E_A(O) be the spectral projector for O. We denote by G_p(A) the discontinuous subspace of A, or the point subspace of A. It is the closed subspace of G generated by all the eigenvectors of A. We designate by G_{ac}(A) the absolutely continuous subspace of A and by G_{sc}(A) the singular continuous subspace of A. We have,

G = G_p(A) ⊕ G_{ac}(A) ⊕ G_{sc}(A).

Further, each one of the subspaces G_p(A), G_{ac}(A), and G_{sc}(A) reduces A. We denote the restriction of A to each one of these subspaces as follows,

A_p := A|_{Gp(A)}, A_{ac} := A|_{Gac(A)}, A_{sc} := A|_{Gsc(A)}. (2.3)

The operators A_p, A_{ac}, and A_{sc}, are, respective, the point part of A, the absolutely continuous part of A, and the singular continuous part of A. For any selfadjoint operator A in G we denote the resolvent set of A by ρ(A), and by σ(A) the spectrum of A. Further, we denote by R_A(z) the resolvent of A, namely, R_A(z) := (A − z)^{−1}, z ∈ ρ(A). The point spectrum of A, denoted by Σ_p(A), is the set of all the eigenvalues of A. If G is separable, Σ(A) is countable. The spectrum of A_p is the closure of Σ(A). The absolutely continuous spectrum of A, designated by σ_{ac}(A), is the spectrum of A_{ac}. Further, the singular continuous spectrum of A, designated by σ_{sc}(A), is the spectrum of A_{sc}. The singular spectrum of A, denoted by σ_{sing}(A), is the union of the closure of the set of all the eigenvalues of A with the singular continuous spectrum of A, i.e. σ_{sing}(A) := Σ_p(A) ∪ σ_{sc}(A). Moreover, the discrete spectrum of A, that is denoted by σ_{dis}(A), consists of all the eigenvalues of A of finite multiplicity that are isolated points of σ(A). Further, the essential spectrum of A, denoted by σ_{ess}(A), is the complement in σ(A) of the discrete spectrum, σ_{ess}(A) := σ(A) \ σ_{dis}(A).

We denote by C a generic constant that does not have to take the same value when it appears in different places.

Finally, we use the convention that for functions defined in a set O ⊂ R^n , for n = 1, . . . we extend these functions by zero to R^n \ O. This allows us to simplify the notation for the domain of integration of several functions below.

2.2 The gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system

As mentioned in the introduction, the fundamental system of equations that is used in astrophysics to study the dynamics of galaxies, or of clusters of galaxies, is the gravitational Vlasov–Poisson system [11]. The basic quantities in the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system are the phase-space density and the induced gravitational potential. The phase-space density f(t, x, v), where t ∈ R, x, v ∈ R^3 , is nonnegative and it gives the density of stars, or of galaxies, at the position x in space with velocity v, at the time t ∈ R. The induced gravitational potential U(t, x) is the gravitational potential produced by the density of stars, or of galaxies, at time t at the position x of space. The phase-space density and the induced gravitational potential satisfy the Vlasov-Poisson system (1.1)-(1.3).

We study the Vlasov-Poisson system under the assumption that the phase-space density is plane symmetric. As mentioned in the introduction, this means that the phase-space density depends only on the first Cartesian coordinate x_1 and that it satisfies (1.8). As the phasespace density and the induced gravitational potential only depend on the first coordinate x_1 we drop the subscript one and consider the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (1.1)-(1.3) for x ∈ R, and v ∈ R^3 . With this notation the plane-symmetric Vlasov-Poisson system can be written as follows,

∂_tf(t, x, v) + v_1∂_xf(t, x, v) − ∂_xU(t, x) ∂_{v1} f(t, x, v) = 0, (2.4) U(t, x) = 2π ∫ R |x − y|ρ(t, y) dy, (2.5) ρ(t, x) := ∫ R^3 f(t, x, v) dv, t, x ∈ R, v ∈ R^3 , (2.6) and the condition of planar symmetry reads, f(t, x, v) = f(t, x, v_1, v̂) = f(t, −x, −v_1, v̂) x, v_1 ∈ R, v̂ ∈ R^2 . (2.7) Note that in (2.4) the transversal velocity v̂ appears as a fixed parameter. In fact, the system (2.4)-(2.7) is equivalent to the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system, ∂_tf(t, x, v) + v∂_xf(t, x, v) − ∂_xU(t, x) ∂_v f(t, x, v) = 0, (2.8) U(t, x) = 2π ∫ R |x − y|ρ(t, y) dy, (2.9) ρ(t, x) := ∫ R f(t, x, v) dv, t, x, v ∈ R, (2.10) with the assumption of planar symmetry, f(t, x, v) = f(t, −x, −v), t, x, v ∈ R. (2.11) Actually, given a solution, f(t, x, v) to (2.4)-(2.7) the function g(t, x, v) := ∫ R^2 f(x, v, v̂) dv̂ is a solution to (2.8)-(2.11). On the contrary, given a solution g(t, x, v) to (2.8)-(2.11) and taking a function ϕ defined on R^2 , such that ∫ R^2 ϕ(v̂) dv̂ = 1, the function f(t, x, v_1, v̂) := g(t, x, v_1)ϕ(v̂), is a solution to (2.4)-(2.7). Hence, in what follows for simplicity we consider the planesymmetric Vlasov-Poisson system (2.8)-(2.11).

Note that the planar symmetry (2.11) implies that the mass density is even, ρ(−x) = ρ(x), x ∈ R. (2.12) Then, by (2.5) the potential U is also even. U(x) = U(−x). x ∈ R. (2.13) In three dimensions in space the boundary condition for isolated systems is (1.4). Of course, for plane-symmetric solutions we can not ask (1.4). However, by the equation for U in (2.8) ∂_xU(t, x) = 2π ∫ R sign(x − y)ρ(t, y) dy = 4π ∫_x 0 ρ(y) dy. (2.14) Hence, as pointed out in [24] the natural substitute to (1.4) is lim x→−∞ ∂_xU(t, x) = − lim_{x→∞} ∂_xU(t, x). (2.15) Then, we study the Vlasov-Poisson system (2.8)-(2.11) with the boundary condition (2.15). Note that by (2.14) ∂_xU(t, 0) = 0. (2.16)

2.3 Steady states

Following [24] we consider steady states (f_0(x, v), U_0(x)) that are time independent solutions, to the plane-symmetric gravitational Vlasov–Poisson system (2.8)-(2.10). A conserved quantities of the characteristic equations (see (2.31)) is the energy E(x, v) = 1 2 v^2 + U_0(x). (2.17)

We are interested in steady states of the form f_0(x, v) = φ(E), x, v ∈ R. (2.18) We take a cutoff energy E_0 > 0 and we require φ to be either a polytrope

φ(E) = (E_0 − E)^k_+, k ≥ 1, (2.19)

or a King steady state.

φ(E) = (e^{E0−E} − 1)_+, (2.20) where for λ, k ∈ R, we denote λ^k_+ := { λ^k, λ > 0, 0, λ ≤ 0. (2.21)

The following proposition is proven in Proposition2.3 of [24]. Remark that in [24] Proposition 2.3 is stated and proved in the case of the system (2.4)-(2.7), i.e. including the transversal velocity v̂. Note however, that the proof for the equivalent system (2.8)-(2.11) is the same. In what follows we quote results that are stated and proven in [24] for the system (2.4)-(2.7) and we apply them to the equivalent system (2.8)-(2.11) without further comments, since the proofs are the same.

Proposition 2.1. ([24] Proposition 2.3 ) Let us take an Ansatz, f_0, of the form (2.17)-(2.20). Then, for each M_0 > 0 there is an unique steady state (f_0, U_0) that is a time independent solution to the plane-symmetric gravitational Vlasov–Poisson system (2.8)-(2.10) with the following properties.

(a) The phase-space density f_0 is plane-symmetric, i.e. it fulfills (2.11).

(b) The mass density ρ_0 and the potential U_0 are even

ρ_0(−x) = ρ_0(x), U_0(−x) = U_0(x), x ∈ R. (2.22)

(c) The quantity M_0 is the mass of the steady state (f_0, U_0), M_0 := ∫ R ρ_0(x) dx. (2.23) (d) ρ_0 ∈ C^1(R), it has compact support in [−R_0, R_0], for some R_0 > 0, and it is strictly decreasing on [0, R_0].

(e) The potential U_0 belongs to C^3(R), is convex on R and strictly increasing on [0, ∞].

Moreover, U_0(x) = 2πM_0 x for x ≥ R_0, and U_0(x) = −2πM_0 x for x ≤ R_0. (f) lim_{x→∞} ∂_xU_0(x) = 2πM_0, lim_{x→−∞} ∂_xU_0(x) = −2πM_0. (2.24) (g) ∂_xU_0(x) = 4π ∫_x 0 ρ(y) dy. (2.25) (h) ∂_xU_0(0) = 0. (2.26) (i) ∂^2_xU_0(0) = 4πρ_0(0) > 0. (2.27) (j) The potential U_0(x) is positive for x ∈ R, and U_0(0) = min_{x∈R} U_0(x). (k) The cutoff energy that appears in (2.19) and (2.20) satisfies E_0 = U_0(R_0) = 2πR_0M_0. (2.28) Proof. See Proposition 2.3 of [24] and its proof.

We prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. ([24] Lemma 2.4) For all E_0 ≥ E > U_0(0) = min_{x∈R} U_0(x) there exist unique x_±(E), with x_−(E) < 0 < x_+(E) that satisfy U_0(x_±(E)) = E. Further, x_±(E_0) = ±R_0. The x_±(E) have the following properties.

(a) U_0(x) < E is equivalent to x_−(E) < x < x_+(E).

(b) The x_± are continuously differentiable on (U_0(0), E_0] and

x^′_±(E) = 1 U^′_0(x_±(E))

, E ∈ (U_0(0), E_0]. (2.29)

(c) x_−(E) = −x_+(E).

(d) x_+(E) is strictly increasing for E ∈ (U_0(0), E_0], and x_−(E) is strictly decreasing for E ∈ (U_0(0), E_0]. (e) lim E→U_0(0)

x_±(E) = 0, (2.30)

and hence, we set x_±(U_0(0) = 0.

Proof. See Lemma 2.4 of [24]. Note that as U_0(x_±(E_0)) = E_0, by (e) and (k) of Proposition 2.1 we get x_±(E_0) = ±R_0.

Let us now consider the characteristic equations for (x, v) in the steady state,

v(t) = x^′(t), v^′(t) = −U^′_0(x(t)). (2.31)

For every global solution (x(t), v(t)), t ∈ R, to (2.31) the energy E = E(x(t), v(t)) =^1_2 v^2 + U_0(x) is conserved, i.e. it is independent of t. Furthermore, for every E = E(x(t), v(t)) > U_0(0) the solution (x(t), v(t)) to (2.31) oscillates periodically between x_−(E) and x_+(E), and v(t) = ± √ 2E − 2U_0(x(t)). (2.32)

The period T (E) for the solution to travel from x_−(E) to x_+(E) and back from from x_+(E) to x_−(E) is given by [11]

T (E) = 2 ∫_{x+(E)} x_−(E) 1 √ 2(E − U_0(x(t))) dx = 4 ∫_{x+(E)} 0 1 √ 2(E − U_0(x(t))) dx. (2.33)

The period function T (E) has the following important properties.

Proposition 2.3. ([24] Lemma 2.6 and Propositions 2.7 and 2.8) The period function T (E) is continuously differentiable and strictly increasing, T^′(E) > 0, for E ∈ (U_0(0), E_0]. Further, for E ∈ (U_0(0), E_0). 0 < 2π √ U^{′′}_0 (0) = √ π ρ_0(0)

= lim_{E↓U0(0)} T (E) < T (E) < T (E_0) < ∞. (2.34)

2.4 Linearization.The Antonov operator

Let us denote by Ω̂_0 the interior of the support of the steady state f_0, Ω̂_0 := {(x, v) ∈ R2 : f_0(x, v) ≠ 0} = {(x, v) ∈ R2 : E(x, v) < E_0}. (2.35)

The finite energy cutoff E_0 assures that Ω̂_0 is an open bounded set. Following [24] we linearize the Vlasov-Poisson system (2.8)-(2.10) around f_0. We take f = f_0 + εδf. Note that since δf has to be small with respect to f_0 the support of δf has to be contained in the support of f_0, that is equal to Ω̂_0. We introduce this expansion in (2.8)-(2.10), and keeping only the linear terms in ε we get,

∂_tδf(t, x, v) + D̃δf(t, x, v) + ∂_xU(t, x)v|φ^′(E)| = 0, (2.36) U(t, x) = 2π ∫ R |x − y|ρ(t, y) dy, (2.37) ρ(t, x) := ∫ R δf(t, x, v) dv, (2.38) where φ^′(E) denotes the derivative with respect to E of φ(E). Recall that, as mentioned in the introduction, we use the convention that for functions defined in a set O ⊂ R^n , we extend these functions by zero to R^n \ O. This allows us to simplify the notation in the domain of integration in (2.37), (2.38). The operator D̃ is the transport operator associated with the characteristic flow of the steady state, D̃ := v∂_x − U^′_0(x)∂_v . (2.39)

A well established method in galaxy dynamics is to study the linearized gravitational Vlasov- Poisson system by means of the Antonov wave equation [3], [4], [24], [33]. We decompose δf as the sum of its even and odd parts in v,

δf = δf_+ + δf_−, (2.40)

where δf_±(x, v) = 1 2 (δf(x, v) ± δf(x, −v)) . (2.41) Introducing (2.40) and (2.41) into (2.36)-(2.38), taking into account the symmetry in v, and observing that D̃ sends even, respectively odd, functions of v into odd, respectively even, functions of v, we obtain the following system of equations,

∂_tδf_+ + D̃δf_− = 0, (2.42)

∂_tδf_−(t, x, v) + D̃δf_+(t, x, v) + ∂_xU(t, x)v|φ^′(E)| = 0, (2.43) U(t, x) = 2π ∫ R |x − y|ρ(t, y) dy, (2.44) ρ(t, x) = ∫ R δf_+(t, x, v) dv. (2.45) Taking the derivative with respect to t of (2.43) and (2.45), taking the derivative with respect to x and to t of (2.44), and using (2.42) we obtain, ∂^2_t δf_−(t, x, v) − D̃^2δf_−(t, x, v) + ∂^2_{t,x}U(t, x)v|φ^′(E)| = 0, (2.46) ∂^2_{t,x}U(t, x) = 2π ∫ R sign(x − y)∂_tρ(t, y) dy, (2.47) ∂_tρ(t, x) = − ∫ R D̃δf_−(t, x, v) dv. (2.48) Further, if δf_−(t, x, v) ∈ C^1_0 (Ω̃_0), ∫ R D̃δf_−(t, x, v) dv = ∫ R v∂_xδf_−(t, x, v) dv. (2.49) Introducing (2.48) into (2.47) and using (2.49) we obtain, ∂^2_{x,t}U(t, x) = −4π ∫ R vδf_−(x, v) dv. (2.50) Hence, by (2.50) equation (2.46) can be written as follows ∂^2_t δf_− + Ãδf_− = 0, (2.51) where Ã is the plane-symmetric Antonov operator, Ã := −D̃^2 − B̃, (2.52) where ( B̃g ) (x, v) := 4πv|φ^′(E)| ∫ R vg(x, v) dv. (2.53) Remark that if δf is plane symmetric, i.e. if it satisfies (2.11), also the δf_± defined in (2.40), (2.41) are plane symmetric. Moreover, for plane-symmetric f we have that δf_+ is separately symmetric in x and in v, δf_+(x, v) = δf_+(−x, v), δf_+(x, v) = δf_+(x, −v), (2.54) and δf_− is separately antisymmetric in x and in v δf_−(x, v) = −δf_−(−x, v), δf_−(x, v) = −δf_−(x, −v). (2.55) Moreover, if δf_+ is separately symmetric in x and in v, it is also plane symmetric. Similarly, if δf_− is is separately antisymmetric in x and in v, it is furthermore, plane-symmetric. Furthermore, if δf_− is separately antisymmetric in x and in v, the function δf_+ defined as in (2.42) will be separately symmetric in x and in v, if we take the value of δf_+ at some initial time separately symmetric in x and in v. Then, we can consider the Antonov wave equation (2.51) in the case of solutions δf_− that are separately antisymmetric in x and in v. Remark that from the initial data at t = 0 of the solution f(t, x, v) to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (2.36)-(2.38) we obtain the initial data at t = 0 to solve the Antonov wave equation (2.51) as follows. We have, δf_−(0) =^1_2 (f(0, x, v) − f(0, x, −v)). Further, by (2.43) at t =, 0 we get ∂_tδf_−(0, x, v) = −D̃δf_+(0, x, v) − ∂_xU(0, x)v|φ^′(E)|, with ∂_xU(0, x) given by (2.44) and (2.45) at t = 0, and where δf_+(0, x, v) =^1_2 (f(0, x, v) + f(0, x, −v)).

Below we properly define the Antonov operator Ã as a selfadjoint operator in an appropriate Hilbert space of phase-space density functions that are separately antisymmetric in x and in v.

To simplify the notation we denote δ_−f(x, v) = g(x, v), and we write (2.51) as follows

∂^2_t g + Ãg = 0, (2.56)

for solutions g that are separately antisymmetric in x and in v, g(−x, v) = −g(x, v), g(x, −v) = −g(x, v). (2.57) Remark that the operators D̃^2 and B̃ send function that satisfy (2.57) into functions that fulfill (2.57).

As in [24] we introduce a convenient Hilbert space to study (2.56). Let us denote by H̃ the Hilbert space of all complex-valued measurable functions g(x, v), defined on Ω̂_0 that satisfy (2.57) and ‖g‖~_H := [∫ Ω̂_0 |g(x, v)|^2 1 |φ^′(E)| dxdv ]_{1/2} < ∞, (2.58)

where φ^′(E) denotes the derivative of φ(E) with respect to E, and with the scalar product

(g, h)_{H̃} := ∫ Ω̂_0 g(x, v)h(x, v) 1 |φ^′(E)| dx dv. (2.59)

Note that φ^′(E, v̂) < 0 on Ω̂_0. The quadratic form of Ã as an operator in H̃, ( Ãf, f ) H̃ , coincides with the Antonov functional in the celebrated Antonov stability bound [3], [4], [11]. See Theorem 1.2 in page 10 of [33]. We find it convenient to extends (2.56) to complex-valued functions, but note that if the initial data in (2.56) is real valued the solution remains real valued.

We denote by H̃_{even} the Hilbert space of all complex-valued measurable functions g(x, v), defined on Ω̂_0 that are separately symmetric in x and in v, g(−x, v) = g(x, v), g(x, −v) = g(x, v), (2.60) with the norm (2.58) and with the scalar product (2.59).

Let us denote by C^n_{0,o}(Ω̂_0) for n = 1, . . . the set of all the functions in C^n_0 (Ω̂_0) that fulfill (2.57). We have that D̃ is a closable operator from D[D̃] := C^1_{0,o}(Ω̂_0) ⊂ H̃ into H̃_{even}. To prove this let us consider f_n ∈ C^1_{0,o}(Ω̂_0) such that f_n → 0 strongly in H̃ as n → ∞ and D̃f_n → g strongly in H̃_{even} as n → ∞ .Then, for every h ∈ C1_0 (Ω̂_0) that satisfies (2.60)

(g, h)_{H̃even} = lim_{n→∞} ( D̃f_n, h ) H̃_{even} = − limn→∞ ( f_n, D̃h ) H̃ = 0,

and it follows that g = 0. This proves that D̃ is closable. We denote by D̃_o the closure of D̃. We define Ã_0 = D̃^†_oD̃_o. (2.61)

By Von Neumann’s theorem (Theorem 3.24 in page 275 of [30]) the operator Ã_0 is selfadjoint in H̃ and D[Ã_0] is a core for D̃_0. We call Ã_0 the unperturbed Antonov operator. Further, observe that for f ∈ C^2_{0,o}(Ω̂_0) we have −D̃^2f = Ã_0f.

By Lemma 4.8 of of [24] B̃ is bounded and selfadjoint in H̃ Then, by the Kato-Rellich theorem, see Theorem 4.3 in page 287 of [30], the operator

Ã := Ã_0 − B̃, (2.62)

with domain D [ Ã ] = D [ Ã_0 ] , (2.63) is selfadjoint in Ĥ.

By Theorem 7.9 of [24] Ã is positive with bounded inverse. Hence, the Antonov wave equation (2.56) fits into the framework of abstract wave equations in H̃. See [31] and Section 10 in Chapter XI of[52].

Remark 2.4. In the derivation of the Antonov wave equation (2.51), (2.56) we used (2.49). Note that (2.49) holds also for δf_− ∈ D[D̃_o]. See Remark 5.18 and equation A.4 in [24].

2.5 The Antonov operator in energy-angle variables

Following [24] we introduce appropriate energy-angle variables that play an important role in later sections. In [24] these variables are called action-angle, but we call them energy-angle because the energy is not an action. In fact, as pointed out in [24] the transformation to these variables is not a canonical transformation. Actually, as shown in equation (5.17) of [24] it is not measure preserving. For a discussion of this point see [24] and [33]. Let us designate E_{min} := min_{(x,v)∈R}2 E(x, v) = E(0, 0) = U_0(0). (2.64) Let us introduce the following angle variable, θ(x, E) := 1 T (E) ∫_x x_−(E) 1 √ 2(E − U_0(y)) dy, E > E_{min}, x_−(E) ≤ x ≤ x_+(E), (2.65)

where x_±(E) are given in Lemma 2.2 and T (E) is defined in (2.33). Note that θ ∈ [0, 1/2]. We define, I_0 := (E_{min}, E_0), (2.66) and Ω_0 := S_1 × I_0, (2.67) where S_1 is the circle, i.e., [0, 1] with 0 and 1 identified. Let M be the following mapping from Ω̂_0 \ {(0, 0)} onto Ω_0 M(x, v) = (θ(x, E), E), v ≥ 0, M(x, v) = (1 − θ(x, E), E), v < 0, E =^1_2 v^2 + U_0(x).

(2.68)

The mapping M is a bijection from Ω̂_0 \ {(0, 0)} onto Ω_0. To construct the inverse of M let us proceed as follows. For a fixed E ∈ I_0, let t ∈ R → (X(t, E), V (t, E)) (2.69) be the unique solution to the characteristic equations (2.31) that satisfies the initial condition (X(0, E), V (0, E)) = (x_−(E), 0). (2.70) Recall that as mentioned in Subsection 2.3 (X, V ) is periodic in t with the period T (E). For (θ, E) ∈ Ω_0 the quantity (x, v) is given by, (x(θ, E), v(θ, E)) = (X(θT (E), E), V (θT (E), E)), (2.71) where for θ ∈ [0, 1/2], v ≥ 0, for θ ∈ [1/2, 1], v ≤ 0, and v = 0, for θ = 1/2. Furthermore, dx dv = T (E) dθ dE, (2.72) which indicates that the transformation (x, v) → (θ, E) is not canonical, as mentioned above.

For g ∈ C_0(Ω̂_0 \ {(0, 0)}) we define (Ug) (θ, E) = g(x(θ, E), v(θ, E)). (2.73) Note, see Remark 5.13 of [24], that g satisfies (2.57) if and only if Ug fulfllls

(Ug) (θ, E) = − (Ug) (1 − θ, E), θ ∈ [0, 1], (2.74) (Ug) (θ, E) = − (Ug) (1/2 − θ, E), θ ∈ [0, 1/2], (2.75) (Ug) (θ, E) = − (Ug) (−θ + 3/2, E), θ ∈ [1/2, 1], (2.76) for all E ∈ I_0. We designate by H the Hilbert space of all complex-valued measurable functions g(θ, E) defined on Ω_0 that satisfy

g(θ, E) = −g(1 − θ, E), θ ∈ [0, 1], (2.77) g(θ, E) = −g(1/2 − θ, E), θ ∈ [0, 1/2], (2.78) g(θ, E) = −g(−θ + 3/2, E), θ ∈ [1/2, 1], (2.79) for all E ∈ I_0, with the norm ‖g‖_H := [∫ Ω_0 |g(θ, E)|^2 1 |φ^′(E)| T (E) dθ dE ]_{1/2} < ∞, (2.80) and with the scalar product (g, h)_H := ∫ Ω_0 g(θ, E) h(θ, E) 1 |φ^′(E)| T (E) dθ dE. (2.81)

By (2.72) for g ∈ C_0(Ω̂_0 \ {(0, 0)}) that satisfies (2.57) we have, ‖Ug‖_H = ‖g‖~_H, (2.82) and U extends into a unitary operator from H̃ onto H.

Let us denote by L^2(S_1) the standard Hilbert space of complex-valued square-integrable functions on S_1. We designate by L^2_o(S_1) the closed subspace of L^2(S_1) consisting of all the functions g ∈ L^2(S_1) such that, g(θ) = −g(1 − θ), θ ∈ [0, 1], (2.83) g(θ) = −g(1/2 − θ), θ ∈ [0, 1/2], (2.84) g(θ) = −g(−θ + 3/2), θ ∈ [1/2, 1]. (2.85) We have, H = L^2 ( I_0, L^2_o(S_1); T (E) |φ^′(E)| dE ) . (2.86) By F_{S1} we denote the Fourier series on L^2(S_1) [21] (F_{S1} g)_n =

∫_1 0 e^{−2πinθ}g(θ) dθ, n ∈ Z. (2.87) The Fourier series F_{S1} is an unitary operator from L^2(S_1) onto the standard Hilbert space l^2(Z) of complex-valued square-summable sequences {g_n}, n ∈ Z, with scalar product ({g_n}, {h_n})_l2_{(Z)} := ∑ n∈Z g_n h_n, {g_n}, {h_n} ∈ l^2(Z). (2.88) The inverse operator F^{−1}_{S1} is given by, F^{−1}_{S1} {g_n} = ∑ n∈Z e^{2πinθ}g_n, {g_n} ∈ l^2(Z). (2.89) It follows from a simple calculation that if g ∈ L^2_o(S_1), (F_{S1} g)_{2l+1} = 0, l ∈ Z, (2.90) (F_{S1} g)_{2l} = −(F_{S1} g)_{−2l}, l ∈ N, (2.91) (F_{S1} g)_0 = 0. (2.92) Let us designate by l^2(N) the standard Hilbert space of complex-valued square-summable sequences {g_l}, l ∈ N, with scalar product ({g_l}, {h_l})_l2_{(N)} := ∑ l∈N g_l h_l, {g_l}, {h_l} ∈ l^2(N). (2.93)

For g ∈ L^2_o(S_1) we denote,

(F_{S1,o}g)_l = −i √ 2 ∫_1 0 sin(4πlθ)g(θ)dθ, l ∈ N. (2.94) As F_{S1} is unitary from L^2(S_1) onto l^2(Z), it follows from (2.90)-(2.92) that F_{S1,o} is unitary from L^2_o(S_1) onto l^2(N). Further if {g_l}^∞_{l=1} ∈ l^2(N), F^{−1}_{S1,o} {g_l} = i √ 2 ∞∑ l=1 sin(4πlθ)g_l, {g_l} ∈ l^2(N). (2.95)

Let Q the Hilbert space of all complex-valued measurable functions g(E) defined on I_0 that satisfy ‖g‖_Q := [∫ I_0 |g(E)|^2 1 |φ^′(E)| T (E) dE ]_{1/2} < ∞, (2.96) with the scalar product (g, h)_Q := ∫ I_0 g(E) h(E) 1 |φ^′(E)| T (E) dE. (2.97)

Let us denote Ĥ = ⊕^∞_{l=1}Q. (2.98) for g ∈ H we define (Fg)_l(E) = ( F_{S1,o} g(·, E) ) l , l ∈ ∈N. (2.99) The operator F is unitary from H onto Ĥ.

Below we unitarily transform Ã_0 to H and to Ĥ. For this purpose we prepare the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let b_0 be the following operator in L^2_o(S_1)

b_0g(θ) := − d^2 dθ^2 g(θ), (2.100) with domain, D[b_0] = H_2((0, 1)) ∩ H_{1,p}((0, 1)) ∩ L^2_o(S_1). (2.101) Then, b_0 is selfadjoint and moreover, b_0 = F^{−1}_{S1,o} (4πl)^2F_{S1,o} , (2.102) where (4πl)^2 denotes the operator of multiplication by (4πl)^2 in l^2(N). Namely, the operator {g_l} → {(4πl)^2g_l}, defined on the domain of all {g_l} ∈ l^2(N) such that {(4πl)^2g_l} ∈ l^2(N).

Proof. Since the functions in H_2((0, 1)) as well as its first derivatives extend continuously to zero and to one, it follows from (2.83) that for g ∈ D[b_0] we have, g(0) = g(1) = 0, and g^′(0) = g^′(1). Then, D[b_0] ⊂ H_{2,p}((0, 1)). Integrating by parts we get ( F_{S1,o} b_0 g ) l = (4πl)^2 ( F_{S1,o} g ) l , g ∈ D[b_0], l = 1, . . . . (2.103)

Hence, b_0 ⊂ F^{−1}_{S1,o} (4πl)^2F_{S1,o} . Using (2.95) we prove that F^{−1}_{S1,o} (4πl)^2F_{S1,o} ⊂ b_0. Then, (2.102) follows and b_0 is selfadjoint as it is unitarily equivalent to the operator of multiplication by (4πl)^2 in l^2(N) that is selfadjoint.

Let q_0 be the quadratic form in L^2_o(S_1)

q_0(f, g) = (∂_θf, ∂_θg)_L2_{(S1)}, f, g ∈ D[q_0] = H_{1,p}((0, 1)) ∩ L^2_o(S_1). (2.104)

We have q_0(f, g) = ∞∑ l=1 (4πl) ( F_{S1,o} f ) l (4πl) ( F_{S1,o} g ) l. (2.105)

Hence, by (2.102), (2.105) and Theorem 2.1 in page 322 of [30] q_0 is the quadratic form of b_0.

We denote by H̃_{ex} the Hilbert space of all complex-valued measurable functions g(x, v) defined in Ω̂_0 with the norm (2.58) and with the scalar product (2.59). Similarly, we designate by H_{ex} the Hilbert space of all complex-valued measurable functions g(θ, E) defined on Ω_0 with the norm (2.80) and the scalar product (2.81). Note that the functions in H̃_{ex} and in H_{ex} are not restricted by any symmetry assumption. By (2.72) the operator U defined in (2.73) extends to an unitary operator from H̃_{ex} onto H_{ex}. We use the same notation for U as an operator from H̃ onto H and as an operator from H̃_{ex} onto H_{ex}. It will be clear from the context to which spaces we are applying this operator.

We remark that by the chain rule for derivatives, for f ∈ C^1_0 (Ω̂_0 \ {(0, 0)}) ( UD̃f ) (θ, E) = 1 T (E) ∂_θ (Uf) (θ, E). (2.106)

Hence, for f ∈ D[D̃_0] and g ∈ f ∈ C^1_0 (Ω̂_0 \ {(0, 0)}), ( UD̃_of, Ug ) H_{ex} = ( D̃_of, g ) H̃_{ex} = − ( f, D̃g ) H̃_{ex} = − ( Uf,^1_{T (E)} ∂_θUg ) H_{ex} = (_1 T (E) ∂θUf, Ug ) H_{ex} . (2.107)

By (2.107) UD̃_of = 1 T (E) ∂_θUf, f ∈ D[D̃_o]. (2.108) We denote by A_0 the following selfadjoint operator in H,

A_0 := 1 T (E)^2 b_0, (2.109)

with the domain

D[A_0] = { g ∈ H : for a.e. E ∈ I_0, g(·, E) ∈ D[b_0] and ∫ I_0 ‖(g)(·, E)‖ 2 H_2([0,1]) 1 T (E)^3|φ^′(E)| dE < ∞ } . (2.110)

By Theorem 2.1 in page 322 of [30] the quadratic form of A_0 is given by,

a_0(f, g) := ∫ I_0 q_0(f(·, E), g(·, E)) 1 T (E)|φ^′(E)| dE, (2.111)

with domain,

D[a_0] = { g ∈ H : for a.e. E ∈ I_0, g(·, E) ∈ D[q_0] and ∫ I_0 q0(f, f) 1 T (E)|φ^′(E)| dE < ∞ } . (2.112)

Moreover, by Theorem 2.1 in page 322 of [30] the quadratic form of Ã_0 is given by,

ã_0(f, g) := ( D̃_of, D̃_og ) H̃_{even} , D[ã0] := D[

D̃_o]. (2.113)

Further, by (2.108) and (2.111)-(2.113), for f ∈ D[Ã_0] and g ∈ D[D̃_o] we have, ( UÃ_0f, Ug ) H = ( Ã_0f, g ) H̃ = ã_0(f, g) = a_0(Uf, Ug). (2.114)

By(2.114) and Theorem 2.1 in page 322 of [30] Uf ∈ D[A_0] and

A_0Uf = UÃ_0f, f ∈ D[Ã_0]. (2.115)

Then, A_0 = UÃ_0U^{−1}. (2.116) With F defined in (2.99) we define, Â_0 := FA_0F^{−1}. (2.117)

Moreover, by (2.102) and (2.109), according to the direct sum in (2.98)

Â_0 := FA_0F^{−1} = ⊕_{l∈N} (4πl)^2 T (E)^2

, (2.118) where by^1_{T (E)2} (4πl)^2 we denote the operator of multiplication by^1_{T (E)2} (4πl)^2. As by Proposition 2.3 T (E) is continuously differentiable and strictly increasing, it follows from (2.118) that the spectrum of Â_0 is absolutely continuous and it is given by

σ(Â_0) = σ_{ac}(Â_0) = ∪_{l∈N} { (4πl)^2 T (E)^2

: E ∈ [E_{min}, E_0] } . (2.119)

Further, by (2.118) the spectrum of A_0 is also absolutely continuous and it is given by the right hand side of (2.119).

As in Subsection 2.1 let us denote the resolvent A_0 by

R_0(z) := (A_0 − z)^{−1} , z ∈ ρ(A_0), (2.120)

where we recall that by ρ(A_0) we designate the resolvent set of A_0. By (2.94), (2.95), and (2.118) R_0(z) is an integral operator,

(R_0(z)g) (θ, E) = ∫ S_1

R_0(z, E, θ, θ_1, )g(θ_1, E)dθ_1, (2.121)

where the integral kernel R_0(z, E, θ, θ_1) is given by,

R_0(z, E, θ, θ_1) := 2 ∞∑ l=1 sin(4πlθ) ( (4πl)^2 T (E)^2 − z )_{−1} sin(4πlθ_1). (2.122)

In Theorem 5.19 of [24] it is proved that B̃ is relatively compact with respect to Ã_0. Using this result, it is proved in Theorem 5.19 of [24] that the essential spectrum of Ã is given by,

σ_{ess}(Ã) = ∪_{l∈N} { (2πl)^2 T (E)^2

: E ∈ [E_{min}, E_0] } . (2.123)

We denote, A := UÃ U^{−1} = A_0 − B, (2.124) where, B := UB̃U^{−1} (2.125) Then, σ_{ess}(A) = ∪_{l∈N} { (4πl)^2 T (E)^2

: E ∈ [E_{min}, E_0] } . (2.126)

Equation (2.56) is unitarily equivalent to,

∂^2_t g + Ag = 0. (2.127)

2.6 The spectral representation of A_0

We end this section constructing a spectral representation of the unperturbed Antonov operator A_0 that we use in the next section in the construction of the generalized Fourier maps. We denote, β_l(E) :=

(4πl)^2 T^2(E)

, l = 1, . . . , (2.128) and β_{l,min} =

(4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2

, β_{l,max} =

(4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2

, l = 1, . . . , (2.129)

where we recall that E_{min} = min_{(x,v)∈R}2 E(x, v) = U_0(0). Since by Proposition 2.3 T (E) is increasing the function β_l(E) is invertible. We denote by

E_l(β), β ∈ [β_{l,min}, β_{l,max}], (2.130)

the inverse function that fulfills,

E_l(β_l(E)) = E, E ∈ [E_{min}, E_0]. (2.131)

By the inverse function theorem,

p_l(β) := E^′_l (β) = −

T^3(E_l(β)) 2(4πl)^2T^′(E_l(β))

. (2.132)

By Proposition 2.3 T^′(E) > 0 for E > E_{min}.

We denote by H_{sp} the Hilbert space

H_{sp} := ⊕^∞_{l=1}L^2((β_{l,min}, β_{l,max})). (2.133)

We define the following unitary operator U from Ĥ onto H_{sp},

(U{g_l})_j (β) := √ T (E_j(β))p_j(β) √ |φ^′(E_j (β)| g_j (E_j(β)), β ∈ (β_{j,min}, β_{j,max}), {g_l} ∈ Ĥ, j = 1, . . . . (2.134)

Further, we define, F := UF, (2.135) where F is defined in (2.99). The operator F is unitary from H onto H_{sp}.

We define A_{0,sp} := FA_0 F^{−1}. (2.136)

Then, by (2.118),

(A_{0,sp}{g_l})_j (β) = βg_j(β), β ∈ (β_{l,min}, β_{l,max}), {g_l} ∈ H_{sp}, j = 1, . . . , . (2.137) In other words, under the direct sum (2.133) A_{0,sp} = ⊕^∞_{l=1}β, (2.138) where β is the operator of multiplication by β in L^2((β_{l,min}, β_{l,max})). Note moreover, that for any Borel set Δ

(FE_{A0} (Δ)f)_l (β) = χ_Δ(β) (Ff)_l (β), β ∈ (β_{l,min}β_{l,max}), l = 1, . . . . (2.139) We now write the spectral representation of A_0 in a convenient way for latter purposes.

We write σ(A_{0,sp}) in the following way σ(A_0, sp) = ∪^∞_{n=1}Δ_n, (2.140) where Δ_n, n = 1, . . . , are bounded disjoint intervals, Δ_n ∩ Δ_j = ∅, for n ≠ j, such that there is a positive integer m_n and positive integers 1 ≤ l_{n,1} < l_{n,2} < · · · < l_{n,mn} with the property that for every β ∈ Δ_n, we have, β ∈ ∩^{ln,mn}_{l=ln,1} [β_{l,min}, β_{l,max}], β /∈ [β_{l,min}, β_{l,max}], l /∈ {l_{n,1}, . . . l_{n,mn} }. (2.141) Moreover, we take m_1 = 1, and Δ_1 ⊂ [β_{1,min}, β_{1,max}].

Note that H_{sp} can be written as follows, H_{sp} = ⊕^∞_{n=1}L^2(Δ_n, C_{mn} ). (2.142) Furthermore under the direct sum (2.142) A_{0,sp} is again given by, A_{0,sp} = ⊕^∞_{n=1}β, (2.143) with β the operator of multiplication by β in L^2(Δ_n, C_{mn} ). Remark that in L^2(Δ_n, C_{mn} ) the spectrum of A_{0,sp} has multiplicity m_n.

Recall that the space H can be realized as in (2.86). Further, by (2.139), under the direct sum (2.142), for any Borel set Δ̃ contained in the interior of Δ_n, and any f ∈ H∩C(I_0, (S_{1,0})), ( FE_{A0} (Δ̃)f ) (β) = χ~_Δ(β)L_n(β)Ff, (2.144) where, for β in the interior of Δ_n the operator L_n(β) is defined as follows. We denote by H_{sp,mn} the vector subspace of H_{sp} consisting of all the vectors in H_{sp} with components in L^2(Δ_n, C_{mn} ) continuous. Then, L_n(β) is the operator from H_{sp,mn} into C_{mn} is given by, L_n(β){f_l}^{mn}_{l=1} = (√ T (E_{ln,1} (β))p_{ln,1} (β) √ |φ^′(E_{ln,1} (β))| f_{ln,1} (E_{ln,1} (β)), . . . , √ T (E_{ln,mn} (β))p_{ln,mn} (β) √ |φ^′(E_{ln,mn} (β))| f_{ln,mn} (E_{ln,mn} (β)) ) . (2.145)

3 Spectral analysis of the Antonov operator

By (2.126) the essential spectrum of the Antonov operator A coincides with the spectrum of the unperturbed Antonov operator A_0. In this section we prove that the absolutely continuous spectrum of A coincides with its essential spectrum. Further, we prove that the part of the singular spectrum that is embeddeed in the absolutely continuous spectrum, if any, is contained in a closed set of measure zero. We first obtain some important results that we use later.

3.1 The operator BR_0(z)

We denote by G(z) the following operator

G(z) := 1 4πv(θ, E)|φ^′(E)| BR_0(z), z ∈ ρ(A_0). (3.1)

We have.

Theorem 3.1. For any 0 < α_1 ≤ 1, and 0 < α_2 < 1/2 and z ∈ ρ(A_0) the following holds.

(a) G(z) ∈ B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))).

(b) The function z ∈ ρ(A_0) → G(z) is analytic in the operator norm in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), C_{α̂2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). (c) lim |Imz|→∞ ‖G(z)‖_{dsB(Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1)),Ĉα2 (I0,L}2_{o(S1)))} = 0. (3.2)

(d) For z ∈ ρ(A_0), the operator G(z) is compact from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))).

Proof. By (2.53), (2.121), (2.122), and (3.1) for f ∈ C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), (G(z)f)(θ, E) = g(x, E, z), x = x(θ, E), (3.3) where g(x, E, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x) ∞∑ l=1 dλ sin(4πlθ(x, λ)) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ), (3.4)

with f_l(E) :=

∫_1 0 sin(4πlθ_1)f(E, θ_1)dθ_1. (3.5)

It follows that, |(G(z)f)(θ, E)| ≤ C‖f‖_{Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))}, θ ∈ S_1, E ∈ I_0, (3.6) where we used that as z ∈ ρ(A_0), we have |^{(4πl)2}_{T (λ)2} −z| ≥ δ > 0, for l ∈ N , and λ ∈ I_0. Suppose that U_0(x_1) ≤ U_0(x_2). We denote,

D(x_1, x_2) = 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) ∑_∞ l=1 dλ [sin(4πlθ(x_2, λ)) − [sin(4πlθ(x_1, λ))] (_{(4πl)2}

T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ). (3.7)

For any 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 there is a constant C such that,

|sin(4πlθ(x_2, λ)) − sin(4πlθ(x_1, λ))| ≤ Cl^δ |θ(x_2, λ) − θ(x_1, λ)|^δ . (3.8)

Hence, by (2.34), (2.65), and (3.8), for 0 < δ < 1, we have, |D(x_1, x_2)| ≤ C ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ | | | | ∫_{x2} x_1 1 √ λ − U_0(y) dy | | | | δ ‖f‖_{Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))}. (3.9)

Further, |D(x_1, x_2)| ≤ C ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ 1 (λ−U_0(x_2))^{δ/2} |x1 − x2| δ‖f‖_{Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))} ≤ C|x_1 − x_2|^δ‖f‖_{Ĉα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))}.

(3.10)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, for x ≥ 0, if E = U_0(x), we have that x = x_+(E). Then, it follows from (2.29) | | | ∫_{U0(x2)}

U_0(x_1) 2 ∑_∞ l=1 dλ sin(4πlθ(x_1, λ)) (_{(4πl)2}

T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ) | | | ≤ |x_1 − x_2|‖f‖_{Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))}, (3.11)

where we changed the variable of integration to x_±(λ). Note that as U_0 is even we can always assume that x_1 ≥ 0 and x_2 ≥ 0 in the left-hand side of (3.11). Then, by (3.3), (3.4), (3.7), (3.10), (3.11), and (A.42), for any 0 < δ < 1,

|G(θ, E_1) − G(θ, E_2)| ≤ C|E_1 − E_2|^{δ/2}‖f‖_{Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))}. (3.12)

By (3.6) and (3.12) G(z) is bounded from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) into C_{δ/2}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Let us take δ/2 > α_2. Since by Proposition (A.1) C_{δ/2}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) ⊂ Ĉ_{α2} (0, L^2_o(S_1)), and by (A.16) the imbedding is continuous, we have that G(z) is bounded from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)). This proves (a). Item (b) is proved as in the proof of (a) differentiating

(3.4) under the integral sign with respect to z. We prove (c) arguing as in the proof of (a) and using that for any 1 > ε > 0 | | | | ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1}| | | ≤ | | | | ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1}| | | 1−ε 1 |im z|^ε . Let us now prove (d).We define the operator G_N (z) as follows.

(G_N (z)f)(θ, E) = h_N (x, E, z), x = x(θ, E), (3.13) where h_N (x, E, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x) ∞∑ l=N+1 dλ sin(4πlθ(x, λ)) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ), (3.14)

with f_l(E) as in (3.5). Arguing as in the proof that G(z) is bounded from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), we prove that G_N (z) is bounded from C_{α1} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)) into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)),

and that, lim_{N→∞} ‖G_N (z)‖ B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)))

= 0. (3.15)

Then, it is enough to prove that the operator K_N (z) is compact from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), where, (K_N (z)f) (θ, E) := k_N (x, E, z), x = x(θ, E), (3.16) with k_N (x, E, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x) N∑ l=1 dλ sin(4πlθ(x, λ)) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ), (3.17)

with f_l(E) as in (3.5). For this purpose, let f^{(q)}, q = 1, . . . , be a bounded sequence in C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Then, the vector valued functions (f^{(q)}_1 (E), . . . , f^{(q)}_N (E)), q = 1, . . . are uniformly bounded and uniformly equicontinuous functions of E ∈ I_0 into C^N and by the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, Theorem 7.25 of [55], it has a subsequence, that we denote also by (f^{(q)}_1 (E), . . . , f^{(q)}_N (E)), q = 1, . . . that converges uniformly to a continuous vector valued function function (g_1(E), . . . , g_N (E)). Note that Theorem 7.25 of [55] is stated for complexvalued functions. However, it immediately extends to functions with values in C^N . We first take a subsequence such that f^{(q)}_1 (E) is uniformly convergent, then we take a subsequence of this sequence such that also the second component f^{(q)}_2 (E) is uniformly convergent, and so on. As in the proof that G(z) is bounded from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), we prove that lim_{q→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ K_N f^{(q)} − 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x) ∑_N l=1 dλ sin(4πlθ(x, λ)) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1}

g_l(λ)‖_{Ĉα2 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))} = 0.

(3.18)

This proves that K_N f^{(q)} is convergent in Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). This completes the proof of the compactness of G(z).

We denote Γ := σ(A_0) \ ∪_{l∈N} { (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 } . (3.19)

In the next theorem we prove that G(z) extends continuously to Γ.

Theorem 3.2. For any 0 < α_1, α_2 < 1/4 the following holds.

(a) For any γ ∈ Γ the limits G(γ ± i0) := lim_{ε↓0} G(γ ± iε) (3.20)

exist in the uniform operator topology in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). Moreover, the convergence is uniform for γ in any set Γ_K that is a finite union of bounded and closed intervals contained in Γ.

(b) The functions G_±(γ) := { G(γ), γ ∈ ρ(A_0), G(γ ± i0), γ ∈ Γ, (3.21) defined for γ ∈ ρ(A_0)∪Γ with values in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))) are analytic for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) and are Hölder continuous with exponent α, for any 0 < α < α_1(1−4α_2), in compact sets of C_± ∪ Γ_K . (3.22)

(c) The operators G_±(γ) are compact from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ.

Proof. Let Γ_K be any finite union of bounded and closed intervals contained in Γ. We define,

J := { l ∈ N : Γ_K ∩ ( (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 ) ≠ ∅ } , J̃ := N \ J. (3.23)

Note that J is a finite set.

We decompose G(z) as follows,

G(z) = G~_J (z) + ∑ l∈J G_l(z), (3.24)

where for f ∈ C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), and with f_l(E) as in (3.5),

(G~_J (z)f)(θ, E) := g~_J (x, z), x = x(θ, E), (3.25)

with g~_J (x, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x) ∑ l∈J̃ dλ sin(4πlθ(x, λ)) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ), (3.26) and (G_l(z)f)(θ, E) := g_l(x, z), x = x(θ, E), l ∈ J, (3.27) where g_l(x, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} U_0(x) dλ sin(4πlθ(x, λ)) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ), l ∈ J. (3.28) Note that the distance

d := dist ( Γ_K , ∪_{l∈}~_J [ (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 ])

is strictly positive. Hence as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 we prove that the limits

lim_{ε↓0} G~_J (γ + iε) = lim_{ε↓0} G~_J (γ − iε) := G~_J (γ), γ ∈ Γ_K , (3.29)

exist in the uniform operator topology in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))) and that the converge is uniform for γ ∈ Γ_K . Moreover, G~_J (γ) is analytic for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ_k. This proves (a) and (b) for G~_J (z). Then, it is enough to prove (a) and (b) for each one of the G_l(z), l ∈ J. Recall that by Lemma 2.2 when E = U_0(x) we have x = x_+(E), for x ≥ 0, and x = x_−(E), for x ≤ 0. Further, by (2.65) θ(x_+(E), E) = 1/2, and θ(x_−(E), E) = 0. Then denoting

a_l(x, E) = sin(4πlθ(x, E)), (3.30)

we have, a_l(x, U_0(x)) = 0. (3.31)

Note that for each x ∈ [x_−(E_0), x_+(E_0)], the angle θ(x, E) is defined for E ∈ [U_0(x), E_0]. Then, by (3.31) we can extend a_l(x, E) continuously to E ∈ [E_{min}, U_0(x)] by zero, i.e.

a_l(x, E) = 0, E ∈ [E_{min}, U_0(x)]. (3.32)

Hence, we can write (3.28) as follows, g_l(x, z) := ∫_{E0} E_{min} dλ a_l(x, λ) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} f_l(λ), l ∈ J. (3.33) We designate by

d_l := dist ([ Γ_K ∩ ( (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 )] , { (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 }) . (3.34)

Clearly, d_l > 0. Let φ ∈ C^1(R) satisfy

φ(y) = 0, y ≤^{(4πl)2}_{T (E0)2} +^{dl}_4 , 1,^{(4πl)2}_{T (E0)2} +^{dl}_2 ≤ y ≤^{(4πl)2}_{T (Emin)2} −^{dl}_2 , 0, y ≥^{(4πl)2}_{T (Emin)2} −^{dl}_4 .

(3.35)

We decompose G_l(z) as follows

G_l(z) = G_{l,1}(z) + G_{l,2}(z), (3.36)

with (G_{l,1}(z)f)(θ, E) = g_{l,1}(x, z), x = x(θ, E), (3.37) with g_{l,1}(x, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} E_{min} a_l(x, λ) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1}

φ (_{(4πl)2}

T (λ)^2 ) f_l(λ) dλ, l ∈ J, (3.38)

and (G_{l,2}(z)f)(θ, E) = g_{l,2}(x, z), x = x(θ, E), (3.39) where g_{l,2}(x, z) := 2 ∫_{E0} E_{min} a_l(x, λ) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1} [ 1 − φ (_{(4πl)2}

T (λ)^2 )] f_l(λ) dλ, l ∈ J. (3.40)

Note that in the support of the integrand in the right-hand side of (3.40) |^{(4πl)2}_{T (λ)2} −γ| ≥ δ_l > 0, for γ ∈ Γ_K . Hence, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 we prove that the limits

lim_{ε↓0} G_{l,2}(γ + iε) = lim_{ε↓0} G_{l,2}(γ − iε) := G_{l,2}(γ), γ ∈ Γ_K , l ∈ J, (3.41) exist in the uniform operator topology in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))) and that the converge is uniform for γ ∈ Γ_K . Moreover, G_{l,2}(γ) analytic for γ in ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ_K . This proves (a) and (b) for G_{l,2}(γ). Finally, it only remains to study the term G_{l,1}(z) that is the one where the singularity lies. Since by Proposition 2.3 the period T (E) is strictly increasing, in the support of the integrand in the right-hand side of (3.38) λ ≥ E_{min} + ρ_l, for some ρ_l > 0, such that E_{min} + ρ_l < E_0. Then, we can write (3.38) as g_{l,1}(x, z) = ∫_{E0} E_{min}+ρ_l a_l(x, λ) ( (4πl)^2 T (λ)^2 − z )_{−1}

φ (_{(4πl)2}

T (λ)^2 ) f_l(λ) dλ, l ∈ J. (3.42)

Recalling (2.128), (2.129), (2.130), (2.131), and (2.132) and changing the variable of integration from E to β in (3.42) we get, g_{l,1}(x, z) = ∫_{βmax−ρ̃l} β_{min} p_l(β) a_l(x, λ_l(β)) (β − z)^{−1} φ (β) f_l(λ_l(β)) dβ, l ∈ J, (3.43)

for some ρ̃_l > 0. By (A.18) and as we defined a_l(x, E) = 0, for E ∈ [E_{min}, E_0], there is a constant C such that, |a_l(x, E_2) − a_l(x, E_1)| ≤ C √ |E_1 − E_2|, E_1, E_2 ∈ [E_{min}, E_0], x ∈ [x_−(E_0), x_+(E_0)]. (3.44) It follows from Proposition A.4 that for 0 < α < 1/2, there is a constant C such that, |a_l(x_2, E) − a_l(x_1, E)| ≤ C|x_1 − x_2|^α, x_1, x_2 ∈ [x_−(E_0), x_+(E_0)], E ∈ [E_{min} + δ, E_0]. (3.45) Note that by Proposition 2.3 and (2.132) p_l(β) is bounded for β ∈ [β_{min}, β_{max} − ρ̃_l]. Hence, |λ_l(β_1) − λ_l(β_2)| ≤ C|β_1 − β_2|, β_1, β_2 ∈ [β_{l,min}, β_{l,max} − ρ̃_l]. (3.46) By item (b) in Proposition A.2 T (E) ∈ C^2([E_{min} + δ, E_0]) for δ > 0 with E_{min} + δ < E_0. Hence, by (2.132) and (3.46), |p_l(λ(β_1) − p_l(λ(β_2)| ≤ C|β_1 − β_2|, β_1, β_2 ∈ [β_{min}, β_{max} − ρ̃_l]. (3.47) With slight abuse of notation let us denote, g_{l,1}(θ, E, z) := g_{l,1}(x(θ, E), z), l ∈ J. (3.48)

We designate, b_l(θ, E, β) := p_l(β) a_l(x(θ, E), λ_l(β))φ (β) , l ∈ J. (3.49) Clearly, |b_l(θ, E, β)| ≤ C, θ ∈ S_1, E ∈ I_0, β ∈ [β_{min}, β_{max−ρ̃l} ]. (3.50) Note that by (3.35), b_l(θ, E, β_{min}) = b_l(θ, E, β_{max−ρ̃l} ) = 0. (3.51) Moreover, by (3.44), (3.45), (3.46), (3.47), and (A.42), for any 0 < α < 1/4, |b_l(θ, E_1, β_1) − b_l(θ, E_2, β_2)| ≤ C (|E_1 − E_2| + |β_1 − β_2|)^α ,

θ ∈ S_1, E_1, E_2 ∈ I_0, β_1, β_2 ∈ [β_{min}, β_{max−ρ̃l} ].

(3.52) Further, by (3.43) and (3.49) g_{l,1}(θ, E, z) := ∫_{βmax−ρ̃l} β_{min} b_l(θ, E, β)) (β − z)^{−1} f_l(λ_l(β)) dβ, l ∈ J. (3.53) Then, by (3.37), (3.46), (3.50)- (3.53), and Theorem 5 and Remark 6 in Chapter IV of [34] (see also Theorem 6 in Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60]), the following limits exist, (G_{l,1}(γ ± i0)f)(θ, E) := lim_{ε↓0} G_{l,1}(γ ± iε)(θ, E), γ ∈ Γ_K , θ ∈ S_1, (3.54) for f ∈ C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), with 0 < α_1 < 1/4, and they are given by (G_{l,1}(γ ± i0)f)(θ, E) := P.V. ∫_{βmax−ρ̃l} β_{min} dβ bl(θ, E, β) (β − γ) −1 f_l(λ_l(β)) ± πi b_l(θ, E, γ)f_l(λ_l(γ)), γ ∈ Γ_K , l ∈ J, (3.55) where P.V. denotes the principal value of the integral. Further, the converge is uniform for γ ∈ Γ_K . We denote, G_{l,1,±}(γ) := { G_{l,1}(γ), γ ∈ ρ(A_0), G_{l,1}(γ ± i0), γ ∈ Γ. (3.56) Using again Theorem 5 and Remark 6 in Chapter IV of [34] (see also Theorem 6 in Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60] and also Section 19 of Chapter 2 of [48]) we obtain that for every compact sets K_± ∈ C_± ∪ Γ, |(G_{l,1,±}(γ)f)(θ, E)| ≤ C‖f‖C_{α1} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), γ ∈ K_±, (3.57) and |(G_{l,1,±}(γ_1)f)(θ, E) − (G_{l,1,±}(γ_2)f)(θ, E)| ≤ C|γ_1 − γ_2|^{α1} ‖f‖C_{α1} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), γ_1, γ_2 ∈ K_±.

(3.58)

We designate,

h_{l,E} (θ, β) := b_l(θ, E, β), θ ∈ S_1, E ∈ I_0, β ∈ [β_{min}, β_{max−ρ̃l} ]. (3.59)

Then, by (3.37) and (3.53) (G_{l,1,±}(γ)f)(θ, E) = ∫_{βmax−ρ̃l} β_{min} h_{l,E}(θ, β)) (β − z)^{−1} f_l(λ_l(β)) dβ, l ∈ J, γ ∈ C_± . (3.60) Let us take 0 < α_1, α_2 < 1/4, and α_3 < 1/4 that satisfies α_1 < α_3 and α_2 < α_3. By (3.52) |b_l(θ, E_2, β_2) − b_l(θ, E_1, β_2) − (b_l(θ, E_2, β_1) − b_l(θ, E_1, β_1))| ≤ C|E_2 − E_1|^{α2} |β_2 − β_1|^{α3(1−α2 /α3)}, θ ∈ S_1, E_1, E_2 ∈ I_0, β_1, β_2 ∈ [β_{min}, β_{max−ρ̃l} ].

(3.61)

Then, by (3.50), (3.52), and (3.61), for f ∈ C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) we have,

‖(h_{E2} − h_{E1} )f_l‖C_{α1(1−α2/α3 )}(I_0, L2_o(S_1)) ≤ C|E_2 − E_1|^{α2} ‖f‖C_{α1} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), E_1, E_2 ∈ I_0. (3.62) Using (3.60), (3.62), and applying Theorem 5 and Remark 6 in Chapter IV of [34] (see also Theorem 6 in Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60]), and Section 19 of Chapter 2 of [48] to the function (h_{E2} (θ, β) − h_{E1} (θ, β))f_l(λ_l(β)) for each fixed E_1, E_2 we get, |(G_{l,1,±}(γ)f)(θ, E_1) − (G_{l,1,±}(γ)f)(θ, E_2)| ≤ C|E_2 − E_1|^{α2} ‖f‖_{Cα1 (I0,L}2_{o(S1))}, θ ∈ S_1, E_1, E_2 ∈ I_0, γ ∈ K_±,

(3.63) and |(G_{l,1,±}(γ_1)f)(θ, E_1) − (G_{l,1,±}(γ_1)f)(θ, E_2) − ((G_{l,1,±}(γ_2)f)(θ, E_1) − (G_{l,1,±}(γ_2)f)(θ, E_2))| ≤ C|E_1 − E_2|^{α2} |γ_1 − γ_2|^{α1(1−α2 /α3)}‖f‖C_{α1} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), θ ∈ S_1, E_1, E_2 ∈ I_0, γ_1, γ_2 ∈ K_±. (3.64) Equations (3.57) and (3.61) imply,

‖(G_{l,1,±}(γ)f‖C_{α2} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)) ≤ C‖f‖C_{α1} (I_0, L2_o(S_1)), γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ, (3.65)

with the constant C uniform in compact sets of K_±. From (3.65) it follows that G_{l,1,±}(γ) ∈ B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), C_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). Moreover, taking 1/4 > α̃_2 > α_2, we also have, G_{l,1,±}(γ) ∈ B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), C_{α̃2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). By Proposition (A.1) C_{α̃2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) ⊂ Ĉ_{α2} (0, L^2_o(S_1)), and by (A.16) the imbedding is continuous. Then, G_{l,1,±}(γ) ∈ B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). As we already know that the range of G_{l,1,±}(γ) is contained in Ĉ_{α2} (0, L^2_o(S_1)), equations (3.58) and (3.64) imply that G_{l,1,±}(γ) is Hölder continuous for γ in compact sets of C_± ∪Γ, with values in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))), and with exponent α_1(1 − α_2/α_3). For α_1 and α_2 fixed, the quantity α_1(1−α_2/α_3), is increasing in α_3 and the maximum at α_3 = 1/4 is equal to α_1(1−4α_2). Then, given any α < α_1(1−4α_2) there is an α_3 < 1/4, with α_1 < α_3, and α_2 < α_3, such that such that α < α_1(1 − α_2/α_3). This completes the proof of (a) and (b) for G_{l,1}(z). Finally, the fact that the operators G_±(γ) are compact in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))) for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ, follows from Theorem 3.1, recalling that the limit in operator norm of compact operators is compact. This completes the proof of the theorem.

By (3.1) BR_0(z) = 4πv(θ, E)|φ^′(E)| G(z), z ∈ ρ(A_0). (3.66) In the next theorem we obtain our results on the operator BR_0(z).

Theorem 3.3. Let α_1 satisfy, 0 < α_1 < 1/4. For the polytrope (2.19) with k > 1 let α_2 satisfy 0 < α_2 < k − 1 and α_2 < 1/4. Further, for the polytrope (2.19) with k = 1 and for the King steady state (2.20) let α_2 satisfy 0 < α_2 < 1/4. Then, the following holds.

(a) For any γ ∈ Γ the limits (BR_0)(γ ± i0) := lim_{ε↓0} 4πv(θ, E)|φ^′(E)|G(γ ± iε) = 4πv(θ, E)|φ^′(E)|G_±(γ), (3.67) exist in the uniform operator topology in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). Moreover, the convergence is uniform for γ in any set Γ_K that is a finite union of bounded and closed intervals contained in Γ.

(b) The functions (BR_0)_±(γ) := { BR_0(γ), γ ∈ ρ(A_0), (BR_0)(γ ± i0), γ ∈ Γ, (3.68)

defined for γ ∈ ρ(A_0)∪Γ with values in B(C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))) are analytic for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) and are Hölder continuous with exponent α, for any 0 < α < α_1(1−4α_2), in compact sets of C_± ∪ Γ_K . (3.69)

(c) The operators (BR_0)_±(γ) are compact from C_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), into Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ.

Proof. Let us take α̃_2 > α_2 that fulfills the conditions imposed to α_2. Then, by (A.44) |φ^′(E)|v ∈ B(C_{α̃2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). By Proposition (A.1) C_{α̃2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) ⊂ Ĉ_{α2} (0, L^2_o(S_1)), and by (A.16) the imbedding is continuous. Then, |φ^′(E)|v ∈ B(C_{α̃2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1))). Hence, the theorem follows from (3.66), and by Theorem 3.2 where we replace α_2 by α̃_2.

In the following proposition we prove that (BR_0)_± (γ) have the eigenvalue 1 for the same values of γ, for γ ∈ Γ.

Proposition 3.4. For the polytrope (2.19) with k > 1 let α satisfy 0 < α < k − 1 and α < 1/4. Further, for the polytrope (2.19) with k = 1 and for the King steady state (2.20) let α satisfy 0 < α < 1/4. For the operator (BR_0)_± (γ) ∈ B(Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1))) we define,

N_± := {γ ∈ Γ : 1 is an eigenvalue of (BR_0)_± (γ)}. (3.70)

Then, N_+ = N_− := N , (3.71) and N is independent of α as long as α fulfills the conditions imposed in the proposition.

Proof. Suppose that for some f_± ∈ Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) and some γ ∈ Γ we have

f_± = (BR_0)_± (γ)f_±. (3.72)

Then, by (3.72) and as B is selfadjoint, for ε > 0,

0 = Im (BR_0(γ ± iε)f_±, R_0(γ ± iε)f_±)_H = Im ( [BR_0(γ ± iε) − (BR_0)_± (γ)]f_±, R_0(γ ± iε)f_±)_H + Im (f_±, R_0(γ ± iε)f_±)_H .

(3.73)

By Theorem 3.2 |G(γ ± iε)f_± − G_±(γ)f_±| ≤ C|ε|^ρ, (3.74) with 0 < ρ < α(1 − 4α). Further, by Proposition 2.3, (2.122), (3.66), and (3.74) | |([BR_0(γ ± iε) − (BR_0)_± (γ)]f_±, R_0(γ ± iε)f_±)_H | | ≤ Cε^ρ ∑_∞ l=1 ∫_{E0} E_{min} dE 1 | | |^{(4πl)2}_{T (E)}2 − γ | | | + ε |(f_±)_l(E)|, (3.75)

where (f_±)_l(E) is defined as in (3.5). By (3.75)

lim_{ε↓0} ( [BR_0(γ ± iε) − (BR_0)_± (γ)], R_0(γ ± iε)f_± ) H = 0. (3.76)

By (3.73) and (3.76) lim_{ε↓0} Im (f_±, R_0(γ ± iε)f_±)_H = 0. (3.77) Further, by (2.122)

(f_±, R_0(γ ± iε)f_±)_H = 2 ∑_∞ l=1 ∫_{E0} E_{min} T (E) |φ^′(E)| |(f±)l(E)| 2 (_{(4πl)2} T (E)^2 − γ ∓ iε )_{−1} dE. (3.78)

Let us take Γ_K as in Theorem 3.2 with K = [γ]. Note that by (3.66), Theorem 3.3, (3.72), and (A.44) we have that^1_{|φ′(E)|} f_± ∈ Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Then, by (3.77) and (3.78), it follows from Theorems 5 and 6 of Section 2 of Chapter 1 on [60] that ∑ l∈J b_l(θ, E, γ)f_l(λ_l(γ))(f_±)_l(γ) = 0, (3.79)

where b_l(θ, E, γ) is defined in (3.49) and

J := { l ∈ N : ( (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2) ) ∩ {γ} ≠ ∅ } . (3.80)

See the proof of Theorem 3.2, in particular (3.55), for a similar argument. Finally, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 we prove,

(BR_0)_+ (γ)f_± = (BR_0)_− (γ)f_±. (3.81)

This proves that N_+ = N_− = N . Let α_1 and α_2 satisfy the conditions imposed to α in the proposition.Then, if f_± ∈ Ĉ_{α1} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) fulfills (3.72) it follows from Theorem 3.3 that f_± ∈ Ĉ_{α2} (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). This proves that N is independent of α.

3.2 The eigenvalues of the Antonov operator

In the following Theorem we obtain properties of the eigenvalues of the Antonov operator A. Theorem 3.5. Let us define N := N_+ = N_− as in Proposition 3.4. Then.

(a) The set M := N ∪_{l∈N} { (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 } (3.82) is closed and of Lebesgue measure zero.

(b) Σ_p(A) ∩ Γ ⊂ N . (3.83) We recall that Σ_p(A) denotes the set of the eigenvalues of A. Moreover, the eigenvalues of A in Γ have finite msultiplicity.

(c) If the discrete spectrum of A, that we denote by σ_{dis}(A), is not empty,

A ≥ min σ_{dis}(A) > 0. (3.84)

Moreover, if σ_{dis}(A) is empty A ≥ (4π)^2 (T (E_0))^2

> 0. (3.85)

Proof. We first prove that M is closed. Suppose that γ_n ∈ M converges to γ ∈ Γ. Let us prove that γ ∈ N . Otherwise, as by Theorem 3.3, (BR_0)_±(γ) is compact, we would have that (I −(BR_0)_±(γ))^{−1} would be a bounded operator on Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). However, by the stability of bounded invertibility theorem (Theorem 1.16 in page 196 0f [30]), (I − (BR_0)_±(γ_n))^{−1} would be a bounded operator on Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), for n large enough, in contradiction with the assumption that γ_n ∈ N for n large enough. Here we used that by Theorem 3.3 (BR_0)_±(γ) is continuos in the operator norm of Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Further, if γ_n ∈ M converges to γ where γ ∈ ∪_{l∈N} { (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 } , then, γ ∈ M by the definition of M. This proves that M is closed. Let us prove that M is of measure zero. It is enough to prove that

F_l := N ∩ ( (4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , (4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2 ) , l = 1, . . . (3.86)

has measure zero. Let us take sequences {a^{(l)}n }, and {b^{(l)}n }, where {a^{(l)}n } is monotonic decreasing and {b^{(l)}n } is monotonic increasing,

(4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2

< a^{(l)}_n < b^{(l)}_n <

(4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2

, lim_{n→∞} a^{(l)}_n =

(4πl)^2 T (E_0)^2 , and lim_{n→∞} b^{(l)}_n =

(4πl)^2 T (E_{min})^2

. We have,

F_l = ∪^∞_{n=1} ( N ∩ [a^{(l)}_n , b^{(l)}_n ] ) . (3.87)

By Theorem 3.3 (BR_0)_±(γ)) is compact in Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ Γ, and it is continuous in operator norm in Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), for γ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ [a^{(l)}n , b^{(l)}n ]. Hence, by Theorem

3, and Remark 4 in Section 8 of Chapter 1 of [60], and of Lemma 5 in Section 1 of Chapter

4 of [60], N ∩ [a^{(l)}n , b^{(l)}n ] is of measure zero. Then ,by (3.87) F_l is of measure zero. This proves

that M is of zero measure. We now prove (b). Suppose that γ ∈ Γ belongs to Σ_p(A). Then,

for some ψ ∈ D[A] = D[A_0], with ψ ≠ 0,

(A_0 − γ)ψ = f, (3.88)

where we denote, f(θ, E) := (Bψ)(θ, E) = 4π|φ^′(E)| v(θ, E) ∫_{E0} U_0(x) ψ(θ(x, λ), λ) dλ, x = x(θ, E). (3.89) Recall that B is defined in (2.125). By (2.110) and Sobolev’s imbedding theorem (Theorem

5.4 in pages 97-98 of [1]) for E fixed ψ(θ, E) is continuously differentiable in θ and |ψ(θ, E)| + |∂_θψ(θ, E)| ≤ C‖ψ(·, E)‖_{H2((0,1))}, θ ∈ S_1. (3.90) Further, assuming that U_0(x_1) ≤ U_0(x_2), by (2.65) for any 0 < δ < 1, | | | ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ[ψ(θ(x1, λ), λ) − ψ(θ(x2, λ), λ)] | | | ≤ C ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ 1 (λ−U_0(x_2))^{(1−δ)/2} | ∫_{x2} x_1 1 (λ−U_0(y))^{δ/2} dy|‖ψ(·, λ)‖H^2((0,1)). (3.91)

Further, by Hölder’s inequality with 1/p + 1/q = 1, p > 1, and δ > 0, such that, δq < 1, we

have, for λ > U_0(x_2), | | | ∫_{x2} x_1 1 (λ − U_0(y))^{δ/2} dy | | | ≤ |x^1 − x^2|^{1/p} [| | | ∫_{x2} x_1 1 (λ − U_0(y))^{δq/2} dy | | | ]_{1/q} ≤ C|x_1 − x_2|^{1/p}. (3.92)

Moreover, by Schwarz’s inequality, ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ 1 (λ − U_0(x_2))^{(1−δ)/2} ‖ψ(·, λ)‖_{H2((0,1))} ≤ [∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ 1 (λ − U_0(x_2))^{(1−δ)} ]_{1/2} [∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ‖ψ(·, λ)‖ 2 H_2((0,1)) ]_{1/2} < ∞, (3.93)

where in the last inequality we used (2.110). By (3.91), (3.92), and(3.93), | | | ∫_{E0} U_0(x_2) dλ [ψ(θ(x_1, λ), λ) − ψ(θ(x_2, λ), λ)] | | | ≤ C|x^1 − x^2|^{1/p}. (3.94)

Furthermore, by (2.110), (3.90) and Schwarz’s inequality. | | | | ∫_{U0(x2)}

U_0(x_1) ψ(θ(x, λ) dλ | | | | ≤ C √ x_1 − x_2. (3.95)

Then, by (3.88), (3.94), (3.95), (A.42), (A.44), it follows that f ∈ Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), with α as in Proposition 3.4. Further,

lim_{ε↓0} R_0(γ ± iε)(A_0 − γ)ψ = ψ ± i lim_{ε↓0} εR_0(γ ± iε)ψ = ψ, (3.96)

where in the last equality in (3.96) we used (2.122). Hence, by (3.88), (3.89), and (3.96)

(BR_0)_± (γ)f = lim_{ε↓0} BR_0(γ ± iε)(A_0 − γ)ψ = Bψ = f. (3.97)

This proves that γ ∈ N , as f ≠ 0, since if f = 0 by (3.88) γ would be an eigenvalue of A_0, but this is imposible as A_0 has no eigenvalues. The multiplicity of the eigenvalues of A in Γ is finite, because the multiplicity of an eigenvalue γ of A in Γ is at most equal to the multiplicity of the eigenvalue 1 of G_±(γ), that is finite because as G_±(γ) is compact 1 is an eigenvalue of finite multiplicity of G_±(γ). Let us prove (c). By (2.126) and Theorem 7.9 of [24] zero belongs to the resolvent set of A. Then, (c) follows since by (2.126) we have that (4π)^2/T (E_0)^2 is the bottom of the essential spectrum of A. This concludes the proof of the theorem.

3.3 The absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator

In this subsection we identify the absolutely continuous spectrum of the Antonov operator A. By the second resolvent equation,

R_A(z) = R_{A0} (z) + R_A(z)BR_{A0} (z), z ∈ ρ(A) ∩ ρ(A_0). (3.98)

Note that, as by Theorem 5.19 of [24] BR_{A0} (z) is compact in H for z ∈ ρ(A_0), the operator I − BR_{A0} (z) is invertible for z ∈ ρ(A_0), with bounded inverse, unless 1 is an eigenvalue of BR_{A0} (z). However, by (3.98) in this case R_{A0} (z) would not be invertible, but this is impossible for z ∈ ρ(A_0). Then, we have,

R_A(z) = R_{A0} (z) (I − BR_{A0} (z))^{−1} , z ∈ ρ(A) ∩ ρ(A_0). (3.99)

We denote Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) := { f ∈ Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) : 1 |φ^′| f is bounded } . (3.100)

Observe that, in the case of the polytrope (2.19) with k = 1, and for the King steady state (2.20), Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) = Ĉ_{α,}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Furthermore, for μ ∈ ρ(A_0) ∪ σ_{ess}(A) \ M the operator (I − (BR_0)_±(μ))^{−1} is a bijection in Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), as we prove below. Suppose that f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), and denote,

g := (I − (BR_0)_±(μ))^{−1}f.

Hence, by Theorem 3.3, as 1 |φ^′| g = 1 |φ^′| f + 1 |φ^′| (BR_0)_±(μ)g,

we have that^1_{|φ′|} g is bounded. Further if f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)), then,

f = (I − (BR_0)_±(μ))^{−1}(I − (BR_0)_±(μ ± iε))f.

Further, (I−(BR_0)_±(μ))f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Then, (I−(BR_0)_±(μ))^{−1} is onto Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Moreover, we have, Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) ⊂ H.

Let α, be as in Theorem 3.3 and M be as in Theorem 3.5. For f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) and μ ∈ σ_{ess}(A) \ M, we define,

f_{μ±iε} := (I − (BR_0)_±(μ ± iε))^{−1}f. (3.101) We have:

Proposition 3.6. Let α be as in Theorem 3.3. Then, or every f, g ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) and for every μ ∈ σ_{ess}(A) \ M,

lim_{ε↓0}^1_{2πi} ([R_A(μ + iε) − R_A(μ − iε)] f, g)_H = ∑_∞ l=1 χ_{(βl,min,βl,max)}(μ) T (λ_l(u)) |φ^′(λ_l(μ))| p_l(λ_l(μ))(Ff_{μ±i0})_l(λ_l(μ))(Fg_{μ±i0})_l(λ_l(μ)),

(3.102)

where the limit is uniform for μ in compact sets in σ_{ess}(A) \ M. Note that as f_{μ±i0}(λ), and g_{μ±i0}(λ) are jointly locally Hölder continuous in μ and λ we can take the traces at λ = λ_l(μ)) in (3.102). The unitary operator F is defined in (2.99). Further, for the definition of β_{l,min}, β_{l,max}, λ_l, and p_l see equations (2.129)-(2.132). Proof. By the first resolvent equation, R_A(μ + iε) − R_A(μ − iε) = 2iεR_A(μ + iε)R_A(μ − iε). (3.103) Then, by (2.99), (2.118), (3.99), (3.101), and (3.103), 1 2πi ([R_A(μ + iε) − R_A(μ − iε)] f, g)_H = ∑_∞ l=1 ∫ I_0 dλ T (λ) |φ^′(λ)| ε π 1 (^{(2πl)2}_{T 2(λ)} − μ)^2 + ε^2 (Ff_{μ±iε})_l(λ)(Fg_{μ±iε})_l(λ). (3.104)

Changing the variable of integration as in (2.128)-(2.132) we obtain, 1 2πi ([R_A(μ + iε) − R_A(μ − iε)] f, g)_H = ∑_∞ l=1 ∫_{βl,max} β_{l,min} dβ T (λ_l(β)) |φ^′(λ_l(β))| ε π 1 (β − μ)^2 + ε^2 p(λ_l(β)) (Ff(μ ± iε))_l(λ_l(β))(Fg(μ ± iε))_l(λ_l(β)) dβ_. (3.105) Moreover, by Theorem 3.3, (3.46), (3.47), (3.105), items (a) and (b) of Proposition A.2, and and Theorem 7 in Subsection 3 of Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60] ( see also Theorem 5 and Remark 6 in Chapter IV of [34], Theorem 6 in Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60], and also Section 19 of Chapter 2 of [48])

lim_{ε↓0}^1_{2πi} ([R_A(μ + iε) − R_A(μ − iε)] f, g)_H = ∑_∞ l=1 χ_{(βl,min,βl,max)}(μ) T (λ(u)) |φ^′(λ_l(μ))| p_l(λ_l(μ)) (Ff_{μ±i0})_l(λ_l(μ))(Fg_{μ±i0})_l(λ_l(μ)), (3.106) with the limit uniform for μ in compact sets in σ_{ess}(A) \ M. This concludes the proof of the proposition.

Theorem 3.7. (a) The projector P_{ac}(A) onto the subspace of absolute continuity of the Antonov operatorA is given by,

P_{ac}(A) = E_A(σ_{ess}(A) \ M), (3.107)

where M is the closed set of measure zero defined in Theorem 3.5.

(b) The absolutely continuous spectrum of A is given by,

σ_{ac}(A) = σ_{ess}(A) = ∪_{l∈N} { (2πl)^2 T (E)^2

: E ∈ [E_{min}, E_0] } . (3.108)

(c) The intersection of the singular spectrum of A with the absolutely continuous spectrum of A is contained in M, σ_{sing}(A) ∩ σ_{ac}(A) ⊂ M. (3.109)

We recall that the singular spectrum of A, that we denote by σ_{sing}(A), is the union of the closure of the set of all eigenvalues of A with the singular continuous spectrum of A. Proof. Let α be as in Theorem 3.3, and let f, g ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Recall that Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) was defined in (3.100). Then, by Stone’s formula (see Theorem VII.13, and the comment in page 264 of [50]) and Theorem 3.5, for any open interval Δ := (a, b) ⊂ σ_{ess}(A) \ M,

(E(Δ)f, g)_H = lim ε ↓ 0 1 2πi ∫ Δ dμ ([R_A(μ + iε) − R_A(μ − iε)] f, g)_H . (3.110)

Introducing the uniform limit (3.102) into the integral in (3.110) we get,

(E_A(Δ)f, g)_H = ∫ Δ dμ ∑_∞ l=1 χ_{(βl,min,βl,max)}(μ) T (λ_l(μ)) |φ^′(λ_l(μ))| p_l(λ_l(μ)) (Ff_{μ±i0})_l(λ_l(μ))(Fg_{μ±i0})_l(λ_l(μ)).

(3.111)

As the measure in the right-hand side of (3.111) is absolutely continuous, we have E_A(Δ)f ⊂ H_{ac}(A) for f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Since Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) is dense in H and as H_{ac}(A) is closed, we get E_A(Δ)H ⊂ H_{ac}(A), (3.112) for any open interval Δ := (a, b) ⊂ σ_{ess}(A) \ M. But then, (3.112) follows for any Borel set Δ ⊂ σ_{ess}(A) \ M. Moreover, as M is a closed set of measure zero it can not support absolutely continuous spectrum, and then, by (3.112) equation (3.107) holds. Let us now prove (3.108). We already know that σ_{ess}(A) \ M ⊂ σ_{ac}(A). Consider β ∈ σ_{ess}(A) ∩ M. Suppose that β is not a limit point of σ_{ess}(A)\M. Then, there would be a neighborhood of β that contains no point of σ_{ess}(A)\M. This would imply that there is a an open set of positive measure contained in σ_{ess}(A) ∩ M. However, this is not possible since M has measure zero. Hence, every point in σ_{ess}(A) ∩ M is a limit point of σ_{ess}(A) \ M ⊂ σ_{ac}(A), and as the absolutely continuous spectrum is closed, σ_{ess}(A) ∩ M ⊂ σ_{ac}(A). Finally, as the complement in the spectrum of σ_{ess}(A) is discrete, (3.108) follows. This proves (b). Let us prove (c). By (3.83) Σ_p(A) ∩ Γ ⊂ N . Then, Σ_p(A) ∩ σ_{ac}(A) ⊂ M. By (3.107) H_{sc}(A) ⊂ E_A(M), and then, σ_{sc}(A) ⊂ M. This completes the proof of (c) and of the theorem

4 The generalized Fourier maps

In this section we construct the generalized Fourier maps of the Antonov operator. We define first the generalized Fourier maps F_± for finite linear combinations of the type, f = N∑ j=1 E_A(O_j)f_j , (4.1)

where f_j ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) and the O_j are disjoint intervals, O_j ∩ O_k = ∅ for j ≠ k, with O_j ⊂ σ_{ac}(A) \ M, for j = 1, . . . , N. Recall that Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) was defined in (3.100). The set of all the functions as in (4.1) is dense in H_{ac}(A). Further, we take α as in Theorem 3.3. For f as in (4.1) we define,

(F_±f)_l (μ) := ∑_N j=1 χ_{Oj} (μ) √ T (λ_l(μ))p(λ_l(μ)) |φ^′(λ_l(μ)| χ_{(βl,min,βl,max)}(μ) (F (I − (BR_0)_±(μ))^{−1}f_j ) (λ_l(μ)))_l .

(4.2)

Note that, by (4.2), for any interval Δ ⊂ σ_{ac}(A) \ M, and any f as in (4.1), χ_Δ(μ)(F_±f)(μ) = (F_±E_A(Δ)f)(μ). (4.3) Then, for every f, g ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) we can write (3.111) as (E(Δ)f, g)_H = (χ_ΔF_±f, F_±g)_{Hsp} , (4.4) with H_{sp} defined in (2.133). As (4.4) holds for every open interval, it also holds for every Borel set, i.e.

(E(O)f, g)_H = (χ_OF_±f, F_±g)_{Hsp} , (4.5) for every Borel set O ∈ σ_{ac}(A) \ M. Further, (4.5) extends by linearity to all functions of the form (4.1). In particular, (P_{ac}(A)f, g)_H == ( χ_{(σac (A)\M)}F_±f, F_±g ) H_{sp} = (F±f, F±g)Hsp . (4.6)

Note that (4.6) implies that the operators F_± are densely defined and bounded from H_{ac}(A) into H_{sp}. We extend then by continuity to bounded operators from H_{ac}(A) into H_{sp} and we denote the extensions by the same symbol F_±. Further, we define F_± by zero on H_s(A), F_±f = 0, f ∈ H_s(A). (4.7) Then, by (4.6) the generalized Fourier maps F_± are partially isometric from H into H_{sp} with initial subspace H_{ac}(A). In the theorem below we prove that they are actually onto H_{sp} Theorem 4.1. The generalized Fourier maps F_± are partially isometric from H onto H_{sp}. Furthermore, the initial subspace of F_± is H_{ac}(A) and the final subspace is H_{sp}, F^∗_±F_± = P_{ac}(A), F_±F^∗_± = I. (4.8) Moreover, for any Borel function ϕ, ϕ(A_{ac}) = F^∗_± ϕ(μ) F_±, (4.9) where A_{ac} is the absolutely continuous part of A, and by ϕ(μ) we denote the operator of multiplication by the function ϕ(μ), that is to say, ϕ(μ){f_l} = {φ(μ)f_l(μ)}. (4.10) In particular, A_{ac} = F^∗_± μ F_±, (4.11) that it to say, F_± diagonalize A_{ac}.

Proof. We already know that the generalized Fourier maps F_± are partially isometric from H into H_{sp} with initial subspace H_{ac}(A). It remains to prove that they are onto H_{sp}. For this purpose, note that by (2.144), (2.145), and (4.2) for any interval Δ̃ ⊂ σ_{ess}(A) \ M contained in the interior of Δ_n, and any f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) with α as in Theorem 3.3, ( F_±E_A(Δ̃)f ) (β) = χ~_Δ(β)L_n(β)F(I − (BR_0)_±(β))^{−1}f. (4.12)

Recall that Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) was defined in (3.100) Let us prove that for almost every β in Δ̃

L_n(β)F(I − (BR_0)_±(β))^{−1}Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) = C_{mn} . (4.13)

Since φ^′(E_{lm,j} (β)), T (E_{lm,j} (β), and p_{lm,j} (β)) are different from zero for β > β_{min} and j = 1, . . . , m_n, by (2.145) it is enough to prove that

L_{n,r}(β)F(I − (BR_0)_±(β))^{−1}Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) = C_{mn} , (4.14)

almost every β in Δ̃, where L_{n,r}(β) is the operator from H_{sp,mn} into C_{mn} given by,

L_{n,r}(β){f_l} := ( f_{ln,1} (β), . . . , f_{ln,mn} (β) ) , {f_l} ∈ H_{sp,mn} . (4.15) Moreover, as (I−(BR_0)_±(β))^{−1} is a bijection on Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) (see the proof below (3.100)) it is enough to prove that,

L_{n,r}(β)FĈ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) = C_{mn} (4.16)

for almost every β in Δ̃. For this purpose we introduce the following Sobolev space. For m = 1, . . . , let H_{m.0}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) be the Sobolev space that is the completion of C^∞_0 (I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) in the norm,

‖f‖H_{m,0}(I_0, L2_o(S_1)) := [_m ∑ j=0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂^j ∂E^j f ‖ ‖ ‖^2 L^2(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) ]_{1/2} .

For the polytropes we denote H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) := H_{m,0}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) where m is the smallest integer m ≥ k. Further, we designate H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) := H_{1,0}(I_0, L^2(_{1,o})) for the King steady states. Note that in all the cases H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) ⊂ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). It is enough to prove, Q(β) := L_{n,r}(β)FH_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) = C_{mn} (4.17) for almost every β in Δ̃. For this purpose, let P (β) be the projector onto Q(β). Let e_j , j = 1, . . . m_n, be the canonical basis of C_{mn} . Assume that (4.17) does not hold for almost every β in Δ̃. Then, there has to be a j such that g_j(β) := (I − P (β))e_j, is different from zero in a set of positive measure O ⊂ Δ̃. Let us prove that g_j is a measurable function. For this purpose, we prove that I − P (β) is strongly measurable. Note D_n(β) := L_{n,r}(β)F is bounded from H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) into C_{mn} , and continuous in operator norm. Remark that I − P (β) is the projector onto the kernel of D(β)^∗ as an operator from C_{mn} into H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Let us denote K(β) := D(β)D(β)^∗. Let E_{K(β)}(λ) be the spectral family of K(β) as a selfadjoint operator in C_{mn} and let R_{K(β)}(z) = (K(β) − z)^{−1} be the resolvent of K(β). Then, by Stone’s formula (see Theorem VII.13, and the comment in page 264 of [50])

(I − P (β))f = E_{K(β)}({0})f = lim_{ε↓0} 1 πi ∫_0 −1 [R_{K(β)}(λ + iε) − R_{K(β)}(λ − iε)]f, f ∈ C_{mn} . It follows that I − P (β) is strongly measurable. Hence, g_j is measurable, and then, g_j ∈ L^2(Δ̃, C_{mn} ). Moreover, as g_j(β) is orthogonal to Q(β) (g_j, L_{n,r}(β)Ff)_{L2(Δ̃,C nm )} = 0, f ∈ H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)).

Further, as the set L_{n,r}(β)Ff, with f ∈ H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) is dense in L^2(Δ̃, C_{nm} ), the function g_j(β) is zero for almost every β ∈ Δ̃. This contradiction proves that (4.17) holds, and then,

L_n(β)F(I − (BR_0)_±(β))^{−1}H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) = C_{mn} . (4.18) Suppose now that some h ∈ H_{sp} is orthogonal to the range of F_±. Let {f_l}^∞_{l=1} be an orthonormal basis in H_b(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)). Then, for every interval Δ̃ ⊂ σ_{ac}(A) contained in the interior of Δ_n, ( F_±E_A(Δ̃)f_l, h ) H_{sp} = ∫ Δ̃ ( L_n(β)F(I − (BR_0)_±(β))^{−1}f_l, h ) C_{nm} = 0. (4.19)

Hence, ( L_n(β)F(I − (BR_0)_±(β))^{−1}f_l, h ) C_{nm} = 0, a.e β ∈ Δn, l = 1, . . . and by (4.17) h(β) = 0, for a.e. β ∈ Δ_n. As this holds for every Δ_n we get that h = 0. This completes the proof that the F_± are onto H_{sp} and that (4.8) holds. Furthermore, by (3.106), (4.2), Stone’s formula (see Theorem VII.13, and the comment in page 264 of [50]), the spectral theorem (see Section five of Chapter six of [30] and Theorem VIII.6 in page 263 of [50]) for any intervals Δ_j ∈ σ_{ac}(A), for j = 1, 2, any f_j ∈ Ĉ_α(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) with compact support in I_0, and for any bounded Borel function ϕ

(ϕ(A)E_A(Δ_1)f_1, E_A(Δ_2)f_2)_H = (ϕ(·)F_±E_A(Δ_1)f_1, F_±E_A(Δ_2)f_2)_{Hsp} . (4.20)

Moreover, since the ser of functions (4.1) is dense in H_{ac}(A), we have

(ϕ(A)f_1, f_2)_H = (ϕ(·)F_±f_1, F_±f_2)_{Hsp} , f_1, f_2 ∈ H_{ac}(A). (4.21)

Equation (4.9) in the case where ϕ is bounded follows from (4.21). In the general case where ϕ is not bounded, (4.9) follows from (4.9) in the bounded case, since for f ∈ D[ϕ(A_{ac}], as n → ∞, we have, E_A((0, n))f → f, and ϕ(A_{ac})E_A((0, n))f → ϕ(A_{ac})f.

5 The wave operators

In this section we prove the existence and the completeness of the wave operators. We recall that the wave operators are said to be complete if their range is H_{ac}(A). See Definition 1 in Section 3 of Chapter 2 of [60]. We also prove Birman’s invariance principle of the wave operators. We first prove that the weak Abelian wave operators exist and and are isometric with final subspace the absolutely continuous subspace of A_{ac}. The existence and the completeness of the wave operators follows from this result. Along the way, we also prove the stationary formulae for the wave operators. We begin defining the weak Abelian wave operators as in equation 11 in page 76 of [60]

Ω_± := w− lim_{ε↓0} ∫_∞ 0 w_ε(t)P_{ac}(A)e^{±itA}e^{∓itA0} dt, (5.1) if the limit exits, where we take w_ε(t) = 2εe^{−2εt}, and w− lim_{ε↓0} means the weak limit as ε ↓ 0. This is equivalent to,

(Ω_±f, g)_H := lim_{ε↓0} ∫_∞ 0 w_ε(t) ( e^{±itA}e^{∓itA0} f, g ) H dt, (5.2) for f ∈ H, and g ∈ H_{ac}(A).

In the following theorem we prove that the weak Abelian wave operators exist, that they are given by the stationary formulae, and that they are isometric with final subspace H_{ac}(A).

Theorem 5.1. The weak Abelian wave operators (5.1) exist, and

Ω_± = F^∗_±F. (5.3)

Moreover the Ω_± are isometric with final subspace H_{ac}(A).

Proof. Note that as F is unitary and the F_± are partially isometric with final subspace H_{ac}(A) it is immediate from (5.3) that the Ω_± are isometric with final subspace H_{ac}(A). We proceed to prove (5.3). Since e^{±itA}e^{∓itA0} is unitary it is enough to prove that the limits in (5.2) exist in dense sets. Then, we can replace g in (5.2) by P_{ac}(A)E_A(Δ̃_n)g, with g ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) and where Δ̃_n is a closed interval contained in the interior Δ_n with Δ_n as in (2.140), (2.141). Recall that Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) was defined in (3.100). Moreover, as M is a closed set of measure zero, for every ε > 0 there is an open set O_ε such that M ∩ Δ_n ⊂ O_ε, and with the Lebesgue measure m(O_ε) < ε. Further, s− lim_{ε↓0} P_{ac}(A)E_{A0} (O_ε) = 0. Then, in (5.2) we can replace P_{ac}(A)E_A(Δ̃_n)g, by E_A(Δ̃_n)g, where Δ̃_n is a closed interval contained in the interior of Δ_n and distance(Δ̃_n, M) > 0. In the same way, we can replace f in (5.2) by E_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, with f ∈ Ĉ_{α,b}(I_0, L^2_o(S_1)) and Δ̃_j a closed interval contained in the interior of Δ_j and with positive distance to M. Then, in order that the weak Abelian wave operators exists it is enough to prove that ( Ω_±E_{A0} (Δ̃_j)f, E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H := lim_{ε↓0} ∫_∞ 0 w_ε(t) ( e^{±itA}e^{∓itA0} E_{A0} (Δ̃_j)f, E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) dt. (5.4) Further, as in the proof of Lemma 1 in page 92 of [60] we prove, taking the Fourier transform that (5.4) is equivalent to ( Ω_±E_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H = lim_{ε↓0}^ε_π ∫ R ( R_{A0} (β ± iε)E_{A0} (Δ̃_j)f, R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) dβ. (5.5)

Then, it is enough to prove that (5.5) holds and that, ( Ω_±E_{A0} (Δ̃_j)f, E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H = ( FE_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, F_±E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H . (5.6)

We proceed to prove (5.5) and (5.6). We denote δ := min[distance(Δ̃_j , M), distance(Δ̃_n, M)] > 0, and M_1 := {x ∈ R : distance(x, M) ≤ δ/2}. Then, distance(Δ̃_j , M_1) > ρ/2 > 0, and distance(Δ̃_n, M_1) > ρ/2 > 0. Hence, by the spectral theorem (see Section five of Chapter six of [30] and Theorem VIII.6 in page 263 of [50]) ‖R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)‖ ≤ C, β ∈ M_1. Then, by Schwarz’s inequality and the spectral theorem, | | |^ε_π ∫ M_1 ( R_{A0} (β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_j)f, R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H dβ | | | ≤ C ∫ M_1 [∫ Δ̃_j ε^2 (β−λ)^2+ε^2 d dλ (E_{A0} (λ)f, f)_H dλ ]_{1/2} dβ. (5.7)

Hence, by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,

lim_{ε↓0} ε π ∫ M_1 ( R_{A0} (β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_j)f, R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H dβ = 0. (5.8)

Moreover, by (2.144) and (3.99) ε π ∫ R\M_1 dβ ( R_{A0} (β ± iε)E_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H = ∫ R\M_1 dβ ∫_~ Δ_j dγ 1 π ε (β−γ)^2 +ε^2 (Lj(γ)Ff, Lj (γ)F (I − BRA^0 (β ± iε)) −1 E_A(Δ̃_n)g)_{C mj} .

(5.9)

Moreover, by Theorem 3.3, (3.46), (3.47), (5.9), item (a) of Proposition A.2, and Theorem 7 in Subsection 3 of Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60] ( see also Theorem 5 and Remark 6 in Chapter IV of [34], Theorem 6 in Section 2 of Chapter 1 of [60], and also Section 19 of Chapter 2 of [48])

lim_{ε↓0} ε π ∫ R\M_1 ( R_{A0} (β ± iε)E_{A0} (Δ̃_j)f, R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H dβ = ∫ Δ̃_j dβ ( L_j (β)FE_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, L_j(β)Ff (I − BR_{A0} (β ± iε))^{−1} E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) C_{mj} . (5.10)

Further, by (2.144), (4.2), and (5.10)

lim_{ε↓0} ε π ∫ Δ̃_j ∪Δ̃_n ( R_{A0} (β ± iε)E_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, R_A(β ± iε)E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H dβ = ( FE_{A0} (Δ̃_j )f, F_±E_A(Δ̃_n)g ) H_{sp} . (5.11)

By (5.8) and (5.11) equations (5.5) and (5.6) hold. This completes the proof of the theorem

In the following theorem we prove our results on the existence and the completeness of the wave operators.

Theorem 5.2. The wave operators, W_± = s− lim_{t→±∞} e^{itA}e^{−itA0} , (5.12) where s− lim_{t→±∞} means the strong limit as t → ±∞, exist and are complete. They are isometric from H onto H_{ac}(A). Moreover, the intertwining relations hold,

ϕ(A_{ac})W_± = W_±ϕ(A_0), (5.13)

for every Borel function ϕ. Furthermore, the stationary formulae for the wave operators are valid, W_± = F^∗_±F. (5.14)

Proof. By Theorem 5.1 the Ω_± are isometric from H onto H_{ac}(A). Then, by Corollary 2 in page 74 and the remarks in page 76 of [60], the wave operators W_± exist, are complete, and coincide with the Ω_±. They are isometric from H onto H_{ac}(A). Furthermore, by (5.3) the stationary formulae (5.14) hold. Finally, by Theorem 4 in page 69 of [60] the intertwining relations (5.13) are valid for any bounded Borel function ϕ. In the case where ϕ is not bounded (5.13) hold since for f ∈ D[ϕ(A_0], as n → ∞, we have, E_{A0} ((0, n))f → f, and ϕ(A_0)E_{A0} ((0, n))f → ϕ(A_0)f, and similarly for ϕ(A).

We proceed to prove Birman’s invariance principle of the wave operators. For this purpose we make explicit the dependence of the wave operators on A and A_0, and denote by W_±(A, A_0) the wave operator for the pair A, A_0. By (2.126) either,

σ(A_0) = σ_{ess}(A) = σ_{ac}(A) = [ (2π/T (E_0))^2, ∞ ) , (5.15) or σ(A_0) = σ_{ess}(A) = σ_{ac}(A) = ∪^N_{l=1}J_l ∪ [α_{N+1}, ∞), (5.16) where J_l = [α_l, γ_l], for l = 1, . . . , N with α_1 := (2π/T (E_0))^2 < α_2, · · · < α_N , and γ_1 < γ_2 < · · · < γ_N . Further, α_l < γ_l, for l = 1, . . . , N. Moreover, J_l ∩ J_k = ∅, for l ≠ k, with l, k = 1, . . . , N. Furthermore, α_{N+1} > γ_N . The case (5.15) is valid if and only if the no gap condition, T (E_{max}) > 2T (E_{min}) holds. In the case (5.15) we define,

Λ := ( (2π/T (E_0))^2 , ∞ ) , (5.17)

and in the case (5.16) we designate,

Λ := ∪^N_{=1}(α_l, γ_l) ∪ (α_{N+1}, ∞). (5.18)

We have that (see page 357 of [30]), E_A(R \ σ(A)) = 0. Then, to define ϕ(A) is is enough to defined ϕ on σ(A). Let ϕ be a real valued Borel function defined on σ(A) Then, with Λ as in (5.17) or (5.18) σ(A) \ Λ is countable. It follows that, the Lebesgue measure of σ(A) \ Λ and of ϕ(σ(A) \ Λ) are zero. Let us represent Λ in (5.17) or in (5.18) as Λ = ∪^Q_{n=1}Λ_n, (5.19) where the Λ_n, for n = 1, . . . , Q are open nonintersecting intervals, and Q is a positive integer, or Q = ∞. Note that the Λ_n do not need to coincide with the intervals in (5.17) or in (5.18). Suppose that ϕ is absolutely continuous in each of the Λ_n, n = 1, . . . , and that ϕ^′(β) > 0, for almost every β in Λ_n. Then, by Lemma 1 in page 87 of [60]

H_{ac}(ϕ(A)) = H_{ac}(A), (5.20) and H_{ac}(ϕ(A_0)) = H_{ac}(A_0) = H. (5.21) Note that in the notation of page 86 of [60] we are taking M = σ(A).

Birman’s invariance principle is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that ϕ is a real valued Borel function defined in σ(A), that is absolutely continuous on each of the Λ_n in (5.19) and that ϕ^′(β) > 0, for almost every β ∈ Λ_n, for n = 1, . . . , Q. Then, the wave operators W_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) exist and,

W_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) = W_±(A, A_0). (5.22)

In particular, the wave operators W_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) are complete. They are isometric with final subspace H_{ac}(ϕ(A)) = H_{ac}(A).

Proof. The Abelian wave operators, Θ_±(A, A_0) are defined by the following limit in page 76 of [60], lim_{ε↓0} ∫_∞ 0 εe^{−εt}‖e^{i±tA}e^{∓itA0t}f − Θ_±(A, A_0)f‖^2_Hdt, f ∈ H. (5.23) By the remarks in page 76 of [60], as by Theorem 5.2 the wave operators W_±(A, A_0) exist, the Abelian wave operators exist and,

Θ_±(A, A_0) = W_±(A, A_0). (5.24)

Then, by Theorem 1 in page 110 of [60] the Abelian wave operators Θ_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) exist and, furthermore, Θ_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) = Θ_±(A, A_0) = W_±(A, A_0). (5.25) Further, by Theorem 5.2 the wave operators W_±(A, A_0) are isometric. Then, it follows from (5.25) that the wave operators Θ_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) are isometric. Hence, by the remarks in page 76 of [60] the wave operators W_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) exist and

W_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) = Θ_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)). (5.26)

Equation (5.22) follows from (5.25) and (5.26). Finally, by (5.22) the wave operators W_±(ϕ(A), ϕ(A_0)) are isometric and complete with final subspace H_{ac}(ϕ(A)) = H_{ac}(A) since this is true for the wave operat ors W_±(A, A_0).

The scattering operator is defined as follows,

S := W^∗_+W_−. (5.27)

By Theorem 5.2 S is unitary on H.

6 Landau damping and large time asymptotics

In this section we obtain our results in Landau damping and in the long time asymptotic behaviour of the phase-space density. We first prepare results that we need. We begin by considering the quadratic form associated to Ã. Recall that the quadratic from of Ã_0 is given by (2.113). We define the quadratic form ã(f, g) = ã_0(f, g) − ( B̃f, g ) H̃ , f, g ∈ D[ã] = D[ã_0] := D[D̃_o]. (6.1)

As B̃ is selfadjoint and bounded, ã is closed, symmetric, and bounded below. By the first representation theorem (see Theorem 2.1 in page 322 of [30]) ã is the quadratic form of Ã. Further, by (2.124) and item (c) of Theorem 3.5 Ã ≥ δ > 0. Hence, also ã ≥ δ > 0. By the second representation theorem (Theorem 2.23 in page 331 of [30] ) D[ √ Ã] = D[ã] = D[D̃_0], (6.2) and ã(f, g) = (√ Ãf, √ Ãg ) H̃ , f, g ∈ D [√ Ã ] = D[ã] = D[D̃_o]. (6.3)

Recall that the gravitational potential UD̃_0f induced by a phase-space density f ∈ D[D̃_0] is given by,

(UD̃_0f)(x) = 2π ∫ R |x − y|ρ(y) dy = 2π ∫_{R0} −R_0 |x − y|ρ(y) dy, (6.4) ρ(x) = ∫ R (D̃_0f)(x, v) dv, (6.5)

where to simplify the notation we have extended f by zero to R^2 \ Ω̂_0. Further, we used that the support of ρ is contained in [−R_0, R_0]. The quantity R_0 is introduced in item (d) of Proposition 2.1. At the beginning of page 688 of [24] it is proved, ∫_{R0} −R_0 ρ(x) dx = 0. (6.6)

It follows from the second equality in (6.4), (6.6), and using that ρ is an even function that the support of UD̃_0f is contained in [−R_0, R_0]. Furthermore, using (6.6) it is proved at the beginning of page 688 of [24],

∂_x(UD̃_0f)(x) = 4π ∫_x −R_0 ρ(y) dy, (6.7) and that ∂_x(UD̃_0f)(x) = 0, for x ∈ R \ [−R_0, R_0].

Moreover, It is proven in equation (A.4) of [24] that

∂_x(UD̃_0f)(x) = 4π ∫ R^3 vf(x, v)dv. (6.8) We denote by K the following operator defined on H̃, Kf := ∂_xU ( D̃_0 1√ Ã f ) , f ∈ H̃. (6.9)

In the following proposition we prove that K is a compact operator from H̃ into L^2((−R_0, R_0)).

Proposition 6.1. The operator K defined in (6.9) is compact from H̃ into L^2((−R_0, R_0)).

Proof. Let {f_n} be a bounded sequence in H̃. Since D[Ã^{1/2}] = D[D̃_0], the operator D̃_0Ã^{−1/2} is bounded. Then, for some constant C,

‖D̃_0Ã^{−1/2}f_n‖~_{Heven} ≤ C, n = 1, . . . . (6.10)

Recall that for n = 1, . . . the support of ∂_xU(D̃_0Ã^{−1/2}f_n) is contained in [−R_0, R_0]. Moreover, by equation (A.3) of [24] and (6.10) ‖ ‖∂x(UD̃0Ã^{−1/2}fn) ‖ ‖_{L2((−R0,R0))} + ‖ ‖∂^2_x(UD̃0Ã^{−1/2}fn) ‖ ‖_{L2((−R0,R0))} ≤ C ‖ ‖D̃_0Ã_{−1/2}f_n ‖ ‖ H̃_{even} ≤ C,

(6.11)

Then, by (6.11) {∂_xU(DÃ^{−1/2}f_n)} is a bounded sequence in the Sobolev space H_1((−R_0, R_0)). Hence, by the Rellich-Kondrachov local compactness theorem (see Theorem 6.2 in page 144 of [1]) there is a subsequence of {∂_xU(DÃ^{−1/2}f_n)} that is convergent in L^2((−R_0, R_0)). This proves that K is compact.

Observe that if f ∈ H_{ac}(Ã), as is well known, e^{−itÃ}f tends weakly to zero as t → ±∞. This is immediate since by the spectral theorem (see Section five of Chapter six of [30] and Theorem VIII.6 in page 263 of [50]) ( e^{−itÃ}f, g ) H̃ = ∫ σ_{ac}(Ã) e^{−itλ} d dλ (E~_A)(λ)f, g)_{H̃} dλ, g ∈ H̃. Since^d_{dλ} (E_A(λ)h, q)_H is integrable, it follows from the Riemann-Lebesque lemma that lim t→±∞ ( e^{−itÃ}f, g ) H̃ = 0. g ∈ H̃. (6.12)

Now we state our results in the gravitational Landau damping.

Theorem 6.2. Let δf be a solution to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (2.36)-(2.38). Let us define δf_± as in (2.40), (2.41), (2.54), and (2.55). Assume that δf_+(t, x, v) ∈ D[D̃^†_o], and that δf_+(0, x, v) = 0. Further, suppose that δf_−(t, x, v) ∈ D[Ã] ∩ H̃_{ac}(Ã). Let (Uδf)(t, x) = (Uδf_+)(t, x) be the gravitaional potential induced by δf. Then, the gravitational force (Fδf)(t, x) := −∂_x(Uδf)(t, x) = −∂_x(Uδf_+)(t, x) satisfies. (a) lim t→±∞ ‖(Fδf)(t, ·)‖L2((−R_0, R_0)) = 0, (6.13) (b) lim t→±∞ ‖∂_t(Fδf)(t, ·)‖L2((−R_0, R_0)) = 0. (6.14)

Proof. As δf_−(t, x, v) ∈ D[A] we have that δf_−(t, x, v) is a strong solution to (2.51). Moreover, since δf_+(0) = 0, it follows from (2.43) that ∂_tδf_−(0, x, v) = 0. Hence, δf_−(t, x, v) is given by, δf_− = cos (√ Ãt ) f_0, (6.15)

where f_0(x, v) := δf_−(0, x, v). Further, by (2.42) and (6.15)

δf_+(t) = D̃_o ( −Ã^{−1/2} sin (√ Ã t ) f_0 ) . (6.16)

By (6.9) and (6.16)

F(t) := K sin( √ Ã t)f_0 = K 1 2i ( e^i √_{Ã t} − e^{−i} √_{Ã t}) f_0, (6.17)

As by (6.12) e^{±i} √_{Ã t} f_0 tends weakly to zero as t → ±∞ and K is compact from H̃ into L^2([−R_0, R_0]), it follows from (6.17) that (6.13) holds. Let us now prove (b). By the first equality in (6.17), ∂_tF = K √ Ã cos( √ A t)f_0. (6.18)

Further, √ Ã cos( √ A t)f_0 = 1 2 ( e^i √_{Ã t} + e^{−i} √_{Ã t}) √ Ãf_0. (6.19)

By (6.12) and (6.19), we have that cos( √ A t) √ Ãf_0 tends weakly to zero in H̃ as t → ±∞.

Then, as K is compact from H̃ into L^2([−R_0, R_0]), equation (6.14) follows from (6.18).

In the following corollary we prove that the potential Uδf and its time derivative tend to zero as time tends to ±∞. Recall that the support of Uδf is contained in [−R_0, R_0].

Corollary 6.3. Let δf be a solution to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (2.36)-(2.38) that satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 6.2. Further, let (Uδf)(t, x) = (Uδf_+)(t, x) be the gravitational potential induced by δf. Then, the following is true. (a) |(Uδf)(t, x)| ≤ √ 2R_0 ‖F(δf)(t, ·)‖_L2_{((−R0,R0))} → 0, t → ±∞, x ∈ [−R_0, R_0]. (6.20) (b) |∂_t(Uδf)(t, x)| ≤ √ 2R_0 ‖∂_tF(δf)(t, ·)‖_L2_{((−R0 ,R0))} → 0, t → ±∞, x ∈ [−R_0, R_0]. (6.21)

Proof. Since (Uδf)(t, −R_0) = 0, U(δf)(t, x) = − ∫_x −R_0 F(δf)(t, y) dy. (6.22) Then, (6.20) follows from (6.13) and Schwarz’s inequality. Equation (6.21) follows in the same way taking the time derivative of (6.22) and using (6.14).

Finally, let δf be a solution to the linearized gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system (2.36)- (2.38) as in Theorem 6.2. We define the wave operators in H̃ as follows,

W̃_± := s− lim_{t→±∞} e^{itÃ}e^{−itÃ}0 = F^†W_±F. (6.23)

Further, by (5.22) and (6.23)

W_±(ϕ(Ã), ϕ(Ã_0)) = W_±(Ã, Ã_0). (6.24)

The wave operators W̃_± are complete since they are unitarily equivalent to the W_±. Then, for any f_0 ∈ H̃_{ac}(Ã) there are g_{±,0} ∈ H̃ such that,

g_{±,0} = W̃^∗_± f_0. (6.25)

We denote, g_±(t) := 1 2 ( e^{−it} √_{Ã0} g_{±,0} + e^{it} √_{Ã0} g_{∓,0} ) . (6.26)

Then, by (6.15) and Birman’s invariance principle (6.24) with ϕ(λ) := √ λ, lim t→±∞ ‖δf −(t) − g_±(t)‖~_H = 0. (6.27)

That is to say, for t → ±∞, the solution δf_−(t) is asymptotic to the solutions g_±(t) to the free Antonov wave equation, ∂^2_t g_± − Ã_0g_± = 0.

This implies that asymptotically the odd part of the phase-space distribution function follows the trajectories of the solutions to Newton’s equations for the potential U_0, of the steady state, in the sense that δf_− is transported along these trajectories.

7 Scattering for the Antonov wave equation

In this section we consider the wave operators and the scattering operator for the Antonov wave equation (2.56). We follows Section four of Chapter 3 of [60]. For related approaches see [31] and Section 10 in Chapter XI of[52]. We introduce the new variables

h_1(t) := ∂_tg, h_2(t) = ( √ Ãg)(t). (7.1)

Then (2.56) is equivalent to i∂h(t) = Hh(t), (7.2) where h(t) := ( h_1(t) h_2(t) ) (7.3) and H := [ 0 −i √ Ã i √ Ã 0 ] = C [√ Ã 0 0 − √ Ã ] C^†, (7.4)

with C the unitary matrix C := 1 √ 2 [ −i i 1 1 ] . (7.5) The operator H is selfadjoint in the Hilbert space,

H := H̃ ⊕ H̃, (7.6)

with domain D[H] := D [√ Ã ] ⊕ D [√ Ã ] . (7.7) The unperturbed Antonov wave equation is given by,

∂^2_t f + Ã_0f = 0. (7.8)

We proceed as with (2.56). We introduce the new variables

h_1(t) := ∂_tf, h_2(t) = ( √ Ã_0f)(t). (7.9)

Then (7.8) is equivalent to i∂h(t) = H_0h(t), (7.10) where h(t) := ( h_1(t) h_2(t) ) (7.11) and H_0 := [ 0 −i √ Ã_0 i √ Ã_0 0 ] = C [√ Ã_0 0 0 − √ Ã_0 ] C^†, (7.12)

with C the unitary matrix (7.5). The operator H_0 is selfadjoint in the Hilbert space (7.6), with domain D[H_0] := D [√ Ã_0 ] ⊕ D [√ Ã_0 ] . (7.13)

Note that as H̃_{ac}( √ Ã_0) = H̃_{ac}(Ã_0) = H̃, we have that H_{ac}(H_0) = H. Then, by Theorems 5.2, and 5.3, (6.23), (6.24), and Theorem 1 in page 109 of [60] the wave operators

W_±(H, H_0) := s− lim_{t→±∞} e^{itH} e^{−itH0} (7.14) exist, are isometric, and are complete, i.e. they are onto H_{ac}(H). Further, by (7.4)

H_{ac}(H) = { h ∈ H : h = Cg, where g ∈ H̃_{ac}(Ã) ⊕ H̃_{ac}(Ã) } . (7.15)

Furthermore W_±(H, H_0) == C [ W_±(Ã, Ã_0) 0 0 W_∓(Ã, Ã_0) ] C^∗, (7.16)

and then

W_±(H, H_0) = 1 2 [ W_±(Ã, Ã_0) + W_∓(Ã, Ã_0) i(W_∓(Ã, Ã_0) − W_±(Ã, Ã_0)) i(W_±(Ã, Ã_0) − W_∓(Ã, Ã_0)) W_±(Ã, Ã_0) + W_∓(Ã, Ã_0) ] . (7.17)

Further, the scattering matrix,

S(H, H_0) := W_+(H, H_0)^†W_−(H, H_0), (7.18)

is unitary on H. The existence and the completeness of the wave operators (7.16) implies that for every h ∈ H_{ac}(H) the solution to the Antonov wave equation e^{−itH}h behaves as t → ±∞ as a solution to the unperturbed Antonov wave equation, e^{−itH0} W_±(H, H_0)^†h, lim t→±∞ ‖e^{−itH}h − e^{−itH0} W_±(H, H_0)^†h‖_H = 0. (7.19)

This means that for large times the solutions to the Antonov wave equation with initial data in the absolutely continuous subspace of the Antonov operator evolve along the trajectories of the solutions to Newton’s equations with the potential U_0 of the steady state in the sense that they transported along these trajectories.

A Appendix

We begin the appendix giving the proof of a proposition about the spaces of Hölder continuous functions defined in a bounded open interval and with values in a Hilbert space. For the definition of these spaces see Subsection 2.1. We include this proof to make the paper selfcontained.

PROPOSITION A.1. Let I be a bounded open interval of real numbers, and G a separable Hilbert space. Then, for any α_1, α_2, with 0 < α_1 < α_2 ≤ 1, we have,

C_{α2} (I, G) ⊂ Ĉ_{α1} (I, G), (A.1)

with the imbedding continuous.

Proof. By a change of coordinates x → ax + b with suitable a, b, ∈ R, we reduce the problem to the case I = (−π, π). As any function in C_{α2} (I, G) extends uniquely to a function in C_{α2} (I, G) we can assume that f is Hölder continuous on [−π, π]. We decompose f as follows,

f(x) = f_+(x) + [f_−(x) − 1 π f_−(π)x] + 1 π f_−(π)x, (A.2)

where f_±(x) :=^1_2 (f(x) ± f(−x)), are, respectively, the even and the odd parts of f. As 1 π f_−(π)x belongs to Ĉ_{α1} (I, G), and f_+(x) and f_−(x) −^1_π f_−(π)x take the same value at ±π the problem is reduced to the case of f ∈ C_{α2} (I, G) that satisfy f(−π) = f(π). We can use the (C,1) convergence of the Fourier series [21]. Remark that [21] considers real valued functions, but the same proof applies in the case of functions with values in a separable Hilbert space. We denote

s_n(x) = a_0 2 + n∑ k=1 (a_k cos kx + b_k sin kx), (A.3)

where a_k := 1 π ∫_π −π f(x) cos kxdx, k = 0, . . . , (A.4) and b_k := 1 π ∫_π −π f(x) sin kxdx, k = 1, . . . . (A.5) Further, we designate σ_n(x) = 1 n n−1∑ l=0 s_l(x). (A.6)

Then, according to Section 12.2C of [21] σ_n(x) − f(x) = 2 π ∫_π 0 [ f(x + t) + f(x − t) 2 − f(x) ] K_n(t)dt, (A.7) where we have extended f(x) periodically to R, and

K_n(t) :=

(sin nt/2)^2 2n(sin t/2)^2

. (A.8)

Further, 1 = 2 π ∫_π 0 K_n(t)dt. (A.9) Note that σ_n ∈ C^∞(I, G). Further, by Theorem 12.3C of [21]

lim_{n→∞} max_{x∈I} ‖σ_n(x) − f(x)‖_G = 0. (A.10)

Let us denote h_n(x) := σ_n(x) − f(x). (A.11) Then, by (A.7)

h_n(x_1) − h_n(x_2) = 2 π ∫_π 0 [f(x_1 + t) − f(x_2 + t) + (f(x_1 − t) − f(x_2 − t)) 2 − (f(x_1) − f(x_2)) ] K_n(t)dt. (A.12)

Hence, for any ε > 0, by (A.9) and as f ∈ C_{α2} (I, G), 1 |x_1 − x_2|^{α1}

‖h_n(x_1) − h_n(x_2)‖_G ≤ C|ε|^{α2−α1} , |x_1 − x_2| ≤ ε, (A.13)

where the constant C in the right-hand side of (A.13) is independent of ε. Moreover, for each fixed ε > 0, by (A.10) and (A.11), for each δ > 0 there is an N such that, 1 |x_1 − x_2|^{α1}

‖h_n(x_1) − h_n(x_2)‖_G ≤ 1 ε^{α1} δ, |x_1 − x_2| ≥ ε, n ≥ N. (A.14) Given any ρ > 0 we can take ε so small that the right hand side of (A.13) is smaller than ρ/2 and then take N so large that the right hand side of (A.14) is smaller than ρ/2. Then, 1 |x_1 − x_2|^{α1}

‖h_n(x_1) − h_n(x_2)‖_G ≤ ρ, n ≥ N. (A.15)

By (A.10) and (A.15) σ_n converges to f in the norm of C_{α1} (I, G). This completes the proof of (A.1). Moreover, it is immediate from the definition of C^α(I, G) that C^{α2} (I, G) ⊂ C^{α1} (I, G) and, ‖f‖_{Cα1 (I,G)} ≤ C‖f‖_{Cα2 (I,G)}, f ∈ C_{α2} (I, G). Moreover, as Ĉ_{α1} (I, G) ⊂ C_{α1} (I, G) we get, ‖f‖_{Ĉα1 (I,G)} ≤ C‖f‖_{Cα2} (I, G), f ∈ C_{α2} (I, G). (A.16) This proves that the imbedding of C_{α2} (I, G) into Ĉ_{α1} (I, G) is continuous.

In the following proposition we obtain properties of the period function and of the angle variable. Recall that the the angle θ(x, E) was defined in (2.65) for x_−(E) ≤ x ≤ x_+(E), and E > E_{min}. Moreover, θ(x_−(E), E) = 0, and θ(x_+(E), E) = 1/2. To simplify the statement of the next proposition we agree to extend the definition of θ(x, E) as follows: θ(x, E) = 0, for x ≤ x_−(E), and θ(x, E) = 1/2, for x ≥ x_+(E).

PROPOSITION A.2. We have that:

(a) There is a constant C such that. T^′(E) ≤ C 1 √ E − E_{min}

, E ∈ (E_{min}, E_0]. (A.17)

(b) The period functions T (E) has a continuous second derivative for E ∈ (E_{min}, E_0].

(c) For every δ > 0 such that E_{min} + δ < E_0 there is a constant C so that |θ(x, E_1) − θ(x, E_2)| ≤ C √ |E_1 − E_2|, E_1, E_2 ∈ [E_{min} + δ, E_0]. (A.18)

Proof. We already know from Proposition 2.3 that T (E) is continuously differentiable for E ∈ (E_{min}, E_0]. Further, in Theorem 2.1 of [15] it is proved

T^′(E) = 2 E − E_{min} ∫_{x+(E)} 0 M(y) 1 √ 2(E − U_0(y)) dy, (A.19)

where, M(x) :=

U^′_0(x)^2 − 2(U_0(x) − E_{min})U^{′′}_0 (x) U^′_0(x)^2

. (A.20)

Moreover, by (2.18), (2.19), and (2.20)

ρ_0(x) := ∫ f_0(x, v)dv = 2 ∫ √_{2(E0−U0(x))} 0 φ(E(v, x)) dv. (A.21) Then,

ρ^′_0(x) = 2 ∫ √_{2(E0−U0(x))} 0 φ^′(E) U^′_0(x) dv. (A.22)

By (A.22) |U^{′′′}_0 (x)| = 4π|ρ^′_0(x)| ≤ C|U^′_0(x)| = O(|x|), x → 0, (A.23) where we used that by (2.26) U^′_0(0) = 0 and Taylor expansion. We recall that by (2.27) ∂^2_xU_0(0) = 4πρ_0(0) > 0. Then, by (A.23) and Taylor expansion,

U_0(x) = U_0(0) +^1_2 U^{′′}_0 (0)x^2 + O(|x|^4), x → 0, U^′_0(x) = U^{′′}_0 (0)x + O(|x|^3), x → 0, U^{′′}_0 (x) = U^{′′}_0 (0) + O(x^2), x → 0, U^{′′′}_0 (x) = O(|x|), x → 0. (A.24)

Hence, by (A.24) and as E_{min} := U_0(0) we get, ( M(y) U^′_0(y) ) = O(|y|), ∂_y ( (M(y) U^′_0(y) ) = O(1), y → 0. (A.25)

Then, using (A.19), (A.25) and integrating by parts,

T^′(E) = −^2_{E−Emin} ∫_{x+E)} 0 M(y) U^′_0(y) ∂_y √ 2(E − U_0(y) dy = 2 E − E_{min} ∫_{x+(E)} 0 [ ∂_y ( M(y) U_0(y)^′ )] √ 2(E − U_0(y)) dy. (A.26)

Furthermore, we used that by Lemma 2.2 U_0(x_+(E)) = E. By the second expression for T^′(E) in (A.26) |T^′(E)| ≤ 2^{3/2} √ E − E_{min} ∫_{R0} 0 | | | |∂^y ( M(y) U_0(y)^′ )| | | dy. (A.27) The quantity R_0 is introduced in (d) of Proposition 2.1. Equation(A.17) follows from the second equality in (A.25) and (A.27). This proves (a). We now prove (b). By the second equality in (A.26) we get,

T (E)^{′′} = −^2_{(E−Emin)2} ∫_{x+(E)} 0 [ ∂_y ( M(y) U_0(y)^′ )] √ 2(E − U_0(y))dy+ 2 (E − E_{min}) ∫_{x+(E)} 0 [ ∂_y ( M(y) U_0(y)^′ )] 1 √ 2(E − U_0(y)) dy. (A.28)

By (A.28) T (E) is twice continuously differentiable for E > E_{min}. This proves (b).

Let us now prove (c). Let us take x_−(E) < x < x_+(E). To compute ∂_E θ(x, E) we proceed in a similar way as in the computation of the derivative of the period T (E) given in the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [15]. Let us denote,

e := E − E_{min}, G(x) := U_0(x) − E_{min}, γ(x, e) := 2(e − G(x)) = 2(E − U_0(x)), (A.29) I(x, e) := ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) √ γ(y, e) dy, (A.30) J(x, e) := ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) (γ(y, e) − 2e) √ γ(y, e) dy. (A.31) We have, ∂_eI(x, e) = ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) 1 √ γ(y, e) dy, (A.32) and ∂_eJ(x, e) = I(e, x) − 2e∂_eI(x, e). (A.33) Note that, as U_0(x_−(e + E_{min})) = U_0(x_−(E)) = E, we have that γ(x_−(e + E_{min}, e) = 0. Moreover since, J(x, e) = 2 3 ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) (γ(y, e) − 2e) (−U^′_0(y))

∂_yγ(y, e)^{3/2}dy (A.34) integrating by parts in y we get, J(x, e) = 2 3 (γ(x, e) − 2e) (−U^′_0(x)) γ(x, e)^{3/2}− 2 3 ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) γ(y, e)^{3/2} (U^′_0(y)^2 − (U_0(y) − E_{min})U^{′′}_0 (y)) U^′_0(y)^2 dy. (A.35)

Derivating once (A.33) with respect to e, and (A.35) twice with respect to e we get,

2e∂^2_e I(x, e) = 2

U_0(x) − E_{min} (−U^′_0(x)) 1 √ γ(x, e) + ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min})

(U^′_0(y)^2 − 2(U_0(y) − E_{min})U^{′′}_0 (y)) √ γ(y, e)U^′_0(y)^2 dy. (A.36)

Further, observe that, (2.65) and (A.32) θ(x, E) = 1 T (E) ∂_eI(x, E). (A.37) Hence, by (A.32), (A.36), and (A.37), ∂_E θ(x, E) = [ − 1 T (E)^2

T^′(E) ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) 1 √ γ(y, e) dy + a(x, E) ] , (A.38)

where a(x, E) := 1 2T (E)(E − E_{min}) ( 2 U_0(x) − E_{min} (−U^′_0(x)) 1 √ γ(x, e) + ∫_x x_−(e+E_{min}) M(y) √ γ(y, e) dy ) . (A.39)

Remark that, lim_{x→0} 2

U_0(x) − E_{min}

(−U^′_0(x))

= 0.

Moreover (see (A.25)), M(y) = O(y^2), y → 0. Then, it follows from (A.38), |∂_E θ(x, E)| ≤ C 1 √ |E − U_0(x)| , E_{min} + δ ≤ E ≤ E_0, x_−(E) < x < x_+(E). (A.40)

Equation (A.18) follows integrating (A.40). This proves (c).

In the following proposition we obtain properties of the functions x(θ, E) and v(θ, E).

PROPOSITION A.3. We recall that x(θ, E), and v(θ, E), are defined in (2.71). There is a constant C such that. (a) |∂_E x(θ, E)| ≤ C 1 √ E − E_{min}

, E ∈ (E_{min}, E_0], θ ∈ S_1, (A.41) (b) |x(θ, E_1) − x(θ, E_2)| ≤ C √ |E_1 − E_2|, E_1, E_2 ∈ (E_{min}, E_0], θ ∈ S_1, (A.42) (c) |∂_E v(θ, E)| ≤ C 1 √ E − E_{min}

, E ∈ (E_{min}, E_0], θ ∈ S_1. (A.43) (d) |v(θ, E_1) − v(θ, E_2)| ≤ C √ |E_1 − E_2|, E_1, E_2 ∈ (E_{min}, E_0], θ ∈ S_1. (A.44)

Proof. A result similar to (A.41) and (A.42) in the case of a spherically symmetric gravitational Vlasov–Poisson system with an external potential was proved in Lemma 3.5 of [25]. We give here, in our case, some details of the proof of [25] to make this paper selfcontained, and also since we use the proof of (A.41) and (A.42) to prove (A.43) and (A.44). By Theorem 7.2 in Chapter one of [16] the solution to the characteristic equations (2.31) (X(t, E), V (t, E) defined in (2.70), (2.71) is continuously differentiable in (t, x_−(E)) ⊂ [0, T (E_0)]×[x_−(E_0), 0]. Then, as by Lemma 2.2 x_−(E) is continuous for E ≥ E_{min}, the function (X(t, E), V (t, E)) is continuous in E for E ≥ E_{min}. Furthermore, we have, X(t, E) = x_−(E) − ∫_t s ds ∫_s 0 U^′_0(X(q, E)) dq. (A.45)

Then, ∂_E X(t, E) = x^′_−(E) − ∫_t s ds ∫_s 0 U^{′′}_0 (X(q, E))∂_E X(q, E) dq. (A.46) Let Q(t) be the solution to the system

P (t) = Q^′(t, E), P^′(t) = −U^{′′}_0 (X(t, E))Q(t, E), with Q(0, E) = 1, P (0, E)) = 0. (A.47)

Then, Q(t, E) = 1 − ∫_t 0 ds ∫_q 0 U^{′′}_0 (X(q, E))Q(q, E) dq. (A.48)

Recall that (X(t, E), V (t, E)) is continuous, and hence bounded in (t, E) ⊂ [0, T (E_0)] × [E_{min}, E_0]. Then, by (A.48) and since U^{′′}_0 is continuously differentiable, |Q(t, E)| ≤ 1 + CT (E_0) ∫_t 0 |Q(q, E)| dq. (A.49) Further, it follows from Gronwall’s inequality (see, for example, Proposition A.23.1 of [2] ), |Q(t, E)| ≤ C, (t, E) ∈ [0, T (E_0)] × [E_{min}, E_0]. (A.50) Note that by (A.46) and (A.48) ∂_E X(t, E) = Q(t, E)x^′_−(E). (A.51) Moreover, by (2.71) and (A.51) ∂_E x(θ, E) = θ (∂_tX) (θT (E), E) T^′(E) + Q(θT (E), E) x^′_−(E). (A.52) Further, as |(∂_tX)(θT (E), E)| = |V (θT (E), E)| = √ 2(E − U_0(X(θT (E), E)) ≤ √ 2(E − E_{min}),

(A.53) it follows from (A.52) |∂_E x(θ, E)| ≤ C( √ E − E_{min} + |x^′_−(E)|). (A.54) By Taylor expansion and (A.23) U^′_0(x_−(E)) = U^{′′}_0 (0)x_−(E) + O ( x_−(E)^2 ) , x_−(E) → 0. (A.55) Then, by (2.29),

x^′_−(E) = 1 U^′_0(x_−(E)) = 1 U^{′′}_0 (0)x_−(E)

(1 + O(x_−(E)), x_−(E) → 0. (A.56) Further, by Lemma 2.2 and Taylor expansion E − E_{min} = U_0(x_−(E)) − U_−(0) = 1 2 U^{′′}_0 (0)x_−(E)^2(1 + O(x_−(E)), x_−(E) → 0. (A.57) By (A.56) and (A.57) we get |x^′_−(E)| = 1 √ 2U^{′′}_0 (0) 1 √ E − E_{min}

(1 + O(|x_−(E)|^{1/2})), x_−(E) → 0. (A.58)

Finally, since E → E_{min}, as x_−(E) → 0, we have that (A.44) follows from (A.54) and (A.58). This proves (a). Item (b) follows from (a).We now prove (c). By (A.45) V (t, E) = − ∫_t 0 U^′_0(X(q, E)) dq. (A.59)

Then, ∂_E V (t, E) = − ∫_t 0 U^{′′}_0 (X(q, E))∂_EX(q, E) dq. (A.60) Since X(t, E) is bounded, it follows from(A.50), (A.51) and (A.58), |(∂_E V ) (θT (E), E)| ≤ C 1 √ E − E_{min}

, E ∈ (E_{min}, E_0]. (A.61)

Moreover, by (2.71) ∂_E v(θ, E) = θT^′(E)V^′(θT (E), E) + ∂_E V (θT (E), E). (A.62) Further, as V^′(θT (E), E) is bounded for (θ, E) ∈ S_1 × [E_{min}, E_0] it follows from (A.17), (A.61), and (A.62) that (A.43) holds. This completes the proof of (c). Item (d) follows fom (c).

In the following proposition we obtain a further property of the angle variable. PROPOSITION A.4. For every δ > 0 such that E_{min} + δ < E_0 and for every 0 < α < 1/2 there is a constant C such that

|θ(x_1, E) − θ(x_2, E)| ≤ |x_1 − x_2|^α, E ∈ [E_{min} + δ, E_0], x ∈ [x_−(E), x_+(E)]. (A.63)

Proof. Assume that x_1 < x_2. By (2.65) and Hölder’s inequality, |θ(x_1, E) − θ(x_2, E)| ≤ |x_1 − x_2|^{1p} [∫_{x2} x_1 1 |E − U_0(y)|^q2 dy ] 1_q , 1 p + 1 q = 1, 2 < p ≤ ∞. (A.64)

Moreover, there is a ε > 0 such that |U^′_0(x_±)(E)| ≥ ε, for E ∈ [E_{min} + δ, E_0]. Then, there is a constant C such that, [∫_{x2} x_1 1 |E − U_0(y)|^q2 ] 1_q ≤ [∫_{x+(E)} x_−(E) 1 |E − U_0(y)|^q2 dy ] 1_q ≤ C, E ∈ [E_{min} + δ, E_0]. (A.65)

Equation (A.63) follows from (A.64) and (A.65).

Acknowledgement Ricardo Weder is an Emeritus National Researcher of SNII-SECIHTI, México.

References

[1] Adams R. A., Sobolev Spaces, Academic Press, New York, 1975.

[2] T. Aktosun and R. Weder, Direct and Inverse Scattering for the Matrix Schrödinger Equation, Springer, Switzerland, 2021.

[3] V. A. Antonov, Remarks on the problems of stability in stellar dynamics, Soviet Astronom. A J 4 859-867 (1961).

[4] V. A. Antonov, Solutions of the problem of stability of a stellar system with the Emden density law and spherical velocity distribution, J. Leningr. Univ. Ser. Mekh. Astron. 7 135-146 (1962).

[5] V. A. Antonov, The exact determination of the oscillation spectrum of stellar systems as represented by the model of a plane homogeneous layer, Trans. Astron. Obs. Leningrad Univ. 28 64-85 (1971).

[6] S. Araki, A Theoretical Study of the Instability of Disk Galaxies and Planetary Rings, Ph. D. Thesis Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 1985.

[7] J. Bedrossian, A brief introduction to the mathematics of Landau damping, arXiv:

2211.13707v1 [math.AP] 2022.

[8] J. Bedrossian, N. Masmoudi, and C. Mouhot, Landau damping: paraproducts and Gevrey regularity, Ann. PDE 2 4 (2016).

[9] J. Bedrossian and F. Wang, The Linearized Vlasov and Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equations in a uniform magnetic field, J. Stat. Phys. 178 552-594 (2020).

[10] I. B. Bernstein, Waves in a plasma in a magnetic field, Phys. Rev. 109 10-21 (1958).

[11] J. Binney and S. Tremaine, Galactic Dynamics Second Edition, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton and Oxford, 2008.

[12] F. Charles, B. Després, A. Rege, and R. Weder, The magnetized Vlasov-Ampère system and the Bernstein-Landau paradox, J. Stat. Phys. 183 23 (2021).

[13] S. Chaturvedi, and J. Luk, Phase mixing for solutions to 1D transport equations in a confining potential, Kinet. Relat. Models 15 403-416 (2022).

[14] S. Chaturvedi and J. Luk, Linear and nonlinear phase mixing for the gravitational Vlasov-Poisson system under an external gravitational potential, arXiv: 2409.14626v1 [math.AP] 2024.

[15] S.-N. Chow and D. Wang, On the monotonicity of the period function of some second order equations, C̆aposis Pĕst Mat. 111 14-25, 89 (1986).

[16] E. A. Coddington and N. Levinson, Theory of Differential Equations, Tata MacGrow- Hill, New Delhi, 1955.

[17] B. Després, Trace class properties of the non homogeneous linear Vlasov-Poisson equation in dimension 1 + 1, J. Spectr. Theory 11 709-742 (2021).

[18] B. Després, Scattering structure and Landau damping for linearized Vlasov equations with inhomogeneous Boltzmannian states, Ann. Henri Poincaré 20 2767-2818 (2019).

[19] A. M. Friedman and V. L. Polyachenko, Physics of Gravitating Systems, Springer, New York, 1984.

[20] Y. Guo and Z. Lin, The existence of stable BGK states, Comm. Math. Phys. 352 1121-1152 (2017).

[21] R. R. Goldberg, Methods of Real Analysis Second Edition, New York, Wiley, 1976.

[22] E. Grenier, T. T. Nguyen, and I. Rodnianski, Landau damping for analytic and Gevrey data, Maht. Res. Lett. 28 1679-1702 (2021).

[23] M. Hadz̆ić and M. Moreno, On absence of embedded eigenvalues and stability of BGK waves, arXiv: 2412.070250v1 [math.AP].

[24] M. Hadz̆ić, G. Rein, and C. Straub, On the existence of linearly oscillating galaxies, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal, 243 611-696 (2022).

[25] M. Hadz̆ić, G. Rein, M. Schrecker, and C. Straub, Damping versus oscillation for a gravitational Vlasov–Poisson system, arXiv: 2301.07662v1 [math.AP] 2023.

[26] M. Hadz̆ić, G. Rein, M. Schrecker, and C. Straub, Quantitative phase mixing for Hamiltonians with trapping, arXiv:2405.17153v2 [math.AP] 2024.

[27] E. Hille and R. S. Phillips, Functional Analysis and Semi-Groups, Amer. Math.Soc., Providence R I, 2000.

[28] J. H. Jeans, On the theory of star-streaming and the structure of the universe, Mon.

Not. R. Astr. Soc. 76 70-84 (1915).

[29] A. J. Kalnajs, The perpendicular oscillations of a homogeneous slab of stars, Astrophys.

J. 180 1023-1034 (1973).

[30] T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators Second Edition, Springer, Berlin, 1976. [31] T. Kato, Scattering theory with two Hilbert spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 1 342-369 (1967). [32] R. M. Kulsrud, J. W.-K. Mark, Collective instabilities and waves for inhomogeneous stellar systems. I. The necessary and sufficient energy principle, Astrophys. J. 160 471- 483 (1970).

[33] M. Kunze, A Birman–Schwinger Principle in Galactic Dyanamics, Birkäuser, Switzerland, 2021.

[34] S. T. Kuroda, An Introduction to Scattering Theory, Lecture Notes Series No. 51, Matematisk Institut, Aarhus Universitet, Aarhus, 1980.

[35] L. D. Landau, On the vibrations of the electronic plasma. J. Phys. (USSR) 10 25-34 (1946).

[36] M. Lemou, F. Méhats, and P. Raphaël, A new variational approach to the stability of gravitational systems, Comm. Math. Phys. 302 161-224 (2011).

[37] M. Lemou, F. Méhats, and P. Raphaël, Orbital stability of spherical galactic models, Invent. Math. 187 145-194 (2012).

[38] P. D. Louis, Discrete oscillation modes and damped stationary density waves in onedimensional collisionless systems, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc. 258 552-570 (1992).

[39] D. Lyndell-Bell, The stability and vibrations of a gas of stars, Mon. Not. R. Astr. Soc 124 279-296 (1962).

[40] D. Lyndell-Bell, Statistical mechanics of violent relaxation in stellar dynamics, Mon.

Not. R. Astr. Soc. 136 101-121 (1967).

[41] D. Lyndell-Bell, Lectures on stellar dynamics, in Galactic Dynamics and N-Body Simulations, editors G. Contopoulos, N. K. Spyrou, and L. Vlahos, Lecture Notes Phys. 433, Springer, Berlin, pp. 3-31, 1994.

[42] J. W.-K. Mark, Collective instabilities and waves for inhomogeneous stellar systems. II.

The normal modes problem of the self-consistent plane-parallel slab, Astrophys. J. 169 455-475 (1971).

[43] S. D. Mathur, Existence of oscillation modes in collisionless gravitating systems, Mon.

Not. R. Astr. Soc. 243 529-536 (1990).

[44] M. Moreno, P. Rio Seco, and H. van den Bosch, Mixing in anharmonic potential well, J. Math. Phys. 63 071502 (2022).

[45] M. Moreno, P. Rio Seco, and H. van den Bosch, Spectrum of the linearized Vlasov- Poisson equation around steady states from galactic dynamics, arXiv: 2305.05749v4 [math-phys] 2024.

[46] C. Mouhot and C. Villani, On Landau damping, Acta Math. 207, 29-201, 2011.

[47] C. Mouhot, Stabilité orbitale pour le système de Vlasov-Poisson gravitationnel [d’après Lemou-Méhats-Raphaël, Guo, Lin, Rein, et al.)], Séminaire Bourbaki 64^e année 2011- 2012, Exp. n^o 1044, Astérisque 352 35-82 (2013).

[48] N. I. Muskhelisvili, Singular Integral Equations Boundary Problems of Function Theory and their Applications to Mathematical Physics, P. Noordhoof N. V., Groningen, 1958.

[49] T. T. Nyugen, Linear Landau damping in R^3 [ Amortissement Landau linéaire en R^3 ], Journées Équations aux Dérivées Partielles (2023) Exposé N^o VIII, 14 pp, https://doi.org/10.5802/jedp.679.

[50] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics I: Functional Analysis, Academic Press, New York, 1972.

[51] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics IV: Analysis of Operators, Academic Press, New York, 1978.

[52] M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics III Scattering Theory, Academic Press, New York, 1979.

[53] P. Rio Seco and O. Sarbach, Phase mixing in an external gravitational potential, Classical Quantum Gravity 37 195027 (2020).

[54] H. L. Royden, Real Analysis Second Edition, Macmillan, London, 1968. [55] W. Rudin, Principles of Mathematical Analysis Third Edition, McGrow-Hill, New York, 1976.

[56] G. Teschl, Mathematical Methods in Quantum Mechanics, Second Edition, Amer. Math.

Soc., Providence R I, 2014.

[57] A. A. Vlasov, The vibrational properties of the electron gas, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 8 291-318 (1938), Usp. Fiz. Nauk 93 444-470 (1967), Sov. Phys. Usp. 10 721-733 (1968).

[58] M. D. Wainberg, Vertical oscillation of the galactic disk, Astrophys. J. 373 391-404 (1991).

[59] R. Weder, Spectral and Scattering Theory in Perturbed Stratified Media, Springer, New York 1991.

[60] D. R. Yafaev, Mathematical Scattering Theory General Theory, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence RI, 2010.

[61] D. R. Yafaev, Mathematical Scattering Theory Analytic Theory, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence RI, 1992.