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Abstract

In this work we begin a theoretical and numerical investigation on the spectra
of evolution operators of neutral renewal equations, with the stability of equi-
libria and periodic orbits in mind. We start from the simplest form of linear
periodic equation with one discrete delay and fully characterize the spectrum
of its monodromy operator. We perform numerical experiments discretizing the
evolution operators via pseudospectral collocation, confirming the theoretical
results and giving perspectives on the generalization to systems and to multiple
delays. Although we do not attempt to perform a rigorous numerical analysis of
the method, we give some considerations on a possible approach to the problem.
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1 Introduction

Delays appear naturally in several phenomena, pertaining to, e.g., control theory,
population dynamics and epidemics (see, e.g., [1, 22]). Indeed, many models are
based on delay differential equations (DDEs) and renewal equations (REs). Through
their right-hand sides, DDEs prescribe the value at current time of the derivative of
the unknown function, while REs prescribe the value at current time of the unknown
function itself; in both cases these values depend on the unknown function at the
current and past times.

The interest in delay equations has its roots in the 1930s and the theory of DDEs
was developed starting from the 1940s; see the fundamental monographs [19, 23,
24] and the references therein. The sun-star framework of [19] was later partially
extended to cover REs in [8, 16].

Numerical methods have been proposed to approximate the spectra of evolution
operators for DDEs and REs or of the infinitesimal generator of their solution
semigroups in the autonomous case (see [6, 7, 11–13] and the references therein for
pseudospectral collocation; see also [4, 14, 27]). They allow to study, e.g., the stability
of equilibria and periodic orbits via the principle of linearized stability (see, e.g, [19]
for DDEs and [8, 16] for REs).
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Recently, a new perturbation theory based on twin semigroups was proposed
in [20], where the authors derive the variation of constants formula not only for
DDEs and REs but also for their neutral counterparts, characterized by unbounded
perturbations of the trivial semigroup of evolution operators, as opposed to bounded
ones.

Neutral delay equations have been used in mathematical models: as an example,
neutral DDEs (NDDEs) often emerge from coupled oscillatory systems [26] and
neutral REs (NREs) from considering cohorts in cell populations [17]. In practice,
NDDEs are typically characterized by the presence of delayed values of the derivative
(of highest order) of the unknown function, while NREs typically involve discrete
delay terms, as opposed to REs proper, which typically are integral equations.
Contrary to NDDEs [23], there are basically no theoretical results about NREs, except
for those in [20] mentioned above (the interested reader may have a look also at [18]
for delay difference equations in discrete time). Note that in light of [20] a theory
similar to that of REs proper is expected to hold true, in particular with respect to
the principle of linearized stability for equilibria and periodic orbits, as noted in [20,
section 13].

To the best of our knowledge no specific numerical tools are available for the
stability analysis of NREs, although DDE-BIFTOOL* [21, 30] can analyze both NDDEs
and delay differential algebraic equations [25], which potentially results in support
for NREs as well when setting the left-hand side of a delay differential algebraic
equation to zero.

The lack of theoretical and numerical tools hinders the adoption of NREs in
mathematical models, while with the scarcity of models based on NREs the devel-
opment of the former is at risk of missing a strong motivation. This work aims at
breaking this vicious cycle. We are interested in particular in the stability of equilibria
and periodic orbits of NREs and, although the relevant theory is currently lacking,
we adopt the approach of studying the spectra of the evolution operators of the
corresponding linearized equations. Given the consolidated tradition of the cited
numerical methods for delay equations, it seems natural to extend to NREs the pseu-
dospectral collocation of [6, 10]. Our investigation develops both on the theoretical
and on the numerical side, using the experiments as a guide in investigating and
understanding the spectral theory of linear NREs, and using the proved theoretical
results to validate the numerical approach. The main theoretical result is the full
characterization of the spectrum of the monodromy operator of a class of linear
periodic NREs with one discrete delay and its decomposition in point, continuous
and residual spectrum. From the numerical point of view, instead, the proposed
method works in general for any evolution operator of linear NREs, not necessarily
periodic, with finite discrete and distributed delays.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we formulate the class of NREs
for which we develop the theoretical results proved in section 3. Then, after briefly
describing the discretization approach in section 4, we present in section 5 a collection
of numerical experiments exemplifying the theoretical results. Finally, we give some
perspectives on the generalization to systems of NREs with one delay in section 6

and to scalar NREs with two delays in section 7. Although we do not attempt here to
perform a rigorous numerical analysis of the method, which is left to future work,

*http://ddebiftool.sourceforge.net/
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some considerations are given in section 8.

2 Formulation of the problem

To begin our investigation of evolution operators of NREs, with the perspective
of studying their dynamic properties, we focus on the simplest linear NRE with
constant or periodic coefficients. We thus consider the scalar linear NRE (or difference
equation)

x(t) = f (t)x(t− τ) (1)

with τ > 0 and f : R→ R a periodic function of bounded variation, continuous from
the right. For simplicity, in this work we restrict to the case where either f is constant
or its minimal period is equal to the delay τ. According to [20], the natural state
space for (1) is the space† Y := NBV([−τ, 0];R) of real-valued functions of bounded
variation on [−τ, 0] which are continuous from the right and have value 0 at 0. The
space Y is a Banach space with the total variation norm. The initial value problem
(IVP) associated to (1) is {

x(t) = f (t)x(t− τ), t ≥ s,

xs = φ ∈ Y,
(2)

where xt is the standard notation for the segment of x at t defined as xt(θ) := x(t + θ)
for θ ∈ [−τ, 0]. Observe that the IVP (2) admits a unique solution for each φ ∈ Y (e.g.,
use the method of steps [3], which consists in solving the equation on consecutive
intervals of length τ, so that at each step the past is fully known). We can thus
consider the associated monodromy operator, which is the evolution operator‡

U : Y → Y advancing the state of the system by one period along the solution, i.e.,

Uφ = Ux0 := xτ(·; φ), (3)

where x(·; φ) is the solution of (2) with initial value φ at t = 0 (x0 = φ and xτ refer
again to segments of x). If f is constant, we still define the operator U as the evolution
operator advancing the state of the system by a time τ: this is customary with DDEs
[12] and REs [6] when the stability of equilibria is investigated through the spectrum
of evolution operators.

3 Theoretical results

In this section we fully characterize the spectrum of the resolvent set of (1) by
assuming that the hypotheses on f described in section 2 hold.

Lemma 1. U is the multiplication operator by f , i.e., Uφ = f φ for each φ ∈ Y.

Proof. For θ ∈ [−τ, 0] we have

(Uφ)(θ) = xτ(θ; φ) = x(τ + θ; φ) = f (τ + θ)x(θ; φ) = f (θ)φ(θ).
†We call the state space Y for uniformity of notation with [20].
‡Recall in general that an evolution operator U(t, s) of a dynamical system maps the state of the system

at time s to the state at time t ≥ s.
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In order to study the spectrum of U, we consider its complexification (recall
indeed that the spectrum of U is defined as the spectrum of its complexification).
With YC ∼= NBV([−τ, 0];C), the complexified operator UC : YC → YC acts separately
on the real and imaginary parts of φ = φ< + iφ= ∈ YC, i.e., UCφ := Uφ< + iUφ=. In
the following, let IY and IYC be, respectively, the identity operators on Y and YC.

Lemma 2. Let λ = α + iβ ∈ C. The operator UC − λIYC is bijective if and only if for each
pair (ψ<, ψ=) ∈ Y×Y there exists a unique pair (φ<, φ=) ∈ Y×Y such that{

( f − α)φ< + βφ= = ψ<,

( f − α)φ= − βφ< = ψ=.
(4)

The operator UC − λIYC is injective if and only if{
( f − α)φ< + βφ= = 0,

( f − α)φ= − βφ< = 0

for some (φ<, φ=) ∈ Y×Y implies that φ< = φ= = 0.

Proof. Observe that by separating the real and imaginary parts of φ, ψ ∈ YC, the
equation (UC − λIYC)φ = ψ is equivalent to Uφ< + iUφ= − λφ< − iλφ= = ψ< + iψ=,
i.e., thanks to Lemma 1, f φ< + i f φ= − λφ< − iλφ= = ψ< + iψ=. As for the second
part, recall that a linear operator is injective if and only if its kernel is trivial.

Theorem 3. The spectrum and resolvent set of UC are, respectively,

σ(UC) = f (R), ρ(UC) = C \ f (R).

Proof. We proceed by subsequently proving that f (R) ⊂ σ(UC), that f (R) \ f (R) ⊂
σ(UC), that R \ f (R) ⊂ ρ(UC) and that C \R ⊂ ρ(UC).

Let λ ∈ f (R) ⊂ R and let θ̂ ∈ [−τ, 0) be such that f (θ̂) = λ. Then, recalling
Lemmas 1 and 2, for all φ ∈ YC we have

((UC − λIYC)φ)(θ̂) = ( f (θ̂)− λ)φ(θ̂) = 0, (5)

which implies that UC − λIYC is not surjective (any ψ ∈ YC such that ψ(θ̂) 6= 0 has
no inverse image). Hence f (R) ⊂ σ(UC).

Let λ ∈ f (R) \ f (R) ⊂ R. Then there exists a sequence {λn}n∈N in f (R) such that
λn → λ, and a sequence {θn}n∈N ⊂ [−τ, 0) (thanks to the periodicity of f ) such that
f (θn) = λn. The sequence {θn}n∈N is bounded, hence by the Bolzano–Weierstrass
theorem it has a subsequence {θnm}m∈N such that θnm → θ̂ for some θ̂ ∈ [−τ, 0].
Observe that thanks to Lemmas 1 and 2 for every φ ∈ Y

((U − λIY)φ)(θnm) = ( f (θnm)− λ)φ(θnm)

= ( f (θnm)− λnm + λnm − λ)φ(θnm)

= (λnm − λ)φ(θnm)→ 0,

(6)

since λnm → λ and φ has bounded variation and is thus bounded. Let ψ ∈ Y be
continuous and not null at θ̂. Thus there exists δ > 0 such that for every θ with
0 < |θ − θ̂| < δ we have |ψ(θ)− ψ(θ̂)| < |ψ(θ̂)|/2, i.e., |ψ(θ)| > |ψ(θ̂)|/2. From (6)
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for each φ ∈ Y there exists M ∈ R such that |((U−λIY)φ)(θnm)| < |ψ(θ̂)|/2 for every
m > M. Choosing m > M such that 0 < |θnm − θ̂| < δ (observe that since λ 6∈ f (R)
the sequence θnm can be equal to θ̂ only for a finite number of values of m), we obtain
that |((U − λIY)φ)(θnm)| < |ψ(θ̂)|/2 < |ψ(θnm)| and ((U − λIY)φ)(θnm) 6= ψ(θnm).
Hence neither U − λIY nor UC − λIYC (consider ψ + i0 ∈ YC) are surjective. This
implies that f (R) \ f (R) ⊂ σ(UC).

Let λ ∈ R \ f (R). There exists a neighborhood of λ contained in R \ f (R) and
f − λ is bounded away from 0. Let ψ ∈ Y. Since both ψ and f − λ have bounded
variation and are continuous from the right, and since ψ(0) = 0, the function
φ := ψ/( f − λ) is in Y, thus U − λIY is bijective, and thanks to Lemma 2 also
UC − λIYC is. Hence R \ f (R) ⊂ ρ(UC).

Let λ = α + iβ ∈ C \R, i.e., with β 6= 0. From Lemma 2 the operator UC − λIYC
is bijective if and only if for each pair (ψ<, ψ=) ∈ Y × Y there exists a unique pair
(φ<, φ=) ∈ Y×Y such that (4) holds. Solving for φ< and φ= we obtain

φ< =
( f − α)ψ< − βψ=

β2 + ( f − α)2 ,

φ= =
( f − α)ψ= + βψ<

β2 + ( f − α)2 .

Observe that β2 + ( f − α)2 is bounded away from 0, has bounded variation and is
continuous from the right, so φ<, φ= ∈ Y, proving the bijectivity of UC − λIYC . Thus
C \R ⊂ ρ(UC).

Theorem 4. The point spectrum of UC is

σp(UC) = {λ ∈ σ(UC) | ( f−1(λ))◦ 6= ∅}
= {λ ∈ σ(UC) | f−1(λ) contains a segment}.

Proof. Let λ ∈ σ(UC) ⊂ R. Thanks to Lemma 2, UC− λIYC is not injective if and only
if there exist φ<, φ= ∈ Y, not both null, such that ( f − λ)φ< = 0 and ( f − λ)φ= = 0.
It is enough to consider the existence of one φ ∈ Y \ {0} such that ( f − λ)φ = 0.
This equality holds if and only if f (θ) = λ or φ(θ) = 0 for each θ ∈ [−τ, 0]. Since
φ 6= 0, there exists θ̂ ∈ [−τ, 0) such that φ(θ̂) 6= 0 (recall the normalization condition
φ(0) = 0). Since φ is continuous from the right, there is a right neighborhood of θ̂
on which φ is not null: on this neighborhood f must assume the constant value λ.
Hence UC − λIYC is not injective if and only if there exists an interval in [−τ, 0] such
that f is constantly λ on that interval, i.e., f−1(λ) contains a segment, or, in other
words, the interior of f−1(λ) is not empty.

Corollary 5. σp(UC) ⊂ f (R).

Theorem 6. The continuous spectrum σc(UC) of UC is empty.

Proof. Recalling (5) for some λ and θ̂ with λ = f (θ̂) ∈ R, consider ψ ∈ YC such that
ψ(θ̂) 6= 0. For each φ ∈ YC, let ψφ := ψ− (UC − λIYC)φ ∈ YC. We have ψφ(0) = 0
and, recalling Lemma 1, ψφ(θ̂) = ψ(θ̂), so the total variation of ψφ is at least |ψ(θ̂)|.
Hence no sequence of functions in YC (and thus in the range of UC − λIYC) can
converge in total variation norm to ψ, i.e., f (R) ∩ σc(UC) = ∅.
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Consider now λ ∈ f (R) \ f (R) ⊂ R. As in the proof of Theorem 3, we can
construct a sequence {θnm}m∈N in [−τ, 0) with some limit θ̂ ∈ [−τ, 0] such that
f (θnm) → λ and (6) holds for each φ ∈ Y. We can choose ψ ∈ Y continuous
and not null at θ̂ and obtain δ > 0 such that for every θ with 0 < |θ − θ̂| < δ
we have |ψ(θ) − ψ(θ̂)| < |ψ(θ̂)|/4, i.e., |ψ(θ)| > 3|ψ(θ̂)|/4. From (6) for each
φ ∈ Y there exists M ∈ R such that |((U − λIY)φ)(θnm)| < |ψ(θ̂)|/4 for every
m > M. We now choose m > M such that 0 < |θnm − θ̂| < δ and obtain that
|((U − λIY)φ)(θnm)| < |ψ(θ̂)|/4 < 3|ψ(θ̂)|/4 < |ψ(θnm)|. The total variation of
ψ − (U − λIY)φ is thus at least |ψ(θ̂)|/2 and no sequence of functions in Y can
converge in total variation norm to ψ. The same holds for the complexification and
thus for the range of UC − λIYC . Then also ( f (R) \ f (R)) ∩ σc(UC) = ∅.

Corollary 7. The residual spectrum of UC is

σr(UC) = f (R) \ {λ ∈ C | ( f−1(λ))◦ 6= ∅}.

Proof. Recall that σr(UC) = σ(UC) \ (σp(UC) ∪ σc(UC)).

Theorem 8. If f 6≡ 0, the operators U and UC are not compact.

Proof. If there exists [a, b) ⊂ [−τ, 0] such that f �[a,b)
is constant and not null, define

the spaces Y1 := NBV([−τ, a];C), Y2 := NBV([a, b];C) and Y3 := NBV([b, 0];C).
Then, considering the immersions given by prolongation with 0, Y ∼= Y1 ⊕ Y2 ⊕ Y3.
Let Ui := UC�Yi

for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and observe that U2 is a nonzero multiple of the
identity, so it is not compact. Since restrictions of compact operators are compact,
UC is not compact. The same holds for U.

If f has no constant pieces, thanks to the continuity from the right, the image of f
contains a segment and is thus uncountable. Since a compact operator has countable
spectrum and σ(U) = σ(UC), U and UC are not compact. The same argument
applies to the last case of f having some constant pieces, but all of them being null,
recalling that f 6≡ 0, so there exists t ∈ R such that f (t) 6= 0.

Remark 9. For a study of multiplication operators and their spectra in the slightly
different context of bounded variation functions (without normalization and continu-
ity from the right), see [2]. In particular, similarly to Theorem 3, it is shown in [2,
Theorem 13] that the spectrum of the multiplication operator by f is the closure of
the range of f . However, when the condition of continuity from the right is imposed
on the function space, some results therein do not hold up (e.g., [2, Proposition 2]);
moreover, most proofs need to be adapted or do not work anymore, more specifically
those based on the construction of functions with specific values at a finite number
of points and another value elsewhere, which are obviously not continuous from the
right. /

4 Discretization of the evolution operators

In section 3 it has been possible to obtain sharp theoretical results on the spectrum
of evolution operators of NREs by restricting the analysis to the specific class (1) of
scalar periodic NREs with a single discrete and constant delay and period equal to
this delay. From the numerical point of view, instead, the pseudospectral collocation
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proposed in [6] for REs proper (and then extended in several directions in [7, 9, 10])
is rather general. Indeed, at least from the implementation point of view, the method
of [6] can be applied to NREs as well. We thus recall its essentials in the following by
referring to the evolution family {U(t, s)}t≥s associated to the IVP{

x(t) = F(t, xt), t ≥ s,

xs = φ ∈ Y,
(7)

assuming the latter to be well-posed and that F : R×Y → R is linear in the second
argument.§ In particular, and without loss of generality, we describe the discretization
of U := U(s + h, s) given any s ∈ R and any h > 0.

The first step is a reformulation of the monodromy operator, which is convenient
for discretizing the operator, approximating its spectrum and (at least in the case
of DDEs [12] and REs [6]) proving the convergence of the method. We define the
auxiliary function spaces Y+ := NBV([0, h];R) and Y± := NBV([−τ, h];R), the
operator V : Y×Y+ → Y± as

V(φ, w)(t) :=

{
w(t), t ∈ (0, h],
φ(t), t ∈ [−τ, 0],

and the operator Fs : Y± → Y+ as

Fsu(t) := F(s + t, ut), t ∈ [0, h].

The operator U : Y → Y defined in (3) is then reformulated as

Uφ = V(φ, w∗)h, (8)

where w∗ is the unique solution of the fixed point equation

w = FsV(φ, w). (9)

Indeed, it is clear that solutions of (9) correspond to solutions on [0, h] of (7), which
we assumed to be well-posed.

Observe that the operator Fs consists in the application of the right-hand side of
the equation (with a time-shift of s to keep working on the intervals [−τ, 0] and [0, h]),
while the operator V represents the type of equation and describes how the solution
is constructed from the initial value and the output of the right-hand side. Thus,
for REs proper the same construction as above is applied to spaces of L1 functions,
while for DDEs, besides using spaces of continuous functions, the definition of V is
different, having w the role of the derivative of the solution.

The pseudospectral collocation technique of [6, 12] consists in applying the
monodromy operator to polynomials interpolating the functions in the state space
and in the auxiliary spaces. Functions of Y and Y+ are thus represented by the
vectors of their values at fixed sets of nodes in [−τ, 0] and [0, h] (e.g., Chebyshev
nodes). The dimension of these vectors depends on the degree M of the polynomials
and, in case of a piecewise approach, on the number L of pieces. Let Y+

L,M := RLM+1

be the real vector space corresponding to Y+, R+ : Y+ → Y+
L,M be the restriction

§For simplicity we restrict to a scalar equation; extending to any (finite) dimension is straightforward.

7



operator associating to a function the corresponding vector and P+ : Y+
L,M → Y+ be

the prolongation operator associating to a vector the polynomial interpolating its
values. More precisely, let 0 = c0 < c1 < · · · < cM+1 = 1 form the chosen family of
(normalized) collocation abscissae, let 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tL = h be the endpoints
of the pieces in [0, h] and define the collocation nodes as ti,j := ti + cj(ti+1 − ti) for
i ∈ {0, . . . , L− 1} and j ∈ {0, M + 1} and tL,0 := h (observe that ti,M+1 = ti+1,0); then
for w ∈ Y+ the restriction R+w is the vector

(w(t0,0), . . . , w(t0,M), w(t1,0), . . . , w(t1,M), . . . ,

w(tL−1,0), . . . , w(tL−1,M), w(tL,0)),
(10)

while for W ∈ Y+
L,M (with indices in the same order as in (10)) the prolongation

P+W is the piecewise polynomial interpolating the values Wi,0, . . . , Wi,M, Wi+1,0 in
[ti, ti+1] for each i ∈ {0, . . . , L− 1}. The real vector space YL,M corresponding to Y
and the corresponding restriction and prolongation operators R and P, respectively,
are defined similarly, with the pieces in [−τ, 0] defined by shifting the pieces in [0, h]
by (multiples of) −h and using the same collocation parameters c0, . . . , cM+1; some
attention is needed near −τ, see [10] for more details.

Given the reformulation (8) and (9), we discretize the operator U as the finite-
dimensional operator UL,M : YL,M → YL,M defined as

UL,MΦ := RV(PΦ, P+W∗)h,

where W∗ ∈ Y+
L,M is a solution of the fixed point equation

W = R+FsV(PΦ, P+W) (11)

for the given Φ ∈ YL,M. The operator UL,M can now be represented as a matrix
(see [6, appendix A] for details), whose eigenvalues can be computed with standard
methods (e.g., MATLAB’s eig function).

We consider these eigenvalues as the approximations of the elements of the
spectrum of UC for L, M → +∞. The precise meaning of the limit and of the
convergence in this context needs some attention, as detailed below comparing REs
proper and NREs.

In the case of REs proper, given a monodromy operator U of a periodic equation,
with reasonable regularity conditions on F each nonzero element of σ(UC) is isolated
[8]. It is proved in [6] under suitable assumptions that for each element of σ(UC)
as M increases there are eigenvalues in σ(U1,M) converging to it. The order of
convergence depends on the regularity of the eigenfunctions and it is infinite in M if
they are smooth: this is a typical phenomenon for pseudospectral methods, often
called spectral accuracy (see [31, chapter 4] and [5, chapter 2]). Moreover, the piecewise
method (L ≥ 1) exhibits a finite order of convergence in L, see [7, section 4.1] for
details.

For NREs of the type (1), the spectrum of a monodromy operator U, seen as a
subset of R, may have a nonempty interior: consider for instance f (t) = sin(2πt/τ),
for which σ(UC) = [−1, 1] according to Theorem 3. For the points on the boundary
of σ(UC) ⊂ R it may still make sense to consider the convergence in the familiar way.
For points in the interior, instead, defining a precise notion of convergence is a delicate
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issue and in this work we prefer to rely on the intuition¶ of the reader, informed
by some experimental observations in section 5. Apart from this complication, the
convergence analysis of [6] relies on the Banach Perturbation Lemma and requires
that the equation have a regularizing effect on the solution, which is lacking in the
case of NREs: an alternative approach is thus necessary and will be the subject of
future research, although some relevant considerations are given in section 8.

In order for UL,M to be well-defined, the solution of (11) needs to exist and be
unique for every Φ ∈ YL,M. For REs proper, in [6, section 4.2] conditions are given to
ensure this in the general case. For NREs, one needs to either assume it or prove it.
In the specific case of (1), thanks to the periodicity of f , the existence and uniqueness
can be easily proved: indeed, we can observe that for each i and each j we have
W∗i,j = (FsV(PΦ, P+W∗))(ti,j) = f (ti,j)V(PΦ, P+W∗)(ti,j− τ) = f (ti,j)(PΦ)(ti,j− τ),
so given Φ the vector W∗ is uniquely determined. The proof in [6] is again based
on the Banach Perturbation Lemma and on the regularizing effect of the equation:
investigating alternative approaches for NREs left to future work also in this case.

As a final note, observe that the numerical method does not explicitly compute
the solution, which is needed only in the theoretical formulation of the method:
instead, it directly approximates the operator.

5 Experiments

Computing the spectrum of the monodromy operator U (3) with different choices
for f using the method described in section 4 confirms the validity of the theoretical
results collected in section 3. In particular the computed spectrum approximates
the set f (R) ∪ {0}, so it seems that the method approximates the whole spectrum
and not only the point spectrum. In this regard, we may consider the numerical
method reliable as far as this work is concerned, even in the absence of a proof of
convergence.

In the experiments we choose τ = 1 without loss of generality. Figure 1 shows
the computed spectra for the following choices of f :

f1(t) := 2, (σ(UC) = {2}) (12)

f2(t) :=


2 if t− btc ∈ [0, 0.3),
3 if t− btc ∈ [0.3, 0.8),
4 if t− btc ∈ [0.8, 1),

(σ(UC) = {2, 3, 4}) (13)

f3(t) := sin(2πt), (σ(UC) = [−1, 1]) (14)

f4(t) := exp(t− btc). (σ(UC) = [1, e]) (15)

The spectra are computed with L = 1 and M = 30.
Unfortunately, in general a numerical method based on a matrix approximation

has no means to discriminate between the point, continuous and residual spectra of
an operator; therefore we can only experimentally verify Theorem 3 and not the rest
of the results in section 3. We also cannot really observe the difference between a
set and its closure numerically. However, the results obtanied with f = f4 suggest

¶One possible idea is that in the limit (in some sense to be defined) the set σ(UL,M) should become
dense in σ(UC).

9



−1 0 1 2

−1

0

1 C
f = f1

−1 0 1 2 3 4

−1

0

1 C
f = f2

−1 0 1

−1

0

1 C
f = f3

−1 0 1 2 3

−1

0

1 C
f = f4

Figure 1. Spectra of UC with f = fi for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} (see (12)–(15)), computed with L = 1
and M = 30.

that the approximated spectrum actually is the closure of the image of f : indeed,
f4(R) = [1, e), but one of the approximated eigenvalues appears to converge to e
(with order 2).

As observed above, the computed spectrum always contains 0, even when it is not
in the spectrum of UC. This can be explained by observing that the operator on the
state space Y corresponding to the finite-dimensional operator UL,M has finite rank
and is thus compact; the method actually computes the spectrum of that finite-rank
compact operator, which has 0 in the spectrum.

As we noted in section 4, unless we further specify the meaning of the convergence,
it makes sense to talk about the order of convergence only for isolated points in the
spectrum and, possibly, for points on its boundary (considering it as a subset of R).

In the examples in this section, the isolated elements are actually determined
exactly, at least with M not too small, as in the cases of f = f1 and f = f2; some
points very close to them, but not exactly them, are sometimes present as well. The
same happens for 1 in the case of f = f4. The other elements on the boundaries, i.e.,
e for f = f4, as mentioned above, and 1 and −1 for f = f3, are approximated with
order 2, see Figure 2. The finite order of convergence is a potential manifestation of
non-smooth eigenfunctions; in fact, for smooth eigenfunctions the infinite order of
pseudospectral methods is proved for DDEs [12] and REs proper [6].

As for the points in the interior, in order to have an intuition on the possible
meaning of the convergence, in Figure 3 we provide plots of the spectra for f = f3
and f = f4: as M increases, the overall distribution of the approximated spectrum
seems to become denser. We can observe that different points seem to appear in the
approximated spectra periodically with respect to M. This is true also for 1 and −1
in the case of f = f3, which may suggest that the order of convergence determined
above does not describe the phenomenon accurately; for e in the case of f = f4,
instead, it seems clear that the order of convergence makes sense.
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Figure 2. Errors on λ in the spectrum of UC for f = f3 in (14) and f = f4 in (15), computed
with L = 1. The errors are the absolute errors on the approximated eigenvalue closest to λ.
Reference dashed lines show M−2.

6 Linear systems with one delay

We consider now the linear NRE

x(t) = A(t)x(t− τ) (16)

with A : R→ Rd×d for d ≥ 2 a τ-periodic function with bounded variation compo-
nents continuous from the right and we define U as in section 2. We compute the
spectrum of UC for different choices of A with d = 2.

If A is constant, the computed spectrum approximates σ(A) ∪ {0} even for small
values of M, with some points of the spectrum being the exact ones and the others
being very close to the exact ones. Examples of matrices we used are(

1 0
0 1

)
,
(

1 1
0 1

)
,
(

2 0
0 1

)
,
(

2 1
0 1

)
.

For the experiments with a periodic non-constant A we used matrices of the form(
sin(2πt) ∗

0 3 + cos(2πt)

)
(17)

with constants or 1-periodic functions in place of ∗. The computed spectra approx-
imate the union of the images of the diagonal elements, i.e., [−1, 1] ∪ [2, 4]. The
elements 0 and 4 are computed exactly; the approximations of −1, 1 and 2 converge
with order 2. See Figure 4 for an example with exp(t− btc)− 5 in place of ∗.

We also used the matrices

A1(t) :=
(

sin(2πt) exp(t− btc)
log(1 + |t− btc|) 3 + cos(2πt)

)
,

A2(t) :=
(

sin(2πt) exp(t− btc)− 5
log(1 + |t− btc|) + 10 3 + cos(2πt)

)
.

Figure 5 compares the spectra of UC with the union of the spectra of Ai(t) varying
t ∈ [0, 1] in these two cases. The spectra of A(t) are computed on a uniform grid of
100 points in [0, 1].

The experiments suggest the following conjecture.
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Figure 3. Spectra of UC with f = f3 in (14) and f = f4 in (15), computed with L = 1 and
varying M. Recall that the spectra are real.
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Figure 4. Spectrum of UC for (16) with A defined by (17) computed with L = 1 and M = 30 (left)
and errors on λ = −1 varying M (right). The errors are the absolute errors on the approximated
eigenvalue closest to λ. The reference dashed line shows M−2.

Conjecture. Let A : R → Rd×d be a τ-periodic function with bounded variation
components continuous from the right, and let U be the monodromy operator of (16)
(in the sense specified in section 2 in case f is constant). The spectrum of UC is

σ(UC) =
⋃
t∈R

σ(A(t)).

7 Linear scalar equations with two delays

We consider now the linear scalar NRE

x(t) = a(t)x
(

t− τ

2

)
+ b(t)x(t− τ) (18)

with a, b : R → R τ-periodic functions of bounded variation continuous from the
right and again we define U as in section 2.

Theorem 10. Let λ = α + iβ ∈ C, let a and b be as described above and let U be the
monodromy operator of (18) (in the sense specified in section 2 in case f is constant). The
operator UC − λIYC is bijective if and only if the determinant of

a(θ)a(θ + τ
2 ) + b(θ)− α β a(θ)b(θ + τ

2 ) 0
−β a(θ)a(θ + τ

2 ) + b(θ)− α 0 a(θ)b(θ + τ
2 )

a(θ − τ
2 ) 0 b(θ − τ

2 )− α β
0 a(θ − τ

2 ) −β b(θ − τ
2 )− α


is bounded away from 0 for all θ ∈ [− τ

2 , 0]. In particular, if a and b are constant, λ ∈ R and
a4 + 4a2b ≥ 0, then

a2 + 2b±
√

a4 + 4a2b
2

∈ σp(UC).

Proof. Observe first that for θ ∈ [−τ, 0) (recall that the elements of Y have value 0 at
0), using the periodicity of a and b,

(Uφ)(θ) = xτ(θ; φ) = x(τ + θ; φ) = a(τ + θ)x
(τ

2
+ θ; φ

)
+ b(τ + θ)x(θ; φ)

=

{
a(θ)(a( τ

2 + θ)φ(θ) + b( τ
2 + θ)φ(θ − τ

2 )) + b(θ)φ(θ) if θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0),

a(θ)φ( τ
2 + θ) + b(θ)φ(θ) if θ ∈ [−τ,− τ

2 ).
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Figure 5. Spectra of UC computed with L = 1 and M = 30 (a,c), compared with the union of
the spectra of A(t) for t varying on a uniform grid of 100 points in [0, 1] (b,d), for A(t) = A1(t)
(a,b) and A(t) = A2(t) (c,d).
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Consider the equation (UC − λIYC)φ = ψ for φ, ψ ∈ YC, equivalent to Uφ< +
iUφ= − λφ< − iλφ= = ψ< + iψ= for (φ<, φ=), (ψ<, ψ=) ∈ Y × Y by separating the
real and imaginary parts. The latter is equivalent to

a(θ)(a( τ
2 + θ)φ<(θ) + b( τ

2 + θ)φ<(θ − τ
2 )) + b(θ)φ<(θ)

+i(a(θ)(a( τ
2 + θ)φ=(θ) + b( τ

2 + θ)φ=(θ − τ
2 )) + b(θ)φ=(θ))

−(α + iβ)φ<(θ)− i(α + iβ)φ=(θ) = ψ<(θ) + iψ=(θ) if θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0),

a(θ)φ<( τ
2 + θ) + b(θ)φ<(θ) + i(a(θ)φ=( τ

2 + θ) + b(θ)φ=(θ))
−(α + iβ)φ<(θ)− i(α + iβ)φ=(θ) = ψ<(θ) + iψ=(θ) if θ ∈ [−τ,− τ

2 ),

and, by separating the real and imaginary parts, to

a(θ)a( τ
2 + θ)φ<(θ) + a(θ)b( τ

2 + θ)φ<(θ − τ
2 ) + b(θ)φ<(θ)

−αφ<(θ) + βφ=(θ) = ψ<(θ) if θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0),

a(θ)a( τ
2 + θ)φ=(θ) + a(θ)b( τ

2 + θ)φ=(θ − τ
2 ) + b(θ)φ=(θ)

−βφ<(θ)− αφ=(θ) = ψ=(θ) if θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0),

a(θ)φ<( τ
2 + θ) + b(θ)φ<(θ)− αφ<(θ) + βφ=(θ) = ψ<(θ) if θ ∈ [−τ,− τ

2 ),

a(θ)φ=( τ
2 + θ) + b(θ)φ=(θ)− βφ<(θ)− αφ=(θ) = ψ=(θ) if θ ∈ [−τ,− τ

2 ),

and in turn, with a change of variable in the two latter equations, to

a(θ)a( τ
2 + θ)φ<(θ) + a(θ)b( τ

2 + θ)φ<(θ − τ
2 ) + b(θ)φ<(θ)

−αφ<(θ) + βφ=(θ) = ψ<(θ) if θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0),

a(θ)a( τ
2 + θ)φ=(θ) + a(θ)b( τ

2 + θ)φ=(θ − τ
2 ) + b(θ)φ=(θ)

−βφ<(θ)− αφ=(θ) = ψ=(θ) if θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0),

a(θ − τ
2 )φ<(θ) + b(θ − τ

2 )φ<(θ −
τ
2 )

−αφ<(θ − τ
2 ) + βφ=(θ − τ

2 ) = ψ<(θ − τ
2 ) if θ ∈ [− τ

2 , 0),

a(θ − τ
2 )φ=(θ) + b(θ − τ

2 )φ=(θ −
τ
2 )

−βφ<(θ − τ
2 )− αφ=(θ − τ

2 ) = ψ=(θ − τ
2 ) if θ ∈ [− τ

2 , 0).

We can write the latter in matrix form for θ ∈ [− τ
2 , 0) as

a(θ)a(θ + τ
2 ) + b(θ)− α β a(θ)b(θ + τ

2 ) 0
−β a(θ)a(θ + τ

2 ) + b(θ)− α 0 a(θ)b(θ + τ
2 )

a(θ − τ
2 ) 0 b(θ − τ

2 )− α β
0 a(θ − τ

2 ) −β b(θ − τ
2 )− α



·


φ<(θ)
φ=(θ)

φ<(θ − τ
2 )

φ=(θ − τ
2 )

 =


ψ<(θ)
ψ=(θ)

ψ<(θ − τ
2 )

ψ=(θ − τ
2 )


and the first part of the thesis follows by observing that according to the Laplace
formula the inverse of the matrix is the adjugate matrix divided by the determinant.
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Figure 6. Spectrum of UC for (18) with a ≡ 1 and b ≡ 2 computed with L = 1 and M = 30
(left) and errors on the known points λ ∈ σ(UC) (as shown in the legend) varying M (right). The
errors are the absolute errors on the approximated eigenvalue closest to λ. Missing dots correspond
to null error.

As for the second part, if a and b are constant and λ ∈ R, i.e., β = 0, the matrix
becomes 

a2 + b− α 0 ab 0
0 a2 + b− α 0 ab
a 0 b− α 0
0 a 0 b− α

 .

Its determinant is ((a2 + b− α)(b− α)− a2b)2, which is 0 (and thus UC − λIYC is not
injective) if and only if α2 − (a2 + 2b)α + b2 = 0, i.e., if and only if a4 + 4a2b ≥ 0 and

λ = α =
a2 + 2b±

√
a4 + 4a2b

2
.

Figure 6 shows the spectrum of UC computed with L = 1 and M = 30 and the
errors on its known real elements given by Theorem 10 for a ≡ 1 and b ≡ 2, i.e.,
1 and 4: depending on M the approximation error is of the order of the machine
precision or is apparently decaying with infinite order. The approximated spectrum
(also varying M) seems to suggest that in this case σ(UC) contains only isolated
points.

8 Finally, a perspective on convergence

The aim of this work has been to begin a theoretical and numerical investigation
on the spectra of evolution operators of NREs, with the stability of equilibria and
periodic orbits in mind. We already noted that the theory linking the latter to the
former is currently lacking, although it seems plausible in light of [20]. We also noted
that we did not attempt to prove the well-posedness of the discretized collocation
equation (11) and the convergence of the numerical method (not to mention that the
precise meaning of convergence in this context still needs to be specified). Indeed, the
proofs of those results for REs in [6] are based on the Banach Perturbation Lemma
and require that the equation has a regularizing effect, which is not the case for
NREs.
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A possible alternative approach to the convergence of the method is to consider
REs or DDEs that in some sense approximate the NREs, and to apply to them the
methods of [6, 12], for which the convergence has been proved. Comparing the
results may allow us both to assess the behavior of the numerical method for NREs
and to understand the relation between these equations.

With reference to (1), given ε > 0, we may consider the linear RE

x(t) =
f (t)

ε

∫ −τ+ε

−τ
x(t + θ)dθ (19)

and the linear DDE

y′(t) =
f (t)

ε
(y(t− τ + ε)− y(t− τ)), (20)

Observe that solutions y of (20) are primitives of solutions x of (19).
Let U be the monodromy operator of (1), as above, and let Uε be that of (19) (sim-

ilar arguments apply to (20)). It can be proved that there is a pointwise convergence
of the solutions of (19) to those of (1), i.e., for each φ ∈ Y and θ ∈ [−τ, 0] we can
prove that

lim
ε→0+

(Uεφ)(θ) = (Uφ)(θ). (21)

However, it is also true that Uε is compact (or has a compact power) [8], while
neither U nor its powers are, which casts doubts on how strong the meaning of
the convergence of (19) to (1) (and of the corresponding monodromy operator and
spectra) can be.

Let UM and Uε,M be the discretized versions of U and Uε with L = 1. We know
from [6] that as M increases the spectrum of Uε,M converges to that of Uε in the sense
specified therein. We also showed in the experiments of section 5 that the spectrum
of UM converges to that of U in the intuitive sense specified above. Moreover, in
other experiments not presented here we see that the spectrum of Uε,M converges to
that of UM as ε vanishes. The experimental evidence seems thus to validate the idea
that the convergence of Uε to U is stronger than (21) and that the spectrum of the
former should converge in some sense to that of the latter.

The investigation of this topic will be the subject of future work, which may be
informed by the results in [15], where the properties of an equation similar to (19) are
studied, and in [28, 29], which deal with an equation with some similarities to (20).
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