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A bstract

A new (scalar) spectraldecom position isfound forthe Dirac system in two dim ensions

associated to the focusing Davey{Stewartson II(DSII)equation. Discrete spectrum in the

spectralproblem correspondsto eigenvaluesem bedded into atwo-dim ensionalessentialspec-

trum .W eshow thattheseem bedded eigenvaluesarestructurally unstableundersm allvari-

ations ofthe initialdata. This instability leads to the decay oflocalized initialdata into

continuouswave packetsprescribed by the nonlineardynam icsofthe DSIIequation.
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1 Introduction

Gravity-capillary surface wave packets are described by the Davey{Stewartson (DS) system [1]

which isintegrableby inverse scattering tranform in thelim itofshallow water[2].In thispaper,

westudy thefocusing DSIIequation which can bewritten in a com plex form ,

iut+ uzz + u�z�z + 4(g+ �g)u = 0;

2g�z �
�

juj
2
�

z
= 0; (1.1)

wherez = x+ iy,�z= x� iy,u(z;�z;t)and g(z;�z;t)arecom plex functions.Thisequation appears

asthecom patibility condition forthetwo-dim ensionalDiracsystem ,

’1�z = �u’2; ’2z = �u’1; (1.2)

coupled to theequationsforthetim eevolution oftheeigenfunctions,

i’1t+ ’1zz + u’2�z � u�z’2 + 4g’1 = 0;

� i’2t+ ’2�z�z + �uz’1 � �u’1z + 4�g’2 = 0: (1.3)

The DSIIequation wassolved form ally through the �@ problem ofcom plex analysisby Fokas

and Ablowitz [3]and Beals and Coifm an [4]. Rigorous results on existence and uniqueness of

solutionsofthe initial-value problem were established under a sm all-norm assum ption [5]. The

sm all-norm assum ption wasused to elim inate hom ogeneoussolutionsofequationsofthe inverse

scatteringwhich correspond tobound statesand radiallysym m etriclocalized waves(lum ps)ofthe

DSIIequation.W hen thepotentialin thelinearsystem becom esweakly localized (in L2 butnot

in L1),hom ogeneoussolutionsm ay existand theanalysisdeveloped in Ref.[5]isnotapplicable.

The lum p solutions were included form ally in [3],where their weak decay rate was found,

u � O(R � 1)asR =
p
x2 + y2 ! 1 . This resultisonly valid forcom plexi�ed solutions ofthe

DSIIequation (when juj2 isconsidered to becom plex).Thereality conditionswereincorporated

in thework ofArkadiev etal.[6]wherelum pswereshown to decay likeu � O(R � 2).M ulti-lum p

solutionswereexpressed asa ratio oftwo determ inants[6],or,in a specialcase,asa ratio oftwo

polynom ials[7]buttheirdynam icalrolewasleftoutofconsideration.

Recently,structuralinstabilityofasinglelum poftheDSIIequationwasreportedbyGadyl’shin

and Kiselev [8,9]. The authorsused m ethods ofperturbation theory based on com pleteness of

squaredeigenfunctionsoftheDiracsystem [10,11].A sim ilarconclusion wasannounced by Yurov

who studied Darboux transform ation oftheDiracsystem [12,13].

In thispaper,wepresentan alternativesolution oftheproblem ofstability ofm ulti-lum p solu-

tionsoftheDSIIequation.Theapproach generalizesourrecentwork on spectraldecom position of

alineartim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation with weakly localized (notin L1)potentials[14].W e

�nd anew spectraldecom position in term sofsingleeigenfunctionsoftheDiracsystem .Surprisely

enough,thetwo-com ponentDiracsystem in two dim ensionshasa scalarspectraldecom position.
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In contrast,werecallthattheDiracsystem in onedim ension (theso-called AKNS system )hasa

well-known 2 x 2 m atrix spectraldecom position [15].

Using the scalar spectraldecom position,we associate the m ulti-lum p potentials with eigen-

values em bedded into a two-dim ensionalessentialspectrum ofthe Dirac system . Eigenvalues

em bedded into a one-dim ensionalessentialspectrum occur for instance for the tim e-dependent

Schr�odingerproblem [14,16].They werefound tobestructurally unstableunderasm allvariation

ofthepotential.Dependingon thesign ofthevariation,they eitherdisappearorbecom eresonant

polesin thecom plex spectralplanewhich correspond to lum p solutionsoftheKPIequation [14].

FortheDiracsystem in two dim ensions,them ulti-lum p potentialsand em bedded eigenvalues

are m ore exotic. The discrete spectrum ofthe Dirac system is separated from the continuous

spectrum contribution in the sense that the spectraldata satisfy certain constraints near the

em bedded eigenvalues.These constraintsarem etforspecialsolutionsofthe DSIIequation such

aslum ps,butm ay notbesatis�ed fora genericcom bination oflum psand radiativewaves.Asa

result,em bedded eigenvaluesoftheDiracsystem generally disappearundera localdisturbanceof

the initialdata.Physically,thisim pliesthata localized initialdata ofthe DSIIequation decays

into radiation exceptforthecaseswherethedata reduceto specialsolutionssuch aslum ps.

The paper is organized as follows. Elem ents ofinverse scattering for the Dirac system are

reviewed in Section 2,wherewe�nd thatthediscretespectrum oftheDiracsystem isprescribed

by certain constraintson thespectraldata.Spectraldecom position isdescribed in Section 3 with

the proofoforthogonality and com pleteness relations through a proper adjoint problem . The

perturbation theory forlum psisdeveloped in Section 4 where som e ofpreviousresults[8,9]are

recovered. Section 5 containsconcluding rem arks. Appendix A providesa sum m ary ofform ulas

ofthecom plex �@-analysisused in proofsofSection 3.

2 SpectralD ata and Inverse Scattering

Herewereview som eresultson theDiracsystem (1.2)and discard henceforth thetim edependence

ofu,g and ’.Thepotentialu(z;�z)isassum ed to benon-integrable(u =2 L1)with theboundary

conditions,u � O(jzj� 2)asjzj! 1 .

2.1 EssentialSpectrum ofthe D irac System

W ede�nethefundam entalm atrix solution ofEq.(1.2)in theform [6],

’ =
h

�(z;�z;k;�k)eikz; �(z;�z;k;�k)e� i
�k�z
i

; (2.1)

wherek isa spectralparam eter,�(z;�z;k;�k)and �(z;�z;k;�k)satisfy thesystem ,

�1�z = �u�2; �2z = �ik�2 + �u�1; (2.2)

�1�z = i�k�1 � u�2; �2z = �u�1: (2.3)
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Itfollowsfrom Eqs.(2.2)and (2.3)that� and � arerelated by thesym m etry constraint,

�(z;�z;k;�k)= � ��(z;�z;k;�k); � =

 

0 �1

1 0

!

: (2.4)

W eim posetheboundary conditionsfor�(z;�z;k;�k),

lim
jkj! 1

�(z;�z;k;�k)= e1 =

 

1

0

!

: (2.5)

Solutions ofEq. (2.2) with boundary conditions (2.5) can be expressed through the Green’s

functionsasFredholm ’sinhom ogeneousintegralequations[3,4],

�1(z;�z;k;�k) = 1�
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(u�2)(z

0
;�z0); (2.6)

�2(z;�z;k;�k) =
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
(�u�1)(z

0
;�z0)e� ik(z� z

0)� i�k(�z� �z0)
: (2.7)

Valuesofk forwhich thehom ogeneoussystem associated to Eqs.(2.6)and (2.7)hasbounded

solutionsarecalled eigenvaluesofthediscretespectrum oftheDiracsystem .Letussupposethat

thehom ogeneoussolutions(eigenvalues)arenotsupported by thepotentialu(z;�z).W eevaluate

the departure from analyticity of� in the k plane by calculating the derivative @�=@�k directly

from thesystem (2.6)-(2.7)[3]as

@�

@�k
= b(k;�k)N �(z;�z;k;�k): (2.8)

Hereb(k;�k)isthespectraldata,

b(k;�k)=
1

2�

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�u�1)(z;�z)e
i(kz+ �k�z)

; (2.9)

and N �(z;�z;k;�k) is a solution ofEq. (2.2) which is linearly independent of�(z;�z;k;�k) and

satis�estheboundary condition,

lim
jkj! 1

N �(z;�z;k;�k)e
i(kz+ �k�z) = e2 =

 

0

1

!

: (2.10)

Thissolution can beexpressed through theFredholm ’sinhom ogeneousequations,

N 1�(z;�z;k;�k) =
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(uN 2�)(z

0
;�z0); (2.11)

N 2�(z;�z;k;�k) = e
� i(kz+ �k�z)+

1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
(�uN 1�)(z

0
;�z0)e� ik(z� z

0)� i�k(�z� �z0)
: (2.12)
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Thefollowing reduction form ula [3]connectsN �(z;�z;k;�k)and �(z;�z;k;�k),

N �(z;�z;k;�k)= �(z;�z;k;�k)e� i(kz+
�k�z) = � ��(z;�z;k;�k)e� i(kz+

�k�z)
: (2.13)

Ifthe potentialu(z;�z) has the boundary values u � O(jzj� 2) as jzj! 1 ,(u =2 L1),then,

the integralkernelin Eq. (2.9)isnotabsolutely integrable,while Eqs. (2.6)and (2.7)are still

well-de�ned.W especify com plex integration in thez-planeofanon-absolutelyintegrablefunction

f(z;�z)according to theform ula,

Z Z

dz^ d�zf(z;�z)= lim
R ! 1

Z Z

jzj� R

dz^ d�zf(z;�z): (2.14)

The sam e form ula is valid for integrating eigenfunctions ofthe Dirac system in the k plane as

well. In Section 3,we use (2.14)when com puting the innerproductsand com pletenessrelations

fortheDiracsystem and itsadjoint.

2.2 T he D iscrete Spectrum

Supposeherethatintegralequations(2.6)and (2.7)havehom ogeneoussolutionsatan eigenvalue

k = kj.Thediscretespectrum associated to m ulti-lum p potentialswasintroduced in Refs.[3,6].

Here we review theirapproach and give a new result(Proposition 2.1)which clari�esthe role of

discretespectrum in thespectralproblem (2.2).

Forthediscretespectrum associated tothem ulti-lum p potentials,an isolated eigenvaluek = kj

hasdouble m ultiplicity with the corresponding two bound states� j(z;�z)and � 0
j(z;�z)[6]. The

bound state� j(z;�z)isa solution ofthehom ogeneousequations,

�1j(z;�z) = �
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(u�2j)(z

0
;�z0); (2.15)

�2j(z;�z) =
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
(�u�1j)(z

0
;�z0)e� ikj(z� z

0)� i�kj(�z� �z
0)
; (2.16)

with theboundary conditionsasjzj! 1 ,

� j(z;�z)!
e1

z
: (2.17)

Equivalently,thisboundary condition can bewritten asrenorm alization conditionsforEqs.(2.15)

and (2.16),

1

2�i

Z Z

dz^ d�z(u�2j)(z;�z) = 1; (2.18)

1

2�i

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�u�1j)(z;�z)e
i(kjz+

�kj�z) = 0: (2.19)

5



Theother(degenerate)boundstate� 0
j(z;�z)can beexpressed in term sof� j(z;�z)usingEq.(2.13),

�
0
j(z;�z)= � �� j(z;�z)e

� i(kjz+
�kj�z): (2.20)

The behaviourofthe eigenfunction �(z;�z;k;�k)nearthe eigenvalue k = kj becom escom pli-

cated due to the factthatthe double eigenvalue isem bedded into the two-dim ensionalessential

spectrum oftheDiracsystem (2.2).W eprovethefollowing result.

Proposition 2.1.Forsm ooth data b(k;�k)2 C 1 atk 6= kj,theeigenfunction �(z;�z;k;�k)has

a polesingularity atk ! kj only if

b0 =
1

2�

Z Z

dz^ d�z (�z�u�1j)(z;�z)e
i(kjz+

�kj�z) = 0: (2.21)

Proof.Suppose�(z;�z;k;�k)hasa polesingularity atk = kj.Then,itcan beshown from Eq.

(2.2)thatthem erom orphiccontinuation of�(z;�z;k;�k)isgiven by thelim iting relation,

lim
k! kj

"

�(z;�z;k;�k)�
i� j(z;�z)

k� kj

#

= (z+ zj)� j(z;�z)+ cj�
0
j(z;�z); (2.22)

where zj,cj are som e constants. Using Eqs. (2.8),(2.9),and (2.13),we �nd the di�erential

relation forb(k;�k),

@b

@�k
=
b(k;�k)

2�

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�u��2)(z;�z)�
1

2�i

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�z�u�1)(z;�z)e
i(kz+ �k�z)

:

In thelim itk ! kj,thisequation reduceswith thehelp ofEqs.(2.18)and (2.22)to theform ,

@b

@�k
=
b(k;�k)

�k� �kj
�

b0

k� kj
;

whereb0 isgiven in Eq.(2.21).Thereduced equation exhibitsthelim iting behaviorofb(k;�k)as

k ! kj,

b(k;�k)! �b0

�k� �kj

k� kj
lnj�k� �kjj: (2.23)

On the other hand,it follows from Eqs. (2.13),(2.20),and (2.22) that N �(z;�z;k;�k) has the

lim iting behavior,

N �(z;�z;k;�k)!
�i� 0

j(z;�z)

�k� �kj
: (2.24)

AccordingtoEqs.(2.23)and(2.24),theright-hand-sideofEq.(2.8)isoforderO(b0jk�kjj
� 1lnjk�

kjj)ask ! kj. On the otherhand,the left-hand-side ofEq. (2.8)m ustbe oforderO (1)in the
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lim it k ! kj according to Eq. (2.22). Therefore,the eigenfunction �(z;�z;k;�k) has a pole at

k = kj only iftheconstraintb0 = 0 holds.2

Thelim itingrelation (2.22)wasintroduced by Arkadiev etal[6].However,theauthorsdid not

noticethatthediscretespectrum issupported only by potentialswhich satisfy theadditionalcon-

straint(2.21).In particular,such potentialsincludethem ulti-lum p solutionsforwhich b(k;�k)= 0

everywhere in thek-plane.

2.3 Expansion Form ulas for Inverse Scattering

Com bining Eq. (2.8) for the essentialspectrum and Eq. (2.22) for the discrete spectrum ,we

reconstructtheeigenfunction �(z;�z;k;�k)[3,6],

�(z;�z;k;�k)= e1 +

nX

j= 1

i� j(z;�z)

k� kj
+

1

2�i

Z Z
dk0^ d�k0

k0� k
b(k0;�k0)N �(z;�z;k

0
;�k0); (2.25)

where n is num ber ofdistinct eigenvalues kj ofdouble m ultiplicity. At k ! kj,this system is

coupled with thealgebraicsystem forthebound states,

(z+ zj)� j(z;�z)+ cj�
0
j(z;�z)= e1 +

X

l6= j

i� l(z;�z)

kj � kl
+

1

2�i

Z Z
dk^ d�k

k� kj
b(k;�k)N �(z;�z;k;�k): (2.26)

Expansion (2.25)can be related to the inverse scattering transform forthe potentialu(z;�z)

[3,6].Itfollowsfrom Eq.(2.2)thattheeigenfunction �(z;�z;k;�k)hastheasym ptotic expansion

asjkj! 1 ,

�(z;�z;k;�k)= e1 +
1

ik
�1 (z;�z)+ O(jkj� 2); (2.27)

where�21 (z;�z)= �u(z;�z)and

�11 (z;�z)= �
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(juj2)(z0;�z0):

W ededuce from Eqs.(2.25)and (2.27)thatthepotential�u(z;�z)isexpressed through theeigen-

functionsoftheDiracsystem in theform [3],

�u(z;�z)= �

nX

j= 1

�2j(z;�z)�
1

2�

Z Z

dk^ d�k b(k;�k)N 2�(z;�z;k;�k): (2.28)

Form ulas(2.6)to (2.28)constitutea standard fram ework fortheinverse scattering transform

oftheDSIIequation with a new relation (2.21).Theexistenceand uniquenessofsolutionsofthe
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Fredholm integralequations(2.6)and (2.7)and the �@ problem (2.8)and (2.25)wereproved in [4]

and [5]underthesm all-norm assum ption forthepotentialu(x;y),

 

sup
(x;y)2R 2

juj(x;y)

! �Z Z

ju(x;y)jdxdy

�

<
�

8
:

In thiscase n = 0 and b(k;�k)6= 0. The nonlineartwo-dim ensionalFouriertransform associated

tothisschem ewasdiscussed in Exam ples8-10ofChapter7.7ofRef.[17].Indeed,theconnection

form ula(2.28)im pliesthatthereisascalarspectraldecom position of�u(z;�z)throughN 2�(z;�z;k;�k)

forn = 0.In orderto closethedecom position,onecould useEqs.(2.9)and (2.13)to constructa

\com pletenessrelation" fortheexpansion of�(z0� z)in theform ,

�(z0� z)= �
1

2�2i

Z Z

dk^ d�k �N 2�(z
0
;�z0;k;�k)N 2�(z;�z;k;�k):

However,weshow in Proposition 3.4 below thata com pletenesstheorem forEq.(2.2)isdi�erent

and isbased on thesetofeigenfunctionsoftheadjointDiracsystem .

3 B asis for a Scalar SpectralD ecom position

In thissection,we specify the adjointproblem forthe Dirac system (2.2)and establish orthogo-

nality and com pletenessrelations.

3.1 T he A djoint System

Theadjointsystem forEq.(2.2)is

�
a
1z = ik�

a
1
� u�

a
2
; �

a
2�z = �u�a

1
; (3.1)

which providesthebalanceequation,

i(k0� k)�a
1
(k0)�2(k)=

@

@z
[�a

1
(k0)�2(k)]�

@

@�z
[�a

2
(k0)�1(k)]: (3.2)

Thesystem (3.1)adm itsplanesolutions�a(z;�z;k;�k)and oscillatory-typesolutionsN a
�(z;�z;k;

�k)

with theboundary conditions,

lim
jkj! 1

�
a(z;�z;k;�k) = e2; (3.3)

lim
jkj! 1

N
a
�(z;�z;k;

�k)e� i(kz+
�k�z) = e1: (3.4)
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TheadjointeigenfunctionsN a
�(z;�z;k;

�k)can beexpressed through theGreen functions,

N
a
1�(z;�z) = e

i(kz+ �k�z)
�

1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
(uN a

2�)(z
0
;�z0)eik(z� z

0)+ i�k(�z� �z0)
; (3.5)

N
a
2�(z;�z) =

1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(�uN a

1�)(z
0
;�z0): (3.6)

They arerelated to theadjointeigenfunctions�a(z;�z;k;�k)by theform ula,

N
a
�(z;�z;k;

�k)= �� ��a(z;�z;k;�k)ei(kz+
�k�z)
: (3.7)

Using thisrepresentation,weprovethefollowing result.

Lem m a 3.1.Thespectraldata b(k;�k)isexpressed in term softheadjointeigenfunctionsas

b(k;�k)=
1

2�

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�uN a
1�)(z;�z): (3.8)

Proof. M ultiplying Eq. (3.5) by �u�1(k),integrating over dz ^ d�z and using Eq. (2.7),we

expressb(k;�k)de�ned in Eq.(2.9)in theform ,

b(k;�k)=
1

2�

Z Z

dz^ d�z
h

�u�1(k)N
a
1�(k)� u�2(k)N

a
2�(k)

i

: (3.9)

On the otherhand,m ultiplying Eq. (2.6)by uN a
1�(k),integrating overdz^ d�z,and using Eqs.

(3.6)and (3.9),wegetEq.(3.8).2

Suppose now thatk = kj isan isolated double eigenvalue ofEq. (2.2)with the bound states

� j(z;�z)and �
0
j(z;�z)given by Eqs.(2.15){ (2.20).Suppose also thatk = kaj isan eigenvalue of

theadjointsystem (3.1)with theadjointbound states� a
j(z;�z)and �

a0
j (z;�z).

Lem m a 3.2. Ifkj isa double eigenvalue ofthe Dirac system (2.2),then kj isalso a double

eigenvalueoftheadjointsystem (3.1).

Proof. W e use Eq. (3.2)with � = � j(z;�z) and �
a = � a

j(z;�z)at k = kj and k0 = kaj and

integrateoverdz^ d�z with thehelp ofEq.(A.3)ofAppendix A.Thecontourcontribution ofthe

integralvanishesdueto theboundary conditions(2.17)and (3.12)and theresulting expression is

(kaj � kj)

Z Z

dz^ d�z (�a
1j�2j)(z;�z)= 0:

The relation kaj = kj follows from this form ula ifthe integralis non-zero at kaj = kj (which is

proved below in Eq.(3.22)).The otherpossibility iswhen kaj 6= kj but�
a
1j isorthogonalto �2j.

W e do notconsidersuch a non-generic situation. The otherbound state � a0
j atkaj = kj can be

9



de�ned using thesym m etry relation (seeEq.(3.15)below).2

Theadjointbound state� a
j(z;�z)solvesthehom ogeneousequations,

�a
1j(z;�z) = �

1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
(u�a

2j)(z
0
;�z0)eikj(z� z

0)+ i�kj(�z� �z
0)
; (3.10)

�a
2j(z;�z) =

1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(�u�a

1j)(z
0
;�z0) (3.11)

with theboundary condition asjzj! 1 ,

�
a
j(z;�z)!

e2

z
; (3.12)

and thenorm alization conditions,

�
1

2�i

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�u�a
1j)(z;�z) = 1; (3.13)

1

2�i

Z Z

dz^ d�z(u�a
2j)(z;�z)e

� i(kjz+
�kj�z) = 0: (3.14)

In addition,thebound state� a0
j (z;�z)isrelated to �(z;�z)according to thesym m etry form ula,

�
a0
j (z;�z)= �� �� a

j(z;�z)e
i(kjz+

�kj�z): (3.15)

Using Eqs. (3.1){(3.15),we see thatthe adjointeigenfunction �
a(z;�z;k;�k)satis�esrelations

sim ilarto thosefor�(z;�z;k;�k),

@�a

@�k
= ��b(k;�k)N a

�(z;�z;k;
�k) (3.16)

and

lim
k! kj

"

�
a(z;�z;k;�k)+

i� a
j(z;�z)

k� kj

#

= (z+ zj)�
a
j(z;�z)� �cj�

a0
j (z;�z): (3.17)

Theexpansionsforinverse scattering transform oftheadjointeigenfunctionscan befound in

theform ,

�
a(z;�z;k;�k)= e2 �

nX

j= 1

i� a
j(z;�z)

k� kj
�

1

2�i

Z Z
dk0^ d�k0

k0� k
�b(k0;�k0)N a

�(z;�z;k
0
;�k0) (3.18)

and

(z0+ zj)�
a
j(z

0
;�z0)� �cj�

a0
j (z

0
;�z0)= e2�

X

l6= j

i� a
l(z

0;�z0)

kj � kl
�

1

2�i

Z Z
dk^ d�k

k� kj

�b(k;�k)N a
�(z;�z;k;

�k):(3.19)
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3.2 O rthogonality and C om pleteness R elations

Using the Dirac system (2.2)and itsadjointsystem (3.1),we prove the orthogonality and com -

pleteness relations for the set of eigenfunctions S = [N 2�(k;�k);f�2jg
n
j= 1]and its adjoint set

Sa = [N a
1�(k;

�k);f�a
1jg

n
j= 1].

Proposition 3.3.TheeigenfunctionsN 2�(z;�z;k;�k)and �2j(z;�z)areorthogonaltotheeigen-

functionsN a
1�(z;�z;k;

�k)and �a
1j(z;�z)asfollows

hN
a
1�(k

0)jN 2�(k)iz = �2�2i�(k0� k); (3.20)

hN
a
1�(k)j�2jiz = h�a

1jjN 2�(k)iz = 0; (3.21)

h�a
1lj�2jiz = 2�i�jl; (3.22)

wheretheinnerproductisde�ned as

hg(k0)jf(k)iz =

Z Z

dz^ d�z g(z;�z;k0;�k0)f(z;�z;k;�k):

Proof.Using Eqs.(2.12)and (3.5),weexpand theinnerproductin Eq.(3.20)as

hN
a
1�(k

0)jN 2�(k)iz = I0

+

Z Z

dz^ d�z
�

uN
a
2�

�

(z;k0)e� i(k
0z+ �k0�z)

I1(z)�

Z Z

dz^ d�z(�uN 1�)(z;k)e
i(kz+ �k�z)

I1(z)

+
1

2�i

Z Z

dz^ d�z
�

uN
a
2�

�

(z;k0)e� i(k
0z+ �k0�z)

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
(�uN 1�)(z

0
;k)ei(kz

0+ �k�z0)[I1(z)� I1(z
0)];

where

I0 =

Z Z

dz^ d�z ei(k
0� k)z+ i(�k0� �k)�z = �2�2i�(k0� k) (3.23)

and

I1(z)=
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z
e
i(k0� k)z0+ i(�k0� �k)�z0 =

1

i(k0� k)
e
i(k0� k)z+ i(�k0� �k)�z

: (3.24)

TheintegralsI0 and I1(z)arecom puted in Appendix A.Using these form ulas,we�nd theinner

productin Eq.(3.20)in theform ,

hN
a
1�(k

0)jN 2�(k)iz = �2�2i�(k0� k)+
1

i(k0� k)
R (k;k0);

wheretheresidualterm R (k;k0)isexpressed in theform ,

R (k;k0)=

Z Z

dz^ d�z
h

uN
a
2�(k

0)N 2�(k)� �uN a
1�(k

0)N 1�(k)
i

;

11



with the help ofEqs. (2.12)and (3.5). W e show thatR (k;k0)= 0 by m ultiplying Eq. (3.6)by

�uN 1�(k),integrating overdz^ d�z and using Eq.(2.11).

Thezero innerproductsin Eqs.(3.21)and (3.22)forj6= lareobtained in a sim ilarway with

the help ofthe Fredholm ’s equations for eigenfunctions � j,�
a
j,N �,and N a

�. In order to �nd

the non-zero innerproduct(3.22)forj = lwe evaluate the following integralby using the sam e

integralequations,

Z Z

dz^ d�z�a
1j�2(k) =

1

i(kj � k)

Z Z

dz^ d�z
h

u�a
2j�2(k)� �u�a

1j�1(k)
i

=
1

i(k� kj)

Z Z

dz^ d�z �u�a
1j:

UsingEq.(3.13),theright-hand-sideidenti�esto 1

i(k� kj)
.SubstitutingEq.(2.25)in theleft-hand-

sideand using thezero innerproducts(3.21)and (3.22),we�nd Eq.(3.22)forj= l.2

Proposition 3.4. The eigenfunctionsN 2�(z;�z;k;�k)and �2j(z;�z)are com plete with respect

to theadjointeigenfunctionsN a
1�(z;�z;k;

�k)and �a
1j(z;�z)according to theidentity,

�(z0� z)= �
1

2�2i

Z Z

dk^ d�kN a
1�(z

0
;�z0;k;�k)N 2�(z;�z;k;�k)�

1

�

nX

j= 1

�a
1j(z

0
;�z0)�2j(z;�z): (3.25)

Proof.Using thesym m etry relations(2.13)and (3.7),weexpresstheintegralin Eq.(3.25)as

hN
a
1�(z

0)jN 2�(z)ik =

Z Z

dk^ d�k ��a
2
(z0;�z0;k;�k)��1(z;�z;k;�k)e

ik(z0� z)+ i�k(�z0� �z)
: (3.26)

W e use Eqs. (2.25),(2.26),(3.18),and (3.19)and �nd the pole decom position forthe integrand

in Eq.(3.26),

��a
2
(z0)��1(z)= 1+

nX

j= 1

i

�k� �kj

h

�cj��
a
2j(z

0
;�z0)��0

1j(z;�z)+ cj��
a0
2j(z

0
;�z0)��1j(z;�z)

i

+

nX

j= 1

i

�k� �kj
(�z� �z0)��a

2j(z
0
;�z0)��1j(z;�z)+

nX

j= 1

��a
2j(z

0;�z0)��1j(z;�z)

(�k� �kj)
2

+
1

2�i

Z Z
dk0^ d�k0

�k0� �k

h

��a
2
(z0)�b�N 1�(z)� ��1(z)b�N

a
2�(z

0)
i

(k0;�k0): (3.27)

W esubstitute(3.27)into Eq.(3.26)and reducetheintegralto theform ,

hN
a
1�(z

0)jN 2�(z)ik = I0 � 2�

nX

j= 1

h

�cj��
a
2j(z

0
;�z0)��0

1j(z;�z)+ cj��
a0
2j(z

0
;�z0)��1j(z;�z)

i

I1(kj)

12



+

nX

j= 1

��a
2j(z

0
;�z0)��1j(z;�z)[2�(�z

0
� �z)I1(kj)+ I2(kj)]

�

Z Z

dk^ d�kI1(k)
h

��a2(z
0)�b�N 1�(z)� ��1(z)b�N

a
2�(z

0)
i

(k;�k)e� ik(z
0� z)� i�k(�z0� �z)

; (3.28)

where the integrals I0 and I1(k)are given in Eqs. (3.23)and (3.24)respectively,with z and k

interchanged,whiletheintegralI2(kj)isde�ned by

I2(kj)= lim
�! 0

Z Z

jk� kjj� �

dk^ d�k

(�k� �kj)
2
e
ik(z0� z)+ i�k(�z0� �z)

: (3.29)

TheintegralI2(k)isfound in Appendix A in theform ,I2(kj)= �2�(�z0� �z)I1(kj),such thatthe

third term in Eq.(3.28)vanishes.In orderto expressthesecond term in Eq.(3.28)we useEqs.

(2.26),(3.19),(2.20),and (3.15)and derivetherelation,

�

nX

j= 1

h

�cj��
a
2j(z

0
;�z0)��0

1j(z;�z)+ cj��
a0
2j(z

0�z0)��1j(z;�z)
i

e
ikj(z

0� z)+ i�kj(�z
0� �z) =

nX

j= 1

h

�cj�
a0
1j(z

0
;�z0)�2j(z;�z)+ cj�

a
1j(z

0
;�z0)�0

2j(z;�z)
i

=

(z0� z)

nX

j= 1

�a
1j(z

0
;�z0)�2j(z;�z)+

1

2�i

nX

j= 1

Z Z
dk^ d�k

k� kj

h

�2j(z)�bN
a
1�(z

0)+ �a
1j(z

0)bN 2�(z)
i

(k;�k):

(3.30)

Using thisexpression and Eqs.(3.23),(3.24),and (3.29),werewriteEq.(3.28)in theform ,

hN
a
1�(z

0)jN 2�(z)ik = �2�2i�(z0� z)� 2�i

nX

j= 1

�a
1j(z

0
;�z0)�2j(z;�z)

+
i

z0� z

Z Z

dk^ d�k
@

@�k

2

4

0

@ �
a
1(z

0)+

nX

j= 1

i�a
1j(z

0)

k� kj

1

A

0

@ �2(z)�

nX

j= 1

i�2j(z)

k� kj

1

A

3

5 :

The last integralvanishes according to Eq. (A.3)ofAppendix A and the boundary conditions

(2.5)and (3.3).2

Ourm ain result forthe spectraldecom position associated to the Dirac system (2.2)follows

from theaboveorthogonality and com pletenessrelations.

Proposition 3.5. An arbitrary scalar function f(z;�z) satisfying the condition f(z;�z) �

O(jzj� 2)asjzj! 1 can bedecom posed through thesetS = [N 2�(z;�z;k;�k);f�2j(z;�z)g
n
j= 1].

13



Proof.Thespectraldecom position isde�ned through theorthogonality relations(3.20){(3.22)

as

f(z;�z)=

Z Z

dk^ d�k�(k;�k)N 2�(z;�z;k;�k)+

nX

j= 1

�j�2j(z;�z); (3.31)

where

�(k;�k)= �
1

4�2
hN

a
1�(k)jfiz; �j =

1

2�i
h�a

1jjfiz: (3.32)

Provided the condition on f(z;�z)issatis�ed,we interchange integration with respectto dz^ d�z

and dk^ d�k and usethecom pletenessform ula (3.25).2

The spectraldecom position presented here is di�erent from that ofKiselev [10,11]. In the

latterapproach,thefunction f(z;�z)isspanned by squared eigenfunctionsoftheoriginalproblem

(1.2)de�ned according to oscillatory-typebehaviouratin�nity.In ourapproach,wetransform ed

thesystem (1.2)to theform (2.2)and de�ned theoscillatory-typeeigenfunctionsaccording tothe

single eigenfunctions N �(z;�z;k;�k). W e also notice that the (degenerate) bound states � 0
j(z;�z)

are not relevant for the spectraldecom position, although they appear im plicitly through the

m erom orphiccontributionsoftheeigenfunctionsN �(z;�z;k;�k)atk = kj (seeSection 4).

4 Perturbation T heory for a Single Lum p

W eusethescalarspectraldecom position based on Eq.(3.31)and develop a perturbation theory

form ulti-lum p solutionsofthe DSIIequation. W e presentform ulasin the case ofa single lum p

(n = 1),the case ofm ulti-lum p potentials can be obtained by sum m ing along the indices j,l

occuring in theexpressionsbelow.

Thesingle-lum p potentialu(z;�z)hastheform [6],

u(z;�z)=
cj

jz+ zjj
2 + jcjj

2
e
i(kjz+

�kj�z); (4.1)

where cj,zj are com plex param eters. The associated bound statesfollow from Eqs. (2.26)and

(3.19)as

� j(z;�z) =
1

jz+ zjj
2 + jcjj

2

"

�z+ �zj

� �cje
� i(kjz+

�kj�z)

#

; (4.2)

�
a
j(z;�z) =

1

jz+ zjj
2 + jcjj

2

"

cje
i(kjz+

�kj�z)

�z+ �zj

#

: (4.3)

W e�rstconsidera generalperturbation to the single lum p subjectto the localization condition,

�u � O(jzj� 2)asjzj! 1 .W ethen deriveexplicitform ulasforaspecialform oftheperturbation

term �u(z;�z).

14



4.1 G eneralPerturbation ofa Single Lum p

Supposethe potentialisspeci�ed asu� = u(z;�z)+ ��u(z;�z),where u(z;�z)isgiven by Eq.(4.1)

and �u(z;�z)isa perturbation term .Two bound states� j(z;�z)and �
0
j(z;�z)aresupported by a

single-lum p potentialu(z;�z)ata single pointk = kj. The spectraldecom position given by Eq.

(3.31)providesa basisforexpansion of��2(z;�z;�;��)atk = �,

�
�
2
(z;�z;�;��)=

Z Z

dk^ d�k �(k;�k)N 2�(z;�z;k;�k)+ �j�2j(z;�z) (4.4)

where �(k;�k) and �j are de�ned by Eq. (3.32) and depend on the param eter �. The other

com ponent��1(z;�z;�;��)can beexpressed from Eq.(2.2)as

�
�
1
(z;�z;�;��)=

Z Z

dk^ d�k �(k;�k)N 1�(z;�z;k;�k)+ �j�1j(z;�z)+ ���1(z;�z); (4.5)

wheretherem ainderterm �� 1(z;�z)solvestheequation,

(�� 1)�z = ��u� �
2
:

W ewritethesolution ofthisequation in theform ,

�� 1(z;�z)= A �
1

2�i

Z Z
dz0^ d�z0

z0� z
(�u� �

2)(z
0
;�z0); (4.6)

subjectto theboundary condition asjzj! 1 ,

�� 1(z;�z)! A + O(z� 1);

whereA isan arbitrary constant.Using theexplicitrepresentation (4.6),wetransform Eq.(2.2)

into thesystem ofintegralequationsfor�(k;�k)and �j,

�(k;�k)=
�

4�2i(k� �)

�Z Z

dk
0
^ d�k0K (k;�k;k0;�k0)�(k0;�k0)+ K j(k;�k)�j + R(k;�k)A

�

+ O(�2);

(4.7)

�j =
�

2�(kj � �)

�Z Z

dk^ d�k Pj(k;�k)�(k;�k)+ K jl�l+ R jA

�

+ O(�2); (4.8)

where

K (k;�k;k0;�k0)= hN
a
�(k)jN �(k

0)i�u ; K j(k;�k)= hN
a
�(k)j� ji�u ;

Pj(k;�k)= h�
a
jjN �(k)i�u ; K jl= h�

a
jj� li�u ;

and thescalarproductforsquared eigenfunction isde�ned as[10,11]

hf(k)jg(k0)ih =

Z Z

dz^ d�z
h
�h(z;�z)f1(z;�z;k;�k)g1(z;�z;k

0
;�k0)+ h(z;�z)f2(z;�z;k;�k)g2(z;�z;k

0
;�k0)

i

:
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Thenon-hom ogeneousterm sR(k;�k)and R j can becom puted exactly as

R(k;�k) =

Z Z

dz^ d�z
�

�uN a
1�

�

(z;�z)= 2�b(k;�k);

R j =

Z Z

dz^ d�z
�

�u�a
1j

�

(z;�z)= �2�i;

where b(k;�k)= 0 ifn 6= 0. W e solve the system ofequations(4.7)and (4.8)asym ptotically for

� = kj + ��� and �� � O(1). The leading orderbehaviourofthe integralkernelsfollowsfrom

theasym ptoticrepresentation (2.24)ask ! kj,

K (k;�k;k0;�k0)!
�K jj

(�k� �kj)(�k
0� �kj)

; K j(k;�k)!
iPjj
�k� �kj

; Pj(k;�k)!
i�Pjj
�k� �kj

; (4.9)

where
�K jj = h�

a0
j j�

0
ji�u ; Pjj = h�

a0
j j� ji�u ; �Pjj = �h�

a
jj�

0
ji�u : (4.10)

Here we have used the sym m etry constraints(2.20)and (3.15). The leading orderof�(k;�k)as

k ! kj followsfrom Eq.(4.7)as

�(k;�k)! �
�����j

2�(k� �)(�k� �kj)
;

where�j isnotyetde�ned.W euseEq.(A.4)ofAppendix A to com putetheintegralterm ,

Z Z
dk^ d�k

(k� �)(�k� �kj)
2
=

2�i

�kj � ��
;

and reducethesystem ofintegralequations(4.7)and (4.8)to an algebraicsystem ask ! kj,

� 2���� j = K jj�j �
�Pjj�j � 2�iA; (4.11)

2����� j = �Pjj�j � �K jj�j: (4.12)

IfPjj 6= 0,the determ inant ofthe above system is strictly positive. Therefore,hom ogeneous

solutions at A = 0 (bound states) are absent for � 6= 0. This result indicates that the double

eigenvalueatk = kj disappearsundera genericperturbation ofthepotentialu(z;�z)with Pjj 6= 0

(seealso Ref.[8]).

ForA 6= 0,we�nd inhom ogeneoussolutionsofEqs.(4.11)and (4.12),

�j =
2�iA

�
�K jj + 2����

�

jK jj+ 2���j2 + jPjjj
2
; �j =

�2�iAPjj

jK jj + 2���j2 + jPjjj
2
: (4.13)
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The eigenfunction �
�(z;�z;�;��) given by Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5) satis�es the boundary condition

(2.5)ifA = �� 1 and hasthefollowing asym ptoticrepresentation,

�
�(z;�z;�;��)= e1 +

2�i
h

2�(�� � �kj)+ ��K jj

i

� j(z;�z)

j2�(� � kj)+ �Kjjj
2 + j�Pjjj

2
�

2�i�Pjj�
0
j(z;�z)

j2�(� � kj)+ �Kjjj
2 + j�Pjjj

2

+ �� �(z;�z); (4.14)

wheretheterm �� �(z;�z)isnotsingularin thelim it� ! 0 and � ! kj.

In thelim it� ! 0,� 6= kj,we�nd a m erom orphicexpansion for�
�(z;�z;�;��)as

�
�(z;�z;�;��)= e1 +

i� j(z;�z)

� � kj
+ �

"

K jj� j(z;�z)

2�i(� � kj)
2
+

Pjj�
0
j(z;�z)

2�ij� � kjj
2

#

+ O(�2): (4.15)

Itisclearthatthedoublepolecan beincorporated by shifting theeigenvaluekj to

k
�
j = kj �

�Kjj

2�
:

The otherdouble-pole term in the expansion (4.15)hasa non-analytic behaviourin the k-plane

and leadstotheappearanceofthespectraldatab�(�;��)= ��b(�;��)which m easuresthedeparture

of��(z;�z;�;��)from analyticity according to Eq.(2.8).W e �nd from Eqs.(2.9)and (4.15)that

thespectraldata �b(�;��)hasthefollowing singularbehaviouras� ! kj

�b(�;��)!
�Pjj

2�j� � kjj
2
: (4.16)

Thus, ifPjj 6= 0 the analyticity of��(z;�z;�;��) is destroyed and the lum p disappears. This

conclusion aswellastheanalyticalsolution (4.13)agreewith theresultsofGadyl’shin and Kiselev

[8,9]wherethetransform ation ofa singlelum p into decaying wavepacketwasalso studied.

In theotherlim it� 6= 0 and � ! k�j we�nd anotherexpansion from Eq.(4.14),

�
�(z;�z;�;��)= e1 �

2�i

��Pjj
�

0
j(z;�z)+ O(� � k

�
j): (4.17)

W econclude thatthe eigenfunction ��(z;�z;�;��)isnow free ofpolesingularities[8,9].W esum -

m arizethem ain resultin theform ofa proposition.

Proposition 4.1.Supposeu(z;�z)isgiven by Eq.(4.1)and �u(z;�z)satis�estheconstraint,

Pjj = h�
a0
j j� ji�u 6= 0:

Then,thepotentialu� = u(z;�z)+ ��u(z;�z)doesnotsupportem bedded eigenvaluesoftheDirac

system (2.2)for� 6= 0.
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4.2 Explicit Solution for a Particular Perturbation

Herewespecify cj = cei�,wherecand � arereal,and considera particularperturbation �u(z;�z)

to thelum p u(z;�z)(4.1)in theform ,

�u(z;�z)= Q(z;�z)e i(kjz+
�kj�z+ �);

whereQ(z;�z)isa realfunction.Using Eqs.(4.10),(4.2),and (4.3),we�nd explicitly them atrix

elem entsK jj and Pjj,

K jj =

Z Z

dz^ d�z
c(�z+ �zj)[Q(z;�z)� �Q(z;�z)]

[jz+ zjj
2 + c2]2

= 0;

Pjj =

Z Z

dz^ d�z
jz+ zjj

2 �Q (z;�z)+ c2Q(z;�z)

[jz+ zjj
2 + c2]2

=
1

2c

Z Z

dz^ d�z(u��u + �u�u):

Theelem entPjj can beseen asa correction to the�eld energy,

N =
i

2

Z Z

dz^ d�zju�j2(z;�z)= N 0 + i�cPjj + O(�2);

where N 0 = � isthe energy ofthe single lum p solution (independentofthe lum p param eterskj
and cj).Thus,aperturbation which leadstothedestruction ofasinglelum p,thatiswith Pjj 6= 0,

changesnecessarily thevalueforthelum p energy N 0.

5 C oncluding R em arks

The m ain resultofourpaperisthe prediction ofstructuralinstability ofm ulti-lum p potentials

in the Dirac system associated to the DSIIequation. The m ulti-lum p potentials correspond to

eigenvaluesem bedded into a two-dim ensionalcontinuousspectrum with thespectraldata b(k;�k)

satisfying the additionalconstraint (2.21). In this case,there is no interaction between lum ps

and continuousradiation. However,a generic initialperturbation inducescoupling between the

lum ps and radiation and,as a result oftheir interaction,the em bedded eigenvalues disappear.

Thisresultindicatesthatthe localized m ulti-lum p solutionsdecay into continuouswave packets

in thenonlineardynam icsoftheDSIIequation (seealso Refs.[8,9]).

Thisscenario isdi�erentfrom thetwo typesofbifurcationsofem bedded eigenvaluesdiscussed

in ourpreviouspaper[14].The type Ibifurcation arisesfrom theedge ofthe essentialspectrum

when the lim iting bounded (non-localized) eigenfunction is transform ed into a localized bound

state. The type IIbifurcation occurswhen an em bedded eigenvalue splitso� the essentialspec-

trum .Both situationspersistin thespectralplanewhen theessentialspectrum isone-dim ensional

and coverseithera half-axisorthewholeaxis.However,in thecaseoftheDSIIequation,thees-

sentialspectrum isthewholespectralplaneand em bedded eigenvaluecan notsplito�theessential

spectrum .Asa result,they disappeardueto theirstructuralinstability.
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A ppendix A .Form ulas ofthe @-analysis

Herewereproducesom eform ulasofthecom plex �@-analysis[17]tocom putetheintegralsI0,I1(z)

and I2(z) de�ned in Eqs. (3.23),(3.24),and (3.29). W e de�ne the com plex integration in the

z-planeby Z Z

dz^ d�zf(z;�z)= �

Z Z

d�z^ dzf(z;�z);

wheredz^ d�z= �2idxdy.Thecom plex �(z)distribution isde�ned by

Z Z

dz^ d�zf(z)�(z� z0)= �2if(z0); (A:1)

where�(z)= �(x)�(y).In particular,the�-distribution appearsin the�@-analysisaccording tothe

relation [17],
@

@�z

�
1

z� z0

�

= ��(z� z0): (A:2)

Com puting theintegralI0,wegettheform ula,

I0 =

Z Z

dz^ d�zeikz+ i
�k�z = �2i

Z Z

dxdye
2iR e(k)x� 2iIm (k)y = �2�2i�(k);

which provestheidentity (3.23).

Using theGreen’stheorem [17],onehastheintegration identity,

Z Z

D

dz^ d�z

 

@f1

@z
�
@f2

@�z

!

=

Z

C

(f1d�z+ f2dz); (A:3)

whereD isadom ain ofthecom plex planeand C itsboundary.Thegeneralized Cauchy’sform ula

hastheform [17],

f(z;�z)=
1

2�i

Z

C

f(z0;�z0)dz0

z0� z
+

1

2�i

Z Z

D

dz0^ d�z0

z0� z

@f

@�z0
; (A:4)

or,equivalently,

f(z;�z)= �
1

2�i

Z

C

f(z0;�z0)d�z0

�z0� �z
+

1

2�i

Z Z

D

dz0^ d�z0

�z0� �z

@f

@z0
: (A:5)

In orderto �nd theintegralI1(z)weuseEq.(A.5)with

f(z;�z)=
1

ik
e
i(kz+ �k�z)

; k 6= 0
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and choose the dom ain D to be a large ballofradiusR (see Eq. (2.14)). The boundary value

integralvanishessince

lim
R ! 1

Z

jzj= R

d�z

�z
e
i(kz+ �k�z) = �2�i lim

R ! 1
J0(2jkjR)= 0; (A:6)

where J0(z)isthe Besselfunction. Equation (A.5)forthe function f(z;�z)then reduces to Eq.

(3.24).

In orderto com putetheintegralI2(z0),weapply Eq.(A.3)with f1 = 0 and

f2(z;�z)=
1

�z� �z0
e
i(kz+ �k�z)

:

Thedom ain D ischosen asabove.Theboundary valueintegralvanishesagain,

lim
R ! 1

Z

jzj= R

dz

�z
e
i(kz+ �k�z) = �2�i lim

R ! 1
J� 2(2jkjR)= 0; (A:7)

whereJ� 2(z)istheBesselfunction.Equation (A.3)forthefunction f2(z;�z)reducestoEq.(3.29).
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