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It is found that every solution of a system of linear delay difference equations has finite
limit at infinity, if some conditions are satisfied. These are much weaker than the known
sufficient conditions for asymptotic constancy of the solutions. When we impose some positivity

assumptions on the coefficient matrices, our conditions are also necessary. The novelty of our
results is illustrated by examples.

1. Introduction

Consider the nonautonomous linear delay difference system
y(n+1) -y(n) = 3 Ain) (y(n - 7:(n)) - y(n - 0i(n)), n20, (1.1)
i=1

where the following are considered.

(A1) m > 1is an integer, and A;(n) € R™4(1 <i<m,n >0).

(A2) (1i(n)),s0 and (o;(n)),5o are sequences of nonnegative integers (1 < i < m) such
that

S := max {max{sup 7i(n), sup oi(n)} } (1.2)

1<i<m n>0 n>0

is finite.
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Without loss of generality we may (and do) assume the following.

(A3) Foreach1 <i<mandn >0,

7i(n) <oi(n),  0<7(n) < - < Tp(n). (1.3)

Under these conditions, s = maxXi<j<, {maX,>0;(n)}.
Whenever the delays are constants, we get the system

y(n+1)-y(n) = ZAi(n) (yn-ki)-yn-1)), n>0, (1.4)

i=1
where we suppose that
(A4) ki <Ii(1 <i < m) are nonnegative integers and
0<ki < - <kp (1.5)

In this case, s = maxi<i<m{l1, ..., ln}-

Together with the above equations we assume initial conditions of the form

y(n) =yg(n) € RY, -s<n<0, (1.6)

where ¢ = (¢s(=s),...,¢(-1),¢(0)) € RE*D4 Clearly, (1.1) with (1.6) (and similarly (1.4)
with (1.6)) has a unique solution which exists for any n > 0. The solution is denoted by

y(@) = (Y(@) (1)
Driver et al. [1] have shown that if

Dli-k)Aim<q<1, nx0, (17)
i=1
for some matrix norm || - || on R¥*4, then every solution y(¢) of (1.4) tends to a finite limit at

infinity which will be denoted by
y(g)(o0) = lim y(¢) (). (1.8)

In the paper of [2] the same statement has been proved under the condition

m i+li—1

> 3 lAaml<q<1, j>0. (1.9)

i=1 n=jrk;
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As we will show in Section 4.1 (see Example 4.1), conditions (1.7) and (1.9) are independent
if the coefficients are time dependent. In the special case of (1.4) with constant coefficients
(each A;(n) is independent of n)

y(n+1)-ym) =D A(y(n-k)-yn-1), n>0, (1.10)
i-1
conditions (1.7) and (1.9) coincide and each reduces to

> Li— k)| Aill < 1. 1.11)

i=1

Moreover, considering (1.10) under the condition (A4), the existence of the finite limit
of each solution (for whatever reason) implies that

m -1 m —ki-1
y(¢) (o) = (I_Z(li_ki)Ai> <¢(0)—Z<Aiz qf(])>> (1.12)
i=1 i=1 j=1li
(See [1].)

In the nonautonomous case with constant delays, it has been proved by Pituk [2] that
the value of the limit can be characterized in an implicit formula by using a special solution
of the adjoint equation to (1.4) and the initial values.

In this paper we prove similar results for the general delay difference system

n-1

yn+1)-y(n) = > K(nj)(y(G+1)-y(G)), n>0, (1.13)

j=n-s

where
(As) s > 1is an integer, and K(n,j) € R™? (n>0,n-s<j<n-1).

The main novelty of our paper is that we prove the existence of the limit of the
solutions of the above equations under much weaker conditions than (1.9). Moreover,
utilizing our new limit formula, we show that some of our sufficient conditions are also
necessary.

After recalling some preliminary facts on matrices in the next section, we state
our main results on the asymptotic constancy of the solutions of (1.13), and derive a
generalization of the limit formula (1.12) to the time-dependent case (Section 3). Section 4
is divided into three parts. In Section 4.1 we illustrate the independence of conditions (1.7)
and (1.9). The relation between our new conditions is studied in Section 4.2. In the third part
of Section 4 we specialize to (1.1), (1.4), and (1.10). The proofs of the main results are included
in Section 5.
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2. Preliminaries

If d > 1 is an integer, the space of all d x d matrices is denoted by R%*, the zero matrix by O,
and the identity matrix by I. R¥*? is a lattice under the canonical ordering defined by what
follows: A < B means that a;; < b;; for every 1 < i, j < d, where A = (a;;) and B = (b;;). Of
course, the absolute value of A = (a;;) € R™ is given by |A| = (|a;j|). The spectral radius of
a matrix A € R¥? is denoted by p(A). It is well known that for any norm || - || on R¥? we
have p(A) = lim,_, .|| A"||'/™ < ||A||. We use that A, B, C € R%4, A < B,and C > O imply that
AC < BC.

3. The Main Results

Consider the general delay difference system (1.13) with the initial condition (1.6). This initial
value problem has a unique solution which is denoted by y(¢) := (y(¢)(n)),,50-

In our first theorem we give a new limit formula in terms of the initial values. To this
end, we introduce the linear mapping c : R¢*)4 — R4 which is defined by

c(g) = (0) + 20] <]2_](K(J'—l—1,j—1)-K(j—l/f))>qf(j)—;K(O,l)w(l) (3.1)

j=—s+1 \I=-s

for any ¢ := (¢(=s),...,¢(-1),¢(0)) € R(s+Dd_

Theorem 3.1. Assume (As). For an initial sequence ¢ € RE*D4, the solution y(¢) of (1.13) and
(1.6) has a finite limit if and only if

n—oo

d(y) := lim <_21K(n,n+l)y(qf)(n+l+1)
I=—s

+ gl<_zl(f<(j—l—1,f‘1)_K(j_l'j»)y(qj)(j) Y

j I=-s

B

+

-1
j=n-s

<z (K(-1-1,j-1) —K(j—z,f>>>y<w><j>>
is finite, and in this case

y(g)(o0) = lim y(¢) (n) = c(y) +d(y)- (3.3)

In the next theorem we prove the convergence of the solutions of (1.13) under a
condition much weaker than (1.9), as it is illustrated in Section 4.3.
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Theorem 3.2. Assume (As). If

either
jt+s
limsup Y ||K(n,j)| <1, (3.4)
jm o n=j+l
for some matrix norm || - || on R%4, or

jts
B:=limsup > |K(n,j)]| (3.5)

joo n=jrl

is finite with p(B) < 1, then for every initial sequence ¢ € RV the solution y(g) of
(1.13) and (1.6) has a finite limit which obeys (3.3).

For the independence of conditions (3.4) and (3.5), see Section 4.1.
As a corollary, we get the next result.

Corollary 3.3. Assume (As), and foreach | € {1,...,s} let the limit
L(l) :== lim K(n+1,n) (3.6)
be finite. Then the following are considered.

(a) Iffor an initial sequence ¢ € RV the solution y(¢) of (1.13) and (1.6) has a finite limit,
then

<I . gw))ywm) _c(y) + i(z (K(-1-1,-1)-K( —z,f>>>y<qr> 0. 62

j=1 \I=-s
(b) If either
S
SIL@ <1, 38)
1=1
for some matrix norm || - || on R%4, or

p(ZM@O<L (3.9)

=1
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then for every initial sequence ¢ € R*D4 the solution y(¢) of (1.13) and (1.6) has a finite
limit which obeys

v (9)(e) = (I— g“’)> <c<q;> . i( S (K(-1-1,j-1) —K(J'—l/f))>y(</f)(j)>-

j=1 \I=-s
(3.10)
Now consider the equation

n-1
y(n+1)-ym) = 3 Ln-1)(y(+1)-y()), n>0, (3.11)

j=n-s

where L(I) € R*4 foreachl € {1,...,s}.
Based on the above results we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the
solutions of (3.11) to have a finite limit.

Theorem 3.4. Consider (3.11).

(a) If for every initial sequence ¢ € R4 the solution y(g) of (3.11) and (1.6) has a finite
limit, then

s -1 -1
y(¢) (o) = <1 - ZL(Z)> <<p(0) - ZL(—l)qf(l)>- (3.12)
=1 I=—s

(b) Assume that L(I) > O foreachl € {1,...,s}. Then the next two statements are equivalent.

(i) For every initial sequence ¢ € R4 the solution y(g) of (3.11) and (1.6) has a
finite limit.
(ii) And

p<iL(l)> <1 (3.13)
=1

4. Discussion and Applications
4.1. Comparison of Conditions (1.7) and (1.9)
The independence of conditions (1.7) and (1.9) is illustrated by the next example.

Example 4.1. Letm =2, ky = ko =0, 11 = 1, and I, = 2. Elementary considerations show the
following.
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(a) If
1 5 . .
=, ifn>0iseven, 52’ if n>0 is even,
EHOIER S lAa(m)ll = §
0, ifn>0isodd, 3 ifnz0isodd,

then condition (1.7) is satisfied, but condition (1.9) does not hold.

(b) If
1 . . 9
2’ if n>0is even, 207 if n>0 is even,
A ()l =95 A2(m)| =
T if n >0 1is odd, 0, ifn>0isodd,

then condition (1.7) does not hold, but condition (1.9) is satisfied.

4.2. Independence of Conditions (3.4) and (3.5)

(4.1)

(4.2)

It is illustrated by the following two examples that condition (3.4) does not generally imply

condition (3.5) and conversely.

Example 4.2. Let the matrices K(n,n —1) and K(n,n - 2)(n > 0) be defined by

4n+5 0 1
5 1 n+1
K(n,n-1):= (m+1) , K(n,n-2):=
1 2n+3
n+1 5(n+1)
Since
dn+5 _ 4 2n+3 _ 2
K -1))=—Fr-x2>= K -2)) = ——> = >1
p( (n/n )) 5(n+1) -_ 5/ p( (nln )) 5(71"!‘1) - 5/ n— 4
yield that
4 2
IKnn-Dizz,  [IKmn-2)[2z, nx1,
for every matrix norm || - || on R*2, hence
j+2 6
lim 3 [|[K(n )] >z >1
7H°°n=j+1

for every matrix norm on R*2,

(4.3)

(4.4)

(4.5)

(4.6)
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On the other hand

j+2
P<}Ln; > IK(nrj)|> =p

n=j+1

==<1. (4.7)

S Uil
alrN o
Q1 &

We can see that there are situations in which (3.5) is satisfied but (3.4) is not.

Example 4.3. Let the matrices K(n,n — 1) and K(n,n —2)(n > 0) be defined by

3n 3n 3 3
10n+1 10n+1 10 10
K(n,n-1):= , K(n,n-2):= . (4.8)
__Sn  _Sn 33
10n+1 10n+1 10 10
Observe that
3 3
10 10 3.21/2 9
= i 49
P - 10 ~20 *9)
10 10
and therefore there exists a matrix norm || - || on R*? such that
3 3
10 10 9 410
10 10
From
3 3
10 10
lim K(n,n-1) = (4.11)
n— oo _i i
10 10

and from (4.10), it follows that there is an integer 1y > 0 such that

|[K(n,n-1)] < 2, n > ny. (4.12)
20
This together with (4.10) gives that
j+2 9
]_hﬁngO Z ||IK(n,j)]| < 5 < 1. (4.13)

n=j+1
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Finally,
3 3
j+2 5 5 6
pl Lm K(nj| ) =p =—->1 (4.14)
<]H°°n§r1| | § § 5
55

We can see that (3.4) does not imply (3.5) in general.

Suppose that K(n,j) > O (n >0, n -5 < j <n-1) and the limit

lim K(n+1,n) (4.15)

n—oo

is finite for each [ € {1,...,s}. In this case condition (3.4) guarantees that condition (3.5) also
holds. Really,

j+S s S
1> lim 3% (Kl = X tim K G 1) | = | limKG+1)|
n=j+1 I=1 =1
_ (4.16)
s jts j+s
> ZlimK(j+l,j)H = ||lim > K(n,j) 2p<lim > K(n,j)).
=1/ 7% )7 Pp=ji1 )7 Pp=ji1

However, the implication discussed above may be lost if (4.15) is not satisfied, even if
the matrices K (1, j) are nonnegative, as the following example shows.

Example 4.4. Let the matrix K(n,n—1) (n > 0) be defined by

2
-0
K(n,n-1):= 3 s | if n is even,
0 =
3
, (4.17)
0 =
K(n,n-1):= 2 3 , if nis odd.
3 0
Using the I'-norm || - ||; on R>?, we have
. . . 2
limsup||K(j+1, /)|, = 3 < 1, (4.18)

J—®
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while

> 1. (4.19)

QI >

p<limsupK(j+1,]')> =p

Andss

WIN WIN
WIN WIN
|

4.3. Application to Delay Difference Equations

For every 1 <i <mand n > 0 let the function y;(n, -) be defined on the set of integers by

1, -oi(n)<j<n-T7(n) -1,
yi(n,7) ::{ nooim s jsnomty (4.20)

0, otherwise.

Lemma 4.5. Assume (A1)—(As). Then the delay difference (1.1) is equivalent to (1.13) if for every
n >0 K(n,-) is defined by

K(n,j) = ixi(n,j)Ai(n), n-s<j<n-1. (4.21)
i=1

Proof. It is easy to see that

n-7;(n)-1

yin-mm) ~yn-am) = 3 (y(G+1)-y(j)), n=0. 422)

j=n-oi(n)

By using (4.20) we get

n-1
y(m-ti(m) -y(n-oim) = 3 (xi(nj)(y(G+1)-y(j)), n>0.  (423)

j=n-s

Thus (1.1) can be written in the form

y(n+1)-y(n) = 2<Ai(n) i (xi(n ) (WG +1) - y(]’))))

j=n-s

(4.24)

- 5 (Zxtmpam) oo n-v), nzo

j=n-s \i=1

The proof is complete. O

The following result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 4.5, and
it gives sufficient conditions for the convergence of the solutions of (1.1).
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Theorem 4.6. Assume (A1)—(As). If either

jts m
limsup 37 || Y xi(n, ) Aim)|| <1, (4.25)
jooo n=j+l|i=1
for some matrix norm || - || on R%4, or
j*s | m
B :=limsup Z ZXi(n,j)Ai(n) (4.26)
jm o n=j+l1]i=1

is finite with p(B) < 1, then for every initial sequence ¢ € R*D4 the solution y(g) of
(1.1) and (1.6) has a finite limit which obeys (3.3).

Now consider the constant delay equation (1.4). For every 1 < i < m, let the function
X; be defined on the set of integers by

1, ki+1<I<y,
Xi () = (4.27)
0, otherwise.

In (1.4) 7y(n) = ki and o;(n) = [; for every 1 < i < m and n > 0; thus the function ;(n,-)
defined in (4.20) satisfies

xi(n,j) =xi(n—j), 1<i<m, n20, (4.28)

for each integer j. So, in the constant delay case, from Theorem 4.6 we get the next result.

Theorem 4.7. Assume (A1) and (Ay). If either

j+s m
lim sup Z fo (n-j)Ain)| <1, (4.29)
j—oo n=jr1|lim1

for some matrix norm || - || on R%4, or
jts | m
B :=limsup Z fo(n —j)Ai(n) (4.30)
jm o n=jr1li=1

is finite with p(B) < 1, then for every initial sequence ¢ € RV the solution y(g) of
(1.4) and (1.6) has a finite limit which obeys (3.3).
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Remark 4.8. Our condition (4.29) is weaker than condition (1.9). In fact

jts m j+s m
DI =-pAaim| < X <Zx§<n—f)||Ai(n>||>
n:j+1 i=1 n:j+1 i=1
m j+s
=3 X x@-pHlAam (4.31)
i=1 n=j+1
m j+i
= > laml ), j=z-s
i=1 \ n=j+k;+1
Therefore
j+5 m m j+1i
limsup 3 [ >xi(n-j)Aim)|| <limsup> (>, [[Ain)l|
Jj—o n=j+1]i=1 oo i=1 \ n=j+ki+l

(4.32)

m jH+li-1
= limsupz< > ||Al-(n)||> <1,

j—oo =1 \ n=j+k;

assuming that (1.9) holds.

In the next example our condition (4.29) holds, but neither condition (1.9) nor
condition (1.7) can be applied.

Example 4.9. Consider

yn+ 1) - y(n) = S (yn) - y(n-2) -

+1
s (-1 -y(m-3), n20. (433

An elementary calculation shows that

3] 2 o .3 - -
> St Aim| = = +( RS L U L "
n=j+1| =1 4(j+1)  |4(j+2) 3(j+2)| 3(j+3) 3
while
2 n+1 n+1 7
izl(li_ki)|Ai(")|—2 o +2 e —>6>1,
(4.35)

i n=j+k;j+1

2 Slj A ) = j+2 . j+3 . j+3 N jt+4 _)Z>1
< ! 4(j+1) 4(j+2) 3(j+2) 3(j+3) 6~
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By applying Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 3.4(b), we give sufficient and also necessary
conditions for the solutions of (1.4) to be asymptotically constant, if in addition each matrix
Aj(n) is constant (independent of n).

Theorem 4.10. Assume (A1) and (As) with Aj(n) = A; foreach 1 <i < mand n > 0. Then the
following are considered.

(a) If either

S m
SI>xmall <1, (4.36)
=1 ||i=1
for some matrix norm || - || on Réxd or
P<Z Xf(l)A,-') <1, (4.37)
=1 |i=1

then for every initial sequence ¢ € RV the solution y(¢) of (1.10) and (1.6) has a finite
limit.

(b) Assume that

iﬁmmzo (4.38)

i=1

foreachl € {1,...,s}. Then the next two statements are equivalent.

(i) For every initial sequence ¢ € R4 the solution y(g) of (1.10) and (1.6) has a
finite limit.
(ii) And

p( 3 <m Xf(l)Ai>> <1 (4.39)
=1 \'i=1

Remark 4.11. Condition (4.38) does not require the positivity of the coefficient matrices
Ai(i =1,...,m). To illustrate this, see the following example. To the best of our knowledge,
no similar result has been proved for (1.10) with both positive and negative coefficients.



14 Advances in Difference Equations

Example 4.12. Consider the scalar difference equation
y(n+1)—y(n) = A(y(m) -y(n-1)) + A2(y(n) —~y(n-2)), nz0,  (440)
which is a special case of (1.10). Then
XMA +s(DAy = A1+ Ay, XT(2)A1+ x5(2) Ay = Ay (4.41)

Consequently, the conditions in (4.38) have the form

Al+Ar 20, Ar>0, (4.42)

showing clearly that A; may be negative.

Remark 4.13. Of course, we have from Theorem 3.4(a) (using that L(I) = > x{()A;, | =
1,...,s) that if for every initial sequence ¢ € RE*D4 the solution y(¢) of (1.10) and (1.6) has
a finite limit, then (1.12) holds.

5. Proofs of the Main Results

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Since
y(g)(n+1) =0 + 2 (y(g) i+ 1) -y(¥)@), n20, (5.1)
i=0

it comes from (1.13) that

1

y(p)(n+1) = ¢(0) + : < Elj K(@i,j)(y(g)(G+1) -y(y) (i))>

i j=i-s

n -1
= ¢(0) + <ZK<i,i+l><y<w><i+1+1>—y(w)<i+l>>> (5:2)
=0

i I=-s

-1 n
=w<o>+z<zr<<i,i+z><y<qf><i+z+1>—y<¢><i+z>>>, nz0

I=—s \i=0
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Now a simple calculation confirms that

Y@ D =g+ 3 <"§1K<]- Dy () - SKG -1 i)y <f>>

I==s \ j=I+1 j=I

-1 -1
= ¢(0)+ D K(n,n+Dy(¢)(n+1+1) - > KO,Dy(¢) (1)

I=—s I=—s

+121: < Sf (KG-1-1j-1)-K(G-1j)y(y) (J')>

=-s \ j=l+1

-1 -1

= g(0) = KONy + 3 Knn+Dy(y)(n+1+1)

I=-s I=—s

N i <§](K(j-z-1,j—1) —K(j—l,j))>w(j)

j=—s+1 \Il=-s

n

S (S G-115-0 - KG-0) Jun )

j I=—s

- <§]: (K(j-1-1,j-1) —K(j—l,j))>y(<ﬁ)(1‘)

2
—

Il
N

j=n-s \ I=j-n

=c(yp) + iK(n,n+l)y((p)(n+l+1)

I=—s

S (St - KG-1) )6

j=1 I=—s

+ nZ_l <_Zl (K(f—l—l,j—l)—K(j—l,j))>y(q,)(]-), n>s42.

j=n-s \I=j-n

(5.3)

From (5.3) the assertion and the desired relation (3.3) follow, bringing the proof toanend. O

In order to prove Theorem 3.2, we need the following Lemma from [3, Corollary
10(b)].

Lemma 5.1. Consider the initial value problem

n-1

x(n) = Z B(n,j)x(j), n>0,
j=n—s (5.4)

x(n)=¢(n), -s<n<-1,



16 Advances in Difference Equations

where s > 1is a given integer, B(n, j) € R4 (n >0,n-s < j <n-1),and p(n) € R4 (-s <n < -1).
The unique solution of (5.4) is denoted by x(¢). Let || - || ; be a norm on R%. If

j+s

lim sup Z |IB(n, )| <1 (5.5)

J—= o n=j+l1

is satisfied for some matrix norm || - || on R4, then there are numbers ¢ := c(|| - ||, ¢) > 0 and
0 < g < 1 such that

[x(p)(n)||, < cq”, n>0. (5.6)

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Fix an initial value ¢ := (¢s(~s),...,¢(-1),¢(0)) € RE*D4,
Since

N
y(¢)(N+1) =¢(0)+ 3 (y(¢)(n+1) —y(p)(m), N=20, (57)
n=0
it is enough to show that the series
2 (@) +1) -y (p) () (58)
n=0

is convergent.
Suppose (3.4). Let || - ||; be a norm on R%. According to Lemma 5.1,

Slly(g)(n+1) - y@) @], < o, (5.9)
n=0

so the series (5.8) is convergent.
Now suppose (3.5). Obviously, the convergence of the series (5.8) comes from the
convergence of the series

ily(w) (n+1) —y(g)(n)]. (5.10)
n=0

Moreover, the members of the previous series are nonnegative, so it suffices to prove that the
sequence

N
<Zly<qr><n +1) —y(qf)(n)|> (5.11)
n=0

N2>0

is bounded.
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(eij) be the matrix in R™?, where e;j := 1 for each pair (i, j). By the definition
of the matrix B, for each positive number ¢ there exists a nonnegative integer j(¢) such that

LetE =

j+s

Z |K(n,j)| <B+e€E, j>j(e).

n=j+1

(5.12)

The property p(B) < 1 insures that we can choose a positive number ¢j such that p(B + &E) <
1. We set

C := B+ ¢yE, jo := j(€o)- (5.13)

Equation (1.13) implies that

n=0 \ j=n-s

]+S

MH

%ly(qf)(n +1) -y(g) ()] IEV:< zzl |K(m ) [y () G+ 1) =y (g) (j)|>

1K ()] )G+ 1) -9

S

+

g{;< _flllK(n J)I> ()G +1) -y () (I
- S(Skn)ivgon -5 .
" 10< ]_flllK("/]')I> (@) G+1) -y () ()]

N j+s
+ 20 2 K@)
j=jo+1 \ n=j+1

<Jy(@)G+1) -y(@) ()], N2jo+1+s.

Ja

Introducing the notation

b(y) = le <§|K(n J)|>qu(1 +1) - ¢ (j)|

]_—S

- (5.15)
+§<Z|K(”J)|>|y(¢)(' - )

n=j+1
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and using (5.12) and (5.13), we calculate

%w(w(m) Y| <b(e) +C 3 ly@) G+ 1) - y(5) ()

j=jo+1
N (5.16)
<b(y) +CZO|y(qJ)(J'+1) ~y(g)()|, N=jo+1+s.
e
Hence
N
I-O)Dly(p)m+1) —y(p)(n)| <b(y), N=>jo+1+s. (5.17)
n=0

Because the matrix C was chosen to satisfy p(C) < 1 and C is nonnegative, (I -C) is invertible
and I-C)'is nonnegative too. Therefore, (5.16) yields that

N
Sly(p)n+1) -y(p)(m)| <T-C)'b(y), Njo+1l+s, (5.18)
n=0

and this gives the boundedness of the sequence (5.11).
The proof is complete. O

Proof of Corollary 3.3. (a) By (3.6),

-1

-1
r}ijr;OZK(n,n +Dy(p)(n+1+1) = <ZL(Z)>y(qr) (o0). (5.19)
I=-s I=-s

From (3.6) it also follows that

lim S (z (K(G-1-1,j-1) —K(f—z,f>>>y<w><j>

j=n-s \ I=j-n

4 /4 (5.20)
:rllp Z <Z(K(n+k—l—1,n+k—1)—K(n+k—l,n+k))>
Pr=—s \I=k

xy(p)(n+k)=0.

Equations (5.19) and (5.20) together with Theorem 3.1 give the result.
(b) Since conditions (3.8) and (3.9) imply that the matrix

1- 3L (5.21)
=1

is invertible, we can apply Theorem 3.2 and (3.7). O
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Proof of Theorem 3.4. (a) Equations (3.7) in Corollary 3.3 and (3.1) imply that

s -1
<I - ZL(Z))y(qr) (00) = ¢(0) — SIL(-Dg(1). (5.22)
=1

I=—s

Our goal is to prove that the matrix
I->L() (5.23)
1=1

is invertible. To this end, we choose initial sequences ¢ = (¢(—s), ..., ¢(=1),¢(0)) of the form
¢(=s) =---=¢(-1) = 0. Then (5.22) shows that the linear mapping

x — <I - iL(l))x, x e R4 (5.24)
=1

is surjective, whence it is an isomorphism. Consequently, (5.23) is invertible. Now the result
follows from (5.22).
(b) Suppose (i). We have proved that the matrix (5.23) is invertible. If

s -1
<1 - ZL(Z)) >0 (5.25)
=1

is also satisfied, then we have (ii) (see [4]). To prove this, choose initial sequences ¢ =
(¢g(=s),...,(=1),¢(0)) of the form ¢(-s) = --- = ¢(-1) = 0. Then, by (5.22)

s -1
y(g)(o0) = (I— ZL(1)> ¥ (0). (5.26)
=1

Therefore, we have only to observe that ¢/(0) > 0 implies that y(¢)(c0) > 0. It is enough to
show that ¢(0) > 0 yields

y(p)(n+1) -y(p)(n) 20, n>0, (5.27)

but this follows from (3.11) by an easy induction argument.
Now, suppose (ii). Then (i) comes from Corollary 3.3(b) (see the second condition).
The proof is complete. O
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