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Abstract. We obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of two-
sided nonuniform exponential dichotomies with arbitrary growth rates in terms of
the existence of one-sided nonuniform exponential dichotomies on the past and on
the future. We consider both linear nonautonomous dynamics with discrete and
continuous time, on an arbitrary Banach space.
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1. Introduction. Our main objective is to formulate necessary and sufficient
conditions for the existence of two-sided nonuniform exponential dichotomies with
arbitrary growth rates in terms of the existence of one-sided nonuniform exponential
dichotomies on the past and on the future. We consider both a nonautonomous
dynamics with discrete time defined by a sequence of linear operators Am acting
on a Banach space and a nonautonomous dynamics with continuous time induced
by a linear equation x′ = A(t)x on a Banach space.

Results of this type were first established by Coppel [3], for uniform exponential
dichotomies on a finite-dimensional space. Recently, in [1] we obtained an extension
to nonuniform exponential dichotomies on a Banach space that are not necessarily
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D. Dragičević was supported in part by an Australian Research Council Discovery Project 
DP150100017, Croatian Science Foundation under the project IP-2014-09-2285 and by the Uni-
versity of Rijeka research Grant 13.14.1.2.02.

Quaestiones Mathematicae is co-published by NISC (Pty) Ltd and Informa UK Limited (trading as the Taylor & Francis Group)



2 L. Barreira, D. Dragičević and C. Valls

invertible. For example, in the case of discrete time we showed that a sequence of
linear operators admitting nonuniform exponential dichotomies on Z+

0 and Z−
0 also

admits a nonuniform exponential dichotomy on Z if and only if the ambient space
is the direct sum of the stable space of Z+

0 at the origin and the unstable space
of Z−

0 at the origin. We emphasize that the arguments heavily rely on the relation
to an admissibility property.

The main difficulty in adapting the approach in [1] to nonuniform exponential
dichotomies with arbitrary growth rates is that, to the best of our knowledge, there
exists no characterization in the literature in terms of an admissibility property
(even in the particular case of uniform exponential dichotomies). This complica-
tion forced us to use a different approach: after using Lyapunov norms to transform
the nonuniform behavior into an uniform one, we study the kernels of the projec-
tions on the future and the ranges of the projections on the past. Unsurprisingly,
the condition ensuring that one-sided exponential dichotomies on future and past
induce a two-sided exponential dichotomy on Z is the same as in the exponential
case. Since (uniform and nonuniform) exponential dichotomies are particular cases
of the dichotomies studied in the paper, our results give much shorter proofs of the
corresponding results in [1], although at the expense of not being able to consider
the general case of a noninvertible dynamics.

The main motivation for considering exponential dichotomies with arbitrary
growth rates comes from results in [2]; that paper gives sufficient conditions for
the existence of those exponential dichotomies when some associated Lyapunov
exponents are nonzero. We note that with this general notion of an exponential
dichotomy one is able to consider dynamics for which all classical Lyapunov expo-
nents are zero or infinite.

Our results should be compared with work of Pliss [4] for a nonautonomous
dynamics with discrete time on a finite-dimensional space, in which the condition
“the ambient space is the direct sum of the stable space of Z+

0 at the origin and
the unstable space of Z−

0 at the origin” is replaced by “the stable space of Z+
0 at

the origin and the unstable space of Z−
0 at the origin generate the ambient space”.

Under the latter condition, the existence of exponential dichotomies on Z+
0 and Z−

0

in general does not guarantee the existence of an exponential dichotomy on Z, but
instead only a property that is weaker than admissibility. In this property, “exis-
tence and uniqueness of bounded solutions” is replaced by “existence of bounded
solutions” (xn)n∈Z of the equation

xn+1 −Anxn = yn+1 for n ∈ Z

for each bounded perturbation (yn)n∈Z.

2. Discrete time. Let B(X) be the set of all bounded linear operators acting
on a Banach space X = (X, ∥·∥). Given a sequence (Am)m∈Z of invertible linear
operators in B(X), we define

A(n,m) =


An−1 · · ·Am if n > m,

Id if n = m,

A−1
n · · ·A−1

m−1 if m < n
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for n,m ∈ Z. Now let I ∈ {Z,Z+
0 ,Z

−
0 }, where

Z+
0 = {n ∈ Z : n ≥ 0} and Z−

0 = {n ∈ Z : n ≤ 0}.

Given an increasing function ρ : Z → Z with ρ(0) = 0, we say that (Am)m∈Z has a
ρ-nonuniform (exponential) dichotomy on I if:

1. there exist projections Pm ∈ B(X) for m ∈ I satisfying

A(n,m)Pm = PnA(n,m) for n,m ∈ I; (1)

2. there exist λ,D > 0 and ε ≥ 0 such that for n,m ∈ I we have

∥A(n,m)Pm∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))+ε|ρ(m)| for n ≥ m (2)

and
∥A(n,m)Qm∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))+ε|ρ(m)| for n ≤ m, (3)

where Qm = Id− Pm.

One can easily verify that

ImPm \ {0} =

{
v ∈ X \ {0} : lim sup

n→∞

1

ρ(n)
log∥A(n,m)v∥n < 0

}
for m ≥ 0 (whenever Z+

0 ⊂ I) and

ImQm \ {0} =

{
v ∈ X \ {0} : lim inf

n→−∞

1

ρ(n)
log∥A(n,m)v∥n > 0

}
for m ≤ 0 (whenever Z−

0 ⊂ I).

Theorem 1. A sequence A = (Am)m∈Z of invertible linear operators in B(X) has
a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on Z if and only if there exists projections P+

m for m ≥ 0
and projections P−

m for m ≤ 0 such that:

1. A has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on Z+
0 with projections P+

m ;

2. A has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on Z−
0 with projections P−

m ;

3. X = ImP+
0 ⊕KerP−

0 .

Proof. Clearly, properties 1–3 hold if the sequence (Am)m∈Z has a ρ-nonuniform
dichotomy on Z.

Now assume that properties 1–3 hold. In particular, there exist λ,D > 0 and
ε ≥ 0 such that

∥A(n,m)P+
m∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))+ερ(m) for n ≥ m ≥ 0,

∥A(n,m)Q+
m∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))+ερ(m) for 0 ≤ n ≤ m,

∥A(n,m)P−
m∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))+ε|ρ(m)| for 0 ≥ n ≥ m,

∥A(n,m)Q−
m∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))+ε|ρ(m)| for n ≤ m ≤ 0,

(4)
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where Q+
m = Id− P+

m and Q−
m = Id− P−

m . For each m ∈ Z, we define a norm ∥·∥m
on X by

∥x∥m =

{
∥x∥+m if m ≥ 0,

∥x∥−m if m < 0,
(5)

where

∥x∥+m = sup
n≥m

(
∥A(n,m)P+

mx∥eλ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))
)
+ sup

0≤n≤m

(
∥A(n,m)Q+

mx∥eλ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))
)

and

∥x∥−m = sup
0≥n≥m

(
∥A(n,m)P−

mx∥eλ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))
)
+ sup

n≤m

(
∥A(n,m)Q−

mx∥eλ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))
)
.

By (4), for each x ∈ X we have

∥x∥ ≤ ∥x∥+m ≤ Deερ(m)∥x∥ for m ≥ 0 (6)

and
∥x∥ ≤ ∥x∥−m ≤ Deε|ρ(m)|∥x∥ for m ≤ 0. (7)

Hence,
∥x∥ ≤ ∥x∥m ≤ Deε|ρ(m)|∥x∥ for m ∈ Z, x ∈ X. (8)

Moreover, for each x ∈ X we have

∥A(n,m)P+
mx∥+n ≤ e−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥x∥+m for n ≥ m ≥ 0,

∥A(n,m)Q+
mx∥+n ≤ e−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥x∥+m for 0 ≤ n ≤ m,

∥A(n,m)P−
m∥−n ≤ e−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥x∥−m for 0 ≥ n ≥ m,

∥A(n,m)Q−
mx∥−n ≤ e−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥x∥−m for n ≤ m ≤ 0.

(9)

On the other hand, it follows from (1) and property 3 that

X = ImP+
m ⊕A(m, 0)KerP−

0 for m ≥ 0. (10)

Let P̃+
m : X → ImP+

m and Q̃+
m : X → A(m, 0)KerP−

0 be the projections associated
with the decomposition in (10).

Lemma 1. There exist λ′, D′ > 0 such that for each x ∈ X we have

∥A(n,m)P̃+
mx∥+n ≤ D′e−λ′(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥x∥+m for n ≥ m ≥ 0 (11)

and
∥A(n,m)Q̃+

mx∥+n ≤ D′e−λ′(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥x∥+m for 0 ≤ n ≤ m.

Proof of the lemma. Since ImP+
m = Im P̃+

m , we have

P+
mP̃+

m = P̃+
m and P̃+

mP+
m = P+

m .
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Hence,
P+
m − P̃+

m = P+
m(P+

m − P̃+
m) = (P+

m − P̃+
m)Q+

m

and it follows from (6) and (9) that

∥A(n, 0)(P+
0 − P̃+

0 )v∥+n = ∥A(n, 0)P+
0 (P+

0 − P̃+
0 )v∥+n

≤ e−λρ(n)∥(P+
0 − P̃+

0 )v∥+0
= e−λρ(n)∥(P+

0 − P̃+
0 )Q+

0 v∥
+
0

≤ De−λρ(n)∥P+
0 − P̃+

0 ∥ · ∥Q+
0 v∥

+
0

= De−λρ(n)∥P+
0 − P̃+

0 ∥ · ∥A(0,m)A(m, 0)Q+
0 v∥

+
0

= De−λρ(n)∥P+
0 − P̃+

0 ∥ · ∥A(0,m)Q+
mA(m, 0)v∥+0

≤ De−λ(ρ(n)+ρ(m))∥P+
0 − P̃+

0 ∥ · ∥A(m, 0)v∥+m

for m,n ∈ Z+
0 and v ∈ X. Since

A(n,m)(P+
m − P̃+

m) = A(n,m)(P+
m − P̃+

m)Q+
m

= (P+
n − P̃+

n )A(n,m)Q+
m

= (P+
n − P̃+

n )A(n, 0)Q+
0 A(0,m)Q+

m

= A(n, 0)(P+
0 − P̃+

0 )Q+
0 A(0,m)Q+

m

= A(n, 0)(P+
0 − P̃+

0 )A(0,m)Q+
m,

we obtain

∥A(n,m)P̃+
mv∥+n ≤ ∥A(n,m)P+

mv∥+ ∥A(n,m)(P+
m − P̃+

m)v∥+n
= ∥A(n,m)P+

mv∥+n + ∥A(n, 0)(P+
0 − P̃+

0 )A(0,m)Q+
mv∥|+n

≤ e−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥v∥+m +De−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥P+
0 − P̃+

0 ∥ · ∥Q+
mv∥+m

= D′e−λ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥v∥+m

for n ≥ m, v ∈ X and some constant D′ > 0. Similarly,

∥A(n,m)Q̃+
mv∥+n ≤ ∥A(n,m)Q+

mv∥+n + ∥A(n,m)(P+
m − P̃+

m)v∥+n
= ∥A(n,m)Q+

mv∥+n + ∥A(n, 0)(P+
0 − P̃+

0 )A(0,m)Q+
mv∥+n

≤ e−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥v∥+m +De−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥P+
0 − P̃+

0 ∥ · ∥Q+
mv∥+m

= D′e−λ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥v∥+m

for n ≤ m and v ∈ X. 2

It follows also from property 3 that

X = A(m, 0) ImP+
0 ⊕KerP−

m for m ≤ 0. (12)

Let P̃−
m and Q̃−

m be the projections associated with this decomposition. Finally,
the following version of Lemma 1 can be obtained using similar arguments.
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Lemma 2. There exist λ′′, D′′ > 0 such that for each x ∈ X we have

∥A(n,m)P̃−
mx∥−n ≤ D′′e−λ′′(ρ(n)−ρ(m))∥x∥−m for m ≤ n ≤ 0 (13)

and
∥A(n,m)Q̃−

mx∥+n ≤ D′′e−λ′′(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥x∥−m for n ≤ m ≤ 0.

It follows from (10) and (12) that P̃+
0 = P̃−

0 and Q̃+
0 = Q̃−

0 . Now let

Pn =

{
P̃+
n if n ≥ 0,

P̃−
n if n < 0,

and Qn = Id − Pn. For m,n ∈ Z with n ≥ 0 > m, it follows from (6), (7), (11)
and (13) that

∥A(m,n)Pnx∥m = ∥A(m, 0)P̃+
0 A(0, n)P̃−

n x∥+m
≤ D′e−λ′ρ(m)∥A(0, n)P̃−

n x∥+0
≤ DD′e−λ′ρ(m)∥A(0, n)P̃−

n x∥

≤ DD′e−λ′ρ(m)∥A(0, n)P̃−
n x∥−0

≤ DD′D′′e−λ′ρ(m)eλ
′′ρ(n)∥x∥−n

≤ Ke−a(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥x∥n,

for x ∈ X, where K = DD′D′′ > 0 and a = max{λ′, λ′′} > 0. Together with (11)
and (13), this shows that there exist b,N > 0 such that

∥A(m,n)Pnx∥m ≤ Ne−b(ρ(m)−ρ(n))∥x∥n for x ∈ X, m ≥ n

and it follows from (8) that

∥A(m,n)Pnx∥ ≤ DNe−b(ρ(m)−ρ(n))+ε|ρ(n)|∥x∥ for x ∈ X, m ≥ n. (14)

One can show in a similar manner that

∥A(m,n)Pnx∥ ≤ DNe−b(ρ(n)−ρ(m))+ε|ρ(n)|∥x∥ for x ∈ X, m ≤ n. (15)

By (14) and (15), the sequence (Am)m∈Z has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy. 2

Now we consider the case of strong nonuniform exponential dichotomies. Given
I = {Z,Z+

0 ,Z
−
0 } and an increasing function ρ : Z → Z with ρ(0) = 0, we say that a

sequence (Am)m∈Z of invertible linear operators in B(X) has a ρ-strong nonuniform
(exponential) dichotomy on I if:

1. there exist projections Pm ∈ B(X) for m ∈ I satisfying (1);

2. there exist λ, µ,D > 0 and ε ≥ 0 such that, in addition to inequalities (2)
and (3), for n,m ∈ I we have

∥A(n,m)Pm∥ ≤ De−µ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))+ε|ρ(m)| for n ≤ m

and
∥A(n,m)Qm∥ ≤ De−µ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))+ε|ρ(m)| for n ≥ m.
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Theorem 2. A sequence A = (Am)m∈Z of invertible linear operators in B(X) has
a ρ-strong nonuniform dichotomy on Z if and only if there exists projections P+

m

for m ≥ 0 and projections P−
m for m ≤ 0 such that:

1. A has a ρ-strong nonuniform dichotomy on Z+
0 with projections P+

m ;

2. A has a ρ-strong nonuniform dichotomy on Z−
0 with projections P−

m ;

3. X = ImP+
0 ⊕KerP−

0 .

The proof of Theorem 2 is entirely analogous to the proof of Theorem 1, by
defining norms ∥·∥m on X as in (5), where

∥x∥+m = max

{
sup
n≥m

(
∥A(n,m)P+

mx∥eλ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))
)
,

sup
0≤n≤m

(
∥A(n,m)P+

mx∥eµ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))
)}

+max

{
sup

0≤n≤m

(
∥A(n,m)Q+

mx∥eλ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))
)
,

sup
n≥m

(
∥A(n,m)Q+

mx∥eµ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))
)}

and

∥x∥−m = max

{
sup

0≥n≥m

(
∥A(n,m)P−

mx∥eλ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))
)
,

sup
n≤m

(
∥A(n,m)P+

mx∥eµ(ρ(n)−ρ(m))
)}

+max

{
sup
n≤m

(
∥A(n,m)Q−

mx∥eλ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))
)
,

sup
0≥n≥m

(
∥A(n,m)P−

mx∥eµ(ρ(m)−ρ(n))
)}

.

3. Continuous time. In this section we obtain corresponding results to those
in Section 2 for continuous time. We continue to denote by B(X) the set of all
bounded linear operators acting on a Banach space X. A family T =
(T (t, τ))t,τ∈R, t≥τ of invertible linear operators in B(X) is said to be an evolution
family if:

1. T (t, t) = Id for t ∈ R;

2. T (t, s)T (s, τ) = T (t, τ) for t, s, τ ∈ R.

Given I ∈ {R,R+
0 ,R

−
0 } and an increasing function ρ : R → R with ρ(0) = 0, we say

that an evolution family T has a ρ-nonuniform (exponential) dichotomy on I if:
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1. there exist projections Pt ∈ B(X) for t ∈ I satisfying

PtT (t, τ) = T (t, τ)Pτ for t ≥ τ ; (16)

2. there exist λ,D > 0 and ε ≥ 0 such that for t, τ ∈ I we have

∥T (t, τ)Pτ∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))+ε|ρ(τ)| for t ≥ τ (17)

and

∥T (t, τ)Qτ∥ ≤ De−λ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))+ε|ρ(τ)| for t ≤ τ, (18)

where Qτ = Id− Pτ .

Theorem 3. An evolution family T of invertible linear operators in B(X) has a
ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on R if and only if there exist projections P+

t for t ≥ 0
and projections P−

t for t ≤ 0 such that:

1. T has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on R+
0 with projections P+

t ;

2. T has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on R−
0 with projections P−

t ;

3. X = ImP+
0 ⊕KerP−

0 .

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 1, it is sufficient to show that if properties
1–3 hold, then the evolution family has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy on R. Namely,
taking the same constants λ, D and ε for the dichotomies on R+

0 and on R−
0 , we

define

∥x∥+t = sup
τ≥t

(
∥T (τ, t)P+

t x∥eλ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))
)
+ sup

0≤τ≤t

(
∥T (τ, t)Q+

t x∥eλ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))
)

for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ X, and

∥x∥−t = sup
0≥τ≥t

(
∥T (τ, t)P−

t x∥eλ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))
)
+ sup

τ≤t

(
∥T (τ, t)Q−

t x∥eλ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))
)

for t ≤ 0 and x ∈ X. Finally, let

∥x∥t =

{
∥x∥+t if t ≥ 0,

∥x∥−t if t < 0.
(19)

As in the proof of Theorem 1, one can show that for each x ∈ X,

∥x∥ ≤ ∥x∥+t ≤ Deερ(t)∥x∥ for t ≥ 0

and

∥x∥ ≤ ∥x∥−t ≤ Deε|ρ(t)|∥x∥ for t ≤ 0.

Hence,

∥x∥ ≤ ∥x∥t ≤ Deε|ρ(t)|∥x∥ for t ∈ R.
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Moreover, for each x ∈ X we have

∥T (t, τ)P+
τ x∥+t ≤ e−λ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))∥x∥+τ for t ≥ τ ≥ 0,

∥T (t, τ)P+
τ x∥+t ≤ e−λ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))∥x∥+τ for t ≥ τ ≥ 0,

∥T (t, τ)P−
τ x∥−t ≤ e−λ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))∥x∥−t for 0 ≥ t ≥ τ,

∥T (t, τ)Q−
τ x∥−t ≤ e−λ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))∥x∥−τ for 0 ≥ t ≥ τ.

Now we observe that it follows from property 3 that

X = ImP+
t ⊕ T (t, 0)KerP−

0 for t ≥ 0. (20)

Let P̃+
t and Q̃+

t be the projections associated with this decomposition. Proceeding
as in the proof of Lemma 1 and using the former inequalities, we obtain the following
statement.

Lemma 3. There exist D′, λ′ > 0 such that for each x ∈ X we have

∥T (τ, t)P̃+
t x∥+τ ≤ D′e−λ′(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))∥x∥+t for τ ≥ t ≥ 0

and
∥T (τ, t)Q̃+

t x∥+τ ≤ D′e−λ′(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))∥x∥+t for 0 ≤ τ ≤ t.

It follows also from property 3 that

X = T (t, 0) ImP+
0 ⊕KerP−

t for t ≤ 0. (21)

Denoting by P̃−
t and Q̃−

t the projections associated with this decomposition, we
have the following version of Lemma 3.

Lemma 4. There exist D′′, λ′′ > 0 such that for each x ∈ X we have

∥T (τ, t)P̃−
t x∥−τ ≤ D′′e−λ′′(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))∥x∥−t for t ≤ τ ≤ 0

and
∥T (τ, t)Q̃−

t x∥+τ ≤ D′′e−λ′′(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))∥x∥−t for τ ≤ t ≤ 0.

It follows from (20) and (21) that P̃+
0 = P̃−

0 and Q̃+
0 = Q̃−

0 . Now let

Pτ =

{
P̃+
τ if τ ≥ 0,

P̃−
τ if τ < 0,

and Qτ = Id − Pτ . Now one can proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1 to show
that the evolution family T has a ρ-nonuniform dichotomy. 2

We also consider the case of strong nonuniform exponential dichotomies. We
say that an evolution family T of invertible linear operators in B(X) has a ρ-strong
nonuniform (exponential) dichotomy on I if:
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1. there exist projections Pt ∈ B(X) for t ∈ I satisfying (16);

2. there exist λ, µ,D > 0 and ε ≥ 0 such that, in addition to inequalities (17)
and (18), for τ, t ∈ I we have

∥T (τ, t)Pt∥ ≤ De−µ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))+ε|ρ(t)| for τ ≤ t

and
∥T (τ, t)Qt∥ ≤ De−µ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))+ε|ρ(t)| for τ ≥ t,

where Qt = Id− Pt.

Theorem 4. An evolution family T of invertible linear operators in B(X) has a
ρ-strong nonuniform dichotomy on R if and only if there exist projections P+

t for
t ≥ 0 and projections P−

t for t ≤ 0 such that:

1. T has a ρ-strong nonuniform dichotomy on R+
0 with projections P+

t ;

2. T has a ρ-strong nonuniform dichotomy on R−
0 with projections P−

t ;

3. X = ImP+
0 ⊕KerP−

0 .

The proof of Theorem 4 is entirely analogous to the proof of Theorem 3, by
defining norms ∥·∥t on X as in (19), where

∥x∥+t = max

{
sup
τ≥t

(
∥T (τ, t)P+

t x∥eλ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))
)
, sup
0≤τ≤t

(
∥T (τ, t)P+

t x∥eµ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))
)}

+max

{
sup
τ≥t

(
∥T (τ, t)Q+

t x∥eµ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))
)
, sup
0≤τ≤t

(
∥T (τ, t)Q+

t x∥eλ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))
)}

and

∥x∥−t = max

{
sup

0≥τ≥t

(
∥T (τ, t)P−

t x∥eλ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))
)
, sup
τ≤t

(
∥T (τ, t)P−

t x∥eµ(ρ(τ)−ρ(t))
)}

,

+max

{
sup

0≥τ≥t

(
∥T (τ, t)Q−

t x∥eµ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))
)
, sup
τ≤t

(
∥T (τ, t)Q−

t x∥eλ(ρ(t)−ρ(τ))
)}

.
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