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PREFACE

Our initial motivation was to provide an up to date translation of the monograph
[45] written in french by the first author, taking account of more recent developments
of infinite dimensional dynamics based on the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality.

While preparing the project it appeared that it would not be easy to cover the entire
scope of the french version in a reasonable amount of time, due to the fact that the non-
autonomous systems require sophisticated tools which underwent major improvement
during the last decade.

In order to keep the present work within modest size bounds and to make it available
to the readers without too much delay, we decided to make a first volume entirely
dedicated to the so-called convergence problem for autonomous systems of dissipative
type. We hope that this volume will help the interested reader to make the connection
between the rather simple background developed in the french monograph and the
rather technical specialized literature on the convergence problem which grew up rather
fast in the recent years.
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Chapter 1

Introduction and basic tools

1.1 Introduction

The present text is devoted to a rather specific subject: convergence to equilibrium,
ast tends to infinity, of the solutions to differential equations on the positive halfline
{t ≥ 0} of the general form

U ′(t) +AU(t) = 0

whereA is a nonlinear, time independent, possibly unbounded operator on some Ba-
nach spaceX . By equilibrium we mean a solution of the so-called stationary problem

AU = 0.

By the equation, taken at a formal level for the moment, it is clear that if a solution tends
to an equilibrium and ifA is continuous :X → Y for some Banach space Y having
X as a topologically imbedded subspace, the ”velocity”U ′(t) tends to0 in Y . If the
trajectoryU is precompact inX , it will follow that this means some strong asymptotic
flatness ofU(t) for t large. Conversely, systems having this property do not necessarily
enjoy the convergence property since trajectories might oscillate (slower and slower at
infinity) between several stationary solutions.

A well known convenient way to study the asymptotic behaviorof solutions is to
associate to the differential equation a semi-groupS(t) of (nonlinear) operators on
some closed subsetZ of the Banach spaceX , defined as follows: for eacht ≥ 0 and
eachz ∈ X for which the initial value problem is well-posed,S(t)z is the value att
of the solution with initial valuez. Since the initial value problem does not need to be
well-posed for everyz ∈ X , in generalZ will just be some closed set containing the
trajectory

Γ(z) =
⋃

t≥0

S(t)z
X

For some results the consideration ofΓ(z) will be enough, for some others (for instance
stability properties) it will be preferable to takeZ as large as possible. The standard
terminology used in the Literature for such semi-groups is “Dynamical systems” and
we shall adopt it. Since the operatorA does not depend on time, both equation and
dynamical system are called autonomous. According to the context, the word ”trajec-
tory” will mean either a solution of the equationu(t + s) = S(t)u(s) on the halfline,

6



1.1. INTRODUCTION 7

or the closure of its range.

The present work concerns dissipative autonomous systems.In the Literature the
term “dissipative” has been used in many different contexts. Here, dissipative refers to
the existence of a scalar functionΦ of the solutionU which is dissipated by the system,
in the sense that it is nonincreasing:

∀s ≥ 0, ∀t ≥ s, Φ(U(t)) ≤ Φ(U(s)).

If in additionΦ is coercive , this implies thatU(t) is bounded inX . The problem of
asymptotic behavior becomes therefore natural. Such non-increasing functions of the
solution play an important role in the theory of stability initiated by Liapunov. For this
reason, in this text, they will be called Liapunov functions(resp. Liapunov functionals
if X is a function space).

Let us now define more precisely the main theme of the present text. The structure
of trajectories to dynamical systems tends to become more and more complicated as
the dimension of the ambient spaceX increases. WhenX = R,A is just a scalar func-
tion of the scalar variableU and if A is locally Lipschitz, as a consequence of local
uniqueness, no trajectory other than a stationary solutioncan cross the set of equilibria.
As a consequence all bounded solutions are monotonic, henceconvergent. In higher
dimensions, what remains true is that convergent trajectory have to converge to a sta-
tionary solution. But the equationu” + u = 0 , which can be represented as a first
order differential equation inX = R2 exhibits oscillatory solutions, and even when a
strictly decreasing Liapunov functions exists, two-dimensional systems can have some
non-convergent trajectories. Our main purpose is to find sufficient conditions for con-
vergence and exhibit some counterexamples showing the optimality of the convergence
theorems. Finding sufficient conditions for convergence isa program which was initi-
ated by S. Łojasiewicz whenX = RN andA = ∇F with F a real valued function. By
relying on the so-called Łojasiewicz gradient inequality,he showed that convergence
of bounded solutions is insured wheneverF is analytic. From the point of view of a
sufficient condition expressed in terms of regularity, thisresult is optimal: there are
C∞ functions onX = R2 for which the equationU ′(t) +∇FU(t) = 0 has bounded
non-convergent solutions. An explicit example was given byPalis & De Melo in [73],
and in this text we extend their example in such a way that any Gevrey regularity con-
dition weaker than analytic appears unsufficient for convergence.

This text is divided in 11 chapters: the first 3 chapters contain some basic material
useful either to set properly the convergence question, or as a technical background
for the proofs of the main results. In Chapter 4 we fix the main general concepts or
notation concerning dynamical systems. In chapter 5 a general asymptotic stability
criterion is given, generalizing the well known Liapunov stability theorem (Liapunov’s
first method) in a framework applicable to infinite dimensional dynamical systems and
in the same vein, a finite-dimensional method used by R. Bellman to derive instabil-
ity from linearized instability is applied to some infinite dimensional dynamical sys-
tems. Chapter 6 is devoted to the definition and main properties of a class of “gradient-
like systems” in which the question of convergence appears fairly natural. Chapter 7
concerns the general invariance principle and its connection with Liapunov’s second
method. After Chapter 8, in which simple particular cases are treated by specific meth-
ods, Chapter 9 and 10 are devoted to convergence theorems based on the Łojasiewicz
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gradient inequality, respectively in finite dimensions andinfinite dimensional setting
with applications to semilinear parabolic and hyperbolic problems in bounded domains.
Chapter 11 is devoted to a somewhat informal description of more recent or technically
more elaborate results which are too difficult to fall withinthe scope of a brief mono-
graph.

We hope that this text may help the reader to build a bridge between the now clas-
sical Łojasiewicz convergence theorem and the more recent results on second order
equations and infinite dimensional systems.

1.2 Some important lemmas

The first lemma is classical and is recalled only for easy reference in the main text.

Lemma 1.2.1. (Gronwall Lemma) LetT > 0, λ ∈ L1(0, T ), λ ≥ 0 a.e. on(0, T )
andC ≥ 0. Letϕ ∈ L∞(0, T ), ϕ ≥ 0 a.e. on(0, T ), such that

ϕ(t) ≤ C +

∫ t

0

λ(s)ϕ(s)ds, a.e. on(0, T )

Then we have

ϕ(t) ≤ Cexp
(∫ t

0

λ(s)ds
)
, a.e. on(0, T )

Proof. We set

ψ(t) = C +

∫ t

0

λ(s)ϕ(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

Thenψ is absolutely continuous, hence differentiable a.e. on (0,T), and we have

ψ′(t) = λ(t)ϕ(t) ≤ λ(t)ψ(t) a.e. on(0, T ).

Consequently, a.e. on(0, T ) we find :

d

dt
[ψ(t)exp

(
−
∫ t

0

λ(s)ds
)
] ≤ 0.

Hence by integrating

ψ(t) ≤ Cexp
(∫ t

0

λ(s)ds
)
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

The result follows, sinceϕ ≤ ψ a.e. on(0, T )

The next lemmas will be useful in the study of convergence anddecay rates

Lemma 1.2.2. (cf. e.g. [33]. ) LetX be a Banach space,t0 ∈ R and z ∈
C((t0,∞);X). Assume that the following conditions are satisfied

z ∈ L1((t0,∞);X) (1.1)

z is uniformly continuous on[t0,∞)with values in X. (1.2)

Then
lim
t→∞

‖z(t)‖X = 0
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Proof. Let ε > 0 be arbirary and letδ > 0 be such that

sup
t∈[t0,∞),h∈[0,δ]

‖z(t+ h− z(t))‖X ≤ ε

Then we find easily

∀t ∈ [t0,∞), ‖z(t)‖X ≤ ε+
1

δ

∫ t+δ

t

‖z(s)‖Xds.

implying
lim sup
t→∞

‖z(t)‖X ≤ ε

The conclusion follows immediately

Lemma 1.2.3. LetX be a Banach space,t0 ∈ R andu ∈ C1((t0,∞);X) . Assume
that there existsH ∈ C1((t0,∞),R), η ∈ (0, 1) andc > 0 such that

H(t) > 0 for all t ≥ t0. (1.3)

−H ′(t) ≥ cH(t)1−η ‖u′(t)‖X for all t ≥ t0. (1.4)

Then there existsϕ ∈ X such that lim
t→∞

u(t) = ϕ in X .

Proof. By using (1.4), we get for allt ≥ t0

− d

dt
H(t)η = −ηH ′(t)H(t)η−1 (1.5)

≥ cη ‖u′(t)‖X .

By integrating this last inequality over(t0, T ), we obtain

∫ T

t0

‖u′(t)‖X dt ≤ H(t0)
η

cη
. (1.6)

This impliesu′ ∈ L1((t0,∞);X). By Cauchy’s criterion,lim
t→∞

u(t) exists inX .

Lemma 1.2.4. LetT > 0, let p be a nonnegative square integrable function on[0, T ).
Assume that there exists two constantsγ > 0 anda > 0 such that

∀t ∈ [0, T ],

∫ T

t

p2(s)ds ≤ ae−γt.

Then settingb := eγ/2/(eγ/2 − 1), for all 0 ≤ t ≤ τ ≤ T we have:

J(t, τ) :=

∫ τ

t

p(s)ds ≤ √
abe−

γt
2 .

Proof. Assume first thatτ − t ≤ 1. Then we have

J(t, τ) ≤
√
τ − t

√∫ τ

t

p2(s ds ≤ √
ae−

γt
2 .
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If τ − t ≥ 1 we reason as follows. LetN be the integer part ofτ − t, we get

J(t, τ) ≤
N−1∑

i=0

∫ t+i+1

t+i

p(s) ds+

∫ τ

t+N

p(s) ds

≤
N−1∑

i=0

√
ae−

γ(t+i)
2 +

√
ae−

γ(t+N)
2

≤ √
a

e
γ
2

e
γ
2 − 1

e−
γt
2 .

Lemma 1.2.5. Let p be a nonnegative square integrable function on[1,∞). Assume
that for someα > 0 and a constantK > 0, we have

∀t ≥ 1

∫ 2t

t

p2(s)ds ≤ Kt−2α−1

Then for allτ ≥ t ≥ 1 we have:

∫ τ

t

p(s) ds ≤
√
K

1− 2−α
t−α.

Proof. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for allt ≥ 1 we may write:

∫ 2t

t

p(s)ds ≤
√
t (Kt−2α−1)1/2 =

√
K t−α,

hence

∫ τ

t

p(s) ds ≤
∫ ∞

t

p(s) ds =

∞∑

k=0

∫ 2k+1t

2kt

p(s) ds ≤
√
K

∞∑

k=0

(2kt)−α =

√
K

1− 2−α
t−α

Finally, in the application of the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality to convergence
results, the following topological reduction principle will play an important role.

Lemma 1.2.6. LetW andX be two Banach spaces. LetU ⊂ W be open andE :
U −→ R andG : U −→ X be two continuous functions. We assume that for alla ∈ U
such thatG(a) = 0, there existσa > 0, θ(a) ∈ (0, 1) andc(a) > 0

‖G(u)‖X ≥ c(a)|E(u)− E(a)|1−θ(a), ∀u : ‖u− a‖W < σa. (1.7)

LetΓ be a compact and connected subset ofG−1{0}. Then we have

(1) E assumes a constant value onΓ. We denote bȳE the common value ofE(a),
a ∈ Γ.

(2) There existσ > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1) andc > 0 such that

dist(u,Γ) < σ =⇒ ‖G(u)‖X ≥ c|E(u)− Ē|1−θ
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Proof. By continuity ofE we can always assume thatσa is replaced by a possibly
smaller number so that|E(u) − E(a)| ≤ 1 for all u such that‖u − a‖W < σa. Let
a ∈ Γ and

K = {b ∈ Γ/ E(b) = E(a)}.
It follows from (1.7) thatK is an open subset ofΓ which is obviously closed by conti-
nuity and sinceΓ is connected by hypothesis we haveK = Γ.
On the other hand, sinceΓ is compact, there exista1, · · · , ap ∈ Γ such that

Γ ⊂
p⋃

i=1

B(ai,
σai

2
).

The result follows withσ = 1
2 inf σai

, c = inf c(ai) andθ = inf θ(ai).

1.3 Semi-Fredholm operators

LetE, F be two Banach spaces andA : E −→ F be a linear operator. We denote by
N(A) andR(A) the null space and the range ofA, repectively.

Definition 1.3.1. A bounded linear operatorA ∈ L(E,F ) is said to be semi-Fredholm
if

(1) N(A) is finite dimensional,

(2) R(A) is closed.

We denote bySF (E,F ) the set of all semi-Fredholm operators fromE toF .

Remark 1.3.2. The fact thatN(A) is finite dimensional implies that there exists a
closed subspaceX of E such thatE = N(A)

⊕
X (cf [20] p. 38). MoreoverR(A) =

A(X) is a Banach space when equipped with the norm‖ · ‖F .

Theorem 1.3.3.LetA ∈ L(E,F ) and assume thatN(A) is finite dimensional. Then
we haveA ∈ SF (E,F ) if and only if

∃ρ > 0, ∀u ∈ X ‖Au‖F ≥ ρ‖u‖E. (1.8)

Proof. (1.8) implies thatR(A) is closed. In fact, let(fn) = (Aun) be such that
fn −→ f in F . Let (xn) and(yn) be such thatun = xn + yn with (xn) ⊂ X and
(yn) ⊂ N(A). Sofn = Axn. Then the inequality‖xn − xm‖E ≤ 1

ρ‖fn − fm‖F
implies that(xn) is a Cauchy sequence, hence converges. Letx be the limit. We have
Axn −→ Ax sof = Ax.
Conversely,R(A) is a Banach space andC := A/X : X −→ R(A) is bijective and
continuous, by Banach’s theorem we get thatC−1 is continuous and (1.8) follows.

Remark 1.3.4. If A : E −→ F is a topological isomorphism, thenA ∈ SF (E,F )
with N(A) = {0}. Conversely, as a consequence of Banach’s theorem, ifA ∈
SF (E,F ) with N(A) = {0} , thenA : E −→ R(A) is a topological isomorphism.

Theorem 1.3.5. LetA ∈ SF (E,F ) andG ∈ L(E,F ). Assume thatG is compact,
thenA+G ∈ SF (E,F ).
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Proof. We divide the proof into 3 steps :
Step 1 : If (un) ⊂ E with ‖un‖ ≤ 1 and (A + G)(un) −→ 0, then(un) has a
strongly convergent subsequence inE. Indeed we can assumeGun −→ g ∈ F . Let
un = xn + yn, xn ∈ X , yn ∈ N(A) whereX is as in the remark 1.3.2. Since
Aun = Axn −→ −g, (xn) is convergent inE. Then(yn) is bounded inN(A), since
dimN(A) < ∞ we can assume thatyn −→ y in E with y ∈ N(A). In particular
un = xn + yn is convergent inE.
Step 2 : Let (un) ⊂ N(A+G) with ‖un‖ ≤ 1. By step 1,(un) is precompact inE,
hence the unit ball ofN(A+G) is precompact and consequentlydimN(A+G) <∞.
Step 3 : Let Y be a Banach space such thatE = N(A + G)

⊕
Y . Assuming

R(A + G) not closed, then by Theorem1.3.3 we can findyn ∈ Y with ‖yn‖ = 1
and(A + G)yn −→ 0. By step 1, up to a subsequence we can deduceyn −→ y in
E. We immediately find‖y‖E andy ∈ Y . Hence since(A + G)yn −→ 0 we have
y ∈ N(A + G). SinceN(A + G) ∩ Y = {0}, we end up with a contradiction since
y ∈ N(A+G) ∩ Y and‖y‖E = 1.

For the next corollary, we consider two real Hilbert spacesV,H whereV ⊂ H
with continuous and dense imbedding andH ′, the topological dual ofH is identified
with H , therefore

V ⊂ H = H ′ ⊂ V ′

with continuous and dense imbeddings.

Corollary 1.3.6. LetA ∈ SF (V, V ′) and assume thatA is symmetric. ThenA + P :
V −→ V ′ is an isomorphism whereP : V −→ N(A) is the projection in the sense of
H .

Proof. First we haveN(A+P ) = {0}. Indeed ifAu+Pu = 0, we haveAu = −Pu ∈
N(A), thenAu ∈ N(A) ∩R(A) = {0}, soAu = 0, henceu = Pu = −Au = 0.
On the other hand, sinceA ∈ SF (V, V ′), dimN(A) <∞ and thenP is compact. By
Theorem 1.3.5A + P ∈ SF (V, V ′), thenR(A + P ) is closed. Now sinceA + P is
symmetric andN(A+P ) = {0} thenR(A+P ) is dense inV ′, henceR(A+P ) = V ′.
By Banach’s theorem we get that(A+ P )−1 ∈ L(V ′, V ).

Example 1.3.7.LetΩ be a bounded and regular domain ofRN , V = H1
0 (Ω)

A = −∆+ p(x)I, p ∈ L∞(Ω)

G := p(x)I : V −→ V ′ is compact.−∆ ∈ Isom(V, V ′) then by Theorem 1.3.5
A ∈ SF (V, V ′). Corollary 1.3.6 implies thatA+ P ∈ Isom(V, V ′).

1.4 Analytic maps

In this section, we introduce a general notion of real analyticity valid in the Banach
space framework which will be essential for the proper formulation of many conver-
gence results applicable to P.D.E. One of the difficulties weencounter here is that the
good properties of complex analyticity cannot be used and all the proofs have to be
done in the real analytic framework. For example, in this framework the result on com-
position of analytic maps is not so trivial as in the complex framework and its proof
is generally skipped even in the best reference books. Here we shall give a complete
argument relying on the majorant series technique of Weirstrass.
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1.4.1 Definitions and general properties

Definition 1.4.1. LetX , Y be two real Banach space anda ∈ X . LetU be an open
neighborhood ofa in X . A mapf : U −→ Y is called analytic ata if there exists
r > 0 and a sequence ofn−linear, continuous, symmetric maps(Mn)n∈N fulfilling the
following conditions

(1)
∑

n∈N

‖Mn‖Ln(X,Y )r
n <∞ where

‖Mn‖Ln(X,Y ) = sup{‖Mn(x1, x2, · · · , xn)‖Y , sup
i

‖xi‖X ≤ 1}.

(2) B̄(a, r) ⊂ U .

(3) ∀h ∈ B̄(0, r), f(a+ h) = f(a) +
∑

n≥1

Mn(h
(n)) whereh(n) = (h, · · · , h)︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

.

Remark 1.4.2. Under the previous definition, it is not difficult to check that

- ∀b ∈ B(a, r), f is analytic atb.

- f ∈ C∞(B(a, r), Y ) with Dnf(a) = n!Mn.

- A finite linear combination of analytic maps ata is again analytic ata.

Definition 1.4.3. f is analytic on the open setU if f is analytic at every point ofU .

Example 1.4.4. It is clear from the definitions that any bounded linear operator, any
continuous quadratic form and more generally any finite linear combination of restric-
tions to the diagonal of continuousk-multilinear maps:Xk → Y (usually called a
polynomial map) is analytic on the whole spaceX .

Proposition 1.4.5. Letf ∈ C1(U, Y ). The following properties are equivalent

(1) f : U −→ Y is analytic ;

(2) Df : U −→ L(X,Y ) is analytic .

Moreover if

f(a+ h) = f(a) +
∑

n≥1

Mn(h
(n))

is the expansion off(a+ h) for all h in the closed ball̄B(0, r) ⊂ U − a, then

Df(a+ h) =M1 +
∑

n≥2

nMn(h
(n−1), ·)

is the expansion ofDf(a+ h) for all h in the open ballB(0, r).

Proof. First let us explain the meaning of the formula for the derivative. It involves an
infinite sum of expressions of the form

nMn(h
(n−1), ·).
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Indeed, sinceDf(a+ h) is for all vectorsh an element ofL(X,Y ), the formula really
means

∀ξ ∈ X, Df(a+ h)(ξ) =M1(ξ) +
∑

n≥2

nMn(h
(n−1), ξ)

and for anyn ≥ 2 fixed we must identifynMn(h
(n−1), ·) as the trace on the diagonal

of Xn−1 of ann − 1-linear symmetric continuous map with values inL(X,Y ). The
corresponding map is just

Kn−1(x1, ..., xn−1)(ξ) = nMn(x1, ..., xn−1, ξ).

Assuming 1), Let us considera andr > 0 with B̄(0, r) ⊂ U − a. The expression of
the norms ofKn−1 in the space ofn−1- linear symmetric continuous map with values
in L(X,Y ) shows that the formal series given by

∀ξ ∈ X, Df(a+ h)(ξ) =M1(ξ) +
∑

n≥2

Kn−1(h
(n−1), ξ)

satisfies
∑

n∈N

‖Kn‖Ln(X,L(X,Y ))r
′n < ∞ for anyr′ ∈ (0, r). The summation formula

for the derivative is now obvious when the expansion is finite. The general case is more
delicate and is in fact related to the formula permitting to recoverf from the knowledge
of Df . This formula:

f(a+ h) = f(a) +

∫ 1

0

Df(a+ sh)(h)ds

is classical and valid for anyC1 functionf . When we substitute the expansion ofDf in
this formula, the summability of its terms transfers easilyto yield the desired expansion
for f . We skip the details which are classical for this part of the argument.

1.4.2 Composition of analytic maps

Let Z be a Banach space,V be an open neighborhood off(a) andg : V −→ Z be
analytic atf(a). This means that for someρ > 0, we have

g(f(a) + k) = g(f(a)) +
∑

m≥1

Pm(k(m))

whenever‖k‖F ≤ ρ and
∑

m∈N

‖Pm‖Lm(X,Z)ρ
m <∞.

Theorem 1.4.6.The mapg◦f is analytic ata with values inZ. More precisely, setting

Rd(h
(d)) =

∑

m≤d

∑
∑

m
j=1 nj=d

Pm

(
Mn1(h

(n1)), · · · ,Mnm
(h(nm))

)

(the sum is finite for anyd) we have
∑

d≥1

‖Rd‖Ld(X,Z)σ
d <∞ (1.9)

as soon as ∑
‖Mn‖Ln(X,Y )σ

n ≤ ρ
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and
g ◦ f(a+ h) = g ◦ f(a) +

∑

d≥1

Rd(h
(d)), ∀h, ‖h‖X ≤ σ.

Proof. We have the obvious estimate :

‖Rd‖Ld(X,Z) ≤
∑

m≤d

‖Pm‖Lm(Y,Z)

∑

|µ|=d

‖Mn1‖ · · · ‖Mnm
‖

whereµ = (n1, · · · , nm), |µ| = n1+ · · ·+nm and‖Mni
‖ = ‖Mni

‖Lni
(X,Y ). Indeed

Rd(h1, · · · , hd) =
∑

m≤d

∑

|µ|=d

Pm(Mn1(h1 · · · , hn1), · · · ,Mnm
(hn1+···nm−1+1, · · · , hd)).

Therefore
∑

d≥1

‖Rd‖Ld(X,Z)σ
d ≤

∑

1≤m

∑

≤d

‖Pm‖
∑

‖Mn1‖ · · · ‖Mnm
‖σd

=
∑∑∑

‖Pm‖‖Mn1‖σn1 · · · ‖Mnm
‖σnm

=
∑

m

‖Pm‖
∑

d≥m, |µ|=d

‖Mn1‖σn1 · · · ‖Mnm
‖σnm

≤
∑

m

‖Pm‖
(∑

‖Mn‖σn
)m

.

Then (1.9) follows. Concerning the convergence of the series tog ◦ f , we notice that

(g ◦ f)(a+ h)− (g ◦ f)(a) =
∑

m≥1

Pm((f(a+ h)− f(a))(m))

Hence

‖(g ◦ f)(a+ h)− (g ◦ f)(a)−
M∑

m=1

Pm((f(a+ h)− f(a))(m))‖Z

≤
∑

m≥M+1

‖Pm‖
(∑

‖Mn‖σn
)m

< ε forM ≥M(ε).

Then forM ≥ 1 fixed

M∑

m=1

Pm((f(a+ h)− f(a))(m) =
∑

d≥1

M∑

m=1

Qµ((h)
(d))

with Qµ((h)
d) = Pm(Mµ1((h)

(µ1)), · · · ,Mµm
((h)(µm)).

‖
M∑

m=1

Pm((f(a+ h)− f(a))(m) −
M∑

d=1

M∑

m=1

Qµ((h)
(d))‖

≤
M∑

m=1

∑

|µ|=d≥M+1

‖Qµ((h)
(d))‖ → 0 asM → ∞.
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Finally

‖(g ◦ f)(a+ h)− (g ◦ f)(a)−
M∑

d=1

M∑

m=1

∑

µ|=d

Qµ((h)
(d))‖ ≤ 2ε

for M large. But

M∑

d=1

M∑

m=1

∑

µ|=d

Qµ((h)
(d)) =

M∑

d=1

Rd((h)
(d))

since
M∑

m=1

∑

µ|=d

Qµ = Rd for all d ≤M .

1.4.3 Nemytskii type operators on a Banach algebra

Let A be a real Banach algebra andf be a real analytic function in a neighborhood of
0, which means that for some open subsetU of R containing0 we havef ∈ C∞(U,R)
and for some positive constantsM,K

∀n ∈ N, |f (n)(0)| ≤MKnn!

It is clear that for anyn ∈ N the mapu → un is the restriction to the diagonal ofAn

of the continuous n-linear map

U = (u1, ..un) →
n∏

i

uj

It follow that the map

F(u) =

∞∑

n=0

f (n)(0)

n!
un

is analytic in the open ballB0 = B(0, 1
K ) in the sense of Subsection 1.4.1. This map

will be called the Nemytskii type operator associated tof on the Banach algebraA.

Example 1.4.7.Let us consider the special caseA = L∞(S) whereS is any positively
measured space. Then for anyf as above the operator defined by

Nf (u)(s) = f(u(s)) =

∞∑

n=0

f (n)(0)

n!
u(s)n

for all u ∈ B(0, 1
K ) ⊂ L∞(S) and almost everywhere inS is usually called the Ne-

mytskii operator onL∞(S) associated tof and is an analytic map in a ball centered at
0. The same holds true if we replaceL∞(S) by the set of continous bounded functions
on a topological spaceZ or more generally any Banach sub-algebra of it.

Remark 1.4.8. (i) The Nemytskii operatorNf (u)(s) = f(u(s)) makes sense in other
contexts, for instance from a Lebesgue space into another assuming some growth re-
strictions of the generating functionf .
(ii) We shall use this operator exclusively in the case wheref is in fact an entire func-
tion, i.e.K can be taken arbitrarily small.
(iii) Moreover, in the applications we shall usually need some growth restrictions onf
or even its first derivative.
(iv) In our applications to convergence,Nf (u)(s) = f(u(s)) will usually appear as the
derivative of a potential functionG(u) =

∫
S F (u(s)ds whereF is a primitive off .
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1.4.4 Inverting analytic maps

LetX , Y be two real Banach space anda ∈ X . LetU be an open neighborhood ofa
in X andf ∈ C1(U, Y ). The well known inverse map theorem says that ifDf(a) ∈
Isom(X,Y ), there exists a possibly smaller neigborhoodW of a inX such thatf(W )
is open inY andf : W → f(W ) is aC1-diffeomorphism. Moreover we have the
formula

∀y ∈ f(W ), D(f−1)(y) = [Df(f−1(y))]−1

We note that in order forf to be a diffeomorphism, we need the existence of a linear
topological isomorphism betweenX andY , namelyL = Df(a), so that diffeomor-
phisms can be reduced to the caseX = Y by replacing the general functionf by the
”operator“g = L−1 ◦ f . By combining (1.4.5) with the fact that the mapT → T−1 is
analytic on the open set Isom(X,X) ⊂ L(X,X), it is easy to prove the following

Theorem 1.4.9. Giving a functionf ∈ C1(U, Y ) which is analytic ata ∈ U , if
Df(a) ∈ Isom(X,Y ), the inverse mapf−1 is analytic atf(a).

Proof. By construction,g : V → X is analytic withV an open ball ofX contained in
U and centered ata, so that we may assumeV = U . As a consequence of Proposition
1.4.5,Dg is analytic :V → L(X) and we haveDg(a) = IdL(X). ThenDg−1(x) =
(Dg)−1◦g−1(x) throughoutg(V ), so thatDg−1 appears as a composition of 3 analytic
maps by reducing if necessaryV to a small ball arounda in whichDg is sufficiently
close toIdL(X) in the norm ofL(X) to use the formula(I − τ)−1 =

∑
τn where

τ(y) = IdL(X)−Dg(y) . Finally by using once more Proposition 1.4.5, the gradient
Dg−1 is lifted to g−1 which is therefore also analytic . The details are essentially
classical and left to the reader.



Chapter 2

Background results on
Evolution Equations

2.1 Elements of functional analysis. Examples of un-
bounded operators

Throughout this paragraph,X denotes a real Banach space. The norm ofX is denoted
by ‖ ‖. The results will generally be stated without proof. For theproofs we refer to
the classical literature on functional analysis, cf. e.g. [20, 82]

2.1.1 Unbounded Operators onX

Definition 2.1.1. A linear operator onX is a pair (D,A), whereD is a linear sub-
space ofX, andA : D → X is a linear mapping. We say thatA is bounded if‖Au‖
remains bounded foru ∈ {x ∈ D, ‖x‖ ≤ 1}. Otherwise,A is called unbounded.

Remark 2.1.2. If A is bounded, thenA is the restriction toD of some operator̃A ∈
L(Y,X), whereY is a closed linear subspace ofX containingD. On the other hand
if A is unbounded, then there exists no operatorÃ ∈ L(Y,X) with Y a closed linear
subspace ofX andD ⊂ Y such thatÃ|D = A.

Definition 2.1.3. If (D,A) is a linear operator onX , the graph ofA and the range of
A are the linear subspacesG(A) andR(A) ofX defined by

G(A) = {(u, f) ∈ X ×X,u ∈ D, f = Au} and R(A) = A(D).

As it is usual, we shall frequently call the pair(D,A) as ”A with D(A) = D ”.
However one must always keep in mind that when we define a linear operator, it is
absolutely crucial to specify the domain.

Definition 2.1.4. A linear operatorA onX is called dissipative if we have

∀u ∈ D(A), ∀λ > 0, ‖u− λAu‖ ≥ ‖u‖.

A is called m-dissipative ifA is dissipative and for allλ > 0, the operatorI − λA is
onto, i.e

∀f ∈ X, ∃u ∈ D(A), u− λAu = f.

18
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Proposition 2.1.5. LetA be a linear dissipative operator onX . Then the following
properties are equivalent.

(i) A is m-dissipative onX .

(ii) There existsλ0 > 0 such that for eachf ∈ X , there existsu ∈ D(A) with :
u− λ0Au = f.

2.1.2 Case whereX is a Hilbert space

Let us denote by〈·, ·〉 the inner product ofX . If A is a linear densely defined operator
onX , the formula

G(A∗) = {(v, g) ∈ X ×X, ∀(u, f) ∈ G(A), 〈g, u〉 = 〈v, f〉}

defines a linear operatorA∗ (the adjoint ofA), with domain

D(A∗) = {v ∈ X, ∃C <∞, |〈Au, v〉| ≤ C‖u‖, ∀u ∈ D(A)}

and such that:〈A∗v, u〉 = 〈v,Au〉, ∀u ∈ D(A), ∀v ∈ D(A∗). Indeed the linear
form u → 〈v,Au〉 defined onD(A) for eachv ∈ D(A∗), has a unique extension
ϕ ∈ X ′ ≡ X, and we set:ϕ = A∗v.

Obviously, G(A*) is always closed. Moreover, it is immediate to check that if
B ∈ L(X), then(A+B)∗ = A∗ +B∗.
In the Hilbert space setting , m-dissipative operators can be characterised rather easily
. First the following proposition follows from elementary duality properties

Proposition 2.1.6. A linear operatorA onX is dissipative inX if and only if

∀u ∈ D(A), 〈Au, u〉 ≤ 0.

In addition if A is m-dissipative onX , thenD(A) is everywhere dense inX .

The following result is often useful, especially the two corollaries:

Proposition 2.1.7. LetA be a linear dissipative operator onX , with dense domain.
ThenA is m-dissipative if, and only ifA∗ is dissipative andG(A) is closed.

Corollary 2.1.8. If A is self-adjoint inX , in the sense thatD(A) = D(A∗) and
A∗u = Au, for all u ∈ D(A), and if A ≤ 0 (which means〈Au, u〉 ≤ 0 for all
u ∈ D(A), ThenA is m-dissipative.

Corollary 2.1.9. If A is skew-adjoint inX , in the sense thatD(A) = D(A∗) and
A∗u = −Au, for all u ∈ D(A), thenA and−A are both m-dissipative.

2.1.3 Examples in the theory of PDE

In this paragraph, we recall some basic facts from the lineartheory of partial differential
equations which shall be used throughout the text. The definitions of Sobolev spaces
and the associated norms are the standard ones as can be foundin [3]. In particular,Ω
being an open set inRN , we shall use the spaces

Hm(Ω) = {u ∈ L2(Ω), Dju ∈ L2(Ω), ∀j : |j| ≤ m},
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endowed with the obvious inner product
Hm

0 (Ω) = completion ofC∞ functions with compact support inΩ for theHm

norm.
We recall the Poincaré inequality inH1

0 (Ω) whenΩ is bounded :

∀w ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

|∇w|2dx ≥ λ1

∫

Ω

|w|2dx,

whereλ1 = λ1(Ω) is the first eigenvalue of(−∆) inH1
0 (Ω) . We are now in a position

to describe our basic examples.

Example 2.1.10. : The Laplacian in an open set ofRN : L2 theory.

Let Ω be any open set inRN , andH = L2(Ω). We define the linear operatorB onH
by

D(B) = {u ∈ H1
0 (Ω), ∆u ∈ L2(Ω)},

Bu = ∆u, ∀u ∈ D(B).

ThenB is m-dissipative and densely defined. More preciselyB is self-adjoint and
B ≤ 0. In addition if the boundary ofΩ is bounded andC2, then

D(B) = H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω),

algebraically and topologically.

Example 2.1.11. : The Laplacian in an open set ofRN : C0 theory.

Let nowΩ be any open set inRN . We consider the Banach space

X = C0(Ω) = {u ∈ C(Ω), u ≡ 0 on∂Ω}

endowed with the supremum norm and we define the linear operator A by

D(A) = {u ∈ X ∩H1
0 (Ω),∆u ∈ X};Au = ∆u, ∀u ∈ D(A).

Then if the boundary ofΩ is Lipschitz continuous,A is m-dissipative and densely
defined onX.

Example 2.1.12. : The wave operator onH1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω).

LetΩ be any open set inRN andX = H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω). The spaceX is a real Hilbert

space when equipped with the inner product

〈(u, v), (w, z)〉 =
∫

Ω

(∇u∇w + vz) dx,

inducing onX a norm equivalent to the standard product norm onH1
0 (Ω) × L2(Ω).

We define the linear operatorA onX by

D(A) = {(u, v) ∈ X, ∆u ∈ L2(Ω), v ∈ H1
0 (Ω)}

A(u, v) = (v,∆u), ∀(u, v) ∈ D(A).

ThenA is skew-adjoint inX , and in particularA and−A are both m-dissipative with
dense domains.
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2.2 The semi-group generated by m-dissipative opera-
tors. The Hille-Yosida-Phillips theorem

2.2.1 The general case

Let X be a real Banach space and letA be a linear, densely defined, m-dissipative
operator onX . The following fundamental Theorem is proved for instance in [74, 82].

Theorem 2.2.1.There exists a unique one-parameter familyT (t) ∈ L(X) defined for
t ≥ 0 and such that

(1) T (t) ∈ L(X) and‖T (t)‖L(X) ≤ 1, ∀t ≥ 0.

(2) T (0) = I,

(3) T (t+ s) = T (t)T (s), ∀s, t ≥ 0.

(4) For eachx ∈ D(A), u(t) = T (t)x is the unique solution of the problem





u ∈ C([0,+∞);D(A)) ∩C1([0,+∞);X)

u′(t) = Au(t), ∀t ≥ 0

u(0) = x

Finally, for eachx ∈ D(A) andt ≥ 0, we have:T (t)Ax = AT (t)x.

2.2.2 Two important special cases

In this paragraph, we assume thatX is a (real) Hilbert space. The following two results
can be considered as refinements of Theorem 2.2.1.

Theorem 2.2.2.LetA be self-adjoint and≤ 0. Letx ∈ X, andu(t) = T (t)x. Then u
is the unique solution of





u ∈ C([0,+∞);X) ∩ C((0,+∞);D(A)) ∩ C1((0,+∞);X)

u′(t) = Au(t), ∀t > 0

u(0) = x

Remark 2.2.3. Theorem 2.2.2 means thatT (t) has a ”smoothing effect” on initial
data. Indeed, even ifx ∈ D(A), we haveT (t)x ∈ D(A), for all t > 0. As a
basic example, let us consider the caseX = L2(Ω), A defined byD(A) = {u ∈
H1

0 (Ω), ∆u ∈ L2(Ω)}, Au = ∆u, ∀u ∈ D(A) whereΩ is a bounded open set inRN

and the boundary ofΩ is smooth. Theorem 2.2.2 here says that for eachu0 ∈ L2(Ω)},
there exists a unique solution

u ∈ C([0,+∞), L2(Ω)) ∩ C(0,+∞, H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)) ∩ C1(0,+∞, L2(Ω))

of :
ut = ∆u ; u(0) = u0.

Actually a much stronger smoothing property holds true since by iterating the proce-
dure we prove easily thatu(t) ∈ D(An) for all n ∈ N andt > 0. In particularu(t, .)
is smooth up to the boundary.
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A somewhat opposite situation is that of isometry groups generated by skew-adjoint
operators.

Theorem 2.2.4.LetA be skew-adjoint. ThenT (t) extends to one-parameter group of
operatorsT (t) : R → L(X) such that

(1) ∀x ∈ X, T (t)x ∈ C(R, X).

(2) ∀x ∈ X, ∀t ∈ R, ‖T (t)x‖ = ‖x‖.

(3) ∀s ∈ R, ∀t ∈ R, T (t+ s) = T (t)T (s).

(4) For eachx ∈ D(A), u(t) = T (t)x is a solution ofu′(t) = Au(t), ∀t ∈ R.

Example 2.2.5.LetX = H1
0 (Ω)×L2(Ω), and letA be as in Example 2.1.12. We ob-

tain that for any(u0, v0) ∈ X , there is a solutionu ∈ C(R, H1
0 (Ω))∩C1(R, L2(Ω))∩

C2(R, H−1(Ω)) of:

utt = ∆u; u(0) = u0, ut(0) = v0.

It can be shown thatu is unique.

2.3 Semilinear problems

LetX be a real Banach space, letA be a linear, densely defined, m-dissipative operator
onX , and letT (t) be given by Theorem 2.2.1. The following Theorem is quite similar
to the construction of the flow associated to an ordinary differential system and is the
starting point of the theory of semilinear evolution equations.

Theorem 2.3.1.LetF : X → X be Lipschitz continuous on each bounded subset of
X. Then for eachx ∈ X , There isτ(x) ∈ (0,+∞] and a unique maximal solution
u ∈ C([0, τ(x)), X) of the equation

u(t) = T (t)x+

∫ t

0

T (t− s)F (u(s)) ds

The numberτ(x) is the existence time of the solution , and satisfies the following al-
ternative: eitherτ(x) = ∞ and the solutionu with initial datumx ∈ X is global (in
X); or τ(x) < ∞ and the solutionu with initial datumx ∈ X blows up in finite time
(in X). In the latter case we have

‖u(t)‖ −→ +∞ ast −→ τ(x).

In the theory of semilinear evolution equations, a basic tool to establish global
existence, uniqueness, boundedness or stability properties of the solution will be the
Gronwall Lemma (cf. Lemma 1.2.1).

2.4 A semilinear heat equation

Let Ω be any open set inRN with Lipschitz continuous boundary∂Ω , and let us
consider the equation

ut −∆u+ f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω (2.1)
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wheref is a locally Lipschitz continuous function:R → R with f(0) = 0. It is natural
to set

X = C0(Ω) = {u ∈ C(Ω), u ≡ 0 on∂Ω}
and to introduce the semi-groupT (t) onX associated to the homogeneous linear prob-
lem

ut −∆u = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

In fact hereT (t) is the semi-group generated by the operatorA of Example 2.1.11. Let
ϕ ∈ X : by Theorem 2.3.1 we can defineτ(ϕ) ≤ ∞ and a unique maximal solution
solutionu ∈ C([0, τ(ϕ)), X) of the equation

u(t) = T (t)x+

∫ t

0

T (t− s)F (u(s))ds

with F : X → X given by(F (u))(x) := −f(u(x)) for all x in the closure of W. Then
u can be considered as the local solution of (2.1) with initial conditionu(0) = ϕ in X .
The following simple result will be useful later on.

Proposition 2.4.1. Let f satisfy the condition

∀s ∈ R with |s| ≥ C, f(s)s ≥ 0 (2.2)

Then we have for anyϕ ∈ X

τ(ϕ) = ∞ and sup
t≥0

‖u(t)‖L∞ ≤Max{C, ‖ϕ‖L∞} <∞ (2.3)

where u is the solution of(2.1)with initial conditionu(0) = ϕ .

Proof. LetM = Max{C, ‖ϕ‖L∞} and let us show for instance thatu(t, x) ≤ M on
(0, τ(ϕ)) × Ω. Introducingz = u−M, we have

zt −∆z = f(M)− f(u)− f(M) ≤ f(M)− f(u)

sincef(M) ≥ 0. In addition it can be shown that

u ∈ C(0, τ(ϕ);H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)) ∩ C1(0, τ(ϕ);L2(Ω))

and then

(d/dt)

∫

Ω

|z+|2dx = 2

∫

Ω

z+zt dx = 2

∫

Ω

z+(∆z + f(M)− f(u)− f(M))dx

≤ −2

∫

Ω

∇z+.∇z dx+ 2

∫

Ω

z+|f(M)− f(u)|dx

Becausef is locally Lipschitz andu is bounded on(0, t) × Ω for eacht < τ(ϕ), we
have

|f(M)− f(u)|(t, x) ≤ K(t)|z(t, x)| on (0, t)× Ω

Then by using the identitiesz = z+ − z− andz+.z− = 0,∇z+.∇z− = 0 almost
everywhere, we obtain:

(d/dt)

∫

Ω

|z+|2dx ≤ −2

∫

Ω

‖∇z+‖2 dx+ 2K(t)

∫

Ω

|z+|2 dx

The inequalityu(t, x) ≤ M on (0, τ(ϕ)) × Ω now follows easily by an application of
Lemma 1.2.1 sincez+(0, x) ≡ 0. Similarly we showu(t, x) ≥ −M on (0, τ(ϕ)) ×
Ω.
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2.5 A semilinear wave equation with a linear dissipa-
tive term

Let Ω be any open set inRN with Lipschitz continuous boundary∂Ω , and let us
consider the equation

utt −∆u+ γut + f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω (2.4)

wheref is a locally Lipschitz continuous function:R → R with f(0) = 0 satisfying
the growth condition

|f ′(u)| ≤ C(1 + |u|r), a.e. onR (2.5)

with r ≥ 0 arbitrary ifN = 1 or 2 and0 ≤ r ≤ 2

N − 2
if N ≥ 3. It is natural to set

X = H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω)

Let us denote byf∗ the mapping defined by

f∗((u, v)) = (0,−f(u)), ∀(u, v) ∈ X.

The growth condition (2.5) together with Sobolev embeddingtheorems imply that

f∗(X) ⊂ X ; f∗ : X −→ X is Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets.

We also define the operatorΓ ∈ L(X) given by

Γ((u, v)) = (0, γv), ∀(u, v) ∈ X.

Finally let T (t) (cf. Theorem 2.2.4 withA as in example 2.1.12 inX = H1
0 (Ω) ×

L2(Ω)) be the isometry group on X generated by the linear wave equation

utt −∆u = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

For each(ϕ, ψ) ∈ X , by Theorem 2.3.1 we can define a unique maximal solution
solutionU = (u, ut) ∈ C([0, τ(ϕ, ψ));X) of the equation

U(t) = T (t)(ϕ, ψ) +

∫ t

0

T (t− s){f∗((U(s)− Γ(U(s))}ds

The following simple result will be useful later on.

Proposition 2.5.1. Assumeγ ≥ 0 , and letf satisfy the condition

∀s ∈ R, F (s) ≥ (−λ1
2

+ ε)s2 − C with ε > 0, C ≥ 0 (2.6)

whereF is the primitive off such thatF (0) = 0 andλ1 is the first eigenvalue of
−∆ in H1

0 (Ω). Then we have for any(ϕ, ψ) ∈ X : τ(ϕ, ψ) = ∞ and the solution
U = (u, ut) of (2.4)such thatU(0) = (ϕ, ψ) satisfies :

sup
t≥0

‖(u(t), ut(t))‖X <∞.
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Proof. The solutions of (2.4) satisfy the energy equality

γ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

u2t (t, x)dxdt + E(u(t), ut(t)) = E(ϕ, ψ)

with

E(ϕ, ψ) :=
1

2

∫

Ω

‖∇ϕ(x)‖2dx+
1

2

∫

Ω

|ψ(x)|2dx+

∫

Ω

F (ϕ(x))dx

In particular sinceγ ≥ 0, we findE(u(t), ut(t)) ≤ E(ϕ, ψ) and the result follows
quite easily from (2.6). Indeed, from Poincaré inequalitywe deduce

∀w ∈ H1
0 (Ω), (1 − η)

∫

Ω

|∇w|2dx ≥ (λ1 − 2ε)

∫

Ω

w2dx,

wheneverη ≤ 2ε/λ1. Then

E(ϕ, ψ) ≥ (η/2)

∫

Ω

|∇ϕ|2dx +
1

2

∫

Ω

|ψ(x)|2dx− C|Ω|, ∀(ϕ, ψ) ∈ X,

and a bound onE implies a bound inX .
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Uniformly damped linear
semi-groups

3.1 A general property of linear contraction semi-groups

Let X be a real Banach space andL any m-dissipative operator onX with dense
domain. We consider the evolution equation

u′ = Lu(t), t ≥ 0 (3.1)

For anyu0 ∈ X , the formulau(t) = S(t)u0 whereS(t) is the contraction semi-group
generated byL defines the unique generalized solution of (3.1) such thatu(0) = u0.
We recall the following simple property :

Proposition 3.1.1. For all t ≥ 0, let us denote by‖S(t)‖ the norm of the contractive
operator S(t) inL(X). Then‖S(t)‖ satisfies either of the two following properties

(1) For all t ≥ 0, ‖S(t)‖ = 1.

(2) ∃ε > 0, ∃M > 0, for all t ≥ 0, ‖S(t)‖ ≤Me−εt.

Proof. The function‖S(t)‖ is nonincreasing. If for someT > 0 we have‖S(t)‖ = 1
for t ∈ [0, T ) and‖S(T )‖ = 0, then∀ε > 0, ∀t ≥ 0, ‖S(t)‖ ≤ M(ε)e−εt with
M(ε) = eεT . Assuming, on the contrary, that for someτ > 0 we have0 < ‖S(τ)‖ <
1, for eacht ≥ 0 we can writet = nτ + s, with n ∈ N, 0 ≤ s ≤ τ. Then‖S(t)‖ ≤
‖S(τ)‖n and we obtain (2) withε = −Log‖S(τ)‖

τ
andM = eετ = 1/‖S(τ)‖.

3.2 The case of the heat equation

The linear heat equation can be studied in many interesting spaces. Its treatment is
especially simple in the Hilbert space setting of example 2.1.10. However, in view of
the applications to semilinear perturbations theC0- theory is more flexible. Let us start
with the Hilbert space setting : following the notation of example 2.1.10, we denote
by S(t) the semi-group generated byB in H = L2(Ω). We have the following simple
result.

26
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Proposition 3.2.1. Letλ1 = λ1(Ω) be the first eigenvalue of(−∆) in H1
0 (Ω). Then

‖S(t)‖L(H) ≤ e−λ1t, ∀t ≥ 0. (3.2)

Proof. Letϕ ∈ D(B), and consider

f(t) = (eλ1t ‖S(t)ϕ‖H)2, ∀t ≥ 0.

We have

e−2λ1tf ′(t) = 2λ1

∫

Ω

u(t, x)2dx+ 2

∫

Ω

u(t, x)u′(t, x)dx

= 2λ1

∫

Ω

u(t, x)2dx+ 2

∫

Ω

u(t, x)∆u(t, x)dx

= 2
(
λ1

∫

Ω

u(t, x)2dx−
∫

Ω

|∇u(t, x)|2dx
)
≤ 0.

Hence
‖S(t)ϕ‖H ≤ e−λ1t‖ϕ‖H , ∀t ≥ 0, ∀ϕ ∈ D(B).

The result follows by density.

We now assume thatΩ is bounded with a Lipschitz continous boundary and we use
the notation of Example 2.1.11. LetT (t) denote the semi-group generated byA in X.
SinceX ⊂ H with continous imbedding andG(A) ⊂ G(B), it is classical, using the
Hille-Yosida theory, to prove

∀ϕ ∈ X, ∀t ≥ 0, T (t)ϕ = S(t)ϕ (3.3)

In particular we have:‖S(t)ϕ‖H ≤ e−λ1t‖ϕ‖H , for eacht ≥ 0 andϕ ∈ X. The
following property of uniform damping in X will be more interesting for semilinear
perturbations

Theorem 3.2.2.Letλ1 = λ1(Ω) be the first eigenvalue of(−∆) in H1
0 (Ω). Then

‖S(t)‖L(X) ≤Me−λ1t, ∀t ≥ 0, (3.4)

with

M = exp
(λ1|Ω|2/N

4π

)
. (3.5)

In the proof of Theorem 3.2.2 we shall use a rather well-knownsmoothing property
of S(t) in Lp spaces. Denoting by‖ · ‖p the norm inLp(Ω) , we recall

Proposition 3.2.3. Let1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞. Then

‖S(t)ϕ‖q ≤ (
1

4πt
)

N
2 ( 1

p
− 1

q
)‖ϕ‖p, ∀t > 0, ∀ϕ ∈ X.

A possible proof, omitted here, relies on the explicit form of the heat kernel inRN

together with a comparison principle.
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Proof of Theorem 3.2.2.Letϕ ∈ X andT > 0. First for0 ≤ t ≤ T,we have trivially

‖S(t)ϕ‖∞ ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞ ≤ e−λ1teλ1T ‖ϕ‖∞.

Then if t ≥ T, we find successively, applying first Proposition 3.2.3 withp = 2 and
q = ∞

‖S(t)ϕ‖∞ ≤
( 1

4πT

)N
4 ‖S(t− T )ϕ‖2

≤
( 1

4πT

)N
4 e−λ1teλ1T ‖ϕ‖2 (by Proposition 3.1.1)

≤ |Ω| 12
( 1

4πT

)N
4 eλ1T e−λ1t‖ϕ‖∞.

Then the estimate follows by lettingT =
|Ω| 2

N

4π
.

Remark 3.2.4.Actually (3.4) is not valid withM = 1.More precisely, if‖S(t)‖L(X) ≤
M ′e−mt with m > 0, we must haveM ′ > 1. Indeed, letϕ ∈ D(Ω) be such that
ϕ ≡ 1 nearx0 ∈ Ω and‖ϕ‖X = 1, and letu(t) = S(t)ϕ. It is then easily verified that
u ∈ C∞([0,∞) × Ω). Consequentlyut(0, x) ≡ 0 nearx0. Hence, for anyε > 0 and
anyx close enough tox0, we find

u(t, x) ≥ 1− εt,

for all t sufficiently small : in particular

‖u(t)‖X ≥ 1− εt

for t small. This estimate withε > 0 arbitrary small is not compatible with
‖S(t)‖L(X) ≤ e−µt, for whatever valueµ > 0.

3.3 The case of linearly damped wave equations

We have the following result

Proposition 3.3.1. LetΩ be a bounded domain inRN . Consider the equation

utt −∆u+ λut = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 onR+ × ∂Ω (3.6)

Then, denoting by‖ · ‖ the norm inH1
0 (Ω) and by| · | the norm inL2(Ω), for any

solution u of(3.6)we have

‖u(t)‖+ |ut(t)| ≤ C(‖u(0)‖+ |ut(0)|)e−δt (3.7)

for someC, δ > 0 .

This result is a special case of the following more general statement. LetA be a
positive self-adjoint operator with dense domain on a real Hilbert spaceH with norm
denoted by|.| and inner product denoted by(., .). A is assumed coercive onH in the
sense that

∃α > 0, ∀u ∈ D(A), (Au, u) ≥ α|u|2.
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We introduceV := D(A1/2), the closure inH of D(A) under the norm

p(u) := (Au, u)
1
2 .

The normp extends onV and we equipV with the extension ofp, denoted by‖‖ so
that

∀u ∈ V, ‖u‖ = |A1/2u|
whereA1/2 ∈ L(V ;H)∩L(D(A);V ) is the unique nonnegative square root ofA. The
duality product betweenV and its topological dualV ′ extends the inner product onH
in the following way:

∀(f, v) ∈ H × V, 〈f, v〉V ′,V = (f, v).

In particular we have

∀(u, v) ∈ D(A)× V, 〈Au, v〉V ′,V = (Au, v) = (A1/2u,A1/2v).

In particular by the definition of the standard norm onV ′ we have

∀u ∈ D(A), ‖Au‖V ′ ≤ |A1/2u| = ‖u‖.

By selectingv = u we even obtain

∀u ∈ D(A), ‖Au‖V ′ = ‖u‖.

By Lax-Milgram’s theorem the extensionΛ of A by continuity onV is bijective from
V to V ′ and in addition,Λ satisfies

∀(u, v) ∈ V × V, 〈Λu, v〉V ′,V = (A1/2u,A1/2v)

so thatΛ becomes by definition the duality map fromV to V ′. Finally, denoting by
‖ · ‖∗ the standard norm on ofV ′ we remark that

∀f ∈ V ′, ‖f‖∗ = ‖Λ−1f‖.

Let nowB ∈ L(V ;V ′) be such that

∀v ∈ V, (Bv, v) ≥ 0.

We consider the second order equation

u′′ + Λu+Bu′ = 0.

and the energy spaceE = V ×H is equipped with the Hilbert product space norm.

Proposition 3.3.2. The unbounded operator onE defined by

D(L) = {(u, v) ∈ V × V ; Λu+Bv ∈ H} (3.8)

L(u, v) = (v,−Λu−Bv) ∀(u, v) ∈ D(L) (3.9)

is m - dissipative onE.
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Proof. We denote by〈, 〉 the inner product inE. FirstL is dissipative onE . Indeed
for anyU = (u, v) ∈ D(L) we have

〈LU,U〉 = (v, u)V + (−Λu−Bv, v)H

= (A1/2v,A1/2u) + 〈−Λu−Bv, v〉V ′,V

= 〈−Bv, v〉V ′,V ≤ 0.

In order to prove thatL is m-dissipative onE we consider, for any(f, g) ∈ E the
equation

(u, v) ∈ D(L); −L(u, v) + (u, v) = (f, g)

which is equivalent to

(u, v) ∈ V × V ; −v + u = f ; Λu+Bv + v = g

or in other terms

(u, v) ∈ V × V ; u = f + v; Λv +Bv + v = g − Λf

Assuming we know that the operatorC = Λ + B + I is such thatC(V ) = V ′ we
conclude immediately that

(I − L)D(L) = E

and thereforeL is m-dissipative as claimed. The propertyC(V ) = V ′ is an immediate
consequence of the following elementary lemma

Lemma 3.3.3.LetV be a real Hilbert space andC ∈ L(V, V ′). Assume that for some
η > 0 we have

∀v ∈ V, 〈Cv, v〉V ′,V ≥ η‖v‖2.
ThenC(V ) = V.′

Proof. FirstC(V ) is a closed linear subspace ofV ′. Indeed iffn = Cvn ∈ C(V ) and
fn converges tof ∈ V ′ we have for each(m,n) the inequality

‖vn − vm‖2 ≤ 1

η
〈fn − fm, vn − vm〉V ′,V =⇒ ‖vn − vm‖ ≤ 1

η
‖fn − fm‖∗

Hencevn is a Cauchy sequence inV and its limitv satisfiesCv = f . Now if C(V ) 6=
V ′ there exists a non-zero vectorw ∈ V such that

∀v ∈ V, 〈Cv,w〉V ′,V = 0

By lettingv = w we conclude thatw = 0, a contradiction.

Proposition 3.3.4. LetA, V andH be as above. LetB ∈ L(V, V ′) satisfy the follow-
ing conditions

∃α > 0, ∀v ∈ V, 〈Bv, v〉V ′,V ≥ α|v|2
∃C > 0, ∀v ∈ V, ‖B(v)‖2V ′ ≤ C(〈Bv, v〉V ′,V + |v|2).

Letu ∈ C1(0,+∞, V ) ∩ C2(0,+∞, V ′) be a solution of

u′′ +Au+Bu′ = 0.

There exists some constantsC ≥ 1 andγ > 0 independent ofu such that

∀ ≥ 0, ‖u(t), u′(t)‖E ≤ Ce−γt‖u(0), u′(0)‖E .
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Proof. We consider for allt > 0 andε > 0 small enough

Hε(t) = ‖u′(t)‖2 + ‖A 1
2u(t)‖2 + ε (u(t), u′(t))

and we compute

H ′
ε(t) = −〈B(u′(t)), u′(t)〉 + ε‖u′(t)‖2 + ε〈u′′(t), u(t)〉

= −〈B(u′(t)), u′(t)〉 + ε‖u′(t)‖2 − ε‖A 1
2u(t)‖2 − ε〈Bu′(t), u(t)〉

≤ −〈B(u′(t)), u′(t)〉 + ε‖u′(t)‖2 − ε‖A 1
2u(t)‖2 + ηε‖u(t)‖2V +

ε

η
‖Bu′(t)‖2V ′

≤ (−1 +
Cε

η
)〈B(u′(t)), u′(t)〉 + ε(1 +

C

η
)‖u′(t)‖2 − ε(1− η)‖A 1

2u(t)‖2.

Choosing for instanceη =
√
ε and lettingε small enough we obtain first

H ′
ε(t) ≤ −ε

2
[‖u′(t)‖2 + ‖A 1

2 u(t)‖2].

On the other hand it is not difficult to check forε small enough the inequality:

(1−Mε)‖u′(t)‖2 + ‖A 1
2 u(t)‖2 ≤ Hε(t) ≤ (1 +Mε)‖u′(t)‖2 + ‖A 1

2 u(t)‖2.

whereM is independent of the solutionu as well ast andε. This concludes the proof.

Remark 3.3.5. If (u(0), u′(0)) ∈ D(L), then clearlyu ∈ C1(0,+∞, V )∩C2(0,+∞, V ′).
By density, Proposition 3.3.4 means that the semi-group generated byL is exponen-
tially damped inE. In particular Proposition 3.3.1 follows as a special case.
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Generalities on dynamical
systems

4.1 General framework

Throughout this paragraph,(Z, d) denotes a complete metric space.

Definition 4.1.1. A dynamical system on(Z, d) is a one parameter family{S(t)}t≥0

of mapsZ → Z such that

(i) ∀t ≥ 0, S(t) ∈ C(Z,Z);

(ii) S(0) = Identity;

(iii) ∀s, t ≥ 0, S(t+ s) = S(t) ◦ S(s);

(iv) ∀z ∈ Z, S(t)z ∈ C([0,+∞), Z).

Remark 4.1.2. In the sequel we shall often denoteS(t)S(s) instead ofS(t) ◦ S(s).

Remark 4.1.3. If F is a closed subset ofZ such thatS(t)F ⊂ F for all t ≥ 0, then
{S(t)/F }t≥0 is a dynamical system on(F, d).

Definition 4.1.4. For eachz ∈ Z, the continuous curvet → S(t)z is called the
trajectory ofz (underS(t)).

Definition 4.1.5. Let z ∈ Z. The set

ω(z) = {y ∈ Z, ∃tn → +∞, S(tn)z → y as n→ +∞}

is called theω-limit set ofz (underS(t)).

Proposition 4.1.6. We also have

ω(z) =
⋂

s>0

⋃

t≥s

{S(t)z}.

Proof. Immediate according to Definition 4.1.5.
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Proposition 4.1.7. For eachz ∈ Z and anyt ≥ 0, we have

ω(S(t)z) = ω(z); (4.1)

S(t)(ω(z)) ⊂ ω(z). (4.2)

In addition, if
⋃

t≥0

{S(t)z} is relatively compact inZ, then

S(t)(ω(z)) = ω(z) 6= ∅. (4.3)

Proof. a) (4.1) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.1.6.
b) Let y ∈ ω(z). There is an infinite sequencetn → +∞ such that asn → +∞,
S(tn)z → y. For eacht ≥ 0, settingτn = tn + t, we findS(τn)z → S(t)y, therefore
S(t)y ∈ ω(z); hence (4.2).

c) Finally, assume
⋃

t≥0

{S(t)z} to be precompact inZ. There is an infinite sequence

tn → +∞ andy ∈ Z such that asn → +∞, S(tn)z → y. Thusy ∈ ω(z) and
ω(z) 6= ∅. To establish the inclusionω(z) ⊂ S(t)(ω(z)), let us considery ∈ ω(z)
andtn → +∞ such thatS(tn)z → y. let τn = tn − t. By possibly replacingτn by a
subsequence, we may assumeS(τn)z → w ∈ ω(z). Hence by continuity ofS(t)

S(t)w = S(t) lim
n→+∞

S(τn)z = lim
n→+∞

S(tn)z = y,

and (4.3) is completely proved.

In the sequel, a subsetB of Z being given , we shall denote by

d(z,B) := inf
y∈B

d(z, y)

the usual distance in the sense of(Z, d) from a pointz ∈ Z to the setB. Using this
notation we can state

Theorem 4.1.8.Assume that
⋃

t≥0

{S(t)z} is relatively compact inZ. Then

(i) S(t)(ω(z)) = ω(z) 6= ∅, for eacht ≥ 0;

(ii) ω(z) is a compact connected subset ofZ;

(iii) d(S(t)z, ω(z)) → 0 ast→ +∞.

Proof. (i) is just (4.3). Moreover, for alls > 0,
⋃

t≥s

{S(t)z} is a nonempty com-

pact connected subset ofZ . Proposition 4.1.6 therefore implies thatω(z) is a com-
pact connected subset ofZ as a nonincreasing intersection of such sets: this is (ii).
To check (iii), let us asssume that there existtn → +∞ and ε > 0 such that for
all n, d(S(tn)z, ω(z)) ≥ ε. By compactness and by the definition ofω(z), there is
a pointy ∈ ω(z) and a subsequencetn′ → +∞ for which S(tn′)z → y. Hence
d(S(tn′)z, ω(z)) → 0, a contradiction which proves the claim.
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We now introduce the basic example of dynamical systems to bestudied in this
book. LetX be a real Banach space, letA be a linear, densely defined, m-dissipative
operator onX , and letF : X −→ X be Lipschitz continuous on each bounded subset
of X . As recalled in Theorem 2.3.1, for eachx ∈ X , there isτ(x) ∈ (0,+∞] and a
unique maximal solutionu ∈ C([0, τ(x)), X) of the equation

u(t) = T (t)x+

∫ t

0

T (t− s)F (u(s)) ds ∀t ∈ [0, τ(x)) (4.4)

whereT (t) is the semigroup generated byA (cf. Theorem 2.2.1) and the numberτ(x)
is the existence time of the solution. Forx ∈ X andt ∈ [0, τ(x)),we set

S(t)x = u(t).

Let Y ⊂ X be such that for someM < +∞ we have

τ(y) = +∞, ∀y ∈ Y ; (4.5)

‖S(t)y‖ ≤M, ∀y ∈ Y, ∀t ≥ 0. (4.6)

We setZ =
⋃

y∈Y

⋃

t≥s

{S(t)z} and we denote byd the distance induced onZ by the

norm ofX .

Lemma 4.1.9. We have the following properties

(i) τ(z) = +∞, ∀z ∈ Z;

(ii) ‖S(t)z‖ ≤M, ∀z ∈ Z, ∀t ≥ 0;

(iii) S(t)z ∈ Z, ∀z ∈ Z, ∀t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let y ∈ Y. Then ifu(t) = S(t)y is the solution of (4.4) withx = y a straight-
forward calculation shows that for anys ≥ 0, v(t) = u(t + s) is the solution of (4.4)
with x = u(s). Therefore,

S(t)S(s)y = S(t)(u(s)) = u(t+ s), ∀s, t ≥ 0.

Consequentlyτ(S(s)y) = +∞ for all y ∈ Y and eachs, t ≥ 0 and‖S(t)S(s)y‖ ≤M
for all y ∈ Y and eachs, t ≥ 0. Now letz ∈ Z. There exists a sequence(tn) in [0,+∞)
and a sequence(yn) in Y such thatS(tn)yn → z asn → +∞. Pick T < τ(z). Of
course we have by Gronwall’s Lemma (lemma 1.2.1) :

S(t)S(tn)yn → S(t)z as n→ +∞, uniformly on[0, T ]. (4.7)

In particular‖S(t)z‖ ≤ M, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. SinceT < τ(z) is arbitrary, we deduce
first (i), then (ii). Finally (iii) follows as a consequence of (4.7).

Theorem 4.1.10.{S(t)}t≥0 is a dynamical system on(Z, d).

Proof. First S(0) = Identity. Moreover for eachz ∈ Z, if zn ∈ Z andzn → z
asn → +∞, as a consequence of the Gronwall Lemma (lemma 1.2.1) we obtain
classically :

S(t)zn → S(t)z as n→ +∞, uniformly on[0, T ]
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for each finite T . In particularS(t) ∈ C(Z,Z) for all t ≥ 0.Moreover for eachy ∈ Z,
the calculation performed in the proof of Lemma 4.1.9 shows that

S(t)S(s)y = S(t+ s)y

for all s, t ≥ 0. Finally by construction we haveS(t)z ∈ C([0,+∞), Z) for each
z ∈ Z. Hence the result.

As a particular case of Theorem 4.1.10, we can chooseX = RN , N ≥ 1. For each
vector fieldF ∈ W 1,+∞

loc (RN ,RN ) we consider the (autonomous) differential system

u′(t) = F (u(t)) (4.8)

and its integral curvesu(t) =: S(t)x defined fort ∈ [0, τ(x)). Theorem 4.1.10 says
that if τ(y) = +∞ and the corresponding local solutionu(t) remains bounded for
t ≥ 0, thenτ(z) = +∞ for eachz ∈ Z := u(R+) and the restriction ofS(t) to Z
(endowed with the distance associated to the norm) is a dynamical system. To see this
we apply Theorem 4.1.10 withA = 0 andY = {y}.

Other important examples of dynamical systems will be associated to the partial
differential equations studied in Chapter 2. Their properties will be studied precisely
in the next chapter.

4.2 Some easy examples

In the first section (Theorem 4.1.8), we showed that theω-limit set of a precompact tra-
jectoryu(t) = S(t)z is a continuum invariant underS(t) and which (by construction!)
attracts the trajectory ast → +∞. In some cases this gives directly a convergence
result. As a first easy case we have

Proposition 4.2.1. If ω(z) is discrete, there existsa ∈ Z such thatd(S(t)z, a) → 0 as
t→ +∞

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.1.8. Indeed,ω(z) , being
compact and discrete is finite. But a connected finite set is reduced to a point.

As an example let us consider the second order ODE

u′′ + u′ + u3 − u = 0.

All solutions are global and an immediate calculation gives:

(d/dt)[(1/2)u′2 + (1/4)u4 − (1/2)u2] = −u′2 ≤ 0.

Hence we can define the dynamical system generated on the whole of R2 by setting
U(t) = (u(t), u′(t)) and writing the equation as a first order system. The functiont 7→
[(1/2)u′2+(1/4)u4− (1/2)u2](t) is nonincreasing along trajectories. Consequently it
has a limit ast tends to infinity and, as a consequence, each trajectory (v, v’) contained
in theω-limit set of a given trajectory satisfies automatically

0 = (d/dt)[(1/2)v′2 + (1/4)v4 − (1/2)v2] = −v′2.
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It follows, since this impliesv′ ≡ 0, that theω-limit set of any trajectory consists of
stationary points and is therefore contained in{0, 1,−1} × {0}. By connectedness,
theω-limit set reduces to a singleton{(z, 0)} with z = 0, 1 or (-1). Therefore every
solution has a limit at+∞.

Actually the argument which we gave above in this special case is general for sys-
tems having what will be called a ”strict Liapunov function”. On the other hand already
in R2 there are many examples of systems with non-convergent bounded trajectories.
For instance the basic second order equation

u′′ + ω2u = 0

has no convergent trajectory exceptu = 0. Here instead of a Liapunov function we
have an invariant energy, and theω-limit set of any solution other than the single equi-
librium point (0, 0) does not intersect the set of equilibria.

4.3 Convergence and equilibrium points

In this section we introduce some general concepts which will be used throughout the
text.

Definition 4.3.1. Let z ∈ Z. The trajectoryt → S(t)z is called convergent if there is
a ∈ Z such that

lim
t→+∞

d(S(t)z, a) = 0.

Definition 4.3.2. A point z ∈ Z is called an equilibrium point (or equivalently a
stationary point) of the dynamical systemS(t) if {z} is invariant underS(t), i.e.

∀t ≥ 0, S(t)z = z.

The following property is now obvious

Proposition 4.3.3. If a trajectory of the dynamical systemS(t) is convergent, the limit
is always a stationary point.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.1.7. Indeed if a trajectory
converges, it is precompact and the omega-limit set is an invariant singleton.

Remark 4.3.4. As a trivial consequence of Proposition 4.3.3, a necessary condition for
a precompact trajectory to be convergent is that itsω-limit set be made of equilibria. In
chapter 6 we shall study an important class of systems for which theω-limit set of all
precompact trajectories is reduced to equilibria. Then if the set of equilibria is finite,
convergence follows from Proposition 4.2.1. On the other hand an important part of
the book will be devoted to the harder case of a continuously infinite set of equilibria.

4.4 Stability of equilibrium points

Another important concept concerning equilibria (and moregenerally trajectories) of a
dynamical system is the concept of stability as defined by Liapunov.
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Definition 4.4.1. An equilibrium pointa of the dynamical systemS(t) is called stable
(underS(t)) if

∀ε > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∀z ∈ Z, d(z, a) < δ =⇒ ∀t > 0, d(S(t)z, a) < ε.

Otherwise we say thata is unstable.

The following result, relted to the concept of Liapunov function, provides a general
stability criterion applicable even to infinite dimensional systems.

Theorem 4.4.2.Leta ∈ Z be an equilibrium point of the dynamical systemS(t) and
U be an open subset ofZ with a ∈ U such that for someV ∈ C(Z) we have

∀r ∈ (0, r0), min
d(u,a)=r

V (u) > V (a) (4.9)

∀u ∈ U, ∀t ≥ 0, V (S(t)u ≤ V (u)

Thena is a stable equilibrium point of the dynamical systemS(t).

Proof. Let r > 0 be such thatB(a, r) ⊂ U and let

c := min
d(u,a)=r

V (u) > V (a)

Let
W = {u ∈ B(a, r), V (u) < c}

It is clear thatW is open witha ∈ W . In addition ifu0 ∈ W , u(t) = S(t)u0 satisfies

∀t ≥ 0, u(t) ∈W

Indeed if this property fails for someu0 ∈ W , we can consider

t0 = inf{t ≥ 0, u(t) 6∈W}.

We haveV (u(t0)) ≤ V (u0) < c and sinceW is open the only possibility isd(u(t0), a) =
r, a contradiction with the definition ofc. The result is now immediate sincer > 0 can
be chosen arbitrarily small.

Under the hypothesis that balls with finite radius are compact subsets, we obtain
the following result applicable in finite dimensions.

Corollary 4.4.3. Assuming that closed balls with finite radius are compact subsets of
Z , leta ∈ Z be an equilibrium point of the dynamical systemS(t)andU be an open
subset ofZ with a ∈ U such that for someV ∈ C(Z) we have

∀u ∈ U, u 6= a⇒ V (u) > V (a)

∀u ∈ U, ∀t ≥ 0, V (S(t)u ≤ V (u)

Thena is a stable equilibrium point of the dynamical systemS(t) .

Proof. Let r > 0 be such thatB(a, r) ⊂ U : as a consequence of the compactness of
closed balls we have (4.9). The result is now an immediate consequence of Theorem
4.4.2.
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Definition 4.4.4. An equilibrium pointa of the dynamical systemS(t) is called asymp-
totically stable (underS(t)) if it is stable and in addition

∃δ0 > 0, ∀z ∈ Z, d(z, a) < δ0 =⇒ lim
t→+∞

d(S(t)z, a) = 0

Remark 4.4.5. The first order ODE

u′ + u3 − u = 0

generates a dynamical system onZ = R which has a set of 3 equilibria{−1, 0,+1}.
It is easy to verify that all trajectories of this system are convergent, positive initial
data lead to a trajectory converging exponentially fast to +1, negative initial data to a
trajectory converging exponentially fast to -1. Therefore+1 and -1 are asymptotically
stable, whereas 0 is unstable. It is not too difficult to checkthat the equilibria(1, 0)
and(−1, 0) are also asymptotically stable for the system generated inZ = R2 by the
second order ODE

u′′ + u′ + u3 − u = 0

considered in the previous section, whereas in this case theset of initial data leading
to a trajectory tending to(0, 0) is a 1D curve separating the attraction basins of the 2
stable equilibria. Hence(0, 0) is also unstable in this case.
In the case of the basic oscillator governed by

u′′ + ω2u = 0

the only equilibrium is0 which is stable (withδ = ε since we have an isometry group
onZ = R2) but not asymptotically stable. This result can also be viewed as a special
case of theorem 4.4.2 withV (u, u′) = 1

2 (u
′2+ωu2). The same argument holds true for

the wave equation withV the usual energy functional. We remark that except for the
initial data (0, 0), the omega-limit set does not cross the set of equilibria. In fact if the
omega-limit set of a trajectory contains a stable equilibrium point, the trajectory must
converge to this point. This makes the study of convergence somewhat easier when the
dynamics is unconditionally stable, a typical case being contraction (or more generally
uniformly equicontinous) semi-groups which will be studied in Chapter 8.



Chapter 5

The linearization method in
stability analysis

When looking for stability of an equilibrium pointa for an evolution equationU ′ +
AU = 0, a natural idea is to examine the nature (convergent or divergent) of the linear
semi-group generated by the linearized operatorDA(a). It is intuitively clear that this
will work only when the spectrum ofDA(a) does not intersction the imaginary axis.
In this chapter, we first describe an extension of the Liapunov linearization method to
establish the asymptotic stability of equilibria. The perturbation argument developed
here is applicable, in conjonction with the linear results of Chapter 2, to various semi
- linear evolution problems on infinite dimensional Banach spaces. At the opposite, an
argument essentially coming back to R. Bellman [12] allows to deduce instability from
the existence of an eigenvalue with the ”wrong” sign. We shall also provide an infinite
dimensional version of the linearized instability principle.

5.1 A simple general result

LetX be a real Banach space,T (t) a strongly continuous linear semi-group onX , and
F : X −→ X locally Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets. For anyx ∈ X, we
consider the unique maximal solutionu ∈ C([0, τ(x)), X) of the equation

u(t) = T (t)x+

∫ t

0

T (t− s)F (u(s))ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ(x)) (5.1)

By a stationary solution of (5.1) we mean a constant vectora ∈ X such that

a = T (t)a+

∫ t

0

T (t− s)F (a)ds, ∀t ≥ 0

The following result is an easy consequence of the general theory of strongly continu-
ous linear semi-groups. LetL denote the generator ofT (t). Then we have

Lemma 5.1.1. A vectora ∈ X is a stationary solution of(5.1) if and only if we have

a ∈ D(L) and La+ F (a) = 0.

We are now in a position to state the main result of this section

39
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Theorem 5.1.2.Assume that for some constantsδ > 0,M ≥ 1 we have

∀t ≥ 0, ‖T (t)‖ ≤Me−δt. (5.2)

Leta ∈ X be a stationary solution of(5.1)such that

∃R0 > 0, ∃η > 0 : ‖F (u)− F (a)‖ ≤ η‖u− a‖ for ‖u− a‖ ≤ R0 (5.3)

with

η <
δ

M
.

Then for allx ∈ X such that

‖x− a‖ ≤ R1 =
R0

M

the solution u of(5.1) is global and satisfies

∀t ≥ 0, ‖u(t)− a‖ ≤M‖x− a‖e−γt, (5.4)

with : γ = δ − ηM > 0.

Proof. On replacingu by u − a andF by F − F (a), we may assumea = 0 and
F (a) = 0 with ‖F (u)‖ ≤ η‖u‖ whenever‖u‖ ≤ R0. In particular, setting

T = Sup{t ≥ 0, ‖u(t)‖ ≤ R0} ≤ +∞,

we find

∀t ∈ [0, T ), ‖u(t)‖ ≤M‖x‖e−δt + ηM

∫ t

0

e−δ(t−s)‖u(s)‖ ds.

Lettingϕ(t) = eδt‖u(t)‖, we obtain

ϕ(t) ≤ C1 + C2

∫ t

0

ϕ(s)ds ∀t ∈ [0, T )

with: C1 =M‖x‖, C2 = ηM. By applying Lemma 1.2.1 withλ(t) ≡ C2 we deduce

∀t ∈ [0, T ), eδt‖u(t)‖ ≤M‖x‖eηMt. (5.5)

Sinceδ > ηM , we conclude that ifM‖x‖ ≤ R0, thenT = +∞ and (5.5) holds true
on [0,+∞). This completes the proof of (5.4).

5.2 The classical Liapunov stability theorem

5.2.1 A simple proof of the classical Liapunov stability theorem

The object of this paragraph is to give a simple proof of the following well known
result:
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Theorem 5.2.1. (Liapunov) Let X be a finite dimensional normed space, andf ∈
C1(X,X) a vector field on X. Leta ∈ X be such that f(a) = 0 and assume

All eigenvalues{sj, 1 ≤ j ≤ k} ofDf(a) have negative real parts.

Then a is an asymptotically Liapunov stable equilibrium solution of the equation

u′ = f(u(t)), t ≥ 0. (5.6)

More precisely : for eachδ < η = min
1≤j≤k

{−Re(sj)}, there existsρ = ρ(δ) > 0 and

M(δ) ≥ 1 such that if‖x − a‖ ≤ ρ(δ)), the solution u of(5.6)such thatu(0) = x is
global with

∀t ≥ 0, ‖u(t)− a‖ ≤M(δ)‖x− a‖e−δt.

Proof. We consider first the case wherea = 0 andf coincides with a linear operator
A. In this case, the question reduces to the following:

Lemma 5.2.2. LetX be a finite dimensional complex vector space,A ∈ L(X) and
u ∈ C1(R, X) a solution ofu′(t) = Au(t). Then we have

u(t) =
k∑

j=1

Pj(t)e
sj t (5.7)

where{sj}1≤j≤k is the sequence of eigenvalues ofA andPj a polynomial with coef-
ficients inX for all j.

Proof. By induction ondimC(X) = p.
- If dimC(X) = 1, thenj = 1 andA = s1I, henceu(t) = u0e

s1t.
- If dimC(X) = p > 1, assuming that the result is true for all complex vector spaces
with complex dimensions≤ p− 1, we set

v(t) = u(t)e−s1t,

thereforev is a solution of
v′ = (A− s1I)v.

Then settingY = R(A − s1I), B = (A − s1I)|Y andw = v′, it is clear thatw is a
solution of

w ∈ C1(R, Y ); w′(t) = Bw(t).

Since by constructionker(A−s1I) 6= {0}, we haveR(A−s1I) 6= X and in particular

dimC(Y ) ≤ dimC(X)− 1 = p− 1.

By the induction hypothesis we have

w(t) =

k∑

j=1

Qj(t)e
(sj−s1)t

because the eigenvalues ofB are of the formsj − s1. By integrating we obtain

w(t) = a1 +

k∑

j=1

Rj(t)e
(sj−s1)t

then on multiplying byes1t, we obtain (5.7), completing the proof by induction.
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Completion of the proof of Theorem 5.2.1.Since all eigenvalues ofDf(a) =: A
have negative real parts, it follows obviously from (5.7) that ‖etA‖ ≤ C(δ)e−δt for
all δ < η = min1≤j≤k{−Re(sj)}. Then we apply Theorem 5.1.2 withT (t) = etA,
andF defined by the formula

F (u) = f(u)−Df(a)(u− a).

The result follows at once.

5.2.2 Implementing Liapunov’s first method

Theorem 5.2.1 gives an apparently simple and almost optimalway of checking the
asymptotic stability of a given equilibrium point of a differential system : check whether
all (complex) eigenvalues of the linearization at this point have negative real parts.
However in practice we have to check this property on the characteristic polynomial,
but as soon asN ≥ 3 in general the roots cannot be computed .

Definition 5.2.3. We say that a polynomialP with real coefficients

P (X) =

N∑

j=0

pjX
j

is a Hurwitz polynomial if all its zeroes have negative real parts.

Proposition 5.2.4. If P is a Hurwitz polynomial, thenp0 6= 0 and for eachj ∈
{0, ...N}, we havepjp0 > 0.

Proof. We have

P (X) = pN
∏

k

(X + λk)
∏

j

(X + µj + iνj)(X + µj − iνj)

where all numbersλk, µj are positive . But

(X + µj + iνj)(X + µj − iνj) = X2 + 2µjX + µ2
j + ν2j

The result follows immediately by expandingP .

Remark 5.2.5. The converse of Proposition 5.2.4 is false ifN > 2 . If all coefficients
of P have the same sign, of courseP cannot have a positive real root but on the other
hand the polynomial

Pε(X) = (X + 1)(X2 − εX + 1) = X3 + (1 − ε)X2 + (1− ε)X + 1

has all its coefficients positive for0 < ε < 1 , although the two conjugate imaginary
roots have imaginary parts equal toε2 .

It is sometimes useful to remember the following criterion which we give without
proof :

Proposition 5.2.6. For N ≤ 4 a polynomialP of degreeN with p0 > 0 is a Hurwith
polynomial if and only if the following inequalities hold true

- If N = 2: p1 > 0, p2 > 0.
- If N = 3: p1 > 0, p3 > 0, p2p1 > p3p0
- If N = 4: p1 > 0, p3 > 0, p4 > 0, p3(p2p1 − p3p0) > p4p

2
1
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Remark 5.2.7. The general conditions forN ≥ 5 become complicated and are known
as the Routh-Hurwitz criterion. The criterion consists in Ninequalities which can
be computed either using the diagonal (N-1) dimensional minors of someN × N
matrix (cf. [77] ) or through a step by step inductive procedure involving only some
determinants of order 2.

5.2.3 Remarks on Liapunov’s original proof of the stability theo-
rem

The original method of Liapunov consisted in introducing the quadratic form

Φ(u) =

∫ +∞

0

‖T (t)u‖2dt

whereT (t) = exp(tA). For a solution of the equation

u′ = Au+ F (u)

we have

d

dt
Φ(u(t)) = 2

∫ +∞

0

(T (s)u(t), T (s)u′(t)) ds

= 2

∫ +∞

0

(T (s)u(t), T (s)Au(t) + T (s)F (u(t))) ds.

But
∫ +∞

0

(T (s)u(t), T (s)Au(t))ds =

∫ +∞

0

(T (s)u(t),
d

ds
T (s)u(t))ds = −1

2
‖u(t)‖2

and ∣∣∣2
∫ +∞

0

(T (s)u(t), T (s)F (u(t)))ds
∣∣∣ ≤ 2C‖u(t)‖‖F (u(t))‖.

The result then follows for‖F‖Lip small enough. On this proof we want to make two
observations that will justify our choice of a perturbationargument in integral form :

1) Even whenF = 0, the decay rate obtained by Liapunov’s method is not optimal.
For instance ifX = RN and we apply the above estimates to the equation

u′′ + u+ 2u′ = 0,

we obtain
‖T (t)‖ ≤ Ce−(1−

√
2/2)t

which is not optimal since in fact

‖T (t)‖ ≤ C(1 + t) exp(−t).

2) WhenF = 0, the quadratic formΦ does not provide the decay in the correct
space ifX is an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. If, for instance,we consider the
heat equation

ut −∆u = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω
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in a bounded open domain ofRN which generates a contraction semigroupT (t) on
X = L2(Ω), the quadratic formΦ does not control the norm inX . Indeed , ifϕn is an
eigenfunction of the operator−∆ , i.e

−∆ϕn = λnϕn in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω

it is immediate that

Φ(ϕn) =

∫ +∞

0

‖T (t)ϕn‖2dt = ||ϕn||2
∫ +∞

0

e−2λndt =
1

2λn
||ϕn||2.

3) The introduction ofΦ is only possible whenX is a Hilbert space. If, for instance,
we work with the semilinear equation

ut −∆u+ f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

and we try to apply Liapunov’s result withX = L2(Ω) , we shall be very limited in
our range of application. Indeed in order for the operatorF defined by

(F (u))(x) = f(u(x)), a.e. in Ω

to satisfy the condition

‖F (u)‖X ≤ ε‖u‖X for ‖u‖X small

it is necessary (and sufficient , of course) thatf satisfy the global condition

|f(s)| ≤ ε|s|, ∀s ∈ R.

As a consequence,F cannot be tangent to0 at the origin, except ifF = 0. The situation
is very different ifX = C0(Ω): in this case, in order for the operatorF to satisfy the
condition

‖F (u)‖X ≤ ε‖u‖X for ‖u‖X small

it is sufficient that f satisfy the local condition

|f(s)| ≤ ε|s|, for all s small enough.

In particular, iff is a function of classC1 andf ′(0) = 0,F is tangent to0 at the origin.
Considering for instance the equation

ut −∆u = |u|p−1u in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω.

The original Liapunov technique does not give the stabilityof the 0 solution when
working inL2(Ω). The method will work if we replaceL2(Ω) by some Sobolev space
of typeHm(Ω), but then we need some growth conditions on the nonlinearity, impos-
ing extraneous limitations on p. IfX = C0(Ω), we obtain easily the stability of the 0
solution for anyp > 1, cf. Proposition 5.3.1.
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5.3 Exponentially damped systems governed by PDE

5.3.1 Simple applications

In this paragraph, we show how the stability theorem 5.1.2 can be applied to partial
differential equations.

a) We first consider the semilinear heat equation (2.1) :

ut −∆u+ f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

whereΩ be any open set inRN with Lipschitz continuous boundary∂Ω , andf :
R −→ R is a function of classC1 with

f(0) = 0 and f ′(0) > −λ1(Ω).

We have the following simple result :

Proposition 5.3.1.Under the above hypotheses, the stationary solutionu ≡ 0 of (2.1)
is exponentially stable inX = C0(Ω). More precisely : for eachγ ∈ (0, λ1(Ω) +
f ′(0)), there existsR = R(γ) such that for allx ∈ X with ‖x‖ ≤ R, the solutionu of
(2.1)such thatu(0) = x is global and satisfies

∀t ≥ 0, ‖u(t)‖ ≤M‖x‖e−γt,

with M independent ofγ and x.

Proof. We have shown in Theorem 3.2.2 that the contraction semi-groupT0(t) gener-
ated inC0(Ω) by the equation

ut −∆u = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

satisfies (5.2) withδ = λ1(Ω) and someM > 1. It is therefore sufficient to apply
Theorem 5.1.2 withT (t) = e−f ′(0)t T0(t), since forf ∈ C1(R), F (u) = f(u) −
f ′(0)u satisfies (5.3) witha = 0 andη arbitrarily small.

b) Similarly we can consider the semilinear wave equation (2.4)

utt −∆u+ γut + f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

whereΩ is a bounded open set inRN with Lipschitz continuous boundary∂Ω, andf
is a function of classC1: R → R with

f(0) = 0 and f ′(0) > −λ1(Ω).

satisfying the growth condition (2.5). We obtain the following result :

Proposition 5.3.2.Under the above hypotheses, the stationary solution(u, v) ≡ (0, 0)
of (2.4) is exponentially stable inX = H1

0 (Ω)×L2(Ω) in the following sense: for each
δ > 0 small enough, there existsR = R(δ) such that for allx ∈ X with ‖x‖ ≤ R, the
solutionu of (2.4)such that(u(0), ut(0)) = x is global and satisfies

∀t ≥ 0, ‖u(t)‖ ≤M(δ)‖x‖e−δt. (5.8)
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Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.3.1 that the contraction semi-groupT0(t) gener-
ated inX = H1

0 (Ω)× L2(Ω) by the equation

utt −∆u+ f ′(0)u+ γut = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω (5.9)

satisfies (5.2) with someM > 1 for any δ > 0 small enough. In order to apply
Theorem 5.1.2 withT (t) the semi-group generated by (5.9), all we need to check is
that the functionF (u, v)) = −(0, f(u) − f ′(0)u) satisfies (5.3) witha = 0 andη
arbitrarily small. But this is immediate since the functionϕ(s) = f(s) − f ′(0)s is
o(|s|) near the origin and, by (2.5) we have|ϕ(s)| ≤ C(|s|r) for s large. Therefore for
eachd > 0 arbitrarily small, we have|ϕ(s)| ≤ d|s| + C(d)|s|r , globally onR. The
result then follows immediately from Sobolev imbedding theorems.

5.3.2 Exponentially stable positive solutions of a heat equation

In this paragraph, we consider the semilinear heat equation

ut −∆u+ f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω

whereΩ be any open set inRN with Lipschitz continuous boundary∂Ω , andf is a
function of classC1: R → R with f convex onR+, f(0) = 0 and

f ′(0) < −λ1(Ω).

We have the following simple result :

Proposition 5.3.3. Under the above conditions, assuming thatf(s) > 0 for some
s > 0, there exists a unique solutionϕ > 0 of

−∆ϕ+ f(ϕ) = 0 in Ω, ϕ = 0 on ∂Ω. (5.10)

In addition,ϕ is asymptotically (even exponentially) stable inC(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω).

Proof. If a ∈ l∞(Ω) we denote byλ1(−∆+ aI) the first eigenvalue of−∆+ aI in
the sense ofH1

0 (Ω). First of all if (5.10) has a positive solutionϕ and we set

p(x) =
f(ϕ(x))

ϕ(x)

we have obviously
λ1(−∆+ pI) = 0

with eigenfunction equal toϕ. Now if ψ is another positive solution, we introduce

q(x) =
f(ϕ(x)) − f(ψ(x))

ϕ(x)− ψ(x)
if ϕ(x) 6= ψ(x)

q(x) = f ′(ϕ(x)) if ϕ(x) = ψ(x).

By strict convexity we have
q(x) > p(x)

everywhere inΩ. In particular

λ1(−∆+ qI) > 0
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On the other hand ifϕ 6≡ ψ, thenϕ − ψ is an eigenfunction of(−∆ + qI) with
eigenvalue 0. This contradiction means thatϕ ≡ ψ and thereforeϕ is unique. In
addition since by strict convexity we have

f ′(ϕ(x)) > p(x)

everywhere inΩ we have in particular

λ1(−∆+ f ′(ϕ(x))I) > 0

as soon as a positive solutionϕ exists. Therefore we have uniqueness and exponential
stability ofϕ as soon as it exists.
To prove the existence ofϕ, first we deduce from the hypotheses onf that

∃s0 > 0, f ′(s) ≥ f ′(s0) > 0, ∀s ≥ s0.

In particular
lim

s→+∞
f(s) = lim

s→+∞
F (s) = +∞ (5.11)

where

F (s) =

∫ s

0

f(σ)dσ.

Therefore
inf
s≥0

F (s) = C > −∞.

For the proof of existence, first we modify (if necessary)f onR− by setting

∀s < 0, f(−s) = −f(s)
And thenF is extended as the primitive off . This means

∀s < 0, F (−s) = F (s)

We introduce

m = inf{
∫

Ω

[
1

2
|∇z|2 + F (z)]dx, z ∈ H1

0 (Ω) } ≥ C|Ω| ≥ −∞.

Since ass→ 0 we have

F (s) ∼ −f ′(0)
s2

2

andf ′(0) < −λ1(Ω), by takingz = εϕ1 and lettingε→ 0 we find

m < 0

Since any minimizing sequence is bounded inH1
0 (Ω) andF is convex up to a quadratic

term, there exists, as a consequence of compactness inL2(Ω) and Fatou’s Lemma, a
functionϕ ∈ H1

0 (Ω) such that
∫

Ω

[
1

2
|∇ϕ|2 + F (ϕ)]dx = m

Settingψ = |ϕ| we also have, sinceF is even:
∫

Ω

[
1

2
|∇ψ|2 + F (ψ)]dx = m

Becausem < 0, of courseψ 6= 0. It is then classical to conclude thatψ is a positive
solution of (5.10).



48 CHAPTER 5. THE LINEARIZATION METHOD

5.4 Linear instability and Bellman’s approach

In any finite dimensional real Hilbert space X , the hypothesis of Theorem 5.2.1 is
sharp. Actually iff = L is linear and has an eigenvalues := s1 + is2 with s1, s2 real
ands1 ≥ 0, let

L(ϕ1 + iϕ2) = s(ϕ1 + iϕ2)

with ϕ1, ϕ2 real vectors and(ϕ1, ϕ2) 6= (0, 0). Then the real vector-valued function

u(t) = es1t[cos(s2t)ϕ1 − sint(s2t)ϕ2]

is a solution of (5.6) because the function

z(t) = estϕ

is a solution of the extended equation of (5.6) on the complexification ofX andL being
a real endomorphism onX , z(t) = estϕ andu = 1

2 (z(t) − z(t)) are solutions of the
same equation. But now we observe that

u(
kπ

s2
) = (−1)kexp(

kπs1
s2

)u(0)

and thereforeu cannot converge to anything at all ast goes to infinity.

In the next paragraph we collect some instability results proved in [1] in the Hilbert
space framework.

5.4.1 The finite dimensional case

LetX be a finite dimensional normed space, andf ∈ C1(X,X) a vector field onX .
Let a ∈ X be such thatf(a) = 0. By Liapunov’s theorem (Theorem 5.2.1), if all
eigenvalues ofDf(a) have negative real parts,a is an asymptotically Liapunov stable
equilibrium solution of the equation

u′ = f(u(t)), t ≥ 0. (5.12)

This result is sharp since in the opposite direction we have

Theorem 5.4.1. (R. Bellman, [12]) Leta ∈ X be such thatf(a) = 0 and assume
that at least one eigenvalue ofDf(a) has a positive real part. Then a is an unstable
equilibrium solution of(5.12).

Proof. Let η > 0 be the minimum of real parts of the eigenvalues ofDf(a) having
a positive real part and choose an integerK to be fixed later. The Jordan reduction
theorem implies in particular the existence of an upper triangular matrixT with zero
diagonal terms and coefficients all equal to 0 or 1 such that

K

η
M = D + T

whereM is the matrix ofDf(a) in a certain basis ofX andD is a complex diagonal
matrix. Then

M = L+R
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whereL = η
KD is a diagonal matrix andR = η

KT is a matrix with all coefficients
having moduli smaller thanηK . Let us identifyX with H = CN with the usual Hilbert
norm and the associated real inner product. It is clear that the coefficients ofL, in
other terms the diagonal coefficients ofM , are in fact the eigenvalues of inDf(a). In

addition under this identification we have‖R‖ ≤ η dimX

K
. LetP : H −→ H denote

the projection operator on

Y :=
⊕

Re(λ)>0

Ker(L− λI). (5.13)

If u is any bounded solution of (5.12), fort > 0 settingu = a+ v we have

d

dt
(|Pv|2 − |(I − P )v|2) = 2[(Pv, v′)− ((I − P )v, v′)]

= 2[(Pv, Lv +Rv + g(v))− ((I − P )v, Lv +Rv + g(v))]

whereg(v) = f(a+ v)− f(a)−Df(a)v satisfies

g(v) = o(v)

SinceL ≤ 0 on [Y ]⊥ = (I − P )H we have:

−((I − P )v, Lv) = −(L(I − P )v, (I − P )v) ≥ 0.

On the other hand by definition ofη we have

∀w ∈ Y, (Lw,w) ≥ η|w|2

In particular we find

2(Pv, Lv) = 2(LPv, Pv) ≥ 2η|Pv|2.

And therefore
2[(Pv, Lv)− ((I − P )v, Lv)] ≥ 2η|Pv|2.

On the other hand we have the easy inequality

2[(Pv,Rv)− ((I − P )v,Rv)] ≥ −4‖R‖|v|2 ≥ −4
η dimX

K
|v|2

and sinceg(v) = o(v), there existsε > 0 such that if|v| ≤ ε, we have

2(Pv, g(v))− 2((I − P )v, g(v)) ≥ −η
2
|v|2 = −η

2
(|Pv|2 + |(I − P )v|2)

ChoosingK = 8dimX and combining the above inequalities we find

d

dt
(|Pv|2 − |(I − P )v|2) ≥ η(|Pv|2 − |(I − P )v|2)

whenever|v| ≤ ε. Now assuming that a is Liapunov-stable inX , let us selectv(0) =
v0 ∈ X such that

|Pv0| > |(I − P )v0| (5.14)
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and|v0| small enough so that

∀t ≥ 0, |v(t)| ≤ ε. (5.15)

For instance,v0 might be any ”small” vector ofY . As a consequence of the above
computation it follows that

∀t ≥ 0, (|Pv(t)|2 − |(I − P )v|2) ≥ eηt(|Pv0|2 − |(I − P )v0|2)). (5.16)

This is clearly absurd since (5.14), (5.15) and (5.16) are incompatible. The proof of
Theorem 5.4.1 is complete.

5.4.2 An abstract instability result

The main result of this Section is a natural infinite-dimensional extension of Theorem
5.4.1 to the special case of sel-adjoint linearized operator.

Theorem 5.4.2. LetH be a real Hilbert space with inner product and norm respec-
tively denoted by(·, ·) and | · |, L a (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operator such
that

∃c > 0, L+ cI ≥ 0.

(L+ (c+ 1)I)−1 is compact (5.17)

λ1(L) := inf
u∈H,u6=0

(Lu, u)

|u| < 0.

Assume that there exists a Banach spaceX ⊂ H with continuous imbedding with norm
denoted by‖.‖ for whichf : X −→ H is a locally Lipschitz map withf(0) = 0 and
such that

lim
u∈X\{0}, ‖u‖→0

|f(u)|
|u| = 0. (5.18)

Then ifX contains all eigenvectors of L, the stationary solution 0 of

u′ + L(u) = f(u) (5.19)

is unstable inX.

Proof. LetP : H −→ H denote the projection operator on

H− :=
⊕

λ<0

Ker(L− λI).

As a consequence of (5.17) we know thatdim(H−) <∞. If u is any bounded solution
of (5.19), fort > 0 u is differentiable with values in H and we have

d

dt
(|Pu|2 − |(I − P )u|2)

= 2[(Pu, u′)− ((I − P )u, u′)]

= 2[(Pu, f(u)− Lu) + 2((I − P )u, Lu− f(u))]. (5.20)

SinceL ≥ 0 on [H−]⊥ = (I − P )H we have:

((I − P )u, Lu) = (L(I − P )u, (I − P )u) ≥ 0. (5.21)
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On the other hand by (5.17) we know that

∃η > 0, ∀w ∈ H−, (−Lw,w) ≥ η|w|2

In particular we find

2(Pu,−Lu) = 2(−LPu, Pu) ≥ 2η|Pu|2. (5.22)

As a consequence of (5.18), there existsε > 0 such that if‖u‖ ≤ ε, we have

2(Pu, f(u)) + 2((I − P )u, f(u)) ≥ −η|u|2 = −η(|Pu|2 + |(I − P )u|2). (5.23)

Combining (5.20), (5.21), (5.22) and (5.23) we find

d

dt
(|Pu|2 − |(I − P )u|2) ≥ η(|Pu|2 − |(I − P )u|2) (5.24)

whenever‖u‖ ≤ ε. Now assuming that 0 is Liapunov-stable inX , let us selectu(0) =
u0 ∈ X such that

|Pu0| > |(I − P )u0|
and‖u0‖ small enough so that

∀t ≥ 0, ‖u(t)‖ ≤ ε. (5.25)

As a consequence of (5.24) we obtain as previously (5.16), clearly incompatible with
(5.25). Consequently ifX contains all eigenvectors ofL, the choice

u0 = ηϕ; Lϕ = λϕ, λ < 0 |η|‖ϕ‖ → 0

shows by contradiction that 0 is not Liapunov-stable inV . The proof of Theorem 5.4.2
is complete.

Remark 5.4.3. One might wander why the condition
|f(u)|
|u| → 0 is required asu→ 0

in the sense ofX instead ofH. Let us consider the exampleH = L2(Ω) whereΩ is a
bounded open subset ofRN and

∃g ∈ C1 ∩W 1,∞(R) : ∀u ∈ L2(Ω), (f(u))(x) = g(u(x)) a.e. inΩ.

In this case, the condition
|f(u)|
|u| → 0 as|u| → 0

impliesf ≡ 0. Indeed iff(0) = 0 andf(c) 6= 0 we can consideruω = cχω with ω an
arbitrary open subset ofΩ, so that

|uω| = |c||ω| 12 ; |f(uω)| = |f(c)||ω| 12

If |ω| → 0 we have by construction|uω| → 0 and therefore

lim inf
|u|→0

|f(u)|
|u| ≥ |f(c)|

|c| > 0.

On the other hand ifX ⊂ L∞ with continuous imbedding, the condition

lim inf
‖u‖→0

|f(u)|
|u| = 0

is equivalent to the natural assumptionlim
s→0

|g(s)|
|s| = 0.
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Remark 5.4.4. The instability result inX is only of interest when the existence of
at least local (and preferably global) solutions for small initial data inX is fulfilled.
Otherwise Theorem 5.4.2 might just mean failure of existence inX .

Remark 5.4.5.The proof of Theorem 5.4.2 actually implies a stronger instability prop-
erty, namely

∃ϕ eigenvector ofL, ∃εn → 0 : sup
t≥0

‖un(t)‖ ≥ α > 0

whereun is the sequence of solutions of (5.19) such thatun(0) = εnϕ. This appears
much stronger sinceεnϕ tends to zero in any reasonable norm while the norm ofX
just needs to fulfill (5.18).

5.4.3 Application to the one-dimensional heat equation

Consider the one - dimensional semilinear heat equation

ut − uxx + f(u) = 0 in R
+ × (0, L); u(t, 0) = u(t, L) = 0 on R

+ (5.26)

wheref is aC1 function:R → R. Any solution u of this problem which is global and
uniformly bounded onR+×(0, L) converges ast→ +∞ to a solutionϕ of the elliptic
problem

ϕ ∈ H1
0 (0, L), −ϕxx + f(ϕ) = 0. (5.27)

Proposition 5.4.6. If ϕ is a solution of(5.27)which is stable as a solution of(5.26),
thenϕ has a constant sign on(0, L) =: Ω.

Proof. Indeed, ifϕ is not identically 0 and vanishes somewhere in(0, L), the function
w := ϕ′ has two zeroes in(0, L) and satisfies

w ∈ C2 ∩H1
0 (0, L), −wxx + f ′(ϕ)w = 0 in (0, L).

In particular if 0 < α < β < L are such thatw(α) = w(β) = 0, w 6= 0 on
(α, β) and if we setω = (α, β), we clearly haveλ1(ω;−∆ + f ′(ϕ)I) = 0 where
λ1(ω;−∆ + f ′(ϕ)I) denotes the first eigenvalue of−∆ + f ′(ϕ)I in the sense of
H1

0 (ω). We introduce the quadratic form J and the real numberη defined by

∀z ∈ H1
0 (Ω), J(z) :=

∫

Ω

{|zx|2 + f ′(ϕ)z2}dx

η = Inf {J(z), z ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω

z2dx = 1}

Let us also denote byζ the extension of w by 0 outsideω. Because

J(ζ) =

∫

Ω

{|ζx|2+f ′(ϕ)ζ2}dx =

∫

ω

{|ζx|2+f ′(ϕ)ζ2}dx =

∫

ω

{|zx|2+f ′(ϕ)z2}dx = 0,

we clearly have
η = λ1(Ω;−∆+ f ′(ϕ)I) ≤ 0.

Assumingη = 0 means that a multipleλζ = ψ of ζ realizes the minimum ofJ and
therefore is a solution of

ψ ∈ C2([0, L]) ∩H1
0 (0, L),−ψxx + f ′(ϕ)ψ = 0.

This is impossible sinceψ is not identically 0 and however vanishes throughout(0, α)
for instance. Thereforeη < 0, andϕ is unstable.
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5.5 Other infinite-dimensional systems

The following generalization of theorems 5.4.1 and 5.4.2 isnot difficult.

Theorem 5.5.1. LetH be a real Hilbert space with inner product and norm respec-
tively denoted by(., .) and|.|, L a (possibly unbounded)linear operator such that

∃c > 0, L+ cI ≥ 0

R(L+ (c+ 1)I) = H.

Assume in addition that we have a decompositionH = X⊕Y with dim(X) <∞ and

X ⊂ D(L), LX ⊂ X ; Y = X⊥, L(Y ∩D(L)) ⊂ Y, L ≥ 0 onY.

Let f : H −→ H be a locally Lipschitz map such thatf(0) = 0 and such that there
exists a Banach spaceV ⊂ H with continuous imbedding with norm denoted by‖.‖
for which

lim
u∈V \{0}, ‖u‖→0

|f(u)|
|u| = 0.

Then ifV contains all eigenvectors ofL, the stationary solution 0 of

u′ + Lu = f(u)

is unstable inV as soon asL has at least one eigenvalue with negative real part and
eigenvector inX .

As a typical application of Theorem 5.5.1 we can consider theabstract second order
evolution equation

u′′ + u′ +Au = f(u) (5.28)

whereA is a self-adjoint operator with compact resolvant on a real Hilbert spaceH
such thatA +mI ≥ 0 for somem ≥ 0 . IntroducingV = D((A + (m + 1)I)

1
2 ) we

can set
H = V ×H, D(L) = D(A)× V

and
∀U = (u, v) ∈ D(L), L(u, v) = (−v,Au+ v)

Then (5.28) takes the form

U ′ + LU = F (u) = (0, f(u))

By considering{λn}n∈N the nondecreasing sequence of eigenvalues ofA eventually
repeated according to their multiplicity and observing that

H = V ×H =
⊕

n∈N

[(A− λn)−1(0)]2

it is not difficult to check the hypotheses of Theorem 5.5.1 Hence we can state

Corollary 5.5.2. Under the above conditions, ifA has a negative eigenvalue, and if
f,W are such that

lim
u∈W\{0}, ‖u‖W→0

|f(u)|
|u| = 0

the solution (0, 0) is unstable in the sense ofV :=W ×H as a solution of(5.28).
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By the same method as in section 5.4.2, we deduce easily the following consequences
of Corollary 5.5.2 :

Corollary 5.5.3. LetΩ be as in the introduction,f ∈ C1(R) andϕ ∈ C(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)

a solution of the elliptic problem

−∆ϕ+ f(ϕ) = 0 in Ω; ϕ = 0 on ∂Ω

such that
λ1(−∆+ f ′(ϕ)I) < 0

then(ϕ, 0) is unstable in[C(Ω) ∩ H1
0 (Ω)] × L2(Ω) as a solution of the hyperbolic

problem

utt + ut −∆u+ f(u) = 0 in R
+ × Ω; u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω.

Corollary 5.5.4. Consider the one - dimensional semilinear wave equation

utt + ut − uxx + f(u) = 0 in R
+ × (0, L); u(t, 0) = u(t, L) = 0 on R

+ (5.29)

wheref is aC1 function:R → R. If ϕ is a solution of the elliptic problem

ϕ ∈ H1
0 (0, L), −ϕxx + f(ϕ) = 0

such that(ϕ, 0) is stable inH1
0 (0, L)× L2(0, L) as a solution of(5.29), thenϕ has a

constant sign on(0, L).
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Gradient-like systems

6.1 A simple general property

LetS(t) be a dynamical system on(Z, d). We denote byF the set of equilibrium point
of S(t) i.e.

F = {x ∈ Z, ∀t ≥ 0, S(t)x = x}. (6.1)

Theorem 6.1.1.Letu0 ∈ Z be such that the trajectoryS(t)u0 has precompact range
in Z. The following properties are equivalent

ω(u0) ⊂ F , (6.2)

∀h > 0, d(S(t+ h)u0, S(t)u0) −→ 0 as t→ +∞, (6.3)

∃α > 0, ∀h ∈ [0, α], d(S(t+ h)u0, S(t)u0) −→ 0 as t→ +∞. (6.4)

Proof. i) (6.4) implies (6.2). Indeed assume (6.4) and letx ∈ ω(u0). There existstn
tending to+∞ for which

lim
n→∞

S(tn)u0 = x.

Therefore by continuity ofS(h)

∀h > 0, lim
n→∞

S(tn + h)u0 = lim
n→∞

S(h+ tn)u0 = S(h)x.

As a consequence of (6.4) we have on the other hand

∀h ∈ [0, α], lim
n→∞

S(tn + h)u0 = x.

By comparing the two previous formulas we find

∀h ∈ [0, α], S(h)x = x.

Then a trivial induction argument gives

∀h ∈ [0, α], ∀n ∈ N, S(nα+ h)x = x.

This obviously implies (6.2).
ii) (6.2) implies (6.3). Indeed assume that (6.3) isfalse. Then for someh > 0 there is
anε > 0 and a sequencetn tending to+∞ for which

∀n ∈ N, d(S(tn + h)u0, S(tn)u0) ≥ ε.

55
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We can replace the sequencetn by a subsequence, still denotedtn, for whichS(tn)u0
converges to a limitx ∈ X . As a consequence of (6.2) we havex ∈ F . By letting
n tend to infinity in the above inequality, sinceS(tn + h) = S(h)S(tn) andS(h) is
continuous we obtain

d(S(h)x, x) ≥ ε.

This contradicts (6.2). Hence (6.2) implies (6.3) and this concludes the proof.

6.2 A minimal differential criterion

In this section we assume thatZ is a closed subset of some Banach spaceX .

Corollary 6.2.1. Letu0 ∈ Z be such that the trajectoryS(t)u0 has precompact range
in Z. Assume in addition that

S(t)u0 =: u(t) ∈ W 1,1
loc (R

+, X).

Then if

∃α > 0,

∫ t+α

t

‖u′(s)‖ds→ 0 as t→ +∞ (6.5)

we have(6.2).

Proof. It is sufficient to observe that

∀h ∈ [0, α], d(S(t+h)u0, S(t)u0) = ‖
∫ t+h

t

u′(s)ds‖ ≤
∫ t+α

t

‖u′(s)‖ds→ 0 as t→ +∞.

Hence (6.4) is fulfilled, and by Theorem 6.1.1 this implies (6.2).

Corollary 6.2.2. Letu0 ∈ X be such that the trajectoryS(t)u0 has precompact range
in Z. Assume in addition that

S(t)u0 =: u(t) ∈ W 1,1
loc (R

+, X).

Then if for somep ≥ 1
u′ ∈ Lp(R+, X) (6.6)

we have(6.2).

Proof. Indeed in this case we have

∫ t+1

t

‖u′(s)‖ds ≤
(∫ t+1

t

‖u′(s)‖pds
) 1

p

→ 0 as t→ +∞.

6.3 The case of gradient systems

LetN ≥ 1 andF ∈ C2(RN ). We consider the equation

u′(t) +∇F (u(t)) = 0 (6.7)

and we define
E = {z ∈ R

N ,∇F (z) = 0}.
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Corollary 6.3.1. Any solutionu(t) of (6.7)defined and bounded onR+ satisfies

lim
t→+∞

dist{u(t), E} = 0.

In other terms we haveω(u(0)) ⊂ E . In addition, if for eachc, the setEc = {u ∈
E , F (u) = c} is discrete, then there existsu∗ ∈ E such that

lim
t→+∞

u(t) = u∗.

Proof. We consider the dynamical system generated by (6.7) on the closure of the
range ofu. It is obvious here that the setF of fixed points ofS(t) is precisely equal
to E defined above. Multiplying byu′ in the sense of the inner product ofRN and
integrating we find ∫ T

0

‖u′(t)‖2dt = F (u(0)− F (u(t).

Hence sinceu is bounded we obtainu′ ∈ L2(R+, X) with X = RN . By Corollary
6.2.2, we haveω(u(0)) ⊂ E . MoreoverF (u(t)) is non-increasing along the trajectory
since

d

dt
F (u(t)) = −‖u′(t)‖2

HenceF (u(t)) tends to a limitc ast becomes infinite and thereforeω(u(0)) ⊂ Ec. The
rest is a consequence of Proposition 4.2.1.

Remark 6.3.2. By using Lemma 1.2.2 applied to the function‖u′(t)‖2 it is easy to
prove thatu′(t) tends to0 at infinity. One might wonder whetheru(t) is always con-
vergent. In 2 dimensions, it was conjectured by H.B. Curry [34] and proven by J. Palis
and W. De Melo [73] that convergence may fail even for aC∞ potentialF .

6.4 A class of second order systems

LetF, E be as in Section 6.3. We consider the equation

u′′(t) + u′(t) +∇F (u(t)) = 0. (6.8)

Corollary 6.4.1. Any solutionu(t) of (6.8)defined and bounded onR+ together with
u′ satisfies

lim
t→+∞

‖u′(t)‖ = lim
t→+∞

dist{u(t), E} = 0

In other terms we haveω(u(0), u′(0)) ⊂ E × {0}. In addition, if for eachc, the set
Ec = {u ∈ E , F (u) = c} is discrete, then there existsu∗ ∈ E such that

lim
t→+∞

u(t) = u∗.

Proof. We consider the dynamical system generated by (6.8) on the closure of the
range ofU = (u, u′). Here the setF of fixed points ofS(t) is made of points(y, z) ∈
RN × RN for which the solutionu of (6.8) of initial data(y, z) is independent oft.
ConsequentlyF = E ×{0}. Multiplying by u′ in the sense of the inner product ofRN

and integrating we find

d

dt
(
1

2
‖u′(t)‖2 + F (u(t))) = −‖u′(t)‖2
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hence in particular

∫ T

0

‖u′(t)‖2dt = F (u(0)− F (u(t) +
1

2
(‖u′(0)‖2 − ‖u′(t)‖2).

Hence sinceu is bounded we obtainu′ ∈ L2(R+, X) with X = RN . Moreover
differentiating the equation we have

u′′′ + u′′ +∇2F (u(t))u′ = 0.

By multiplying byu′′ in the sense of the inner product ofRN and integrating we find

∫ T

0

‖u′′(t)‖2dt =
∫ T

0

(∇2F (u(t))u′, u′′(t))dt +
1

2
(‖u′′(0)‖2 − ‖u′′(t)‖2).

Sinceu′′ is bounded by the equation, it follows immediately thatu′′ ∈ L2(R+, X),
thereforeU ′ = (u′, u′′) ∈ L2(R+, X×X).By Corollary 6.2.2, we haveω(u(0), u′(0)) ⊂
E × {0}. In particularu′(t) tends to0 ast becomes infinite. Moreover12‖u′(t)‖2 +
F (u(t)) is non-increasing along the trajectory and therefore tendsto a limit c as t
becomes infinite. Finallyω(u(0), u′(0)) ⊂ Ec × {0}. The rest is a consequence of
Proposition 4.2.1.

6.5 Application to the semi-linear heat equation

Let Ω andf be as in Section 2.4 and letX = C0(Ω). Throughout this section we
assume thatΩ is bounded and we define

E = {u ∈ X ∩H1
0 (Ω),−∆u+ f(u) = 0},

∀ϕ ∈ X ∩H1
0 , E(ϕ) =

1

2

∫

Ω

|∇ϕ|2dx+

∫

Ω

F (ϕ) dx

with

F (u) =

∫ u

0

f(s) ds, ∀u ∈ R.

Moreover letEc = {u ∈ E , E(u) = c}, for c ∈ R. We shall prove

Theorem 6.5.1. let u be a global solution of(2.1) which is bounded inX for t ≥ 0.
Then we have the following properties

(i) E(u(t)) tends to a limitc ast→ +∞;

(ii) Ec 6= ∅;

(iii) dist(u(t), Ec) → 0 ast→ +∞, where dist denotes the distance inX ∩H1
0 (Ω).

Proof. The smoothing effect of the heat equation implies (cf. e.g. [60] for a proof
based on the theory of holomorphic semi-groups) that for each ε > 0 andα ∈ [0, 1),

⋃

t≥ε

{u(t)} is bounded in C1+α(Ω).

In particular,
⋃

t≥0{u(t)} is precompact inX and
⋃

t≥1{u(t)} is precompact inH1
0 (Ω).

Let us denote byZ the closure inX∩H1
0 (Ω) of u(R+). E is continuous onX∩H1

0 (Ω),
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hence on(Z, d) whered is the distance inX ∩H1
0 . In addition by precompactness the

topologies ofX ∩ H1
0 (Ω) andL2(Ω) coincide onZ. An easy calculation shows that

for t ≥ 1, we have

∫ t

1

∫

Ω

u2t (τ, x)dxdτ + E(u(t)) = E(u(1))

Hence By Corollary 6.2.2, we haveω(u(0)) ⊂ E . SinceE(u(t) is nonincreasing the
result follows as in the previous examples.

6.6 Application to a semilinear wave equation with a
linear damping

Let Ω andf be as in Section 2.5 and consider the wave equation (2.4). Throughout
this section we assume thatΩ is bounded. Keeping the notation and the hypotheses of
Section 2.5. Introducing

E = {u ∈ H1
0 ,−∆u+ f(u) = 0},

andEc = {u ∈ E , E(u, 0) = c}, for c ∈ R. We can state

Theorem 6.6.1.Assumeγ > 0 and that the growth condition(2.5) is satisfied with the
strict inequality:r < 2/(N − 2) if N ≥ 3. Let(ϕ, ψ) ∈ X := H1

0 × L2, and letu be
the corresponding maximal solution of(2.4) with u(0) = ϕ andut(0) = ψ. Assume
thatT (ϕ, ψ) = +∞ and

sup{‖(u(t), ut(t))‖X , t ≥ 0} < +∞.

Then we have the following properties :

(i) E(u(t), ut(t)) tends to a limitc ast→ +∞;

(ii) Ec 6= ∅;

(iii) ‖ut(t)‖L2 → 0, ast→ +∞;

(iv) dist(u(t), Ec) → 0 ast→ +∞, wheredist denotes the distance inH1
0 .

The proof of Theorem 6.6.1 relies on a general compactness lemma due to G.F.
Webb [80] :

Lemma 6.6.2. LetX be a real Banach space andT (t) a contraction semi-group on
X satisfying

‖T (t)‖L(X) ≤Me−σt, ∀t ≥ 0. (6.9)

whereM,σ are some positive constants. LetH ∈ L+∞(R+, X) and letK be a
compact set inX such thatH(t) ∈ K , a.e. onR+. Then the functionV : R+ → X
defined by

V (t) = T (t)(ϕ, ψ) +

∫ t

0

T (s)H(t− s)ds

satisfies:V (R+) is precompact inX .
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Proof. We haveV (t) = T (t)(ϕ, ψ) +W (t), where

W (t) =

∫ t

0

T (s)H(t− s)ds.

SinceT (t)(ϕ, ψ) −→ 0 in X ast → +∞, there is a compact subsetK1 of X such
that

⋃
t≥0{T (t)(ϕ, ψ)} ⊂ K1. It is therefore sufficient to prove that there is a compact

subsetK2 of X for which ⋃

t≥0

{W (t)} ⊂ K2.

Let ε > 0, and according to (6.9), letτ be such that

‖H‖L+∞(0,∞,X)

∫ ∞

τ

‖T (s)‖L(X)ds < ε.

For t ≥ τ , we have

‖W (t)−
∫ τ

0

T (s)H(t− s)ds‖X < ε

consequently, ⋃

t≥τ

{W (t)} ⊂ K3 + B(0, ε) (6.10)

with

K3 =
⋃

t≥τ

{
∫ τ

0

T (s)H(t− s)ds}.

Observe that the map(s, x) 7→ T (s)x is continuous:[0,+∞)×X → X. As a conse-

quence,U =
⋃

0≤t≤τ

T (t)K is compact inX . Hence,F = τ · conv(U) is precompact

in X . SinceK3 ⊂ F , K3 is precompact inX . By (6.10), we can cover
⋃

t≥τ

{W (t)}

by a finite union of balls of radius2ε. On the other hand,W ∈ C([0,+∞), X), hence⋃

0≤t≤τ

{W (t)} is compact and can also be covered by a finite union of balls of radius

2ε. Finally we can cover
⋃

t≥0

{W (t)} by a finite union of balls of radius2ε. Sinceε > 0

is arbitrary,
⋃

t≥0

{W (t)} is precompact, and the conclusion follows.

Proof of Theorem 6.6.1.We define an unbounded operatorAγ onX by

D(Aγ) = {(u, v) ∈ X,∆u ∈ L2 andv ∈ H1
0};

Aγ(u, v) = (v,∆u − γv), ∀(u, v) ∈ D(Aγ).

It is easily seen thatAγ is m-dissipative onX . As a consequence of Proposition 3.3.1,
the contraction semi-groupT (t) generated byAγ onX satisfies (6.9).
Now setU(t) = (u(t), ut(t)) andH(t) = (0,−f(u(t)), for t ≥ 0. Clearlyu is a
solution of (2.4) on[0, τ ] if, and only if U ∈ C([0, τ ];X) andU is a solution of the
equation

U(t) = T (t)(ϕ, ψ) +

∫ t

0

T (t− s)H(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ ].
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Now we recall the energy identity

γ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

u2t (t, x)dxdt + E(u(t), ut(t)) = E(ϕ, ψ)

with

E(ϕ, ψ) :=
1

2

∫

Ω

‖∇ϕ(x)‖2dx +
1

2

∫

Ω

|ψ(x)|2dx+

∫

Ω

F (ϕ(x))dx.

E is continuous onX , hence on(Z, d) whereZ is the closure ofu(R+) in X . The
energy identity shows thatE(u(t), ut(t)) is non-increasing. The set of stationary points
of the dynamical system is easily identified asE × {0}. On the other hand the function
H : R+ → X defined byH(t) = (0,−f(u(t)) for t ≥ 0 is such thatH(R+) is
precompact inX . (This comes from the strict condition:r < 2/(N − 2) if N ≥ 3.)
Applying Lemma 6.6.2, we obtain compactness of bounded trajectories inX . Then the
topologies ofX = H1

0 ×L2 andY = L2×H−1 coincide onZ and an easy calculation
using the equation now shows that

U ′ = (ut, utt) ∈ L2(R+, Y ).

Indeed the energy identity givesut ∈ L2(R+, L2). On the other hand the growth as-
sumption onf is easily seen to imply

∀(u, v) ∈ X, f ′(u)v ∈ H−1

with
‖f ′(u)v‖H−1 ≤ K(1 + ‖u‖rH1

0
)‖v‖L2 .

By multiplying the equation byutt in the sense ofH−1 and integrating int we find

∫ t

0

‖utt‖2H−1ds+
γ

2
[‖ut‖2H−1(0)− ‖ut‖2H−1(t)] +

[∫

Ω

uutdx

]t

0

+[〈f(u), ut〉H−1 ]t0 +

∫ t

0

〈−∆u, utt〉H−1ds =

∫ t

0

〈ut, f ′(u)ut〉H−1ds.

Hence, using the identity

∫ t

0

〈∆u, utt〉H−1ds =

∫ t

0

‖∇ut‖2H−1ds+ [〈∆u, ut〉H−1 ]t0

=

∫ t

0

‖ut‖22ds+ [〈∆u, ut〉H−1 ]t0

we derive easily ∫ t

0

‖utt‖2H−1ds ≤ C1 + C2

∫ t

0

‖ut‖22ds.

Then the conclusion follows as in the previous example.

Remark 6.6.3. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.5.1, the conclusionsof Theorem
6.6.1 are valid for any solutionu of (2.4).



Chapter 7

Liapunov’s second method and
the invariance principle

7.1 Liapunov’s second method

As explained in Section 5.2.3, the Liapunov stability theorem for equation (5.6) can be
proved by exhibiting a positive definite quadratic form which decreases exponentially
along the trajectory if the initial data are close enough to the equilibrium under consid-
eration: such a function is called aLiapunov function. Sometimes it is possible to find
directly such a function without calculating the fundamental matrix of the linearized
equation, and this is the principle of the so-called ‘direct” or second Liapunov method.
This method can often be reduced to the following simple criterion

Proposition 7.1.1. LetV ∈ C1(RN ) be such thatV (u) tends to+∞ as‖u‖ → +∞
and leta ∈ R

N be such that

∀u 6= a, 〈V ′(u), f(u)〉 < 0. (7.1)

Then we havef(a) = 0 and in addition

- ∀u ∈ RN , V (u) ≥ V (a)

- a is an asymptotically stable equilibrium point of the equationu′ = f(u).

Proof. SinceV is continuous andV (u) tends to+∞ as‖u‖ → +∞, then there exists
b ∈ R

N such thatV (u) ≥ V (b) for all u ∈ R
N . Clearly we haveV ′(b) = 0 and now

(7.1) imply thatb = a.
Once again by (7.1)V is non-increasing along the trajectories, therefore all trajec-

tories are bounded. Given such a trajectoryu , letϕ ∈ ω(u(0)) and letz be the solution
of

z′ = f(z) z(0) = ϕ

SinceV (u(t)) tends to a limitl ast→ +∞, we have by (4.2)

∀t, V (z(t)) = l

and then

∀t, 〈V ′(z(t)), f(z(t))〉 = d

dt
V (z(t)) = 0.

62
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In particular∀t, z(t) = a, henceϕ = a and sincez is constant we havef(a) =
f(z(0)) = z′(0) = 0. The stability ofa follows easily from Corollary 4.4.3. Indeed
for any trajectoryu we have

d

dt
V (u(t) = 〈V ′(u(t)), f(u(t))

therefore eitheru(t) = a or d
dtV (u(t) < 0. Wheneveru(0) 6= a we deduce that

V (a) = limV (u(t)) < V (u(0)) .

Example 7.1.2.Let us consider the system

u′ = −u+
cv

1 + α|v| ; v′ = −v + du

1 + β|u|

whereα ≥ 0, β ≥ 0 andsup{|c|, |d|} < 1 which has the form (5.6) withf Lipschitz
but not differentiable at the origin except whenα = β = 0 . Setting

V (u, v) = u2 + v2

we find easily that

∀(u, v) 6= (0, 0), 〈V ′(u, v)), f(u, v)〉 = −2(u2 + v2) + uv(
c

1 + α|v| +
d

1 + β|u|)

≤ −2(1− sup{|c|, |d|})(u2 + v2) < 0

Therefore(0, 0) is the unique equilibrium point and is globally asymptotically (here
exponentially) stable. In the special casec = d > 0 andα = β = 1 , assuming
u0 ≥ 0, v0 ≥ 0 the solutions of the above system with initial data(u0, v0) remain
non-negative for all times and coincide with the solutions of

u′ = −u+ cv

1 + v
; v′ = −v + cu

1 + u

which is known as the Naka-Rushton model for neuron dynamicsin the short term
memory framework.

7.2 Asymptotic stability obtained by Liapunov functions

Consider the nonlinear wave equation

utt −∆u+ g(ut) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω (7.2)

whereΩ is a bounded domain ofRN andg satisfies the conditions

∃α > 0, g(v)v ≥ α|v|2, ∀v ∈ R (7.3)

∃C ≥ 0, |g(v)| ≤ C(|v|+ |v|γ), ∀v ∈ R (7.4)

with :
γ > 1 and if N ≥ 3, γ ≤ (N + 2)/(N − 2). (7.5)

For the sake of simplicity we consider classical solutions of (7.2) for which dif-
ferentiations are plainly justified. We obtain the following result of global asymptotic
stability :
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Theorem 7.2.1.Let

u ∈ L∞
loc(R

+, H2 ∩H1
0 (Ω)) ∩W 1,∞

loc (R+, H1
0 (Ω)) ∩W 2,∞

loc (R+, L2(Ω))

be a solution of(7.2). Then we have
∫

Ω

{|∇u|2 + u2t}(t, x)dx ≤M
(∫

Ω

|∇u(0, x)|2dx,
∫

Ω

|ut(0, x)|2dx
)
e−δt (7.6)

whereδ > 0 depends only onα,C andγ andM is bounded on bounded sets.

Proof. We denote by(·, ·) the inner product inL2(Ω), by | · | the corresponding norm
and by‖ · ‖ the norm inH1

0 (Ω). In addition the duality pairing onH−1(Ω) ×H1
0 (Ω)

will be denoted by〈·, ·〉. Now we define

Φε(t) = ‖u(t)‖2 + |ut(t)|2 + ε(u(t), ut(t))

whereε > 0 is at our disposal. Forε small enough,Φε is comparable to the usual
energy and we obtain :

d

dt
{‖u(t)‖2 + |ut(t)|2} = 〈utt + Lu, ut〉 = −2

∫

Ω

g(ut)utdx

d

dt
(u(t), ut(t)) = |ut(t)|2 + 〈utt(t), u(t)〉 = |ut(t)|2 − ‖u(t)‖2 −

∫

Ω

g(u′)u dx.

Therefore :

dΦε

dt
= −2

∫

Ω

g(ut)utdx+ ε|ut(t)|2 − ε‖u(t)‖2 − ε

∫

Ω

g(ut)udx. (7.7)

It follows from (7.3) and (7.4) that

|g(v)| ≤ 2C|v| for |v| ≤ 1

|g(v)|γ+1 ≤ 2C(vg(v))γ for |v| > 1.

In particular for eachv ∈ Lγ+1(Ω) we have by settingβ = γ+1
γ and denoting as‖ · ‖β

the norm inLβ(Ω)

‖g(v)‖β ≤ 2C‖v‖β + (2C)
1

γ+1

(∫

Ω

vg(v)dx

) 1
β

≤ C1‖v‖β + C2

(∫

Ω

vg(v)dx
) 1

β

.

Since the conditionγ ≤ (N + 2)/(N − 2) yieldsβ = γ+1
γ ≥ 2N

N+2 = (2∗)′, (7.7)
implies

dΦε

dt
= (−α+ ε)|ut(t)|2 − ε‖u(t)‖2 +K1ε‖u(t)‖|ut(t)|

−
∫

Ω

g(ut)utdx + C2ε
(∫

Ω

utg(ut)dx)
) 1

β ‖u(t)‖. (7.8)

By reordering the terms and using Young’s inequality with exponentsγ + 1 andβ we
deduce from (7.8) :

dΦε

dt
≤ (−α

2
+ ε)|ut(t)|2 + (Kε2 − ε)‖u(t)‖2 + (C2ε)

γ+1‖u(t)‖γ+1.
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Since2E(t) = ‖u(t)‖2 + |ut(t)|2 is a nonincreasing function ott ≥ 0, we can first
chooseε > 0 small, depending onE(0), such that

∀t ≥ 0,
dΦε

dt
≤ −ε

2
{‖u(t)‖2 + |ut(t)|2}. (7.9)

This shows thatE(t) → 0 exponentially, uniformly on bounded subsets ofH1
0 (Ω) ×

L2(Ω). Then for each initial condition , we can findT0 > 0, depending onE(0), such
thatE(t) ≤ 1 whenevert ≥ T0. Now for t ≥ T0, we have (7.9) withε independent of
E(0). Hence (7.6) follows withδ independent ofE(0).

In section 5.4, we saw that even in the nonlinear case , the existence of an eigen-
values of Df(a) with Re(s) > 0 implies the instability ofa. On the other hand, in
the marginal caseRe(s) = 0 (for instance whens = 0) , a can still be asymptotically
stable, as shown by the next examples.

1) A typical example of such a situation is the first order ODE

u′ = −|u|p−1u, t ≥ 0 (7.10)

with p > 1. The solutionsu0 of (7.10) are given by the formula

u(t) =
sgn(u0)

{(p− 1)t+ |u0|1−p} 1
p−1

. (7.11)

It is clear from (7.11) that

|u(t)| ∼
{ 1

(p− 1)t

} 1
(p−1)

ast → +∞ for everyu0 6= 0. Analogous, but somewhat artificial parabolic example
can be given. Let us consider now some second order examples.

2) First we consider the equation ( withc > 0, p > 1.)

u′′ + u+ c|u′|p−1u′ = 0, t ≥ 0. (7.12)

We setϕ(t) = (u2 + u′2)(t): then

ϕ′(t) = −2c|u′|p+1 ≥ −2c(u2 + u′2)(p+1)/2 = −2cϕ(t)(p+1)/2

and as in the previous example we deduce

ϕ(t) ≥
{

1

[ϕ(0)]
1−p
2 + c(p− 1)t

} 2
p−1

.

Hence the energy tends to0 at most liket−2/(p−1) ast→ +∞. In fact we have

Proposition 7.2.2. For each solution u of(7.12)we have

∀t > 0, {u2(t) + u′2(t)} 1
2 ≤ C(u(0), u′(0))t−

1
p−1 . (7.13)
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Proof. We set:

Φε(t) = u2(t) + u′2(t) + ε|u(t)|p−1u(t)u′(t)

Then:

Φ′
ε = −2c|u′|p+1 + ε|u|p−1(pu′2 + uu′′) = −2c|u′|p+1 + ε[p|u|p−1u′2 − |u|p+1

−c|u′|p−1u′|u|p−1u) ≤ −2c|u′|p+1 + ε{−(1/2)|u|p+1 + C|u′|p+1},

whereC depends only onu(0), u′(0). Forε > 0 small enough, we therefore obtain

Φ′
ε ≤ −(ε/2){|u|p+1 + |u′|p+1} ≤ −δ(Φε)

(p+1)/2. (7.14)

Clearly, (7.14) implies (7.13) forε small enough.

3) Finally , by using the method of proof of Theorem 7.2.1, onecan prove

Theorem 7.2.3.Assume thatg ∈ C1(R) satisfies the conditions

∃α > 0, g(v)v ≥ α|v|p+1, ∀v ∈ R,

∃C ≥ 0, |g(v)| ≤ C(|v| + |v|γ), ∀v ∈ R,

with : 1 < p ≤ γ, γ satisfying(7.5). Then for each solution

u ∈ L∞
loc(R

+, H2 ∩H1
0 (Ω)) ∩W 1,∞

loc (R+, H1
0 (Ω)) ∩W 2,∞

loc (R+, L2(Ω))

of (7.2)we have

∫

Ω

{|∇u|2 + u2t}(t, x)dx ≤M
(∫

Ω

|∇u(0, x)|2dx,
∫

Ω

|ut(0, x)|2dx
)
t

−1
p−1 (7.15)

Idea of the proof. Let

Φε(t) = ‖u(t)‖2 + |u′(t)|2 + ε{‖u(t)‖2 + |u′(t)|2} p−1
2 (u(t), u′(t))

By adapting the proof of Theorem 7.2.1 and Proposition 7.2.2, we establish

Φ′
ε ≤ −δ(Φε)

(p+1)/2,

valid for ε > 0 small enough and someδ > 0 depending on the initial energy.

Remark 7.2.4. It is not known whether (7.15) is optimal when for instance

g(v) = c|v|p−1v, c > 0, p > 1.

A very partial result in this direction (lower estimate comparable to the upper decay
estimate raised to the power3

2 ) can be found in [50] in the caseN = 1, relying on an
argument specific to dimension 1.
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7.3 The Barbashin-Krasovski-LaSalle criterion for asymp-
totic stability

After Liapunov, the stability theory has been pursued mainly by the russian school
which was also involved in control theory of ODE under the impulsion of major russian
experts such as L. S. Pontryaguin. In this context, interesting contacts have been estab-
lished between the russian school and american mathematicians such as J.K. Hale and
J.P. LaSalle. The exchanges between J.P. LaSalle, E.A. Barbashin and N.N. Krasovskii
led to the now well-known invariance principle, and LaSallein his papers is quite clear
about the influence of the russian school on his own research.To illustrate the progres-
sion of ideas, we start with a simple and convenient result about asymptotic stability.

Theorem 7.3.1.Let f ∈ C1(RN ) and consider the differential system(5.6). Leta ∈
RN be such thatf(a) = 0 andU be a bounded open set witha ∈ U such that

(i) For anyx close enough toa, the solutionu of (5.6)with u(0) = x is global and
remains inU .

(ii) ∃V ∈ C1(RN ) such that

∀u ∈ U, 〈V ′(u), f(u)〉 ≤ 0.

(iii) The setu ∈ U, 〈V ′(u), f(u)〉 = 0 contains the range of no trajectory of(5.6)
except the constant trajectorya.

Thena is a strict local minimum ofV , it is the only equilibrium point inU anda is an
asymptotically stable equilibrium point of(5.6).

Proof. Given a trajectoryu of (5.6) withu(0) close enough toa so thatu remains in
U , letϕ ∈ ω(u) and letz be the solution of

z′ = f(z) z(0) = ϕ

SinceV (u(t)) tends to a limitl ast→ +∞, we have

∀t ≥ 0, V (z(t)) = l

In addition∀t ≥ 0, z(t) ∈ U and 〈V ′(z(t)), f(z(t))〉 = d
dtV (z(t)) = 0.

In particular as a consequence of (iii) we have∀t ≥ 0, z(t) = a, henceϕ = a. So
u(t) converges toa ast → ∞. Moreover ifu(0) 6= a, by (iii) there is someT ∈ R+

for which 〈V ′(u(T )), f(u(T )) < 0 and thenV (u(0) > V (a). Thereforea is a strict
local minimum ofV and the conclusion now follows from Corollary 4.4.3.

Example 7.3.2.Let us consider the system

u′ = v; v′ = −u− g(v) + c

wherec ∈ R andg is increasing withg(0) = 0. Setting

V (u, v) = (u− c)2 + v2

we find easily that∀(u, v) ∈ R2, 〈V ′(u, v)), f(u, v)〉 = −2g(v)v ≤ 0. Taking for
U any ball centered at(c, 0) , conditions i) and ii) are obviously fulfilled. Then if a
trajectory(u, v) satisfies〈V ′(u, v)), f(u, v)〉 = 0 , from −2g(v)v ≡ 0 we deduce
v ≡ 0, hencev′ ≡ 0 and by the second equationu ≡ c. Finally (c, 0) is the only
equilibrium and is globally asymptotically stable as a consequence of Theorem 7.3.1.
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Example 7.3.3.Let us consider the system

u′ = v; v′ = J−1(−p sinu− kv + c)

wherec > 0 andJ, p, k are positive withc < p. This represents the motion of a robot
arm with one degree of freedom submitted to a constant torque. Setting

V (u, v) =
J

2
v2 + p(1− cosu)− cu

we find easily that

∀(u, v) ∈ R
2, 〈V ′(u, v)), f(u, v)〉 = −kv2 ≤ 0

We claim that the hypotheses of Theorem 7.3.1 are satisfied whenα = arg sin c
p and

a = (α, 0). Indeed from the equation above it follows that the functionV (u(t), v(t))
is constant if and only if(u(t), v(t)) = (β, 0) andp sinβ = c. Moreover, setting
F (u) = p(1− cosu)− cu we see immediately that

F ′(α) = p sinα− c = 0, F ′′(α) = p cosα > 0

Thereforea = (α, 0) , is a strict minimum ofV , and is consequently a stable equi-
librium by Corollary 4.4.3. Sincea is an isolated solution of this equation, the only
possibility isβ = α. By Theorem 7.3.1 we conclude thata is asymptotically stable.
The same property holds true for the other equilibria of the form (α+ 2kπ, 0).

7.4 The general Lasalle’s invariance principle

Let (Z, d) be a complete metric space and{S(t)}t≥0 a dynamical system onZ.

Definition 7.4.1. A functionΦ ∈ C(Z,R) is called a Liapunov function for{S(t)}t≥0

if we have
Φ(S(t)z) ≤ Φ(z), ∀z ∈ Z, ∀t ≥ 0. (7.16)

Remark 7.4.2. By using the semi-group property ofS(t), it is immediate to see that
Φ is a Liapunov function for{S(t)}t≥0 if, and only if for eachz ∈ Z the function
t 7→ Φ(S(t)z) is nonincreasing.

The following result is known asLaSalle’s invariance principle.

Theorem 7.4.3. (cf. [67]) LetΦ be a Liapunov function for{S(t)}t≥0, and letz ∈ Z

be such that
⋃

t≥0

{S(t)z} is precompact in Z. Then

(i) c = lim
t→+∞

Φ(S(t)z) exists.

(ii) Φ(y) = c, ∀y ∈ ω(z).

In particular :

∀y ∈ ω(z), ∀t ≥ 0, Φ(S(t)y) = Φ(y).
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Proof. (i) Φ(S(t)z) is nonincreasing and bounded since
⋃

t≥0

{S(t)z} is precompact.

This implies the existence of the limit c.
(ii) If y ∈ ω(z), there exists a sequencetn → +∞ such thatS(tn)z → y. Hence
Φ(S(tn)z) → Φ(y) and this impliesΦ(y) = c.

The last property is now an immediate consequence of the invariance ofω(z) (the-
orem 4.1.8, i)).

Remark 7.4.4. Practically, Theorem 7.4.3 is used to show the convergence of some
trajectories of{S(t)}t≥0 to an equilibrium. Therefore the following definition and
theorem are basic.

Definition 7.4.5. A Liapunov functionΦ for {S(t)}t≥0 is called a strict Liapunov
function if the following condition is fulfilled : Anyz ∈ Z such thatΦ(S(t)z) = Φ(z)
for all t ≥ 0 is an equilibrium of{S(t)}t≥0.

Theorem 7.4.6.LetΦ be a strict Liapunov function for{S(t)}t≥0, and letz ∈ Z be

such that
⋃

t≥0

{S(t)z} is precompact in Z. LetE be the set of equilibria of{S(t)}t≥0.

Then

(i) E is a closed, nonempty subset ofZ;

(ii) d(S(t)z, E) → 0 ast→ +∞, i.e.ω(z) ⊂ E .

Proof. By continuity ofS(t), E is closed. By Theorem 4.1.8 (i),ω(z) 6= ∅. Now let
y ∈ ω(z). The last assertion of Theorem 7.4.3 gives

Φ(S(t)y) = Φ(y), ∀t ≥ 0

and therefore, sinceΦ is a strict Liapunov function,y is an equilibrium : in particular
we have (i) andω(z) ⊂ E . Then Theorem 4.1.8 (iii) implies (ii).

Remark 7.4.7. Theorem 7.4.6 means that the set of equilibria attracts all trajectories
of {S(t)}t≥0.

Corollary 7.4.8. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 7.4.6, let

c = lim
t→+∞

Φ(S(t)z) and Ec = {x ∈ E ,Φ(x) = c}.

ThenEc is a closed, nonempty subset ofZ andd(S(t)z, Ec) → 0 as t → +∞. If in
additionEc est discrete, there existsy ∈ Ec such thatS(t)z → y ast→ +∞.

Proof. SinceE is closed andΦ is continuous,Ec is closed. The rest of the corollary is
a consequence of Theorems 7.4.3, 7.4.6 and 4.1.8 (ii).

7.5 Application to some differential systems inRN

Theorem 7.4.3, Theorem 7.4.6 and Corollary 7.4.8 allow to recover easily the results
of chapter 6 on gradient systems and second-order gradient-like systems with linear
dissipation. But they show their full power in more complicated situations in which
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calculations implying convergence to0 of the time-derivative become less natural. As
a typical example we can consider the equation

u′′(t) + g(u′(t)) +∇F (u(t)) = 0. (7.17)

whereF ∈ C1(RN ,R) andg : RN −→ RN is a continuous function such that

∀v ∈ R
N \ {0}, 〈g(v), v〉 > 0.

Corollary 7.5.1. Any solutionu(t) of (7.17)defined and bounded onR+ together with
u′ satisfies

lim
t→+∞

‖u′(t)‖ = lim
t→+∞

dist{u(t), E} = 0

with
E = {z ∈ R

N ,∇F (z) = 0}.
If in addition for eachc, the setEc = {u ∈ E , F (u) = c} is discrete, then there exists
u∗ ∈ E such that

lim
t→+∞

u(t) = u∗.

Proof. We consider the dynamical system generated by (3) on the closure of the range
of U = (u, u′). Here the setF of fixed points ofS(t) is made of points(y, z) ∈
RN × RN for which the solutionu of (7.17) of initial data(y, z) is independent oft.
ConsequentlyF = E ×{0}. Multiplying by u′ in the sense of the inner product ofRN

and integrating we find

d

dt
(
1

2
‖u′(t)‖2 + F (u(t))) = −〈g(u′), u′〉 ≤ 0

hence

Φ(u, v) :=
1

2
‖v‖2 + F (u)

is a Liapunov function. On the other hand ifΦ is constant on a trajectory(u(t), u′(t))
we haveu′ ≡ 0. HenceΦ is a strict Liapunov function and the result follows.

As an example of application of Corollary 7.5.1, the equation

u′′ + u′ + u3 − u = 0

already considered in Section 4.2 provides a good illustration. Here the set of equilibria
has only points solutions : (-1, 0), (0, 0) and (1, 0). Note that here and more generally
under the hypotheses of Corollary 7.5.1, the t-derivative of the Liapunov function van-
ishes at some pointt0 only if u′(t0) = 0. Then it follows easily that energy conserving
trajectories are made of equilibria. In the next example theconditionu′ = 0 does not
follow immediately, but as a consequence of the connnectedness of trajectories:

Example 7.5.2.Let us consider the scalar equation

u′′ + au2u′ + u3 − u = 0 (7.18)

wherea > 0. Let

E(t) =
1

2
u′2 +

1

4
u4 − 1

2
u2.

d

dt
E(t) = −au2u′2
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SinceE is non-increasing,(u, u′) are bounded and we are in a good position to apply
the invariance principle. Indeed letu be a solution of (7.18) for whichE is constant,
thenuu′ = 0 henceu2 is constant and then, by connectedness,u is constant. So
u′ = u′′ = 0. As in the previous example,the stationary equationu3 − u = 0 has only
three solutions : -1, 0, 1. So that we have convergence of all solutions, although the
t-derivative of the Liapunov function vanishes also at points t0 for which u(t0) = 0
and the equation is not a special case of Corollary 7.5.1

The next example shows that sometimes, the invariance principle provides some
information which is not so easy to recover by more elementary methods.

Example 7.5.3.Let us consider the coupled system of second order scalar ODE:
{
u′′ + u′ + λu+ cv = 0,

v′′ + λv + cu = 0,
(7.19)

λ > 0 andc 6= 0 with c2 < λ2. Let

E(t) = E(u, u′, v, v′) = 1

2

[
u′2 + v′2 + λ(u2 + v2)

]
+ cuv.

d

dt
E(t) = −u′2

SinceE is non-increasing,(u, v, u′, v′) are bounded and we are in a good position to
apply the invariance principle. Indeed let(u, v) be a solution of (7.19) for whichE is
constant. Then2u′2 = 0 impliesu′ = 0, henceu is constant andu′′ = 0. Then by the
first equationv = −λ

c u is also constant. Finally since by the hypothesisc2 < λ2 , the
stationary systemλu + cv = cu + λv = 0 has no non-trivial solution, we conclude
thatu = v = 0 and therefore(0, 0, 0, 0) is asymptotically stable. Because the system
is linear and finite-dimensional, by taking a basis inR4 it follows immediately that the
norm of the fundamental matrix tends to0 ast tends to infinity, and using the semi-
group property it follows that convergence is exponential.The general theory designed
by Liapunov in his seminal paper (1892) shows the existence of a quadratic formΦ on
R4 satisfying the identity

d

dt
Φ(Y (t)) = −|Y (t)|2 ≤ −ηΦ(Y (t))

(with η > 0 )for any solutionY = (u, v, u′, v′) of (7.19) which means that the older
method of quadratic energies must allow to recover directlythat(0, 0, 0, 0) is asymp-
totically stable, with quantitative information about thedecay rate. Since the form can
be computed on a basis of4×(4+1)

2 = 10 monomials in(u, v, u′, v′), the challenge is
now to find one of the strict quadratic Liapunov functions (they form a non-empty open
set in the space of coefficients) by a direct method. It turns out that for anyp > 1 and
for all ε > 0 small enough the quadratic form

H = E − εvv′ + pεuu′ +
(p+ 1)λε

2c
(u′v − uv′) (7.20)

is a strict Liapunov function for our system. The calculations are not immediate, espe-
cially if we do not know in advance the formula! Here, LaSalle’s invariance principle
was very useful since,without the information of asymptotic stability obtained by a
very simple sequence of calculations, it would have been very difficult to imagine that
such a function can be devised.



72CHAPTER 7. LIAPUNOV’S SECOND METHOD - INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

7.6 Two infinite dimensional examples

Example 7.6.1.Let us consider the coupled system of second order scalar ODE:
{
u′′ + u′ +Au+ cv = 0,

v′′ + Av + cu = 0,
(7.21)

whereA is a possibly unbounded linear operator on a Hilbert spaceH with norm
denoted by|.| such that for someλ > 0,

A = A∗ ≥ λI

and c 6= 0 with c2 < λ2. In addition we assume that the unit ball ofD(A1/2) is
compact inH . Let

E(t) = E(u, u′, v, v′) = 1

2

[
u′2 + v′2 + |A1/2u|2 + |A1/2v|2

]
+ c(u, v).

We have the formal energy identity :ddtE(t) = −|u′|2. SinceE is non-increasing,
the vector(u, v, u′, v′) is bounded inD(A1/2) × D(A1/2) × H × H. Actually it is
not difficult to check that if(u(0), v(0), u′(0), v′(0)) ∈ D(A) ×D(A) ×D(A1/2) ×
D(A1/2) = W , then the vector(u, v, u′, v′) remains and is bounded inW for t ≥ 0
and the energy identity is rigorously satisfied. Then the trajectory is precompact and
if (u, v) be a solution of (7.21) for whichE is constant. Thenu′ = 0, henceu is
constant andu′′ = 0. Then by the first equationv = −Au

c is also constant. Finally
since by the hypothesisc2 < λ2 , the stationary systemAu + cv = cu + Av = 0
has no non-trivial solution, we conclude thatu = v = 0 and therefore the solution
tends to(0, 0, 0, 0) . In fact, the system generates a uniformly bounded semi-group
in D(A1/2) × D(A1/2) × H × H and it is then easy to conclude that(0, 0, 0, 0) is
asymptotically stable. For the exact nature of the convergence we refer to [5]

Example 7.6.2.Consider the nonlinear wave equation

utt − uxx + g(ut) = 0 in R
+ × Ω, u = 0 on R

+ × ∂Ω (7.22)

whereΩ = (0, L) is an bounded interval ofR and g in a non-decreasing locally
Lipschitz continous function onR which satisfiesg(0) = 0 and does not vanish
identically in any neighborhood of0. Then for any solutionu of (7.22) such that
(u(0), ut(0)) ∈ H2 ∩ H1

0 (0, L) × H1
0 (0, L) = W , the vector(u, ut) remains and is

bounded inW for t ≥ 0 and we have

d

dt

∫

Ω

(u2t (t, x) + u2x(t, x))dx = −2

∫

Ω

g(ut)ut(t, x)dx

By using the fact that for every regular solutionv of the usual string equation,vt(t, x)
is 2L-periodic with mean-value0, the invariance principle now shows that(u, ut) tends
to (0, 0) in H1

0 (0, L)× L2(0, L) ast tends to infinity .

Remark 7.6.3. The analog of the last example is valid in higher dimension ina much
more general context, relying on the theory of monotonicityin Hilbert spaces and the
concept of almost periodic functions. Since these methods fall outside the scope of this
text, we refer to [46, 44] for the statements and proofs of thegeneral results.



Chapter 8

Some basic examples

In this chapter, we consider a few special cases in which asymptotic behavior can
be studied completely by simple direct methods. These examples will serve later as
models to undersand more complicated systems.

8.1 Scalar first order autonomous ODE

In this section we consider the simplest possible differential equation

u′ + f(u) = 0, t ≥ 0 (8.1)

The asymptotic behavior of bounded trajectories is obviousas shown by the following
result

Theorem 8.1.1. Let f ∈ W 1,∞
loc (R,R). Each global and bounded solutionu(t) of

(8.1)onR+ tends to a limitc with f(c) = 0.

Proof. If for someτ > 0 we havef(u(τ)) = 0, thenu(t) = u(τ) for all t and the
result is trivial. If f(u(t)) never vanishes onR+, it keeps a constant sign andu(t) is
monotone onR+. Since by hypothesisu(t) is bounded onR+, it follows immediately
thatu(t) tends to a limitc ast → +∞. The equation shows thatu′(t) tends to−f(c),
and we conclude thatf(c) = 0.

8.2 Scalar second order autonomous ODE

We now consider the slightly more complicated case of the equation

u′′ + g(u′) + f(u) = 0, t ≥ 0 (8.2)

wheref, g : R −→ R are locally Lipschitz continuous such that

∀v ∈ R \ {0}, g(v)v > 0.

The term−g(u′) can be viewed as a dissipation while−f(u) represents a restoring
force. We will show that convergence or divergence of the general solution of equation
(8.2) depends on the strength of the dissipative term|g(v)| for small values of the
velocityv. As a consequence of Corollary 7.5.1, (8.2) generates a gradient-like system.

73
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8.2.1 A convergence result

Theorem 8.2.1.Assume thatf, g are as above and in addition, for someε ∈ (0, 1] and
δ > 0, we have

∀v ∈ R, g(v)v ≥ δ inf{1, |v|3−ε}. (8.3)

Then ifu ∈ W 1,∞(R+) is a solution of(8.2), we have

lim
t→+∞

{|u′(t)|+ |u(t)− c| = 0,

for somec ∈ f−1{0}.

Remark 8.2.2.A typical example of functiong that satisfied hypothesis (8.3) isg(s) =
|s|αs with α ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. First , since the system is gradient-like, we have

ω(u0, u1) ⊂ f−1{0} × {0}.

By connectedness we have eitherω(u0, u1) = {a} × {0} for somea ∈ f−1{0} and
the result is established, or

ω(u0, u1) = [a, b]× {0}, (a < b).

In this case, we setc := a+b
2 . As a consequence of the definition ofω(u0, u1), there

exists a sequence(tn) of positive numbers such that

lim
n→+∞

tn = +∞, u(tn) = c.

For anyn ∈ N, there existsδn > 0 such that

u(t) ∈ [a, b], ∀t ∈ [tn, tn + δn]. (8.4)

We claim that for alln ∈ N large enough, we can takeδn = +∞ in (8.4). Indeed. let

θn = Inf{t > tn, , u(t) 6∈ [a, b]}

and assumeθn < +∞. Then we have

∀t ∈ [tn, θn], u
′′(t) + g(u′(t)) = 0. (8.5)

We may assume thatn is large enough to imply|u′(t)| ≤ 1 on [tn,∞[, so that from
(8.5) we deduce as a consequence of (8.3)

∀t ∈ [tn, θn], |u′(t)| ≤
{
(1− ε)δ(t− tn) + |u′(tn)|ε−1

} −1
1−ε . (8.6)

In fact, if there iss ∈ [tn, θn] such thatu′(s) = 0, thenu′(t) = 0 for all t ∈ [tn, θn]
and (8.6) is obviously satisfied. Otherwiseu′ has a constant sign, then

d

dt
|u′|ε−1 = (ε− 1)u′′|u′|ε−2 sign(u′)

= (1− ε)g(u′)|u′|ε−2

≥ (1− ε)δ. (8.7)
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By integrating (8.7) over(tn, t) (t ∈ [tn, θn]), we get (8.6). Now from (8.6) we deduce
by integration ∫ t

tn

|u′(s)| ds ≤ 1

εδ
|u′(tn)|ε, ∀t ∈ [tn, θn].

Forn large enough, the right-hand side is less thanb−a
2 = |b− c| = |a− c|.

Therefore there existsn0 ∈ N such that we have

∀n ≥ n0, u(t) ∈ J, ∀t ∈ [tn,+∞[ and

|u(tn)− u(t)| ≤ 1

εδ
|u′(tn)|ε, ∀t ∈ [tn,+∞[.

Sinceu(tn) = c for all n ∈ N, we deduce

∀n ≥ n0, ∀t ∈ [tn,+∞[, |u(t)− c| ≤ 1

εδ
|u′(tn)|ε. (8.8)

Sinceu′(tn) −→ 0 asn→ +∞, it is clear that (8.8) implies

lim
t→+∞

|u(t)− c| = 0.

ThereforeJ = {c} and this contradicts the hypothesisJ = [a, b] with a < b. The
proof of theorem 8.2.1 is completed.

8.2.2 A non convergence result

Theorem 8.2.3.Assume that there existsa, b ∈ R with a < b and a positive constant
C such that

f(s) < 0, ∀s < a

f(s) = 0, ∀s ∈ [a, b]

f(s) > 0, ∀s > b

|g(v)| ≤ Cv2, ∀|v| ≤ 1. (8.9)

Then for every bounded non constant solution of(8.2), there exist a sequencetn −→
+∞ such thatu(tn) < a for all n and a sequenceθn −→ +∞ such thatu(θn) > b
for all n.

Remark 8.2.4.A typical example of functiong that satisfied hypothesis (8.9) isg(s) =
|s|s.

In the proof, we have to use the following lemma.

Lemma 8.2.5. Letv ∈ C2(R+,R) satisfying

v′(0) > 0, v′′(t) ≥ −Cv′(t)2, ∀t ∈ R
+,

whereC > 0 is a constant. Thenv is nondecreasing andlim
t→+∞

v(t) = +∞.
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Proof. It is clear thatv′(t) > 0 for t small enough. Let

T = sup{τ ≥ 0, v′(t) > 0, ∀t ∈ [0, τ)}.

For all t ∈ [0, T ), we have

d

dt
(

1

v′(t)
) =

−v′′(t)
(v′(t))2

≤ C.

By integrating over(0, t), we get

∀t ∈ [0, T ), v′(t) ≥ 1

Ct+ 1
v′(0)

. (8.10)

If T < +∞, we obtain thatv′(t) > 0 in a right neighborhood ofT which contradicts
the definition ofT . ThenT = +∞ and (8.10) becomes

∀t ∈ [0,+∞), v′(t) ≥ 1

Ct+ 1
v′(0)

.

By integrating this inequality, we get the last part of the lemma.

Proof of theorem 8.2.3.Since the system in(u, v) is gradient-like we have

lim
t→+∞

|u′|+ dist(u(t), [a, b]) = 0.

Assume thatu(t) ≥ a for t ≥ t0. We must prove thatu is constant. We distinguish
two cases :

- If u′(t) ≥ 0 on [t0,+∞), thenu is nondecreasing and tend toc ∈ f−1({0}). So
f(u(t)) = 0 on [t0,+∞) and we have

u′′ + g(u′) = 0, on [t0,+∞).

If u′ = 0 on [t0,+∞), thenu is constant. Otherwise, there existst1 ≥ t0 such that
u′(t1) > 0. Applying lemma 8.2.5 tov(t) := u(t+ t1), we get a contradiction.

- If there existst1 ≥ t0 such thatu′(t1) < 0, therefore (sinceu(t) ≥ a when
t ≥ t0)

u′′ + g(u′) = −f(u) ≤ 0 on [t0,+∞).

In particular,u′′ ≤ −g(u′) ≤ Cu2 on [t0,+∞) and thenv(t) := −u(t+ t1) verify

v′(0) > 0, v′′(t) ≥ −Cv′(t)2, ∀t ∈ R
+.

Applying lemma 8.2.5 tov, we get a new contradiction.

8.3 Contractive and unconditionally stable systems

In this section,(Z, d) denotes a complete metric space and we consider a dynamical
system{S(t)}t≥0 on (Z, d). The main result is as follows.
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Theorem 8.3.1. Assume that the system{S(t)}t≥0 is unconditionally stable in the
following sense

∀ε > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∀(x, y) ∈ X ×X, d(x, y) < δ =⇒ sup
t≥0

d(S(t)x, S(t)y) < ε.

(8.11)
LetF be given by(6.1). Then ifu0 ∈ X generates a precompact trajectory underS(t)
and ifω(u0)∩F 6= ∅, the trajectoryS(t)u0 converges to some limita ∈ F ast→ ∞.

Proof. Let a ∈ ω(u0) ∩ F . Given anyε > 0 and choosingδ > 0 so that (8.11) is
fulfilled, by definition there isτ > 0 for which

d(S(τ)u0, a) < δ

Then we have

∀t ≥ τ, d(S(t)u0, a) = d(S(t− τ)S(τ)u0, S(t− τ)a) < ε.

Remark 8.3.2. Actually the above proof shows the following more general result: if
u0 ∈ X generates a precompact trajectory underS(t) and if ω(u0) ∩ F contains a
stableequilibrium pointa, the trajectoryS(t)u0 converges toa ∈ F ast→ ∞.

A classical class of unconditionally stable systems is the class of contractive sys-
tems:

Definition 8.3.3. A dynamical system{S(t)}t≥0 on (Z, d) is said to be contractive if

∀(x, y) ∈ X ×X, ∀t ≥ 0, d(S(t)x, S(t)y) ≤ d(x, y) (8.12)

An obvious consequence of Theorem 8.3.1 is the following

Corollary 8.3.4. Assume that the system{S(t)}t≥0 is contractive. Then ifu0 ∈ X
generates a precompact trajectory underS(t) and if ω(u0) ∩ F 6= ∅, the trajectory
S(t)u0 converges to some limita ∈ F ast→ ∞.

More generally, we have

Corollary 8.3.5. Assume that the system{S(t)}t≥0 is such that for someM ≥ 1

∀(x, y) ∈ X ×X, ∀t ≥ 0, d(S(t)x, S(t)y) ≤Md(x, y) (8.13)

Then ifu0 ∈ X generates a precompact trajectory underS(t) and ifω(u0) ∩ F 6= ∅,
the trajectoryS(t)u0 converges to some limita ∈ F ast→ ∞.

Theorem 8.3.1 especially applies to gradient-like systems.

Definition 8.3.6. A dynamical system{S(t)}t≥0 on(Z, d) is said to be gradient-like if
wheneveru0 ∈ X generates a precompact trajectory underS(t), we haveω(u0) ⊂ F .

Corollary 8.3.7. Assume that the system{S(t)}t≥0 is gradient-like and uncondition-
ally stable. Then ifu0 ∈ X generates a precompact trajectory underS(t) , the trajec-
tory S(t)u0 converges to some limita ∈ F ast→ ∞.
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Remark 8.3.8. If we consider the ODE

u′′ + u = 0

written onR2 as a system
u′ = v; v′ = −u

it is easy to check that any trajectory starting fromU0 = (u0, v0) 6= (0, 0) is non-
convergent. HereS(t) is an isometry group onR2 , hence trivially contracting. What
happens here is that the system is not gradient-like. More precisely, wheneverU0 =
(u0, v0) 6= (0, 0), we haveω(U0) ∩ F = ∅ sinceF = {0} and the norm ofS(t)U0 is
constant.

As a basic application of theorem 8.3.4, LetN ≥ 1 andF ∈ C2(RN ) beconvex.
We consider the equation (6.7)

u′(t) +∇F (u(t)) = 0

We obtain

Corollary 8.3.9. Assume thatE = {z ∈ R
N ,∇F (z) = 0} 6= ∅. Then any solution

u(t) of (6.7) is bounded onR+ and converges, ast→ ∞ to some limita ∈ E = {z ∈
RN ,∇F (z) = 0}.

Proof. We already showed that the dynamical systemS(t) generated by (6.7) on the
closure of the range ofu is gradient-like with set of equilibriaE . Under the hypothesis
thatF is convex, it is easy to check that the operator∇F ∈ C1(RN ,RN ) is monotone,
which means

∀(u, v) ∈ R
N × R

N , 〈∇F (u)−∇F (v), u − v〉 ≥ 0

Then if (u, v) are 2 solutions of (6.7), we have

∀t ≥ 0,
d

dt
‖u(t)− v(t)‖2 = −2〈∇F (u(t))−∇F (v(t)), u(t) − v(t)〉 ≤ 0

Hence the systemS(t) is contractive in the usual norm. In particular, since anya ∈
E = {z ∈ RN ,∇F (z) = 0} is a solution of (6.7) independent of t, the function

t 7→ ‖u(t)− a‖

is non-increasing and all trajectories are bounded. Finally Corollary 8.3.7 gives the
result.

Remark 8.3.10. A much more general convergence result holds true for the equation

0 ∈ u′ + ∂Φ(u)

where∂Φ(u) is the (possibly multivalued) subdifferential of any proper convex lsc
function with arbitrary domain on a Hilbert spaceH , cf. Bruck [21]. In general only
weak convergence is obtained, cf [9]. Besides, the asymptotic behavior of precompact
trajectories of nonlinear contraction semi-groups has been the object of intensive study
in the seventies, cf. e.g. [35, 36, 44].
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8.4 The finite dimensional case of a result due to Al-
varez

In this section, we consider the equation (6.8)

u′′(t) + u′(t) +∇F (u(t)) = 0

whereN ≥ 1 andF ∈ C2(RN ) is convex. In contrast with the gradient system (6.7),
the system generated by (6.8) is gradient-like but generally non-contractive. However
we have a convergence result similar to Corollary 8.3.9 which is a special case of a
more general weak convergence theorem due to Alvarez, cf. [7].

Corollary 8.4.1. Assume thatE = {z ∈ RN ,∇F (z) = 0} 6= ∅. Then any solution
u(t) of (6.8) is global, bounded onR+ and converges, ast → ∞ to some limita ∈
E = {z ∈ RN ,∇F (z) = 0}.
Proof. From our Hypothesis it follows thatF is bounded from below. First we con-
sider a local solutionu of (6.8) on some interval[0, L) Given any positiveT < L, the
identity

∫ T

0

‖u′(t)‖2dt+ 1

2
‖u′(t)‖2 = F (u(0))− F (u(t)) +

1

2
‖u′(0)‖2

shows thatu′ ∈ L∞(0, T ;RN), therefore the solution is global and uniformly Lip-
schitz. In additionu′ ∈ L2(R+, X) with X = RN . We already showed that if all
solutionsU = (u, u′) are bounded, the systemS(t) generated by (6.8) is gradient-
like and the set of fixed points ofS(t) is F = E × {0}. We now show that in fact
u is bounded and the numerical functionϕ(t) = ‖u(t) − a‖2 has a limit at infinity
whenevera ∈ E . Indeed a straightforward calculation shows thatϕ ∈ C2 with

ϕ′′ + ϕ′ = −2〈∇F (u(t)), u(t)− a)〉+ 2‖u′(t)‖2 ≤ 2‖u′‖2 = h ∈ L1(R+)

Writing this inequality as
(etϕ′)′ ≤ eth(t)

provides

ϕ′(t) ≤ e−tϕ′(0) +

∫ t

0

es−th(s)ds := H(t) + e−tϕ′(0) = K(t)

Now we have
∫ T

0

H(t)dt =

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

es−th(s)dsdt =

∫ T

0

esh(s)

∫ T

s

e−tdtds

=

∫ T

0

esh(s)(e−s − e−T )ds ≤
∫ T

0

h(s)ds

ThusH,K ∈ L1(R+) and sinceϕ ≥ 0, the functionψ(t) := ϕ(t) −
∫ t

0 K(s)ds
is bounded with non-positive derivative. It tends to a limitat infinity and so does
ϕ. In particularu is bounded, and sinceS(t) is gradient-like, the omega-limit set is
contained inF . Picking(a, 0) ∈ ω(U0) , the limit ofϕ at infinity is 0 and we end up
with convergence ofu to a andu′ to 0



Chapter 9

The convergence problem in
finite dimensions

9.1 A first order system

In this section we consider the first order gradient system

u′ +∇ϕ(u) = 0 (9.1)

whereϕ : RN −→ R is assumed to beC1, and we set

S = {a ∈ R
N , ∇ϕ(a) = 0}.

As we saw in Section 6.3, any bounded solution of (9.1) approaches the setS ast goes
to infinity. The question is then to determine whether or not it actually converges to a
point inS. The next result shows that this is not always true.

9.1.1 A non convergence result

Theorem 9.1.1.Letk be a positive integer and let us consider

ϕ(x, y) = f(r, θ) =

{
e
− 1

(1−r2)k

[
1− 4k2r4

4k2r4+(1−r2)2k+2 sin(θ − 1
(1−r2)k

)
]

if r < 1,

0 if r ≥ 1.
(9.2)

where we use the polar coordinates(x, y) = (r cos θ, r sin θ). Then there exists a
bounded solutionu of (9.1)whoseω-limit set is homeomorphic toS1.

Proof. ForN = 2, by settingu = (x, y) equation (9.1) becomes

{
x′ + ∂ϕ

∂x (x, y) = 0,

y′ + ∂ϕ
∂y (x, y) = 0,

(9.3)

The system (9.3) becomes
{
r′ + ∂f

∂r (r, θ) = 0,

θ′ + 1
r2

∂f
∂θ (r, θ) = 0,

(9.4)

80
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We define
Let r0 ∈ (0, 1) and letr be the local solution of





r′ − 2kr(1−r2)
k+1

4k2r4+(1−r2)2k+2 e
− 1

(1−r2)k = 0.

r(0) = r0

Clearly,r is global and satisfies

∀t ∈ (0,+∞), 0 < r(t) < 1, and lim
t→∞

r(t) = 1.

Now if we impose that

θ =
1

(1 − r2)k
(9.5)

then a straightforward calculation shows that(r, θ) is a solution of (9.4). Hence, the
solution(r, θ) verifies

lim
t→∞

r(t) = 1, lim
t→∞

θ(t) = ∞.

Clearly, theω-limit set of the trajectoryu = (r cos θ, r sin θ) of (9.3) withϕ given by
(9.2) and(r, θ) satisfying (9.5) is the entire circle{(r, θ)/ r = 1}.

Remark 9.1.2. We recall that a functionf ∈ C∞(RN ,R) is in the uniform Gevrey
classG1+δ(R

N ,R) if there exists a constantM =M(f) > 0 for which

∀m ∈ N
N , ‖Dmf‖L∞ ≤Mm|m|(1+δ)|m|

where

|m| :=
N∑

j=1

mj

is the length of the differentiation indexm. It is natural to conjecture that, written
in cartesian coordinates,ϕ ∈ G1+ 1

k
outside any ball centered at 0 and thereforeρϕ ∈

G1+ 1
k
(R2,R) for anyρ ∈ G1+ 1

k
(R2,R) which vanishes in a small ball around 0 and is

equal to 1 ouside the ball of radiusε < 1. If the conjecture is valid, this reinforces to the
stronger regularity classG1+δ(R

2,R) ⊂ C∞(R2,R) with δ = 1
k the non-convergence

result from J. Palis and W. De Melo [73] which stated the existence ofϕ ∈ C∞(R2,R)
for which there is a bounded solutionu of (9.1) whoseω-limit set is homeomorphic to
S1. As δ tends to0 the spaceG1+δ(R

2,R) approaches the space of analytic functions
G1(R

2,R) , showing that the next result is optimal if we look for a regularity class in
which convergence of bounded trajectories is always true.

9.1.2 The analytic case

In [70, 71], S. Łojasiewicz proved the following result which implies that the ”bad”
situation of Theorem 9.1.1 cannot happen for analytic functions.

Theorem 9.1.3. (Łojasiewicz Theorem [70, 71]) Letϕ : RN −→ R be an analytic
function. Then for alla ∈ S, there existsca > 0, σa > 0 and0 < θa ≤ 1

2 such that :

‖∇ϕ(u)‖ ≥ ca|ϕ(u)− ϕ(a)|1−θa ∀u ∈ R
N ‖u− a‖ < σa. (9.6)



82 CHAPTER 9. THE CONVERGENCE PROBLEM IN FINITE DIMENSIONS

Remark 9.1.4. In the sequel,θa will be called a Łojasiewicz exponent ofϕ at pointa.
Eachθ′ < θa is also a Łojasiewicz exponent ofϕ at pointa, associated to a possibly
smaller radiusσ < σa. Moreover when consideringθ′ and reducingσ if needed, the
constantca can be replaced by arbitrarily large constants, in particular by1. This was
the choice made by Łojasiewicz in his pioneering paper. On the other hand, in the cases
where an optimal (= largest)θ can be reached for instance by a direct calculation, it
may happen that the choicec = 1 is irrelevant. For instance ifN = 1 andϕ(u) = εu2,
we have‖∇ϕ(u)‖ = 2ε|u| so that in particular

‖∇ϕ(u)‖ = 2ε
1
2ϕ(u)1−

1
2

In this case the optimal valueθ = 1
2 is associated to a maximal constantc0 which tends

to 0 with the parameterε. Similar examples can be built with any super-quadratic
power function.

Remark 9.1.5. If a 6∈ S, the inequality becomes trivial sinceϕ is of classC1.

Theorem 9.1.6. (Łojasiewicz Theorem [70, 71]) Assume thatϕ satisfies(9.6) at any
equilibrium pointa and letu ∈ L∞(R+,RN) be a solution of(9.1). Then there exists
a ∈ S such that

lim
t→+∞

‖u(t)− a‖ = 0.

Moreover, letθ be any Łojasiewicz exponent ofϕ at pointa. Then we have

‖u(t)− a‖ =

{
O(e−δt) for someδ > 0 if θ = 1

2 ,

O(t−θ/(1−2θ)) if 0 < θ < 1
2 .

(9.7)

In particular if ϕ is analytic , all bounded solutions of(9.1)are convergent.

Proof. We define the functionz by z(t) = ϕ(u(t)). Then

z′(t) = −‖∇ϕ(u(t))‖2, ∀t ≥ 0. (9.8)

So z is nonincreasing. Sinceu is bounded andϕ is continuous, it follows thatK =
lim
t→∞

ϕ(u(t)) exists. Replacingϕ by ϕ −K we may assumeK = 0. If z(t0) = 0 for

somet0 ≥ 0, thenz(t) = 0 for everyt ≥ t0, and therefore,u is constant fort ≥ t0.
In this case, there remains nothing to prove. Then we can assume thatz(t) > 0 for all
t ≥ 0.
DefineΓ := ω(u). Theorem 4.1.8 ii) implies thatΓ is compact and connected. Let
a ∈ Γ, then there existstn → +∞ such thatu(tn) −→ a. Then we get

lim
n→+∞

ϕ(u(tn)) = ϕ(a) = K = 0.

On the other hand,ϕ satisfies the Łojasiewicz inequality (9.6) at every pointa ∈ S.
Applying Lemma 1.2.6 withW = X = RN ,E = ϕ andG = ∇ϕ we obtain,

∃σ, c > 0, ∃θ ∈ (0,
1

2
]/

[
dist(u,Γ) ≤ σ =⇒ ‖∇ϕ(u)‖ ≥ c|ϕ(u)|1−θ

]
.

Now sinceΓ = ω(u), by Theorem 4.1.8 iii), there existsT > 0 such that dist(u,Γ) ≤
σ. Then we get for allt ≥ T

‖∇ϕ(u)‖ ≥ c|ϕ(u)|1−θ. (9.9)
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By combining (9.8) and (9.9), we get

z′(t) ≤ −c2(z(t))2(1−θ), ∀t ≥ T. (9.10)

In the caseθ ∈ (0, 12 ), by integrating (9.10) over(T, t) we find

z(t) ≤ 1

(z(T )2θ−1 + (1− 2θ)c2(t− T ))
1

1−2θ

≤ C1t
− 1

1−2θ , ∀t ≥ T.

Now since
‖u′(t)‖2 = −z′(t)

we have ∫ 2t

t

‖u′(s)‖2ds = z(t)− z(2t) ≤ C1t
− 1

1−2θ .

Applying Lemma 1.2.5 top(t) := ‖u′(t)‖, we get
∫ ∞

t

‖u′(s)‖ds ≤ C2t
− θ

1−2θ . (9.11)

By Cauchy’s criterion,a := lim
t→+∞

u(t) exists and

∀t ≥ T, ‖u(t)− a‖ ≤ C2t
− θ

1−2θ .

On the other hand, ifθ = 1
2 , the application of Lemma 1.2.4 top(t) := ‖u′(t)‖

gives the exponential decay. To conclude the proof, we remark that at the end, the
global Łojasiewicz exponent used to prove convergence can be replaced by anylocal
Łojasiewicz exponent ofϕ ata.

Remark 9.1.7. Since the Łojasiewicz theorem is actually local, it sufficesto assume
thatϕ is analytic in a ball where the solution stays for allt.

9.2 A second order system

We now consider the gradient-like system

u′′ + u′ +∇Φ(u) = 0 (9.12)

whereΦ : RN −→ R is assumed to beC1, and we set

S = {a ∈ R
N , ∇Φ(a) = 0}.

9.2.1 A non convergence result

The non-convergence result of Curry - Palis - De Melo (cf. Theorem 9.1.1) has been
extended to (9.12) by Véron [79] (see also [8, 65]). More precisely

Proposition 9.2.1.Given anyϕ ∈ Ck(R2,R), 1 ≤ k ≤ ∞, there is aΦ ∈ Ck−1(R2,R)
such that each solution of(9.1) is at the same time a solution of(9.12).

Proof. The statement is readily satisfied forΦ = ϕ− |∇ϕ|2/2.

Corollary 9.2.2. There existΦ ∈ C∞(R2,R) and a bounded solutionu of (9.12)
whoseω-limit set is homeomorphic toS1.

Proof. Takeϕ as in Theorem 9.1.1. Then (9.1) has a bounded solutionu whoseω-
limit set is homeomorphic toS1. By Proposition 9.2.1,u is also a solution of (9.12)
for some smoothΦ, which proves the corollary.
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9.2.2 A convergence result

Theorem 9.2.3.Assume thatΦ is analytic and letu ∈ W 1,∞(R+,RN ) be a solution
of (9.12). Then there existsa ∈ S such that

lim
t→+∞

‖u′(t)‖+ ‖u(t)− a‖ = 0.

Moreover, letθ be any Lojasiewicz exponent ofϕ at a. Then we have for some constant
C > 0

‖u(t)− a‖ ≤ Ct
−θ

1−2θ , if 0 < θ <
1

2

‖u(t)− a‖ ≤ C exp(−δt), for someδ > 0 if θ =
1

2
.

Proof. LetE(t) = 1
2‖u′(t)‖2 +Φ(u(t)). We have

d

dt
(E(t)) = 〈u′′, u′〉+ 〈∇Φ(u), u′〉

= 〈u′′ +∇Φ(u), u′〉 = −‖u′(t)‖2

From Theorem 4.1.8 ii) we know thatω(u, u′) is a non-empty compact, connected set.
We also know thatlimt→+∞ ‖u′‖ = 0 andω(u, u′) ⊂ S × {0} (see corollary 6.4.1).
Let Γ = {a/ (a, 0) ∈ ω(u, u′)} andK = limt→∞E(t). As in the proof of theorem
9.1.6 we may assumeK = 0 and for alla ∈ Γ, Φ(a) = 0. Then we introduce

H(t) =
1

2
‖u′(t)‖2 +Φ(u(t)) + ε〈∇Φ(u(t)), u′(t)〉

whereε is to be fixed later. Therefore

H ′(t) = −‖u′‖2 + ε〈∇Φ(u), u′′〉+ ε〈∇2Φ(u)u′, u′〉
= −‖u′‖2 + ε〈∇Φ(u),−u′ −∇Φ(u)〉+ ε〈∇2Φ(u) · u′, u′〉
= −‖u′‖2 − ε‖∇Φ(u)‖2 − ε〈∇Φ(u), u′〉+ ε〈∇2Φ(u) · u′, u′〉.

Sinceu is bounded we have

ε〈∇2Φ(u) · u′, u′〉 ≤ C1ε‖u′‖2.

Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities we have

ε〈∇Φ(u), u′〉 ≤ ε

2
‖∇Φ(u)‖2 + ε

2
‖u′‖2.

Therefore selectingε ≤ ε0 we find

H ′(t) ≤ −(1− C2ε)‖u′‖2 −
ε

2
‖∇Φ(u)‖2

≤ −ε
2

(
‖u′‖2 + ‖∇Φ(u)‖2

)
. (9.13)

ThenH is nonincreasing with limit0, we have in particularH is nonnegative. As in
the proof of the Theorem 9.1.6 we can assume thatH(t) > 0 for all t ≥ 0. On the
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other hand, sinceΦ is analytic then by using Lemma 1.2.6 once again as in the proof
of Theorem 9.1.6, there existθ ∈ (0, 12 ], T > 0 such that for allt ≥ T we get

‖u′‖2 + ‖∇Φ(u)‖2 ≥ ‖u′‖2 + 1

2
‖∇Φ(u)‖2 + c2

2
|Φ(u)|2(1−θ)

≥ c3
(
‖u′‖2 + ‖∇Φ(u)‖2 + |Φ(u)|

)2(1−θ)

≥ c4
(
H(t)

)2(1−θ)
(9.14)

Combining the inequalities (9.13) and (9.14) we find

H ′(t) ≤ −c5(H(t))2(1−θ).

If θ ∈ (0, 12 ), intergrating this differential inequality we get

H(t) ≤ C6t
− 1

1−2θ .

Whenθ = 1
2 , we find thatH decays exponentially.

Now from (9.13), we get
∫ 2t

t

(
‖u′‖2 + ‖∇Φ(u)‖2

)
ds ≤ 2

ε
H(t).

The proof concludes exactly as in Theorem 9.1.6.

9.3 Generalization

The goal of this section is to give a general framework which covers the results of
section 9.1.2 and 9.2.2 as well as some new examples. For thisend, we consider the
differential equation

u̇(t) + F(u(t)) = 0, t ≥ 0, (9.15)

whereF ∈ C(RN ;RN ) .

Theorem 9.3.1.Letu ∈ C1(R+;R
N) be a bounded solution of the differential equa-

tion (9.15). Assume that there exists a functionE ∈ C1(RN ), β ≥ 1, θ ∈ (0, 1) and
c, c1, T > 0 such that

β(1 − θ) < 1, (9.16)

E(u(t)) ≥ 0 for everyt ≥ T, (9.17)

〈∇E(u(t)),F(u(t))〉 ≥ c ‖∇E(u(t))‖β ‖F(u(t))‖ for everyt ≥ T (9.18)

‖∇E(u(t))‖ ≥ c1 E(u(t))1−θ for everyt ≥ T (9.19)

for everya ∈ R
N one has: ∇E(a) = 0 ⇒ F(a) = 0, (9.20)

Then there existsa ∈ RN such that lim
t→∞

u(t) = a.

If, moreover,E satisfies for somec2 > 0

‖F(u(t))‖ ≥ c2 E(u(t))1−θ for everyt ≥ T, (9.21)

Then, ast→ ∞,

‖u(t)− a‖ =





O(e−δt) for someδ > 0 if β = θ
1−θ ,

O(t−
1−β(1−θ)
β(1−θ)−θ ) if β > θ

1−θ .
(9.22)
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Proof. We apply Lemma 1.2.3 withX = R
N andH(t) = E(u(t)). Letu be a solution

of (9.15) which is continuously differentiable, then, by the chain rule,

− d

dt
E(u(t)) = −〈∇E(u(t)), u′(t)〉 = 〈∇E(u(t)),F(u(t))〉.

By using (9.18), (9.19) and equation (9.15) we get for allt ≥ T

− d

dt
E(u(t)) ≥ c ‖∇E(u(t))‖β ‖F(u(t))‖

≥ ccβ1 E(u(t))β(1−θ) ‖u′(t)‖. (9.23)

This is condition (1.4) withη := 1− β(1 − θ) (thanks to (9.16)η > 0.)
It follows that the functiont 7−→ E(u(t)) is nonincreasing. Now ifE(u(t0)) = 0 for
somet0 ≥ T , thenE(u(t)) = 0 for everyt ≥ t0, and therefore, by conditions (9.18),
(9.20) and the equation (9.15) the functionu is constant fort ≥ t0. In this case, there
remains nothing to prove. Hence we can assumeE(u(t)) > 0 for all t ≥ T . This is
condition (1.3). By applying Lemma 1.2.3 we deduce the convergence result. Now we
will prove the decay estimate (9.22). From (9.23) we deduce for all t ≥ T

− d

dt
[E(u(t))]η ≥ ηccβ1 ‖u′(t)‖. (9.24)

By integrating this last inequality we get

‖u(t)− a‖ ≤
∫ ∞

t

‖u′(s)‖ ds (9.25)

≤ 1

cηcβ1
E(u(t))η.

By using hypothesis (9.21) and equation (9.15), we get

[E(u(t))η ] 1−θ
η = E(u(t))1−θ ≤ 1

c2
‖F(u(t))‖ =

1

c2
‖u′(t)‖ (9.26)

Combining (9.24) and (9.26), we obtain

d

dt
[E(u(t))η] ≤ −ηccβ1 c2[Eη]

1−θ
η .

Solving this differential inequality (we have to distinguish two cases1−θ
η = 1 or 1−θ

η >
1), we obtain the estimate

E(u(t))η =

{
O(e−Ct) if β = θ

1−θ ,

O(t−η/(1−η−θ)) if β > θ
1−θ .

Combining this estimate with (9.25), the claim follows.

In the next subsections we discuss several applications of our abstract results.
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9.3.1 A gradient system in finite dimensions

We start by applying our abstract results to the gradient system

u′(t) +∇ϕ(u(t)) = 0,

whereϕ ∈ C2(RN ). The system is a special case of (9.15) if we takeF = ∇ϕ.
The functionϕ is nonincreasing alongu. Now if u is a bounded solution of the above
gradient system and sinceϕ is continuous, it follows thatϕ∞ = lim

t→+∞
ϕ(u(t)) exists.

If we defineE by
E(v) = ϕ(v)− ϕ∞

we see that hypothesis (9.17) is satisfied for allt ≥ 0. If ϕ is real analytic , then it
satisfies Łojasiewicz inequality (9.6). Therefore by applying lemma 1.2.6 withW =
X = RN ,E = ϕ, G = ∇ϕ andΓ = ω(u) we get

∃T > 0, ∃c > 0, ∃θ ∈ (0,
1

2
]/ ‖∇ϕ(u(t))‖ ≥ c|ϕ(u(t))− ϕ∞|1−θ, ∀t ≥ T.

Now it easy to see that all hypotheses of Theorem 9.3.1 are satisfied (hereβ = 1).
Then there existsa ∈ RN such thatlim

t→∞
u(t) = a and the estimate

‖u(t)− a‖ =

{
O(e−δt) if θ = 1

2 ,

O(t−θ/(1−2θ)) if θ < 1
2 .

We thus recover the result of Section 9.1.2.

9.3.2 A second order ordinary differential system

LetΦ ∈ C2(RN ) and consider the second order ordinary differential system

u′′(t) + u′(t) +∇Φ(u(t)) = 0. (9.27)

This system is equivalent to the first order system (9.15) if we defineF : R2N → R2N

by

F(u, v) :=

(
−v

v +∇Φ(u)

)
, u, v ∈ R

N .

Now let u ∈ W 1,∞(R+,RN ) be a solution of (9.27). We define the energy of this
system

E(t) =
1

2
‖u′(t)‖2 +Φ(u(t)).

We know that the functionE is nonincreasing andE∞ = limt→∞E(t) exists. It is
also well known thatω(u, u′) is compact connected subset ofΦ−1({0}) × {0} (see
corollary 6.4.1). Letε > 0, and defineE : R2N → R by

E(u, v) := 1

2
‖v‖2 +Φ(u)− E∞ + ε〈∇Φ(u), v〉RN , u, v ∈ R

N ,

so that

∇E(u, v) =
(

∇Φ(u)
v

)
+ ε

(
∇2Φ(u)v
∇Φ(u)

)
.
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Fix R ≥ 0, and letM := sup‖u‖≤R+1 ‖∇2Φ(u)‖. Chooseε ∈ (0, 1) small enough so
that(M + 1

2 )ε ≤ 1
2 . Then for everyu, v ∈ RN satisfying‖u‖ ≤ R we obtain

〈∇E(u, v),F(u, v)〉R2N

= ‖v‖2 − ε 〈∇2Φ(u)v, v〉RN + ε 〈v,∇Φ(u)〉RN + ε ‖∇Φ(u)‖2

≥ (1 −Mε− ε

2
) ‖v‖2 + ε

2
‖∇Φ(u)‖2

≥ α′ (‖v‖2 + ‖∇Φ(u)‖2). (9.28)

Since d
dt [E(u(t), u′(t))] = −〈∇E(u, v),F(u(t), u′(t))〉 ≤ 0, Then the function

t 7−→ E(u(t), u′(t)) is nonincreasing. Thanks to the fact thatu′ −→ 0 ast → ∞, it
follows that lim

t→+∞
E(u(t), u′(t)) = 0. ThenE satisfy hypothesis (9.17). Moreover,

‖∇E(u, v)‖+ ‖F(u, v)‖ ≤ C(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖). (9.29)

By combining (9.28) and (9.29), we obtain that

〈∇E(u, v),F(u, v)〉R2N ≥ c′‖∇E(u, v)‖‖F(u, v)‖.

This is condition (9.18) withβ = 1. On the other hand, if∇E(a, b) = 0 then by (9.28)
we haveb = 0 and∇Φ(a) = 0, thenF(a, b) = 0, hence (9.20).

Now if we assume thatΦ is analytic , thenE is also analytic and satisfies Łojasiewicz
inequality (9.6). Therefore by applying lemma 1.2.6 withW = X = R2N , E = E ,
G = ∇E andΓ = ω(u, u′) we obtain

∃T > 0, ∃c > 0, ∃θ ∈ (0,
1

2
]/ ‖∇E(u(t), u′(t))‖ ≥ cE(u(t))1−θ. (9.30)

Then hypothesis (9.19) is satisfied. On the other hand, by using (9.29) we get

‖F(u, v)‖ = ‖v‖+ ‖v +∇Φ(u)‖ ≥ 1

2
(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖) ≥ 1

C
‖∇E(u, v)‖.

Combining this last inequality with (9.30) we obtain that hypothesis (9.21) is satisfied.
Therefore by Theorem 9.3.1,lim

t→∞
(u(t), u′(t)) = (a, 0) exists. We thus recover the

result of Section 9.2.2.
In [58], also the case of nonlinear damping was considered. The damping, however,

should not degenerate in the sense that near0 the damping is in principle linear. The
case of degenerate damping which is the object of the next section has been considered
by L. Chergui in [26].

9.3.3 A second order gradient like system with nonlinear dissipa-
tion

LetΦ ∈ C2(RN ,R) and consider the second order ordinary differential system

u′′(t) + g(u′(t)) +∇Φ(u(t)) = 0, (9.31)

whereg ∈ C(RN ,RN ) satisfying

〈g(v), v〉 ≥ c‖v‖α+2 (9.32)

‖g(v)‖ ≤ C‖v‖α+1 (9.33)

andα > 0.



9.3. GENERALIZATION 89

Theorem 9.3.2.We suppose that

∃θ ∈]0, 1
2
], ∀a ∈ S, ∃σa > 0 /‖∇Φ(u)‖ ≥ |Φ(u)− Φ(a)|1−θ, ∀u ∈ B(a, σa).

(9.34)
Assume thatα ∈ [0, θ

1−θ ) and letu ∈W 2,∞(R+,R
N ) a solution of(9.31). Then there

existsa ∈ S such that

lim
t→+∞

(‖u̇(t)‖ + ‖u(t)− a‖) = 0.

We also have
‖u(t)− a‖ = O(t−

θ−α(1−θ)
1−2θ+α(1−θ) )

Proof. First of all, we define the energy of this system

E(t) =
1

2
‖u′(t)‖2 +Φ(u(t)).

We know that the functionE is nonincreasing andE∞ = limt→∞E(t) exists. It
is also well known (see corollary 7.5.1) thatω(u, u′) is compact connected subset of
(∇Φ)−1({0})× {0}. In order to apply Theorem 9.3.1, we must write equation (9.31)
as a first order system (9.15). This is the case if we defineF : R2N → R2N by

F(u, v) :=

(
−v

g(v) +∇Φ(u)

)
, u, v ∈ R

N .

Let ε > 0, and defineE : R2N → R by

E(u, v) = 1

2
‖v‖2 +Φ(u)− E∞ + ε‖∇Φ(u)‖α〈∇Φ(u), v〉RN , u, v ∈ R

N

so that

∇E(u, v) =
(

∇Φ(u) + ε‖∇φ(u)‖α∇2Φ(u) · v + εα‖∇φ(u)‖α−2〈∇φ(u), v〉∇2Φ(u) · ∇φ(u)
v + ε‖∇φ(u)‖α∇Φ(u)

)
.

Let B ⊂ RN × RN be a suffiently large closed ball which is a neighbourhood of the
range of(u, u′), then we have

‖F(u, v)‖ ≤ C1(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖); (9.35)

‖∇E(u, v)‖ ≤ C2(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖).
Now choosingε ∈ (0, 1) small enough and by using Young inequality together with
hypotheses (9.32) and (9.33), we get

〈∇E(u, v),F(u, v)〉 ≥ c3(‖v‖α+2 + ‖∇Φ(u)‖α+2) ≥ c4(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖)α+2.
(9.36)

Combining these three last inequalities we obtain

〈∇E(u, v),F(u, v)〉 ≥ c5 ‖∇E(u, v)‖α+1 ‖F(u, v)‖. (9.37)

This is (9.18) withβ = α+1. Since d
dt [E(u(t), u′(t))] = −〈∇E(u, v),F(u(t), u′(t))〉 ≤

0, then the functiont 7−→ E(u(t), u′(t)) is nonincreasing. Thanks to the fact that
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u′ −→ 0 ast → ∞, it follows that lim
t→+∞

E(u(t), u′(t)) = 0. ThenE satisfy hypoth-

esis (9.17). Now if∇E(a, b) = 0, then by (9.36)b = ∇Φ(a) = 0 which imply by
(9.35) thatF(a, b) = 0. This is hypothesis (9.20). On the other hand by using Young
inequality we get

E(u, v)1−θ ≤ C6(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖+ |Φ(u)− E∞|1−θ).

We also have
‖F(u, v)‖ ≥ c7(‖v‖+ ‖∇Φ(u)‖).

Combining this two last inequalities together with the Łojasiewicz inequality (9.34),
we get

‖F(u(t), u′(t))‖ ≥ c′E(u(t))1−θ .

This is (9.21). Sinceα ∈ [0, θ
1−θ [ thenβ(1− θ) = (α + 1)(1 − θ) < 1, then (9.16) is

satisfied. Theorem 9.3.2 is proved.



Chapter 10

The infinite dimensional case

In [78], L. Simon completed the fundamental one dimensionalresult of Zelenyak [83]
and Matano[72] by showing that the pioneering work of S. Łojasiewicz can be extended
to some infinite dimensional context, among which the semi-linear parabolic equations
with analytic generating function in any space dimension. The objective of this chapter
is to clarify to which extent the Łojasiewicz method can be generalized to infinite di-
mensional systems. Throughout this chapter, we consider two real Hilbert spacesV,H
whereV ⊂ H with continuous and dense imbedding andH ′, the topological dual of
H is identified withH , therefore

V ⊂ H = H ′ ⊂ V ′

with continuous and dense imbeddings.

Definition 10.0.3. We say that the functionE ∈ C1(V,R) satisfies the Łojasiewicz
gradient inequality near some pointϕ ∈ V , if there exist constantsθ ∈ (0, 12 ], c ≥ 0
andσ > 0 such that for allu ∈ V with ‖u− ϕ‖V ≤ σ

‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)− E(ϕ)|1−θ . (10.1)

Remark 10.0.4. 1) The Łojasiewicz gradient inequality is trivial ifϕ is not a critical
point ofE.
2) The numberθ will be called a Łojasiewicz exponent (ofE atϕ).

10.1 Analytic functions and the Łojasiewicz gradient
inequality

One might wonder if Łojasiewicz gradient inequality is valid for any analytic function
on an infinite dimensional Banach space. However, even ifV = H it is not the case.
Actually, if (H, 〈·, ·〉) is a Hilbert space andF is defined byF (u) = 〈Ku, u〉 with
K = K∗ ≥ 0 and compact, thenF does not satisfy the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality.
More precisely

Proposition 10.1.1. Let H = l2(N) andF : H → R be the continous quadratic
(hence analytic ) functional given by

F (u0, u1, ...un, ...) :=

∞∑

j=0

εju
2
j

91
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where(εk)k∈N is a real sequence satisfyingεk > 0 and lim
k→∞

εk = 0. ThenF satisfies

no Łojasiewicz gradient inequality.

Proof. Defining(ei)j = δij , an immediate calculation shows that

∀t > 0, F (tek) = t2εk; |∇F (tek)| = 2tεk.

In particular for eachθ > 0 we have

|∇F (tek)|
|F (tek)|1−θ

= 2εθkt
2θ−1

For anyθ > 0 small , choosingt small enough and lettingk tend to infinity we can see
that the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality fails in the ball of radiust.

More generally, in [54], we considered a real Hilbert space(H, 〈·, ·〉), a linear
operatorA such that

A ∈ L(H); A∗ = A

and the associated quadratic formΦ : H −→ R defined by

∀u ∈ H, Φ(u) =
1

2
〈Au, u〉.

In this context a characterization of continous quadratic forms for which the Łojasiewicz
gradient inequality is valid was obtained and expressed by the following statement

Theorem 10.1.2.The following properties are equivalent
i) 0 is not an accumulation point of sp(A).
ii) For someρ > 0 we have

∀u ∈ ker(A)⊥, ‖Au‖H ≥ ρ‖u‖H.
iii) Φ satisfies the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality at the originfor someθ > 0.
iv) Φ satisfies the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality at any point for θ = 1

2 .

For a general nonlinear potentialF , one might wander if the equivalent properties
above forA = D2F (a) are sufficient to obtain a Łojasiewicz gradient inequality near
a. The proposition below shows that it is not the case.

Proposition 10.1.3.LetH = l2(N) andF : H → R be the analytic functional given
by

F (u1, u2, ...un, ...) :=
∞∑

k=2

|uk|2k+2

(2k + 2)!
.

ThenF satisfies no Łojasiewicz gradient inequality.

Proof. First we note thatD2F (0) = 0, hencesp(D2F (0)) = {0} and in particular0
is isolated insp(D2F (0)). Defining(ei)j = δij , an immediate calculation shows that

∀t > 0, F (tek) =
t2k+2

(2k + 2)!
; |∇F (tek)| =

t2k+1

(2k + 1)!
.

In particular for eachθ > 0 we have

F (tek)
1−θ

|∇F (tek)|
= c(θ, k)t1−(2k+2)θ .

Choosing k large enough gives a contradiction fort small.
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In this example, the difficulty comes from the fact thatdimker(D2F (0)) = ∞.
Assuming the equivalent properties of Theorem 10.1.2 anddimker(D2F (0)) 6= ∞
is equivalent to the semi-Fredholm character ofD2F (0) (cf. Theorem 1.3.3) In the
next section 10.2 we shall show that this condition is sufficient in a rather general
framework, in particularV will not be assumed equal toH in view of applications to
semilinear PDE .

10.2 An abstract Łojasiewicz gradient inequality

The purpose of this section is to give sufficient conditions on E for the inequality
(10.1) to be satisfied. LetE ∈ C2(V,R) andϕ ∈ V such thatDE(ϕ) = 0. Up
to the change of variableu = ϕ + v and the change of functionG(v) = E(ϕ +
v) − E(ϕ), we can assume whithout loss of generality thatϕ = 0, E(0) = 0 and
DE(0) = 0. Although the formulation of the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality requires
onlyE ∈ C1(V,R), one way of proving it requiresE ∈ C2(V,R). In fact the operator
A := D2E(0) plays an important role.

We start with the following very simple result

Proposition 10.2.1.Assume that

A ∈ L(V, V ′) is an isomporphism.

Then the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality is satisfied near 0with the exponentθ = 1
2 :

there exist two positive constantsσ > 0 andc > 0 such that

‖u‖V < σ =⇒ ‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)| 12 .

Proof. It is easy to see, using Taylor’s expansion formula, that for‖u‖V small enough
we have

|E(u)| ≤ C‖u‖2V . (10.2)

On the other hand, sinceDE(u) = Au+ o(u), we have

u = A−1DE(u) + o(u),

and therefore for any givenε > 0 we can findδ(ε) > 0 such that if‖u‖V ≤ δ(ε) then

‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ ‖A−1‖−1‖u‖V − ǫ‖u‖V .

Choosingε := ε0 := ‖A−1‖−1/2, we obtain for‖u‖V ≤ δ(ε0)

‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ ε0‖u‖V . (10.3)

The result follows by combining (10.2) and (10.3).

Remark 10.2.2. SinceA = D2E(0) is symmetric, then ifA is semi-Fredholm and
d = dimker(A) = 0, by corollary 1.3.6A is an isomorphism. Hereinafter we assume
thatd > 0. We denote byΠ : V −→ ker(A) the projection in the sense ofH .
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Proposition 10.2.3.Assume thatA := D2E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator and let

N : V −→ V ′

u 7−→ Πu +DE(u).

Then there exist a neighborhood of0,W1(0) in V , a neighborhood of0, W2(0) in V ′

and aC1 mapΨ :W2(0) −→W1(0) which satisfies

N (Ψ(f)) = f ∀f ∈W2(0),

Ψ(N (u)) = u ∀u ∈W1(0),

‖Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)‖V ≤ C1‖f − g‖V ′ ∀f, g ∈W2(0), C1 > 0. (10.4)

Proof. The functionN isC1 andDN (0) = Π+D2E(0) which by corollary 1.3.6 is
an isomorphism fromV to V ′. We have just to apply the local inversion theorem.

Let (ϕ1, ϕ2, ...ϕd) denote an orthonormal basis ofker(A) relatively to the inner

product ofH . Forξ ∈ Rd small enough to achieve
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj ∈ W2(0), we define the

mapΓ by

Γ(ξ) = E(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)). (10.5)

Let W̃2(0) be the open neighborhood of 0 inRd such that

ξ ∈ W̃2(0) ⇐⇒
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj ∈W2(0).

The functionΓ isC1 in W̃2(0). Let us define also

W̃1(0) = {u ∈ W1(0)/Π(u) ∈W2(0)}.

Proposition 10.2.4.Letu ∈ W̃1(0) and letξ ∈ W̃2(0) such thatΠ(u) =
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj ∈

W2(0). Then there are two constantsC,K > 0 such that

‖∇Γ(ξ)‖Rd ≤ C‖DE(u)‖V ′ , (10.6)

|E(u)− Γ(ξ)| ≤ K‖DE(u)‖2V ′ . (10.7)

Proof. For anyk ∈ {1, · · · d} we have the formula

∂Γ

∂ξk
=

d

ds
E(Ψ[

∑

j 6=k

ξjϕj+(ξk+s)ϕk])|s=0 = 〈DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)), DΨ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)ϕk〉.

(10.8)
Now we claim that for allξ ∈ W̃2(0)

‖
d∑

k=1

∂Γ

∂ξk
(ξ)ϕk −DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj))‖V ′ ≤ C2|ξ|‖DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj))‖V ′ . (10.9)
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In fact by using (10.8), remarking thatDE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)) ∈ kerA we obtain

‖
d∑

k=1

∂Γ

∂ξk
(ξ)ϕk −DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj))‖V ′

= ‖
d∑

k=1

< DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)), DΨ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)(ϕk)− ϕk > ϕk‖V ′ .

Now by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the fact thatDΨ(0)(Lu) = u, the claim
follows. On the other hand, sinceE isC1, there existsC3 such that

‖DE(u)−DE(v)‖V ′ ≤ C3‖u− v‖V ∀(u, v) ∈ W1(0). (10.10)

Then by using (10.4), (10.9) and (10.10) we obtain

‖∇Γ(ξ)‖Rd ≤ C4‖DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj))‖V ′

= C4‖DE(Ψ(Π(u)))‖V ′

= C4‖DE(Ψ(Π(u))) −DE(u) +DE(u)‖V ′

≤ C4‖DE(u)‖V ′ + C3C4‖Ψ(Π(u))− u‖V
= C4‖DE(u)‖V ′ + C3C4‖Ψ(Π(u))−Ψ(Πu+DE(u))‖V
≤ C4‖DE(u)‖V ′ + C5‖DE(u)‖V ′

hence (10.6). On the other hand

|E(u)− Γ(ξ)| = |E(u)− E(Ψ(Π(u)))|

= |
∫ 1

0

d

dt
[E(u+ t(Ψ(Π(u))− u)] dt |

= |
∫ 1

0

(DE(u+ t(Ψ(Π(u))− u)),Ψ(Π(u))− u) dt |

≤ ‖Ψ(Π(u))− u‖V
∫ 1

0

‖DE(u+ t(Ψ(Π(u))− u)‖V ′ dt

≤ [

∫ 1

0

(‖DE(u)‖V ′ + t C3‖Ψ(Π(u))− u‖V ) dt ] ‖Ψ(Π(u))− u‖V
≤ C6‖DE(u)‖V ′‖Ψ(Π(u))−Ψ(Π(u) +DE(u))‖V
≤ C1C6‖DE(u)‖2V ′

hence (10.7).

Theorem 10.2.5.Assume thatA := D2E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator and let
d = dimkerA. Assume moreover that
(H1) d > 0 and there existsO ⊂ Rd open, andh ∈ C1(O, V ) such that0 ∈ h(O) ⊂
(DE)−1(0) andh : O −→ h(O) is a diffeomorphism.
Then there exist two positive constantsσ > 0 andc > 0 such that

‖u‖V < σ =⇒ ‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)| 12 .
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Proof. We have by using (10.9) (choosing a smallerW̃2(0) if necessary)

‖DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj))‖V ′ ≤ C7‖∇Γ(ξ)‖. (10.11)

If u ∈ W̃1(0) such thatDE(u) = 0, thenN (u) = Π(u) which implies thatu =

Ψ(Π(u)). Moreover by using (10.6) we have∇Γ(ξ) = 0 whereξ ∈ W̃2(0) with

Πu =

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj .

On the other hand letξ ∈ W̃2(0) with ∇Γ(ξ) = 0. ThenΨ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj) ∈ W1(0) and

DE(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)) = 0 by using (10.11). SoΠ(Ψ(

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)) =

d∑

j=1

ξjϕj . Conse-

quentlyΨ(
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj) ∈ W̃1(0) andDE(Ψ(
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj)) = 0.

Finally we have:

{u ∈ W̃1(0), DE(u) = 0} = Ψ({
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj , ξ ∈ W̃2(0) and∇Γ(ξ) = 0}). (10.12)

Now we introduce thed−dimensional manifold

γ = h(O)

with O andh as in(H1). Let

Õ = h−1({u ∈ W̃1(0), DE(u) = 0}).

ClearlyÕ is an open subset ofRd and0 ∈ h(Õ).
We now have

γ̃ := h(Õ) ⊂ {u ∈ W̃1(0), DE(u) = 0} ⊂ Ψ({
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj , ξ ∈ W̃2(0)}).

Since the extreme terms ared−dimensional open manifolds, they must coincide lo-
cally. Therefore, changing if necessarỹW1(0) andW̃2(0)) to smaller open sets, we
obtain

γ̃ = {u ∈ W̃1(0), DE(u) = 0} = Ψ({
d∑

j=1

ξjϕj , ξ ∈ W̃2(0)}. (10.13)

Now by comparing (10.12) and (10.13), we get

Γ(ξ) = 0, ∀ξ ∈ W̃2(0).

The proof of Theorem 10.2.5 follows immediately by using this last equality in (10.7).
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In the next theorem, we will prove inequality like (10.1) under hypotheses of ana-
lyticity of E andDE. We consider a Banach spaceZ such thatkerA ⊂ Z andZ ⊂ H
with continuous and dense imbedding.

Proposition 10.2.6. Assume thatA := D2E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator. Let
L := Π+A. ThenW := L−1(Z) is a Banach space with respect to‖w‖W = ‖Lw‖Z
andL ∈ L(W,Z) is an isomporphism.

Proof. Using corollary 1.3.6, we know thatL : V −→ V ′ is one to one and onto.
SinceW ⊂ V and by the definition ofW we also haveL : W −→ Z is one to one
and onto. Obviously we haveL ∈ L(W,Z) because‖Lu‖Z = ‖u‖W for all u ∈ W .
Now we prove thatW is a Banach space. Let(wn) be a Cauchy sequence inW , then
(L(wn)) is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach spaceZ. Denote byz its limit. (L(wn))
is also a Cauchy sequence inV ′, so(wn)) is also a Cauchy sequence inV . Denote by
w its limit, sinceL ∈ L(V, V ′), thenLw = z. The claim is proved. Banach’s theorem
gives the fact thatL−1 ∈ L(Z,W ).

Theorem 10.2.7.Assume thatA := D2E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator and that
N := kerA ⊂ Z. Assume moreover that :
(H2) E : U → R is analytic in the sense of definition 1.4.1 whereU ⊂ W is an open
neighborhood of0, thatDE(U) ⊂ Z andDE : U −→ Z is analytic.
Then there existsθ ∈ (0, 1/2], σ > 0 andc > 0 such that

‖u‖V < σ =⇒ ‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)|1−θ.

Proof. For the proof we need the following result.

Lemma 10.2.8.Then there exist a neighborhood of0, V1(0) in W , a neighborhood of
0, V2(0) in Z and an analytic mapΨ1 : V2(0) −→ V1(0) which satisfies

N (Ψ1(f)) = f ∀f ∈ V2(0),

Ψ1(N (u)) = u ∀u ∈ V1(0),

Ψ1 = Ψ in V2(0) ∩W2(0)

‖Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)‖W ≤ C′
1‖f − g‖Z ∀(f, g) ∈ V2(0) ∩W2(0), (10.14)

Proof. We first establish that

N :W −→ Z

u 7−→ Πu+DE(u).

is aC1 diffeomorphism near 0, becauseDN (0) = Π + A = L ∈ L(W,Z) is an
isomorphism (see proposition 10.2.6) and the classical local inversion theorem applies.
Therefore we can find a neighborhoodV1(0) of 0 in W and a neighborhoodV2(0) of
0 in Z such thatN : V1(0) −→ V2(0) is aC1 diffeomorphism. Finally it is clear that
Ψ1 = N−1 in V2(0)∩W2(0). By Theorem 1.4.9 we haveΨ1 is analytic inV2(0).

End of proof of Theorem By using the chain rule (Theorem 1.4.6), sinceE : U−→ R,
DE : U −→ Z andΨ : V2(0)∩W2(0) −→ V1(0) are analytic , the functionΓ defined
in (10.5) is real analytic in some neighborhood of0 in Rd.
Applying the classical Łojasiewicz inequality (Theorem 9.1.3) to the scalar analytic
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functionΓ defined on some neighborhhod of0 in R
d by the formula (10.5), we now

obtain (since(1 − θ) ∈ (0, 1)):

|E(u)|1−θ ≤ |Γ(ξ)|1−θ + |Γ(ξ)− E(u)|1−θ ≤ 1

C0
‖∇Γ(ξ)‖Rd + |Γ(ξ)− E(u)|1−θ.

(10.15)
By combining (10.6), (10.7), (10.15) we obtain

|E(u)|1−θ ≤ C

C0
‖DE(u)‖V ′ +K1−θ‖DE(u)‖2(1−θ)

V ′ .

Then since2(1− θ) ≥ 1, there existσ > 0, c > 0 such that

‖DE(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)|1−θ for all u ∈ V such that‖u‖V < σ.

Theorem 10.2.7 is proved.

10.3 Two abstract convergence results

This section is exceptionnally devoted to an abstract situation in which a trajectory of
some evolution equation is known independently of any well-posedness result for the
corresponding initial value problem. In particular there is no underlying continuous
semi-group to rely on and we cannot apply directly the simpleresults of chapters 4 and
6. However, by performing essentially the same kind of calculations as those needed
to apply the invariance principle, we end up with a “gradient-like” property which is
the starting point for the Łojasiewicz method to be applicable. Our results contain
as special cases the semi-linear examples of section 10.4 (for which the semi-group
framework could be applied as an alternative method) but they can also be used for
strongly non-linear problems as soon as a solution with the right regularity properties
is known, even if the well-posedness is either false or presently out of reach.

Let V andH be two Hilbert spaces such thatV is a dense subspace ofH and the
imbedding ofV in H is compact. We identifyH with its topological dual and we
denote byV ′ the dual ofV , so thatH ⊂ V ′ with continuous imbedding.

Let E ∈ C1(V,R). We study the following two abstract evolution equations: the
first order equation

u′(t) +∇E(u(t)) = 0, t ≥ 0 (10.16)

and the second order equation

u′′(t) + u′(t) +∇E(u(t)) = 0, t ≥ 0 (10.17)

Theorem 10.3.1.Letu ∈ C1(R+, V ) be a solution of(10.16), and assume that
(i) ∪t≥1{u(t)} is compact inV ;
(ii) E satisfies the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality near every point ϕ ∈ S := {ϕ ∈

V, ∇E(ϕ) = 0}.
Then there existsϕ ∈ S such that

lim
t→+∞

‖u(t)− ϕ‖V = 0.
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Moreover, letθ be any Łojasiewicz exponent ofE atϕ. Then we have

‖u(t)− ϕ‖H =

{
O(e−δt) for someδ > 0 if θ = 1

2 ,

O(t−θ/(1−2θ)) if 0 < θ < 1
2 .

(10.18)

Proof. We define the functionz by z(t) := E(u(t)) for all t ≥ 0. Sinceu ∈
C1(R+, V ) andE ∈ C1(V,R), then by chain rule,z is differentiable and

z′(t) = −‖u′(t)‖2H , ∀t ≥ 0. (10.19)

Integrating this last equation and by using(i), we getu′ ∈ L2(R+;H). Now, since
the range ofu is precompact inV , andu is uniformly Holder continuous on the half-
line with values inH , it is also uniformly continuous with values inV andu′ =
−∇E(u(t)) is uniformly continuous with values inV ′. Then by applying Lemma 1.2.2
to the numerical function‖u′(t)‖2V ′ , we obtain thatu′(t) tends to0 in V ′ ast tends
to infinity, hence also inH by compactness. We conclude thatω(u0) ⊂ S. Moreover,
since the functionz is bounded and decreasing, the limitK := lim

t→∞
E(u(t)) exists.

ReplacingE byE −K we may assumeK = 0.

If z(t0) = 0 for somet0 ≥ 0, thenz(t) = 0 for everyt ≥ t0, and therefore,u is
constant fort ≥ t0. In this case, there remains nothing to prove. Then we can assume
that z(t) > 0 for all t ≥ 0. DefineΓ := ω(u0). It is clear thatΓ is compact and
connected. Letϕ ∈ Γ, then there existstn → +∞ such that‖u(tn) − ϕ‖V −→ 0.
Then we get

lim
n→+∞

E(u(tn)) = E(ϕ) = K = 0.

On the other hand, by assumption(ii), E satisfies the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality
(10.1) at every pointϕ ∈ S. Applying Lemma 1.2.6 withW = V , X = V ′, and
G = ∇E we obtain,

∃σ, c > 0, ∃θ ∈ (0,
1

2
]/

[
dist(u,Γ) ≤ σ =⇒ ‖∇E(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)|1−θ

]
.

Now sinceΓ = ω(u0), by Theorem 4.1.8 iii), there existsT > 0 such that dist(u,Γ) ≤
σ for all t ≥ T . Then we get

∀t ≥ T ‖∇E(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)|1−θ. (10.20)

By combining (10.19) and (10.20), we get

z′(t) ≤ −c2(z(t))2(1−θ), ∀t ≥ T. (10.21)

The end of the proof is identical to that of Theorem 9.1.6, we obtain the convergence
of u(t) in H and the convergence inV follows by compactness

Theorem 10.3.2.Let u ∈ C1(R+, V ) ∩ C2(R+, V
′) be a solution of(10.17)and

assume that
(i) ∪t≥1{u(t), u′(t)} is compact inV ×H ;
(ii) if K : V ′ → V denotes the duality map, then the operatorK ◦ E′′(v) ∈ L(V )

extends to a bounded linear operator onH for everyv ∈ V , andK ◦E′′ : V → L(H)
maps bounded sets into bounded sets;
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(iii) E satisfies the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality near every point ϕ ∈ S :=
{ϕ ∈ V, ∇E(ϕ) = 0}.
Then there existsϕ ∈ S such that

lim
t→+∞

‖u′‖H + ‖u(t)− ϕ‖V = 0.

Moreover, letθ be any Łojasiewicz exponent ofE atϕ. Then we have

‖u(t)− ϕ‖H =

{
O(e−δt) for someδ > 0 if θ = 1

2 ,

O(t−θ/(1−2θ)) if 0 < θ < 1
2 .

(10.22)

Proof. Let

E(t) := 1

2
‖u′(t)‖2H + E(u(t)).

By the assumptions onu andE, E is differentiable everywhere and for allt > 0

E ′(t) = −‖u′(t)‖2H .

HenceE is decreasing, and by using(i) it is bounded. By integrating the last equality,
we deduce thatu′ ∈ L2(R+, H). SinceH →֒ V ′ we deduce thath(t) := ‖u′(t)‖2V ′

is integrable. Moreover by assumption(i) and the equation (10.17), for almost every
t > 0 we find

|h′(t)| ≤ 2‖u′(t)‖V ′‖u′′(t)‖V ′ ≤ C

Hence the functionh is Lipschitz continuous and integrable which implieslim
t→∞

h(t) =

0. Sinceu′ is compact with values inH we deduce

lim
t→∞

‖u′(t)‖H = 0.

Let (ϕ, ψ) ∈ ω(u, u′), and let(tn)n∈N ⊂ R+ be an unbounded increasing sequence
such that lim

n→∞
(u(tn), u

′(tn)) = (ϕ, ψ). Obviously we getψ = 0. On the other hand,

since‖u′‖H −→ 0, it follows that

lim
n→∞

sup
s∈[0,1]

‖u(tn + s)− ϕ‖H = 0. (10.23)

Actually the same is true with values inV . In fact, assuming the contrary, there is
δ > 0 such that

∀n ∈ N, sup
s∈[0,1]

‖u(tn + s)− ϕ‖V ≥ δ.

Then we can find a sequence(sn) ⊂ [0, 1] such that

∀n ∈ N, ‖u(tn + sn)− ϕ‖V ≥ δ

2
.

By compactness ofu in V , we can findψ ∈ V and subsequences still denoted(tn) and
(sn) such that

‖u(tn + sn)− ψ‖V −→ 0

which imply that‖ψ − ϕ‖V ≥ δ
2 . Now from (10.23) we deduce thatϕ = ψ, a contra-

diction.
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Therefore, lim
n→∞

∇E(u(tn + s)) = ∇E(ϕ) uniformly in s ∈ [0, 1].

By equation (10.17),

∇E(ϕ) =

∫ 1

0

∇E(ϕ) ds

= lim
n→∞

∫ 1

0

∇E(u(tn + s)) ds

= lim
n→∞

∫ 1

0

(−u′′(tn + s)− u′(tn + s)) ds

= lim
n→∞

−u′(tn + 1) + u′(tn)− u(tn + 1) + u(tn)

= 0.

Henceϕ ∈ S. Now sinceE is bounded and decreasing, the limitK := lim
t→∞

E(t) =

lim
t→∞

E(u(t)) exists. ReplacingE byE −K we may assumeK = 0.

Now letε be a positive real number, and as in [57] let us define for allt ≥ 0

Z(t) =
1

2
‖u′‖2H + E(u) + ε〈∇E(u), u′〉V ′ (10.24)

where〈·, ·〉V ′ denotes the inner product inV ′. We note thatZ makes sense as a conse-
quence of hypothesis(i). We have for almost allt ≥ 0:

Z ′(t) = −‖u′‖2H + ε{−〈∇E(u), u′〉V ′ − ‖∇E(u)‖2V ′ + 〈(∇E(u))′, u′〉V ′}.

Then, using(ii), for almost allt ≥ 0 we obtain for someP > 0

Z ′(t) ≤ (−1 + Pε)‖u′‖2H − ε〈∇E(u), u′〉V ′ − ε‖∇E(u)‖2V ′ .

Since we have by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

〈∇E(u), u′〉V ′ ≤ 1

2
‖∇E(u)‖2V ′ +

1

2
‖u′‖2V ′ ,

we deduce :

Z ′(t) ≤ (−1 + Pε)‖u′‖2H +
ε

2
‖u′‖2V ′ − ε

2
‖∇E(u)‖2V ′ .

By choosingε small enough, we see that there existsc1 > 0 such that for almost all
t ≥ 0

Z ′(t) ≤ −c1(‖u′‖2H + ‖∇E(u)‖2V ′). (10.25)

SinceZ is nonincreasing with limit0, we have in particularZ is nonnegative. As in
the proof of the Theorem 10.3.1 we can assume thatZ(t) > 0 for all t ≥ 0.
Let Γ = {ϕ/ (ϕ, 0) ∈ ω(u, u′)}. Theorem 4.1.8 ii) implies thatΓ is compact and
connected. Now by assumption(iii), E satisfies the Łojasiewicz gradient inequality
(10.1) at every pointϕ ∈ S. Applying Lemma 1.2.6 withW = V , X = V ′, and
G = ∇E we obtain,

∃σ, c > 0, ∃θ ∈ (0,
1

2
]/

[
dist(u,Γ) ≤ σ =⇒ ‖∇E(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)|1−θ

]
.

Now by the definition ofΓ and using Theorem 4.1.8 iii), we obtain that there exists
T > 0 such that dist(u,Γ) ≤ σ for all t ≥ T . Then we get

∀t ≥ T ‖∇E(u)‖V ′ ≥ c|E(u)|1−θ. (10.26)



102 CHAPTER 10. THE INFINITE DIMENSIONAL CASE

Using this last inequality together with Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we
get for allt ≥ T

Z(t)2(1−θ) ≤ C2{‖u′‖2H + ‖∇E(u)‖2V ′ + |E(u)|}2(1−θ).

≤ C3{‖u′‖2H + ‖∇E(u)‖2V ′} (10.27)

Combining the inequalities (10.25) and (10.27) we find for all t ≥ T

Z ′(t) ≤ − c1
C3
Z(t)2(1−θ).

The conclusion follows easily

10.4 Examples

10.4.1 A semilinear heat equation

As a first application we study the asymptotic behaviour of the semilinear heat equation




ut −∆u+ f(x, u) = 0, (t, x) ∈ R+ × Ω,

u(t, ·)|∂Ω = 0, t ∈ R+,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω.

(10.28)

In equation (10.28) we assume thatΩ ⊂ RN (N ≥ 1) is a bounded domain. We
assume thatf : Ω× R −→ R is continuously differentiable and ifN ≥ 2, we assume
in addition that

∃C > 0, α ≥ 0 such that(N − 2)α ≤ 2

and|∂f∂s (x, s)| ≤ C(1 + |s|α) a.e. onΩ× R

(10.29)

With this condition onf , the energy functionnalE given by

∀u ∈ H1
0 (Ω), E(u) =

1

2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

Ω

F (u) dx,

whereF (x, s) :=
∫ s

0
f(x, r) dr, is well defined. By using Proposition 1.17.5 page 66

of [66], we know thatE is of classC2 onH1
0 (Ω) and

DE(u) = −∆u+ f(x, u), ∀u ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

D2E(u)ξ = −∆ξ +
∂f

∂s
(x, u)ξ, ∀u, ξ ∈ H1

0 (Ω).

It is well known thatD2E(ϕ) is a semi-Fredholm operator for allϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω)

(see example 1.3.7). Letd = dimkerDE(ϕ).

Proposition 10.4.1. Assume that hypothesis(10.29) is satisfied. Letϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩

L∞(Ω) be a critical point ofE. Assume also that one of the following hypotheses is
satisfied :

d = 0 (10.30)

d > 0 and there existsO ⊂ R
d open, andh ∈ C1(O, V )/ (10.31)

ϕ ∈ h(O) ⊂ (DE)−1(0) andh : O −→ h(O) is a diffeomorphism;

f is analytic ins, uniformly with respect tox ∈ Ω (10.32)
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Then there existθ ∈ (0, 12 ] andσ > 0 such that

∀u ∈ H1
0 (Ω), ‖u−ϕ‖H1

0(Ω) < σ =⇒ ‖−∆u+f(x, u)‖H−1(Ω) ≥ |E(u)−E(ϕ)|1−θ .
(10.33)

Proof. Let A := D2E(ϕ) and assume thatd = 0. Corollary 1.3.6 gives thatA =
D2E(ϕ) is an isomorphism fromH1

0 (Ω) into H−1(Ω). To conclude we have just to
apply proposition 10.2.1. Now assume (10.31) holds. To apply Theorem 10.2.5, we
have just to remark thatA is a semi-Fredholm operator. For the proof of (10.33) under
hypothesis (10.32), we distinguish two cases :

Case 1 :N ≤ 3. LetZ = L2(Ω), by elliptic regularity [4] we get thatW := (Π+
A)−1(Z) ⊂ H2(Ω) whereΠ is the orthogonal projection inL2(Ω) onN(A) := kerA.
The functionalE : H2(Ω) ∩ H1

0 (Ω) −→ R is clearly analytic since it is the sum of
a continuous quadratic functional and a Nemytskii operatorwhich is analytic on the
Banach algebraH2(Ω) ⊂ L∞(Ω) (see example 1.4.7.) By using Proposition 1.4.5, we
also obtain thatDE : W −→ Z is analytic. We can apply Theorem 10.2.7 to obtain
(10.33).

Case 2 :N ≥ 4. Let p > N
2 andZ = Lp(Ω). By elliptic regularity [4], we know

thatW := (Π + A)−1(Z) ⊂ W 2,p(Ω) which is a Banach algebra sincep > N
2 . The

end is the same as in the first case.

Remark 10.4.2.1) The result of proposition 10.4.1 remains true for the general energy
defined by :

E(u) :=
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

∫

Ω

aij
∂u

∂xi

∂u

∂xj
+

∫

Ω

F (x, u), u ∈ H1
0 (Ω), (10.34)

whereF (u) =
∫ u

0 f(s) ds, f satisfies (10.29) andai,j satisfies the following conditions
:

1. aij ∈ C1(Ω̄),

2. aij = aji, and

3.
d∑

i,j=1

aij(x)ξiξj ≥ γ‖ξ‖2 for someγ > 0 and everyξ ∈ Rd, t ∈ R+, x ∈ Ω,

2) A similar result holds true for Neumann boundary conditions

The following result is an immediate application of Theorem10.3.1 using the
Proposition 10.4.1. The smoothing effect of the heat equation implies (cf.[60] ) that
for eachε > 0 andα ∈ [0, 1),

⋃

t≥ε

{u(t)} is bounded in C1+α(Ω)

as soon asu(t) is bounded inL∞(Ω) for t ≥ 0. In particular,
⋃

t≥0{u(t)} is precom-
pact inH1

0 (Ω) .
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Theorem 10.4.3.Letu ∈ C1(R+, H
1
0 (Ω)) be a bounded solution of equation(10.28).

Assume that for allϕ ∈ S := {ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω)/ −∆ϕ+ f(ϕ) = 0} we haveϕ ∈ L∞(Ω)

and one of the three conditions(10.30), (10.31)or (10.32)of Proposition 10.4.1 is
satisfied. Then

lim
t→∞

‖u(t)− ϕ‖H1 = 0.

Moreover, letθ be any Łojasiewicz exponent ofE atϕ. Then we have

‖u(t)− ϕ‖L2 =

{
O(e−δt) for someδ > 0 if θ = 1

2 ,

O(t−θ/(1−2θ)) if 0 < θ < 1
2 .

Remark 10.4.4. It has been shown in [55] that ifd ≤ 1, convergence holds without
any need of condition (10.31) or (10.32) . However, ifd = 1 and convergence occurs,
in general the convergence can be arbitrarily slow. The hypothesisd ≤ 1 provides
convergence results in a wide framework, cf. e.g. [43], [61].

10.4.2 A semilinear wave equation

As a next application we study the asymptotic behaviour of the semilinear wave equa-
tion 




utt + ut −∆u+ f(x, u) = 0, (t, x) ∈ R+ × Ω,

u(t, ·)|∂Ω = 0, t ∈ R+,

u(0, x) = u0(x), ut(0, x) = u1(x), x ∈ Ω.

(10.35)

We letΩ ⊂ Rd, f ∈ C1(Ω̄ × R;R), the spacesH := L2(Ω) andV := H1
0 (Ω) as

in Subsection 10.4.1. IfN ≥ 2, then we replace the growth condition (10.29) by the
following condition :

∃C > 0, α ≥ 0 such that(N − 2)α < 2

and|∂f∂s (x, s)| ≤ C(1 + |s|α) a.e. onΩ× R

(10.36)

Theorem 10.4.5.Letu be a solution of(10.35)such that

∪t≥0{u(t, .), ut(t, .)} is bounded inH1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω).

Assume that for allϕ ∈ S := {ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω)/ −∆ϕ+ f(ϕ) = 0} we haveϕ ∈ L∞(Ω)

and one of the three conditions(10.30)or (10.31)or (10.32)of Proposition 10.4.1 is
satisfied. Then

lim
t→∞

‖ut‖L2 + ‖u(t)− ϕ‖H1 = 0.

Moreover, letθ be any Łojasiewicz exponent ofE atϕ. Then we have

‖u(t)− ϕ‖L2 =

{
O(e−δt) for someδ > 0 if θ = 1

2 ,

O(t−θ/(1−2θ)) if 0 < θ < 1
2 .

Proof. First (10.36) implies that the Nemytskii operator associated tof is compact:
H1

0 (Ω) → L2(Ω), then by the lemma 6.6.2, the orbit∪t≥0{u(t, .), ut(t, .)} is pre-
compact inH1

0 (Ω) × L2(Ω). This is condition(i) of theorem 10.3.2. Moreover,
the duality mappingK : H−1(Ω) → H1

0 (Ω) is given byKv = (−∆)−1v, so that
KE′′(v) = I + (−∆)−1f ′(v). From this, the growth assumption onf (10.36), and
the Sobolev embedding theorem, it is not difficult to deduce that the condition(ii) of
Theorem 10.3.2 is satisfied.



Chapter 11

Variants and additional results

In this chapter, we collect, most of the time without proofs afew additional results
which complement, mainly in the infinite dimensional framework and often at the price
of additional technicalities, the simple theory developedin the two previous chapters.
For the proofs, the reader is invited to read the corresponding specialized papers

11.1 Convergence in natural norms

In the last chapter, we obtained convergence to equilibriumfor some semi-linear parabolic
and hyperbolic equations in the energy space. However the rate of convergence to
equilibrium was specified inL2(Ω). In [56], it is shown that the same decay occurs in
H1

0 (Ω) for the wave equation and inL∞(Ω) with an arbitrarily small loss for the heat
equation. This loss is most probably artificial but this becomes only important when
the Łojasiewicz exponent ofϕ is exactly known, which is possible only in exceptional
cases.

11.2 Convergence without growth restriction for the heat
equation

In [64], the second author gave a proof of the Simon convergence theorem (cf. [78] in
the framework of Sobolev spaces instead ofCα spaces which were used by L. Simon.
His proof is quite similar to that of our main parabolic result, but uses more compli-
cated spaces. The advantage is that no growth restriction isassumed for the nonlinear
perturbative term.

11.3 More general applications

11.3.1 Systems

Let V = (H1
0 (Ω))

n, H = (L2(Ω))n, V ′ = (H−1(Ω))n and we define the function
E : (H1

0 (Ω))
n −→ R by

∀u = (u1, · · · , un) ∈ (H1
0 (Ω))

n, E(u) =
1

2

n∑

i=1

∫

Ω

|∇ui|2 dx+

∫

Ω

F (u) dx.
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WhenN ≥ 2, we assume that

‖∇2
sF (x, s)‖ ≤ C(1 + ‖s‖α) a.e. onΩ× R (11.1)

for someC ≥ 0 andα ≥ 0 such that(N − 2)α < 2. By using Proposition 1.17.5 page
66 of [66], we know thatE is of classC2 onH1

0 (Ω) and

DE(u) = (−∆u1 + f1(x, u), · · · ,−∆un + fn(x, u))

D2E(u)(ξ) = < −∆ξ1 +
∂f1
∂s1

(x, u)ξ1, · · · ,−∆ξn +
∂f1
∂sn

(x, u)ξn) ∀ξ ∈ (H1
0 (Ω))

n.

It is well known thatdimkerD2E(ϕ) is finite for allϕ ∈ (H1
0 (Ω))

n ∩ (L∞(Ω))n. Let
d = dimkerDE(ϕ).

Proposition 11.3.1.Assume that hypothesis(11.1) is satisfied. Letϕ ∈ (H1
0 (Ω))

n ∩
(L∞(Ω))n be a critical point ofE. Assume also that one of the following hypotheses
is satisfied :

d = 0

d > 0 and there existsO ⊂ R
d open, andh ∈ C1(O, V )/ϕ ∈ h(O) ⊂ (DE)−1(0)

andh : O −→ h(O) is a diffeomorphism;

f is analytic ins, uniformly with respect tox ∈ Ω

Then there existθ ∈ (0, 12 ] andσ > 0 such that

∀u ∈ (H1
0 (Ω))

n, ‖u−ϕ‖H1
0(Ω) < σ =⇒ ‖DE(u)‖(H−1(Ω))n ≥ |E(u)−E(ϕ)|1−θ

(11.2)

11.3.2 Fourth order operators

Let V = H2
0 (Ω), H = L2(Ω), V ′ = H−2(Ω) and we define the functionE :

H2
0 (Ω) −→ R by

∀u ∈ H2
0 (Ω), E(u) =

1

2

∫

Ω

|∆u|2 dx+

∫

Ω

F (u) dx

whereF (u) =
∫ u

0
f(s) ds. WhenN ≥ 4, we assume thatf(x, 0) ∈ L∞(Ω) and

|∂f
∂s

(x, s)| ≤ C(1 + |s|α) a.e. onΩ× R (11.3)

for someC ≥ 0 andα ≥ 0 such that(N − 4)(α+ 1) < N + 4. By using Proposition
1.17.5 page 66 of [66], we know thatE is of classC2 onH2

0 (Ω) and

< DE(u), ψ >H−2×H2
0

= < ∆2u+ f(x, u), ψ >H−2×H2
0
∀ψ ∈ H2

0 (Ω),

< D2E(u)ξ, ψ >H−2×H2
0

= < ∆2ξ +
∂f

∂s
(x, u)ξ, ψ >H−2×H2

0
∀ψ ∈ H2

0 (Ω).

It is well known thatdim kerE′(ϕ) is finite for allϕ ∈ H2
0 (Ω). Letd = dimkerE′(ϕ).
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Proposition 11.3.2. Assume that hypothesis(11.3) is satisfied. Letϕ ∈ H2
0 (Ω) ∩

L∞(Ω) be a critical point ofE. Assume also that one of the following hypotheses is
satisfied :

d = 0 (11.4)

d > 0 and there existsO ⊂ R
d open, andh ∈ C1(O, V )/ (11.5)

ϕ ∈ h(O) ⊂ (DE)−1(0) andh : O −→ h(O) is a diffeomorphism;

f is analytic ins, uniformly with respect tox ∈ Ω (11.6)

Then there existθ ∈ (0, 12 ] andσ > 0 such that

∀u ∈ H2
0 (Ω), ‖u−ϕ‖H2

0(Ω) < σ =⇒ ‖∆2u+f(x, u)‖H−2(Ω) ≥ |E(u)−E(ϕ)|1−θ

(11.7)

Remark 11.3.3. In virtue of remark 10.0.4, ifϕ is not a critical point ofE, (10.33)
is just the consequence of the fact thatE ∈ C1(V, V ′). In this case we don’t have to
assume any assumption.

Proof. The proof of (11.7) under hypotheses (11.4) and(11.5) is thesame as in the
proposition 10.4.1. Now assume that (11.6) holds. As in the proof of the proposition
10.4.1, we distinguish two cases :
Case 1 :N ≤ 3. LetZ = L2(Ω), by elliptic regularity [4], we know thatW := (Π +
A)−1(Z) ⊂ H4(Ω) whereΠ is the orthogonal projection inL2(Ω) onN := kerA. It
is also clear thatN ⊂ Z = L2(Ω). The functionalE : H2

0 (Ω) −→ R is clearly analytic
since it is the sum of a continuous quadratic functional and aNemytskii operator which
is analytic on the Banach algebraH2(Ω) ⊂ L∞(Ω) (see Example 1.4.7 .) By using
Proposition 1.4.5 ), we also obtain thatDE : W −→ Z is analytic. We can apply
Theorem 10.2.7 to obtain (10.33).
Case 2 :N ≥ 4. Let p > max(2, N4 ) andZ = Lp(Ω). By elliptic regularity [4], we
know thatW := (Π + A)−1(Z) ⊂ W 4,p(Ω) which is a Banach algebra sincep > N

4 .
The end is the same as in the first case.

11.4 The wave equation with nonlinear damping

In [26], L. Chergui succeeded to generalize Theorem 9.3.2 tothe semilinear wave equa-
tion with nonlinear localized damping





utt + |ut|αut −∆u+ f(x, u) = 0, (t, x) ∈ R+ × Ω,

u(t, ·)|∂Ω = 0, t ∈ R+,

u(0, x) = u0(x), ut(0, x) = u1(x), x ∈ Ω.

(11.8)

One of the difficulties to do that is the proof of compactness of the trajectories in the
energy space. His result has been extended, under natural hypotheses, to possibly
nonlocal damping terms in [6].

11.5 Some explicit decay rates under additional condi-
tions

The Łojasiewicz exponent of an equilibrium point is generally difficult to find, even for
2-dimensional ODE systems. However in some exceptional case, it turns out, for semi-
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linear problems involving a power non-linearity, to be computable explicitely. This
was done in [59] with application to the exact decay of the solution when the limit is
0, and in [17] under a positivity condition of the energy. The last result allows for a
continuum of equilibria to exist, but only for Neuman boundary conditions.

11.6 More information about decay rates

All our convergence results contain an estimate of the difference between the limiting
equilibrium and the solution. The question naturally arises of the optimality of this
estimate. Actually, even when the equation has a single equilibrium playing the role
of a universal attractor of all solutions, the situation canbe rather complicated. If
the decay estimate obtained for instance by Liapunov’s direct method or Łojasiewicz
method is optimal for all solutions other than the rest pointitself, it means that all non-
trivial solutions tend to the quilibrium at the same rate, a circumstance which tends
to be the exception rather than the general rule. As an illustration, let us consider the
simple ODE

u′′ + u′ + u3 = 0

Apart from the zero solution, it is true (although not completely trivial to prove, cf.
e.g.[47] that here are only two possible rates of decay: ast−

1
2 or ase−t. Actually the

first case corresponds to solutions behaving as those ofu′′ + u3 = 0 and is shared by
most solutions, while the ranges of exponentially decayingsolutions lie on a separatrix
made of two curves symmetric with respect to the origin(0, 0) having the rough shape
of spirals.

Analogous properties have been established by the first author for the slightly more
complicated equationu′′+c|u′|αu′+ |u|βu = 0 wherec, α, β are positive constants. If
α > α0 := β

β+2 , all trajectories are oscillatory up to infinity and tend to0 at the same
rate. Ifα < α0, all trajectories have a finite number of zeroes on[0,∞) and there are
two different rates of decay at infinity . For the details , cf [51].

In a series of papers, the exact decay rate of solutions have been thoroughly studied
for more complicated second order ODE and for infinite-dimensional abstract problems
containing semilinear parabolic and hyperbolic equations. We refer to [13, 14, 37, 38,
39] for the details.

11.7 The asymptotically autonomous case

It is natural to ask whether the convergence results are robust under a perturbative
source which dies off sufficiently fast fort large. Such results were obtained in [62],
[31], [30], [15] and [16].

11.8 Non convergence for heat and wave equations

Non convergence results for parabolic and hyperbolic equations with smooth non-
analytic nonlinearities were proved by [75], [76] and [65].Although such negative
results may look natural since 2 dimensional ODE systems already produce such bad
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phenomena, the question is whether or not the fact that the generating function is scalar
forces the system to behave like a scalar equation. The answer is negative but the proof
is non-trivial.
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[75] P. Poláčik and K.P. Rybakowski, Nonconvergent bounded trajectories in semilin-
ear heat equations. J. Differential Equations 124 (1996), 472–494.
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