arxXiv:1502.06841v1 [math.DS] 24 Feb 2015

The convergence problem for dissipative
autonomous systems: classical methods and
recent advances

Alain Haraux & Mohamed Ali Jendoubi

June 11, 2018


http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.06841v1

PREFACE

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

While preparing the project it appeared that it would not&syeo cover the entire
scope of the french version in a reasonable amount of tinetalthe fact that the non-
autonomous systems require sophisticated tools whichramé major improvement
during the last decade.

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

Alain HARAUX
Laboratoire Jacques-Louis Lions
Universigé Pierre et Marie Curie et CNRS
Baite courrier 187
75252 Paris Cedex 05, France
haraux@ann.jussieu.fr

Mohamed Ali JENDOUBI
Universié de Carthage,
Institut Préparatoire aux Etudes Scientifiques et Techniques,
B.P. 51 2070 La Marsa, Tunisia
ma.jendoubi@fsb.rnu.tn



Contents

1 Introduction and basic tools

11
1.2
1.3
1.4

2.1

2.2

2.3
2.4
2.5

Introduction . . . . . ...
Some importantlemmas . . . ... ... ... ... .. 0.
Semi-Fredholmoperators . . . . . ... ... oL L
Analyticmaps . . . . . . ..
1.4.1 Definitions and general properties . . . . . .. .. ... ..
1.4.2 Composition of analyticmaps . . . .. ... ... .....
1.4.3 Nemytskii type operators on a Banach algebra . . . . . .
1.4.4 Invertinganalyticmaps . . . . . . .. ... ...

Background results on Evolution Equations

unbounded linearoperators . . . . ... ... ... .. ... ...
2.1.1 UnboundedOperatorséh . . . ... ... ... ......
2.1.2 Casewherq isaHilbertspace . . . ... ..........
2.1.3 Examplesinthetheoryof PDE. . . . . ... ... ... ..

The Hille-Yosida-Phillips theorem . . . . . . ... ... ... ..
221 Thegeneralcase . ... .... ... ... ... ...
2.2.2 Twoimportantspecialcases . ... ... . ... ......
Semilinearproblems . . . .. ... L L L

A semilinear heatequation . . . .. . ... ... ... .......
A semilinear wave equation with linear dissipation

3 Uniformly damped linear semi-groups

3.1
3.2
3.3

A general property of linear contraction semi-groups ..... . . . .
The case of the heatequation . . . . . .. .. ... ... ......
The case of linearly damped wave equations . . . . . ... .. ..

4 Generalities on dynamical systems

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4

Generalframework . . . . . .. ... .. ...
Someeasyexamples . . ... .. ... e
Convergence and equilibriumpoints . . . .. ... ... .......
Stability of equilibriumpoints . . . . . ... ... ... ...

5 The linearization method

51
5.2

Asimplegeneralresult . . . ... ... ... ............
The classical Liapunov stability theorem . . . . .
5.2.1 A simple proof of the classical Liapunov stabllltyd)lnem ..
5.2.2 Implementing Liapunov’s first method . . . ... ... ..

3



CONTENTS

5.2.3 Remarks on Liapunov’s original proof of the stabitligorem [43

5.3 Exponentially damped systems governedby PDE . . . . . .. .. [45
5.3.1 Simple applications . . . . . ... ... 0oL [1a5
5.3.2 Positive solutions of a heatequation . . . . .. ....... a6

5.4 Linear instability and Bellman’'s approach . . . . . ... ..... (48
5.4.1 Thefinitedimensionalcase. . . ... ... ... ... ... ] 48
5.4.2 Anabstractinstabilityresult . . . ... ... 0L [ds
5.4.3 Application to the one-dimensional heat equation .. .... . (52

5.5 Otherinfinite-dimensional systems . . . . . . ... .. ... ... [53

Gradient-like systems 55

6.1 Asimplegeneralproperty . ... ... ... ... ... .. ..., []55

6.2 A minimal differential criterion . . . . . ... ... oL [56

6.3 The case ofgradientsystems . . . . ... ... ........... [] 56

6.4 Aclassofsecondordersystems . .. ... ............. L] 57

6.5 Application to the semi-linear heat equation . . . . . . ...... .. (58

6.6 Application to a semilinear wave equation . . . . ... .. .. .. [59

Liapunov’'s second method - invariance principle L2

7.1 Liapunov'ssecondmethod . . ... ... ... ... ........ ] 62

7.2

Asymptotic stability obtained by Liapunov functions . . . . . ..

(63
7.3 The Barbashin-Krasovski-LaSalle criterion l67
7.4 The general Lasalle’s invariance principle . . . . . . . ... .. (68
7.5 Application to some differential systemsi® . . . ... ... ... 6D
7.6 Two infinite dimensional examples . . . . . ... ... ... ... [d 7
Some basic examples 73
8.1 Scalar first order autonomousODE . . . . . . . ... ... ..... [3 7
8.2 Scalar second order autonomousODE . . . . . .. ... ... .. 3 7
8.2.1 Aconvergenceresult . . ... ... ... L [] 74
8.2.2 Anonconvergenceresult. . . . ... ... ... ] 75
8.3 Contractive and unconditionally stable systems . . . ...... . .. (76
8.4 The finite dimensional case of a result due to Alvarez . ...... . . [79
The convergence problem in finite dimensions 80
9.1 Afirstordersystem . . . ... ... [1so
9.1.1 Anonconvergenceresult. . . . ... ... ... ..... ] 80
9.1.2 Theanalyticcase . . .. .. .. ... ... .. ... ..., [] 81
9.2 Asecondordersystem . . . .. ... ... [] 83
9.2.1 Anonconvergenceresult. . . .. ... ... ... ..., ] 83
9.2.2 Aconvergenceresult . . . ... ... 0L [] 84
9.3 Generalization. . . . .. ... ... [1s5
9.3.1 A gradient system in finite dimensions . . . . . .. ... .. (7 8
9.3.2 A second order ordinary differential system . . . . . ..... [87

9.3.3 A second order gradient like system with nonlineasigation [8B



CONTENTS 5
10 The infinite dimensional case o1
10.1 Analytic functions and the tojasiewicz gradientinality . . . . . . (91
10.2 An abstract tojasiewicz gradientinequality . . . . . .. ... .. (93
10.3 Two abstract convergenceresults . . . . . . . ... ... .. ... 08
104 Examples . . . . . [_l102
10.4.1 Asemilinear heatequation . . . . .. ... ........ [ ]102
10.4.2 A semilinear wave equation . . . . . ... ... .. .... [ l104
11 Variants and additional results [105
11.1 Convergencein naturalnorms . . ... ... ... ........ (081
11.2 Convergence without growth restriction for the heaiagign . . . . . [1ds
11.3 More general applications . . . . . .. .. ... ... ....... [105
11.3.1 SYSIEMS © « o o oo e e e [_l105
11.3.2 Fourthorderoperators . . .. . ... ... ........ [ l106
11.4 The wave equation with nonlinear damping O KT
11.5 Some explicit decay rates under additional condltlons ....... (10l
11.6 More information aboutdecayrates . . ... ... . ... .. .. (108
11.7 The asymptotically autonomouscase . . . . . . . . . . .. . «.. (108
11.8 Non convergence for heat and wave equations . . . . . . .. .. [108



Chapter 1

Introduction and basic tools

1.1 Introduction

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

U't)+AU(t) =0

whereA is a nonlinear, time independent, possibly unbounded ¢@eoa some Ba-
nach space& . By equilibrium we mean a solution of the so-called statigrmaoblem

AU = 0.

By the equation, taken at a formal level for the moment, itéacthat if a solution tends
to an equilibrium and if4 is continuous :X — Y for some Banach space Y having
X as a topologically imbedded subspace, the "velodify(t) tends to0 in Y. If the
trajectoryU is precompact inX, it will follow that this means some strong asymptotic
flatness ofJ (¢) for ¢ large. Conversely, systems having this property do notsszscéy
enjoy the convergence property since trajectories migtitlate (slower and slower at
infinity) between several stationary solutions.

A well known convenient way to study the asymptotic behawibsolutions is to
associate to the differential equation a semi-grél{p) of (nonlinear) operators on
some closed subsgt of the Banach spac& , defined as follows: for each> 0 and
eachz € X for which the initial value problem is well-posef(t)z is the value at
of the solution with initial value:. Since the initial value problem does not need to be
well-posed for every € X, in generalZ will just be some closed set containing the
trajectory

_X
I'(z) = U S(t)z

t>0
For some results the consideratio@£) will be enough, for some others (for instance
stability properties) it will be preferable to také as large as possible. The standard
terminology used in the Literature for such semi-groupddgriamical systems” and
we shall adopt it. Since the operatdrdoes not depend on time, both equation and
dynamical system are called autonomous. According to thé&eg the word "trajec-
tory” will mean either a solution of the equatiarit + 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 systentke Literature the
term “dissipative” has been used in many different conteiese, dissipative refers to
the existence of a scalar functi@nof the solutionV which is dissipated by the system,
in the sense that it is nonincreasing:

Vs >0, Vt>s, ®U®)) <PU(s)).

If in addition @ is coercive , this implies thdf (¢) is bounded inX. The problem of

asymptotic behavior becomes therefore natural. Such meneasing functions of the
solution play an important role in the theory of stabilitytiated by Liapunov. For this
reason, in this text, they will be called Liapunov functigresp. Liapunov functionals
if X is a function space).

Let us now define more precisely the main theme of the presgntThe structure
of trajectories to dynamical systems tends to become materare complicated as
the dimension of the ambient spakeincreases. WheX = R, A is just a scalar func-
tion of the scalar variabl€& and if A is locally Lipschitz, as a consequence of local
unigueness, no trajectory other than a stationary solgaorcross the set of equilibria.
As a consequence all bounded solutions are monotonic, hemsergent. In higher
dimensions, what remains true is that convergent trajgdtave to converge to a sta-
tionary solution. But the equation” + v = 0, which can be represented as a first
order differential equation iX = R? exhibits oscillatory solutions, and even when a
strictly decreasing Liapunov functions exists, two-disienal systems can have some
non-convergent trajectories. Our main purpose is to finticsaiiit conditions for con-
vergence and exhibit some counterexamples showing theality of the convergence
theorems. Finding sufficient conditions for convergenaegogram which was initi-
ated by S. tojasiewicz whel = RY and.A = VF with F areal valued function. By
relying on the so-called tojasiewicz gradient inequalitg,showed that convergence
of bounded solutions is insured wheneveis analytic. From the point of view of a
sufficient condition expressed in terms of regularity, tlésult is optimal: there are
C* functions onX = R? for which the equatiod/’(t) + VFU (t) = 0 has bounded
non-convergent solutions. An explicit example was giverPhlis & De Melo in [73],
and in this text we extend their example in such a way that aawr€y regularity con-
dition weaker than analytic appears unsufficient for cogeece.

This text is divided in 11 chapters: the first 3 chapters dargame basic material
useful either to set properly the convergence questionsa gechnical background
for the proofs of the main results. In Chapter 4 we fix the mainegal concepts or
notation concerning dynamical systems. In chapter 5 a géasymptotic stability
criterion is given, generalizing the well known Liapunoatstity theorem (Liapunov’s
first method) in a framework applicable to infinite dimensibdynamical systems and
in the same vein, a finite-dimensional method used by R. Bllto derive instabil-
ity from linearized instability is applied to some infinitémtensional dynamical sys-
tems. Chapter 6 is devoted to the definition and main pragseatia class of “gradient-
like systems” in which the question of convergence appearty fnatural. Chapter 7
concerns the general invariance principle and its conoeatith Liapunov’s second
method. After Chapter 8, in which simple particular casesi@ated by specific meth-
ods, Chapter 9 and 10 are devoted to convergence theorest dashe tojasiewicz
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gradient inequality, respectively in finite dimensions amfthite dimensional setting

with applications to semilinear parabolic and hyperbat@ypems in bounded domains.
Chapter 11 is devoted to a somewhat informal descriptionar&mecent or technically

more elaborate results which are too difficult to fall withiire scope of a brief mono-
graph.

We hope that this text may help the reader to build a bridgerdsen the now clas-
sical tojasiewicz convergence theorem and the more reesuoits on second order
equations and infinite dimensional systems.

1.2 Some important lemmas

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

Lemma 1.2.1. (Gronwall Lemma) Le?” > 0, A € L'(0,T), A > 0 a.e. on(0,T)
andC > 0. Lety € L*>(0,T), ¢ > 0a.e. on(0,T), such that

t
p(t) < C+/ A(s)p(s)ds, a.e.on(0,T)
0
Then we have .
o(t) < Cexp(/ )\(s)ds), a.e.on(0,7)
0
Proof. We set .
Y(t)=C Jr/ A(s)p(s)ds, Vte[0,T)
0
Theny is absolutely continuous, hence differentiable a.e. of)(@nd we have
U(t) = AM)p(t) < At)y(t) ae. on(0,T).
Consequently, a.e. 0, 7) we find :

%[w(t)exp(— /Ot )\(s)ds)] <0.

Hence by integrating

P(t) < Cexp(/ot )\(s)ds), vt € 10,T).

The result follows, since < ¢ a.e. on(0,T) O
The next lemmas will be useful in the study of convergencedmtdy rates

Lemma 1.2.2. (cf. e.g. [33]. ) LetX be a Banach spacdy € R andz €
C((to, 00); X). Assume that the following conditions are satisfied

z € L' ((tg, 00); X) (1.1)

z is uniformly continuous oftg, co)with values in X (1.2)

Then
Jim [[2(8)]|x =0
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Proof. Lete > 0 be arbirary and led > 0 be such that

sup lz(t+h—=2(t)|x <e
t€[to,00),hE[0,6]

Then we find easily

1 t+06
vVt € [to,00), [[2(t)llx <&+ g/ 12()l| x ds.
t

implying
limsup ||z(t)]|x <e
t—o0
The conclusion follows immediately O

Lemma 1.2.3.Let X be a Banach space, € R andu € C((tp,00); X) . Assume
that there existdl € C*((tg,0),R), n € (0,1) andc > 0 such that

H(t) >0 forall t > t. (1.3)
—H'(t) > cH@)'"™ ||/ (t)||x forall t > tg. (1.4)
Then there existg € X such thattlim u(t) =pin X.
— 00

Proof. By using [1.4), we get for all > ¢,

d n o _ / n—1
— SH@ET = —nH(OH() (L5)

Y

en [lu'(6)] x -
By integrating this last inequality ovét,, T'), we obtain

H{(to)"
= (1.6)

T
/ (1)) x dt <

to

This impliesu’ € L((tg, 00); X). By Cauchy’s criteriont,lim u(t) exists inX. O
— 00

Lemma 1.2.4.LetT > 0, let p be a nonnegative square integrable function@s").
Assume that there exists two constants 0 anda > 0 such that

vt € 0,17, /T p?(s)ds < ae™ .
t
Then setting := ¢7/2/(e?/? — 1), forall 0 < t < 7 < T we have:
J(t,T) = /Tp(s)ds < \/abe_%t.
t
Proof. Assume first that — ¢ < 1. Then we have
t

Jt, ) <NT—1 / p?(sds < Vae *.
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If - —¢ > 1 we reason as follows. LéY be the integer part of — ¢, we get

N—-1 i+l T
> [ peds+ [ plsds
t+1 t+N

i=0

it (t+1) (t+N)

(i AN
E Vae~ T2 4+ +JaeT T 2
i=0

IN

J(t,7)

IN

IN
B
|2
3
|
o

Lemma 1.2.5. Letp be a nonnegative square integrable function[bc). Assume
that for somex > 0 and a constanf > 0, we have

2t
vt > 1 / p(s)ds < Kt—2~!
t
Then for allr > ¢ > 1 we have:

/tTp(s)ds < 1 :/? .

Proof. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all> 1 we may write:

2t
/ p(s)ds <Vt (Kt~2~YH/2 = VK7,
t

hence

ok+1y

/rp(S) ds < /Oop(s) ds = Z/ p(s)ds < VK Z(th)—a _ VK P
! K k=0 2"t

Finally, in the application of the Lojasiewicz gradient éguality to convergence
results, the following topological reduction principlelglay an important role.

Lemma 1.2.6. Let W and X be two Banach spaces. L&t C W be open and® :
U — RandG : U — X be two continuous functions. We assume that fog &lU
such thaG(a) = 0, there exist, > 0, 8(a) € (0,1) andc(a) > 0

IG(w) | x = e(a)| E(w) = E(@)'"), Yu: |Ju—allw < ou. (1.7)
LetI" be a compact and connected subsefof{0}. Then we have

(1) E assumes a constant value bn We denote byt the common value df(a),
acl.

(2) There exist > 0, 6 € (0,1) andc > 0 such that

dist(u,T') < 0 = ||G(u)||x > c|E(u) — E|1_9
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Proof. By continuity of E we can always assume that is replaced by a possibly
smaller number so thaF (u) — E(a)| < 1 for all v such thatju — a|lw < o,. Let
ael"and

K={beT/E®)=E(a)}.
It follows from (I.1) thatK is an open subset &f which is obviously closed by conti-

nuity and sincd" is connected by hypothesis we hakie=T'.
On the other hand, sindeis compact, there exist;, - - - ,a, € I" such that

Tc ij B(as, 28,

_ 2
=1

The result follows withr = £ inf o,,, ¢ = inf ¢(a;) andd = inf 6(a;).

1.3 Semi-Fredholm operators

Let F, F' be two Banach spaces add: £ — F’ be a linear operator. We denote by
N(A) andR(A) the null space and the range 4f repectively.

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

(1) N(A) is finite dimensional,
(2) R(A) is closed.
We denote by F(E, F) the set of all semi-Fredholm operators fraito F.

Remark 1.3.2. The fact thatV(A) is finite dimensional implies that there exists a
closed subspac¥ of E such thatt = N(A) @ X (cf[20] p. 38). MoreovelR(A) =
A(X) is a Banach space when equipped with the npprriz.

Theorem 1.3.3.Let A € L(E, F) and assume thaV (A) is finite dimensional. Then
we haved € SF(E, F) if and only if

3p>0,YueX |Aulr > plluls. (1.8)

Proof. (I.8) implies thatR(A) is closed. In fact, le{f,) = (Au,) be such that
fn — fin F. Let(z,) and(y,) be such that,, = z,, + y, with (z,,) C X and
(yn) € N(A). Sof, = Az,. Then the inequalitfiz, — wmllp < Slfa — finllr
implies that(x,,) is a Cauchy sequence, hence convergeszlit the limit. We have
Az, — Ax sof = Ax.

Conversely,R(A) is a Banach space ad := A,x : X — R(A) is bijective and
continuous, by Banach’s theorem we get that' is continuous and(11.8) follows.OJ

Remark 1.3.4.If A : E — F'is a topological isomorphism, theh € SF(E, F)
with N(4) = {0}. Conversely, as a consequence of Banach's theorem, &
SF(E,F)with N(A) = {0}, thenA : E — R(A) is a topological isomorphism.

Theorem 1.3.5.Let A € SF(E,F)andG € L(E, F). Assume thafr is compact,
thenA+ G € SF(E,F).
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Proof. We divide the proof into 3 steps :

Step 1: If (u,) C E with |lu,|| < 1 and(4 + G)(u,) — 0, then(u,) has a
strongly convergent subsequencefin Indeed we can assundeéu,, — g € F. Let
Up = Zn + Yny Tn € X, yn € N(A) whereX is as in the remark’1.3.2. Since
Au,, = Az, — —g, (x,) is convergentinE. Then(y,) is bounded inV(A), since
dim N(A) < oo we can assume thgt, — y in E with y € N(A). In particular
Uy = T, + Yy IS CONvVergent ink.

Step 2: Let (u,) C N(A + G) with ||u,| < 1. By step 1,(uy,) is precompact ir,
hence the unit ball oN (A -+ G) is precompact and consequentiyn N (A+G) < oo.
Step 3: LetY be a Banach space such tit= N(A + G)@Y. Assuming
R(A + G) not closed, then by Theorém1.3.3 we can fipd€ Y with |ly,|| = 1
and(A + G)y, — 0. By step 1, up to a subsequence we can degyce— y in
E. We immediately find|y||z andy € Y. Hence sincé A + G)y, — 0 we have
y € N(A+ G). SinceN(A + G)nY = {0}, we end up with a contradiction since
ye N(A+G)nY and|ly||lg = 1. O

For the next corollary, we consider two real Hilbert spate& whereV c H
with continuous and dense imbedding al¢l the topological dual off is identified
with H, therefore

VcH=H cV’

with continuous and dense imbeddings.

Corollary 1.3.6. Let A € SF(V,V’) and assume that is symmetric. Thed + P :
V — V'is an isomorphism wher® : V — N(A) is the projection in the sense of
.

Proof. Firstwe haveV(A+P) = {0}. Indeed ifAu+Pu = 0, we havedu = —Pu €
N(A), thenAu € N(A)N R(A) = {0}, s0oAu = 0, henceu = Pu = —Au = 0.

On the other hand, sincé € SF(V,V’), dim N(A4) < oo and thenP is compact. By
Theoremi 1314 + P € SF(V,V’), thenR(A + P) is closed. Now sincel + P is
symmetric andV(A+P) = {0} thenR(A+P) is dense ifV/’, henceR(A+P) = V'.
By Banach’s theorem we getthet + P)~! € L(V',V). O

Example 1.3.7.Let () be a bounded and regular domairfof, V = H}(Q2)
A=—-A+p(x)I, peL>)

G := p(x)I : V — V' is compact.—A € Isom(V, V") then by Theorerh 1.3.5
A e SF(V,V'). Corollary{1.3.6 implies thatl + P € Isom(V, V).

1.4 Analytic maps

In this section, we introduce a general notion of real am@tytvalid in the Banach
space framework which will be essential for the proper fdation of many conver-
gence results applicable to P.D.E. One of the difficultieseweounter here is that the
good properties of complex analyticity cannot be used ahthalproofs have to be
done in the real analytic framework. For example, in thisfesvork the result on com-
position of analytic maps is not so trivial as in the complenfework and its proof
is generally skipped even in the best reference books. Herghall give a complete
argument relying on the majorant series technique of Wasst
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1.4.1 Definitions and general properties

Definition 1.4.1. Let X, Y be two real Banach space amde X. LetU be an open
neighborhood ofi in X. A mapf : U — Y is called analytic atu if there exists
r > 0 and a sequence af—linear, continuous, symmetric maf¥/,,),en fulfilling the

following conditions

1) Z | M|z, (x,yyr" < oo where
neN

[Mnllz,xyy = sup{[[Mn (21, 22, -, 2n)|[v; sup [zl x <1}
K2

(2) B(a,r) C U.

(3) Vh € B(0,7), fla+h)=f(a)+ Y Mu(h™)whereh(™ = (h,--- h).
n=t n times

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

- Vb € B(a,r), f is analytic ab.

- feC>®(B(a,r),Y)with D" f(a) = n!M,,.

- Afinite linear combination of analytic mapsais again analytic ad.
Definition 1.4.3. f is analytic on the open séf if f is analytic at every point af/.

Example 1.4.4.1t is clear from the definitions that any bounded linear ofmrany
continuous quadratic form and more generally any finitedir@mbination of restric-
tions to the diagonal of continuodsmultilinear maps:X* — Y (usually called a
polynomial map) is analytic on the whole spaXe

Proposition 1.4.5. Let f € C1(U,Y). The following properties are equivalent
(1) f:U — Y is analytic;
(2) Df: U — L(X,Y) is analytic .

Moreover if

fla+h) = fla)+ > Mn(ht™)

n>1

is the expansion of (a + k) for all & in the closed ball3(0,r) C U — a, then

Df(a+h) =M+ Y nM,(h"V, )

n>2
is the expansion @b f(a + h) for all h in the open ballB(0, ).

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

nM, (R ).
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Indeed, sinceD f (a + h) is for all vectorsh an element of2(X,Y"), the formula really
means
VEe X, Df(a+h)(€) =M+ Y nMu(h"Y,¢)

n>2

and for anyn > 2 fixed we must identify.M,,(h("~1), ) as the trace on the diagonal
of X"~! of ann — 1-linear symmetric continuous map with valuesdfX,Y’). The
corresponding map is just

Kn_l(,iEl, ceey mn_l)(g) = nMn(Jll, ---71'71—176)-

Assuming 1), Let us considerandr > 0 with 3(0,7) C U — a. The expression of
the norms ofi(,,_; in the space of. — 1- linear symmetric continuous map with values
in £(X,Y") shows that the formal series given by

VEE€ X, Df(a+h)(E) O+ Kna (R, 9)

n>2

satisfies || K|z, (x.cox.yyr’™ < oo foranyr’ € (0,r). The summation formula

neN
for the derivative is now obvious when the expansion is firiiiee general case is more

delicate and is in fact related to the formula permittinggcaverf from the knowledge
of D f. This formula:

f(a—l—h):f(a)—i—/o Df(a+ sh)(h)ds

is classical and valid for an§/! function . When we substitute the expansionaf in
this formula, the summability of its terms transfers eatsilyield the desired expansion
for f. We skip the details which are classical for this part of ttgrienent. O

1.4.2 Composition of analytic maps

Let Z be a Banach spac#, be an open neighborhood ¢fa) andg : V. — Z be
analytic atf (a). This means that for some> 0, we have

g(f(a)+ k) =g(f(a) + > Pn(k

m>1
whenevet|k||r < p andz | Pl 2, (x,2y0™ < 00.
meN
Theorem 1.4.6.The mapy o f is analytic ata with values inZ. More precisely, setting

Ra(h ) = Z Z P, (Mm (R, ... 7]\4ML(h(7m)))

m<d Z L, nj=d

(the sum is finite for any) we have
D Rl 2o, zy0" < o0 (1.9)
a>1

as soon as
> IMollz,xxyo™ < p
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and
goflat+h)=gof(a)+> Ra(h'?¥), vh, ||hllx <o
d>1

Proof. We have the obvious estimate :

IRallcax.z) < D I Pmllcvizy Y, 1Myl | Mo, |l
m<d |ul=d

wherep = (n1, -+, np), [l = n1+- - +nm and|| My, || = || My, ||z, (x,v)- Indeed

Rd(hlv"' 7h’d) = Z Z Pm(Mnl(hl ;hnl)a"' ;Mnm(hn1+~~~nm,1+17"' ahd))'

m<d |p|=d
Therefore
ST IRl oo < DS Pl D Mo |-+ | M, [0
a>1 1<m <d
= SN S Pl Moy o™ ([ My, o™
= SUPal > M o™ (Ml
m d>m, |p|=d
<

S 1Pl (1M 0") "

Then [1.9) follows. Concerning the convergence of the sedg o f, we notice that

(gof)la+h)—(gof)a) =D Pu((fla+h)— f(a)™)

m>1

Hence

lgo fla+h)—(gof)a)= > Pu((flath)— f(a) ™)z

< X 1Rl (M)

m>M+1
< e forM > M(e).

Then forM > 1 fixed

M M
> Pul(flath) = F@)™ =" Qu((h))
m=1 d>1m=1
with Q. ((h)%) = Py (M, ((R)#)), -+ M, ((h)#m)).
1D Pul(fla+h) - f =3 Quln
ICI’L— d=1m=
< S QU @) — 0asM — oo,

m=1 |u|=d>M+1
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Finally
M M

lgo flla+h)=(gof)@) =D > > Qul(h) V)l <2e

d=1m=1 p|=d

for M large. But

33 3 0,00 = X R

d=1m=1 p|=d

M

sincez ZQu:RdforalldgM. [l
m=1p|=d

1.4.3 Nemytskii type operators on a Banach algebra

Let A be a real Banach algebra afidbe a real analytic function in a neighborhood of
0, which means that for some open suldgedf R containingd we havef € C*°(U,R)
and for some positive constant$, K

vneN, |f™(0)] < MK"n!

Itis clear that for any: € N the mapu — u" is the restriction to the diagonal of”
of the continuous n-linear map

U= (uy,..un) = Huj

It follow that the map

f(n)
Z

is analytic in the open balB, = B(0, ) in the sense of Subsectibn 114.1. This map
will be called the Nemytskii type operator associated @n the Banach algebra.

Example 1.4.7.Let us consider the special cade= L>°(S) whereS is any positively
measured space. Then for afias above the operator defined by

X £(n)
Ny )(s) = f(u(s) = 32 0
n=0

forall u € B(0, %) C L*(S) and almost everywhere ifi is usually called the Ne-
mytskii operator orL.>°(S) associated tg and is an analytic map in a ball centered at
0. The same holds true if we replagée (S) by the set of continous bounded functions
on a topological spacg or more generally any Banach sub-algebra of it.

Remark 1.4.8. (i) The Nemytskii operatoN(u)(s) = f(u(s)) makes sense in other
contexts, for instance from a Lebesgue space into anotBanasg some growth re-
strictions of the generating functigh

(if) We shall use this operator exclusively in the case whiei®in fact an entire func-
tion, i.e. K can be taken arbitrarily small.

(iif) Moreover, in the applications we shall usually needsogrowth restrictions oif
or even its first derivative.

(iv) In our applications to convergend@f( )( ) = f(u(s)) will usually appear as the
derivative of a potential functio6'(u) = [ F'(u(s)ds whereF is a primitive of f.
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1.4.4 Inverting analytic maps

Let X, Y be two real Banach space and X. LetU be an open neighborhood of
in X andf € C*(U,Y). The well known inverse map theorem says thabif (a) €
Isom(X,Y), there exists a possibly smaller neigborh®@f a in X such thatf (17)
isopeniny andf : W — f(W) is aC!-diffeomorphism. Moreover we have the
formula

vy e f(W), D(f ) =[Df(f )™

We note that in order fof to be a diffeomorphism, we need the existence of a linear
topological isomorphism betweeX andY’, namelyL = D f(a), so that diffeomor-
phisms can be reduced to the cd§e= Y by replacing the general functighby the
"operator‘g = L~! o f. By combining[1.45) with the fact that the m@p— T ' is
analytic on the open set IsofX, X)) C £(X, X), itis easy to prove the following

Theorem 1.4.9. Giving a functionf € C'(U,Y) which is analytic ata € U, if
Df(a) € Isom(X,Y), the inverse mag —! is analytic atf(a).

Proof. By constructiong : V' — X is analytic withV an open ball ofX contained in

U and centered at, so that we may assumé = U. As a consequence of Proposition
[L.435,Dg is analytic :V — L(X) and we haveDg(a) = Idz(X). ThenDg~(x) =
(Dg)~tog~!(z) throughouy(V), so thatDg~! appears as a composition of 3 analytic
maps by reducing if necessavyto a small ball around in which Dy is sufficiently
close told,(X) in the norm of£(X) to use the formuldl — 7)~! = Y 7™ where
7(y) = Ids(X) — Dg(y) . Finally by using once more Propositibn 114.5, the gradient
Dg~1 is lifted to g—! which is therefore also analytic . The details are esséytial
classical and left to the reader. O



Chapter 2

Background results on
Evolution Equations

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

Throughout this paragraplX; denotes a real Banach space. The norm¥ a§ denoted
by ||]|. The results will generally be stated without proof. For fieofs we refer to
the classical literature on functional analysis, cf. €28,[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, and A : D — X is a linear mapping. We say that is bounded if| Au||
remains bounded for € {z € D, ||z|| < 1}. Otherwise A is called unbounded.

Remark 2.1.2. If A is bounded, ther is the restriction taD of some operatod €
L(Y, X), whereY is a closed linear subspace &f containingD. On the other hand
if A is unbounded, then there exists no operatar L(Y, X) with Y a closed linear
subspace oK andD C Y such thatd|D = A.

Definition 2.1.3. If (D, A) is a linear operator onX, the graph of4 and the range of
A are the linear subspaces(A) and R(A) of X defined by

GA) ={(u,f) e X x X,ue D, f=Au} and R(A) = A(D).

As it is usual, we shall frequently call the p&ib, A) as "A with D(A) = D ".
However one must always keep in mind that when we define arliogerator, it is
absolutely crucial to specify the domain.

Definition 2.1.4. A linear operatorA on X is called dissipative if we have
Vu € D(A), YA >0, ||lu — AAu|| > |lu]|.

A is called m-dissipative ifl is dissipative and for alA > 0, the operator] — \A is
onto, i.e
Vie X, ue D(A),u— Nu = f.

18
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Proposition 2.1.5. Let A be a linear dissipative operator oK. Then the following
properties are equivalent.
(i) Ais m-dissipative orX.
(i) There exists\g > 0 such that for eaclf € X, there exista, € D(A) with :
u — MAu = f.
2.1.2 Case whereX is a Hilbert space

Let us denote by-, -) the inner product o . If A is a linear densely defined operator
on X, the formula

G(A*) = {(Uvg) e X xX, V(u,f) € G(A)7 <gvu> = <U7f>}
defines a linear operatat* (the adjoint ofA), with domain
D(A™) ={v e X, 3C < o0, [{Au,v)| < C||lu||,Vu € D(A)}

and such that:(A*v,u) = (v, Au),Vu € D(A),Yv € D(A*). Indeed the linear
formu — (v, Au) defined onD(A) for eachv € D(A*), has a unique extension
p e X'= X, and we setip = A*v.

Obviously, G(A*) is always closed. Moreover, it is immediab check that if
B e L(X),then(A+ B)* = A* + B*.
In the Hilbert space setting , m-dissipative operators @oHaracterised rather easily
. First the following proposition follows from elementaryality properties

Proposition 2.1.6. A linear operatorA on X is dissipative inX if and only if
Vu € D(A), (Au,u) <0.
In addition if A is m-dissipative oiX, thenD(A) is everywhere dense iK.
The following result is often useful, especially the twoaitaries:

Proposition 2.1.7. Let A be a linear dissipative operator oX, with dense domain.
ThenA is m-dissipative if, and only il* is dissipative and7(A) is closed.

Corollary 2.1.8. If A is self-adjoint inX, in the sense thaD(A) = D(A*) and
A*u = Au, forall u € D(A), and if A < 0 (which meangAu,u) < 0 for all
u € D(A), ThenA is m-dissipative.

Corollary 2.1.9. If A is skew-adjoint inX, in the sense thaD(A) = D(A*) and
A*u = —Au, forall 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 litrezory of partial differential
equations which shall be used throughout the text. The defisi of Sobolev spaces
and the associated norms are the standard ones as can baf{8}hdn particular,Q2
being an open set iR"Y, we shall use the spaces

H™(Q) = {u € L*(Q), Dju € L*(Q), Vj : |j| < m},
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endowed with the obvious inner product

Hy (1) = completion ofC* functions with compact support ift for the H™
norm.
We recall the Poincaré inequality f (©2) when(2 is bounded :

Yw € H&(Q),/ |Vw|?dx > )\1/ lw|?de,
Q Q

where); = \;(Q) is the first eigenvalue af-A) in Hg () . We are now in a position
to describe our basic examples.

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

Let Q be any open set iRY, andH = L?(Q2). We define the linear operatdér on H
by
D(B) = {u € Hy(Q), Au € L*(Q)},

Bu = Au, Yu € D(B).

Then B is m-dissipative and densely defined. More precigglys self-adjoint and
B < 0. In addition if the boundary of? is bounded and’?, then

D(B) = H*() N Hy (%),
algebraically and topologically.
Example 2.1.11. : The Laplacian in an open set ak? : C" theory.
Let now( be any open set iR". We consider the Banach space
X =C%0) ={uecC@),u=00ndN}
endowed with the supremum norm and we define the linear apeXdiy
D(A) ={ue€ X NH}Q),Au € X}; Au = Au,Yu € D(A).

Then if the boundary of? is Lipschitz continuousA is m-dissipative and densely
defined onX.

Example 2.1.12. : The wave operator o} (Q) x L?(9).

Let 2 be any open set iR andX = H}(Q2) x L?*(Q). The spaceX is a real Hilbert

space when equipped with the inner product

(u,0), (w, 2)) = /Q (VuVw + vz) dz,

inducing onX a norm equivalent to the standard product normiEi{(§2) x L2(£2).
We define the linear operatdron X by

D(A) = {(u,v) € X, Au € L*(Q), v € H}(Q)}

A(u,v) = (v, Au),V(u,v) € D(A).

Then A is skew-adjoint inX, and in particulard 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 letbe a linear, densely defined, m-dissipative
operator onX . The following fundamental Theorem is proved for instancf¥,[82].

Theorem 2.2.1. There exists a unique one-parameter farfiily) € L(X) defined for
t > 0 and such that

(1) T() € LX) and | T(1)]|x) < 1,¥ > 0.

() T(0) =1,

() T(t+s)=Tt)T(s),Vs,t > 0.

(4) Foreachz € D(A),u(t) = T(t)x is the unique solution of the problem

u € C([0,+00); D(A)) N C([0, +00); X)
uw'(t) = Au(t), ¥t > 0

u(0) =z
Finally, for eachz € D(A) andt > 0, we haveT(t)Ax = AT (t)x.

2.2.2 Two important special cases

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

Theorem 2.2.2.Let A be self-adjointand< 0. Letx € X, andu(t) = T'(¢)z. Thenu
is the unique solution of

u € C([0,+00); X) N C((0,+00); D(A)) N C*((0, +00); X)
u'(t) = Au(t), vt > 0

u(0) ==z

Remark 2.2.3. Theoren 2.2]2 means th@k(¢) has a "smoothing effect” on initial
data. Indeed, even if € D(A), we haveT(t)xr € D(A), forallt > 0. As a
basic example, let us consider the case= L?(Q2), A defined byD(4) = {u €
H}(Q), Au € L*(Q)}, Au = Au, Yu € D(A) where) is a bounded open set R
and the boundary d® is smooth. Theorefn2.2.2 here says that for each L?(2)},
there exists a unique solution

u € C([0, +00), L*(R2)) N C(0, +o0, H2(Q) N H (2)) N C*(0, +00, L*(Q))
of :
ur = Au;  u(0) = ug.
Actually a much stronger smoothing property holds trueesibg iterating the proce-

dure we prove easily that(t) € D(A™) 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 groupegatied by skew-adjoint
operators.

Theorem 2.2.4.Let A be skew-adjoint. Thefi(¢) extends to one-parameter group of
operatorsT'(t) : R — L(X) such that

(1) vz e X, T(t)x € C(R, X).

2) Ve e X,Vt e R, || T({t)z| = |z

() Vs eR,VEe R, T(t+s) =T(t)T(s).

(4) Foreachx € D(A), u(t) = T(t)x is a solution ofu’(t) = Au(t), Vt € R.
Example 2.2.5.Let X = H}(Q2) x L%(Q2), and let4 be as in ExampleZ.1.112. We ob-
tain that for any(uo, vo) € X , there is a solutiom € C(R, H} (Q2))NCY (R, L3(2))N
C?*(R,H~1(Q)) of:

uge = Ay u(0) = ug, u(0) = vo.

It can be shown that is unique.

2.3 Semilinear problems

Let X be areal Banach space, k¢be a linear, densely defined, m-dissipative operator
on X, and letT'(t) be given by Theoreln2.2.1. The following Theorem is quiteilsim

to the construction of the flow associated to an ordinaredifiitial system and is the
starting point of the theory of semilinear evolution eqoas.

Theorem 2.3.1.Let I : X — X be Lipschitz continuous on each bounded subset of
X. Then for eaclx € X, There ist(z) € (0,+o00] and a unigue maximal solution
u € C([0,7(x)), X) of the equation

it

u(t) = T(t)x + / T(t—s)F(u(s))ds

0

The numberr(z) is the existence time of the solution , and satisfies thevioilp al-
ternative: eitherr(z) = oo and the solution: with initial datumz € X is global (in
X); or 7(x) < oo and the solution, with initial datumz € X blows up in finite time
(in X). In the latter case we have

lu(®)|| — +oo ast — 7(z).

In the theory of semilinear evolution equations, a basid tocestablish global
existence, uniqueness, boundedness or stability prepestithe solution will be the
Gronwall Lemma (cf. Lemmia1.2.1).

2.4 A semilinear heat equation

Let Q be any open set ilR™Y with Lipschitz continuous boundag() , and let us
consider the equation

ur— Au+ f(u)=0 INRTxQ, u=00nR" x 9N (2.1)
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wheref is a locally Lipschitz continuous functio®R — R with f(0) = 0. Itis natural
to set B
X =C%0) ={uecC(Q),u=00n0Q}

and to introduce the semi-grodfit) on X associated to the homogeneous linear prob-
lem
u—Au=0 INRT"xQ, w=00nR" x 00

In fact herel (¢) is the semi-group generated by the operataf Exampld 2.1.71. Let
¢ € X: by Theoreni 2.3]1 we can defingy) < oo and a unigue maximal solution
solutionu € C([0, 7(y)), X) of the equation

u(t) = T(t)x + /0 T(t — s)F(u(s))ds

with F' : X — X given by(F(u))(z) := — f(u(z)) for all « in the closure of W. Then
u can be considered as the local solutiorfofl(2.1) with ihtadition«(0) = ¢ in X.
The following simple result will be useful later on.

Proposition 2.4.1. Let f satisfy the condition
Vs € Rwith |s| > C, f(s)s >0 (2.2)
Then we have for any € X
7(p)=oco and supfu(t)|= < Maz{C, [lpfr} < o0 (2.3)

where u is the solution of2. ) with initial conditionu(0) = ¢ .

Proof. Let M = Max{C, ||¢| L=} and let us show for instance thaft, z) < M on
(0,7(¢)) x €. Introducingz = v — M, we have

2 — Az = f(M) = f(u) = f(M) < f(M) = f(u)
sincef(M) > 0. In addition it can be shown that
u € C(0,7(p); H*(Q) N Hy(Q)) N C(0,7(¢); L*(2))

and then

Z+2£C: Z+Zt Xr = Z+ zZ — u) — X
<d/dt>/ﬂ| 24 2/Q d 2/9 (Az+ F(M) — f(u) — F(M))d

< —2/Vz+.Vz d$+2/z+|f(M)—f(u)|dac
Q Q

Becausef is locally Lipschitz and. is bounded or{0, t) x 2 for eacht < 7(p), we
have

[f(M) = f(u)|(t,z) < K@)zt 2)[ on (0,1) x ©
Then by using the identities = 2™ — 2~ andz*.2~ = 0,V2T.V2~ = 0 almost
everywhere, we obtain:

(d/dt)/ |+ 2da < —2/ V22 d:c—i—QK(t)/ 2 da
Q Q Q

The inequalityu(t,z) < M on (0, 7(p)) x Q now follows easily by an application of
Lemma1.Z1 since™ (0,z) = 0. Similarly we showu(t,z) > —M on (0,7(¢)) X
Q. O
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2.5 A semilinear wave equation with a linear dissipa-
tive term

Let Q be any open set ilR"Y with Lipschitz continuous boundag() , and let us
consider the equation

U — Au+yup + f(u) =0 INRT xQ, w=00nR" x 9Q (2.4)

wheref is a locally Lipschitz continuous functio®® — R with f(0) = 0 satisfying
the growth condition

[f'(w)| <CA+|ul"), ae.onR (2.5)

with » > 0 arbitrary if N = 1 or2 and0 < r <

if N > 3. 1Itis natural to set
N -2 -

X = Hg(Q) x L*(Q)
Let us denote by* the mapping defined by
£ ((u,0)) = (0, —f(w)), Y(u,v) € X.
The growth condition(2]5) together with Sobolev embeddieprems imply that
ff(X)c X; f*: X — X is Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets
We also define the operatbre L(X) given by
I'((u,v)) = (0,7v), V(u,v) € X.

Finally let T'(¢) (cf. TheoreniZ.2]4 with4 as in example€Z 112 iX = H}(Q) x
L?(Q)) be the isometry group on X generated by the linear wave @quat

g —Au=0 INRTxQ, uw=00nR" x9N
For each(y,v) € X, by Theoreni 2.3]1 we can define a unique maximal solution

solutionU = (u,u) € C([0,7(p,)); X) of the equation

Wﬂ=ﬂm%w+élw—$UWW@—meMs

The following simple result will be useful later on.
Proposition 2.5.1. Assumey > 0, and letf satisfy the condition

A
VseR, F(s)> (,?1 +e)s>—C withe>0,C>0 (2.6)

where F' is the primitive off such thatF'(0) = 0 and )\, is the first eigenvalue of
—Ain H}(Q). Then we have for anfyp, ) € X : 7(p,1) = oo and the solution
U = (u, u;) of (Z4)such that/(0) = (¢, ) satisfies :

sup ([ (u(t), w(t)) [ x < oc.
>0
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Proof. The solutions of[(2]4) satisfy the energy equality
t
v [ [ e ondsdt + B(o.wie) = Bo.v)

0 Q
with

1 2 1 2

E(p, ) === [ [IVe@)|?dz + = | [Y(2)?dx+ [ F(p(z))dx
2 Q 2 Q Q

In particular sincey > 0, we find E(u(t), u:(t)) < E(p,) and the result follows
quite easily from[(2J6). Indeed, from Poincaré inequakitydeduce

Yw € Hy (Q), (1 — 7])/ |Vw|?de > (A — 25)/ w?dx,
Q Q
wheneven < 2¢/\;. Then

Ble.v) = (f2) [ [VoPdo+5 [ [0@Pds—Clal, V(.)€ X,

and a bound o’ implies a bound inX . O
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Uniformly damped linear
semi-groups

3.1 Ageneral property of linear contraction semi-groups

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

' = Lu(t), t>0 (3.1)

For anyu € X, the formulau(t) = S(t)uo whereS(t) is the contraction semi-group
generated by. defines the unique generalized solution[of](3.1) suchdb@t = wu.
We recall the following simple property :

Proposition 3.1.1. For all ¢ > 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) Forallt >0,||S(t)] = 1.
(2) 3¢ > 0,9M > 0,forall t > 0, S(t)|| < Me =t

Proof. The function||.S(¢)| is nonincreasing. If for som& > 0 we have||S(t)|| = 1
fort € [0,7) and||S(T)| = 0, thenVe > 0,Vt > 0,[|S(t)|| < M(e)e =" with
M (e) = eT. Assuming, on the contrary, that for some> 0 we have) < ||S(7)|| <
1, for eacht > 0 we can writet = n7 + s, withn € N, 0 < s < 7. Then||S(?¥)|| <

[IS(7)]|™ and we obtain (2) witl = _ Logll Sl andM =e" =1/||S(r)||. O
T

3.2 The case of the heat equation

The linear heat equation can be studied in many interespiages. Its treatment is
especially simple in the Hilbert space setting of exarhpleI®. However, in view of

the applications to semilinear perturbationshe theory is more flexible. Let us start
with the Hilbert space setting : following the notation ofaexple[2.1.70, we denote
by S(t) the semi-group generated Bin H = L?(2). We have the following simple
result.

26
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Proposition 3.2.1. Let \; = \;(f2) be the first eigenvalue ¢f-A) in H{ (2). Then
1SE Nl ey < e ™, vt>o0. (3.2)
Proof. Lety € D(B), and consider
Ft) = (M St)ellm)2, V=0

We have
e Mty = 2)\1/Qu(t,:r)Qd:E+2/Qu(t,x)u/(t,:r)d:r
= 2)\1/Qu(t,ac)Qdac—|—2/Qu(t,x)Au(t,m)dm
= Q(Al/glu(t,m)de—/Q|Vu(t,x)|2dac) <0.

Hence
IS@¢llr < e ™ lellm, V¥t =0,¥p € D(B).

The result follows by density. O

We now assume thé&t is bounded with a Lipschitz continous boundary and we use
the notation of Example 2. 1.111. L&Yt) denote the semi-group generatedAjn X.
SinceX C H with continous imbedding and(A4) C G(B), itis classical, using the
Hille-Yosida theory, to prove

Voe X,Vt>0, T(t)p=>S(t)y (3.3)
In particular we have]|S(t)¢||ln < et ¢| u, for eacht > 0 andy € X. The

following property of uniform damping in X will be more intesting for semilinear
perturbations

Theorem 3.2.2.Let\; = \;(Q) be the first eigenvalue ¢f-A) in H} (). Then

1Sl ecxy < Me ™, vt >0, (3.4)
with
)\1|Q|2/N
M = exp(——)- (3.5)

In the proof of Theorem 3.2.2 we shall use a rather well-knsminothing property
of S(t) in L? spaces. Denoting by- ||, the norminL, () , we recall

Proposition 3.2.3. Let1 < p < ¢ < o0. Then

)EG=D ||, VE > 0,Vp € X.

1
<
ISl < (=

A possible proof, omitted here, relies on the explicit forhthe heat kernel iR Y
together with a comparison principle.
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Proof of Theorem[3.2.2. Let o € X andT > 0. Firstfor0 < ¢t < T, we have trivially

IS®¢lleo < llellos < e e T 0] o-

Then ift > T, we find successively, applying first Proposition 3.2.3 with- 2 and
q =00

1

N
1SMells < (7=5) T 1SE =Tl
47T

L ¥ ot "

< (m) e MteMT ol (by Propositio3.1]1)
1,1 X _

< 190 () MM el

: _ Q|
Then the estimate follows by lettirig = . O
7

Remark 3.2.4. Actually (3.4) is not valid with\/ = 1. More precisely, if| S ()| z(x) <
M'e=™t with m > 0, we must havel/’ > 1. Indeed, letp € D(2) be such that
¢ =1nearzy € Qand|¢||x = 1, and letu(t) = S(t)e. It is then easily verified that
u € C*([0,00) x Q). Consequently:,(0,z) = 0 nearzy. Hence, for any > 0 and
anyz close enough ta, we find

u(t,x) > 1 — et
for all t sufficiently small : in particular
lu(®)llx =1 —et

for ¢ small. This estimate with > 0 arbitrary small is not compatible with
[1S(t)]l2(x) < e~ *, for whatever valug: > 0.

3.3 The case of linearly damped wave equations

We have the following result

Proposition 3.3.1. LetQ2 be a bounded domain iR"V. Consider the equation
U — Au+du =0iINRT x Q, uw=00nR" x 9 (3.6)

Then, denoting by - || the norm inH} () and by| - | the norm inL?(2), for any
solution u of (3.8) we have

[u@®)]] + lue()] < C([u(0)]] + [ue(0)])e ™" (3.7
for someC,6 > 0.

This result is a special case of the following more genegatksgtent. Letd be a
positive self-adjoint operator with dense domain on a rebdett spaced with norm
denoted by.| and inner product denoted Ky, .). A is assumed coercive aHf in the
sense that

Ja > 0,Yu € D(A), (Au,u) > alul?.
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We introducel := D(A'/?), the closure inff of D(A) under the norm
p(u) = (Au,u)?.

The normp extends orl/ and we equig/ with the extension op, denoted byj||| so
that
VueV, |lul =|A"?u|

whereA'/? ¢ L(V; H)NL(D(A); V) is the unique nonnegative square rootlofThe
duality product betweel’ and its topological dudl”’ extends the inner product dif
in the following way:

V(fv) e HxV, (f,o)vy = (fv).
In particular we have
V(u,v) € D(A) x V, (Au,v)vrv = (Au,v) = (AV?u, AV?v).
In particular by the definition of the standard normiéhwe have
Vue D(A), ||Auly: < [AY?u] = [u].
By selectingy = u we even obtain
Vue D(A), Aully = |ul.

By Lax-Milgram’s theorem the extensiohof A by continuity onV is bijective from
V to V" and in additionA satisfies

Y(u,v) € V XV, (Au,v)yr v = (AY?u, AY?v)

so thatA becomes by definition the duality map frovhto V’. Finally, denoting by
I - ||« the standard norm on &f’ we remark that

VEeV, Ifl=1A""1l
LetnowB € L(V; V') be such that
Vv eV, (Bv,v)>0.
We consider the second order equation
u” 4+ Au+ Bu' = 0.
and the energy spade = V' x H is equipped with the Hilbert product space norm.
Proposition 3.3.2. The unbounded operator dti defined by
D(L) ={(u,v) eV xV; Au+BveH} (3.8)

L(u,v) = (v,—Au — Bv) V(u,v) € D(L) (3.9)

is m - dissipative orE.
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Proof. We denote by, ) the inner product irE. First L is dissipative ornF . Indeed
foranyU = (u,v) € D(L) we have

(LU, U) = (v,u)y + (—Au— Bv,v)g
(AY2y, AY24) 4+ (=Au — Bu,v)vr v
= <—BU,’U>VI7V < 0.

In order to prove thaf. is m-dissipative onE we consider, for any f,g) € E the
equation
(u,v) GD(L)a —L(u,v)+(u,v):(f,g)
which is equivalent to
(u,v) eV XV, —v4+u=f;, Au+Bv+v=yg
or in other terms
(u,v) eV XV, u=f+v; Av+Bv+v=g—Af

Assuming we know that the operatéf = A + B + I is such thatC(V) = V' we
conclude immediately that
(I —L)D(L)=E

and thereford is m-dissipative as claimed. The propefty}’) = V' is an immediate
consequence of the following elementary lemma O

Lemma 3.3.3.LetV be a real Hilbert space an@' € L(V,V’). Assume that for some
n > 0 we have
YoeV, (Cvopviy =nlv]*.

ThenC(V) =V

Proof. FirstC(V) is a closed linear subspacef. Indeed iff,, = Cv,, € C(V') and
fn convergestq € V' we have for eaclim, n) the inequality

1 1
||Un - Um||2 S ;<fn - fmavn - Um>V’,V = ||Un - 'UmH S Ean - fm”*

Henceu,, is a Cauchy sequence nand its limitv satisfiesCv = f. Now if C(V) #
V"’ there exists a non-zero vectore V' such that

YoeV, (Cv,w)yy vy =0
By lettingv = w we conclude thatv = 0, a contradiction. O

Proposition 3.3.4. Let A, V and H be as above. LeB € L(V, V") satisfy the follow-
ing conditions

Ja >0, YveV, (Bvvy v > alv)?
3C >0, YweV, B3 <CHBv,v)yv: v+ |vf).

Letu € C1(0,+00, V) N C?%(0, 400, V') be a solution of
v + Au+ Bu' = 0.
There exists some constaits> 1 and~ > 0 independent ofi such that

V>0, [lu(t), ' (t)]|z < Ce™[[u(0),u’(0)| .
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Proof. We consider for alt > 0 ande > 0 small enough
He(t) = [lu' )l + [ AZu(®)]|* + € (u(t), /()
and we compute

HI(t) = —(B/'0),4' (1)) +ellu'(0)l* +elu”(t), u(t))
= —(B/(£),0/(8) +ellu/(8)]]* = e A2u(®)|* = £(Bu'(¢), u(t))

< {BO/0). 0 0) + el O — | ARO + nelu)} + B0}
< (1 DYBEOO) + e+ DO - <0 - mllAtu

Choosing for instance = /¢ and lettings small enough we obtain first
HL(t) < =Sl ()1 + 143 u(®))).
On the other hand it is not difficult to check fessmall enough the inequality:
(1= Me) [/ @)II* + [ A2u(®)]|* < Ho(t) < (1+ Me)|[u' ()] + || A2 u(t)]>

whereM is independent of the solutianas well ag ande. This concludes the proof.
O

Remark 3.3.5.1f (u(0),u'(0)) € D(L), thenclearly, € C*(0, +oco, V)NC2(0, +00, V).
By density, Propositioh 3.3.4 means that the semi-grouggeed byL is exponen-
tially damped inE. In particular Proposition 3.3.1 follows as a special case.



Chapter 4

Generalities on dynamical
systems

4.1 General framework

Throughout this paragraptZ, d) denotes a complete metric space.

Definition 4.1.1. A dynamical system of¥, d) is a one parameter familyS(¢) }:+>o
of mapsZ — Z such that

(i) Vt >0,5(t) € C(Z,2);
(i) S(0) = Identity;
(iii) Vs,t>0,8(t+s) = S5(t) o S(s);
(iv) Vz € Z,S(t)z € C([0, +o0), Z).
Remark 4.1.2. In the sequel we shall often dendtét)S(s) instead ofS(t) o S(s).

Remark 4.1.3. If F' is a closed subset df such thatS(¢t)F C F forall ¢t > 0, then
{S(t)/r}¢>0 is @ dynamical system oiF, d).

Definition 4.1.4. For eachz € Z, the continuous curve — S(t)z is called the
trajectory ofz (underS(t)).

Definition 4.1.5. Letz € Z. The set
w(z)={y € Z,3t, = +00,5(t,)z = y asn — +oo}
is called thew-limit set of z (underS(¢)).

Proposition 4.1.6. We also have

w(z) = ﬂ U{S(t)z}

s>0t>s

Proof. Immediate according to Definitidn 4.1.5. O

32
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Proposition 4.1.7. For eachz € Z and anyt > 0, we have
w(S(t)z) = w(2); 4.1)

S(t)(w(2)) C w(z). (4.2)

In addition, if U {S(t)z} is relatively compact ir%, then
t>0

S(t)(w(z)) =w(z) # 0. (4.3)

Proof. a) (4.1) is an immediate consequence of Propoditionl4.1.6.

b) Lety € w(z). There is an infinite sequen¢g — +oo such that ase — +oo,

S(tn)z — y. Foreacht > 0, settingr,, = t,, + ¢, we findS(r,,)z — S(t)y, therefore

S(t)y € w(z); hencel(4R).

c) Finally, assuméd{S(t)z} to be precompact itZ. There is an infinite sequence
t>0

t, — +oo andy € Z such that ags — +o0, S(t,)z — y. Thusy € w(z) and

w(z) # 0. To establish the inclusion(z) C S(t)(w(z)), let us considey € w(z)

andt,, — +oo such thatS(¢,, )z — y. letr, = t,, — t. By possibly replacing,, by a

subsequence, we may assufi(e,,)z — w € w(z). Hence by continuity of (¢)

St)w=25(t) lim S(r,)z= lim S(t,)z =y,

n—-+oo n—-+o0o

and [4.3) is completely proved. O

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

d(z,B) := inf d
(2,B) = Inf d(z,y)
the usual distance in the sense(4f d) from a pointz € Z to the setB. Using this
notation we can state

Theorem 4.1.8. Assume that_J{S(t)z} is relatively compact irfZ. Then
+>0

(i) S(t)(w(z)) =w(z) # 0, for eacht > 0;
(i) w(z) is a compact connected subsethf

(i) d(S(t)z,w(z)) — 0ast — +oo.

Proof. (i) is just (4.3). Moreover, for als > 0, U{S(t)z} is a nonempty com-
t>s

pact connected subset gf. Propositioi 4.116 therefore implies thatz) is a com-
pact connected subset 4f as a nonincreasing intersection of such sets: this is (ii).
To check (iii), let us asssume that there exist— +o0o ande > 0 such that for

all n, d(S(t,)z,w(z)) > e. By compactness and by the definitionwfz), there is

a pointy € w(z) and a subsequeneg: — +oo for which S(¢,/ )z — y. Hence
d(S(tn)z,w(z)) — 0, a contradiction which proves the claim. O
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We now introduce the basic example of dynamical systems tstumtied in this
book. LetX be a real Banach space, létbe 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 eachc X, there ist(z) € (0,+o0] and a
unigue maximal solution € C'([0, 7(x)), X) of the equation

u(t)T(t):rJr/O T(t— s)F(u(s))ds ¥t € [0,7(z)) (4.4)

whereT (t) is the semigroup generated Hy(cf. Theoreni 2.2]1) and the number)
is the existence time of the solution. Foe X andt € [0, 7(z)),we set

LetY C X be such that for som&/ < +oo we have
T(y) = 4o00,Vy € Y; (4.5)
1S(t)yll < M,Vy € Y,¥t > 0. (4.6)

We setZ = U U{S(t)z} and we denote by the distance induced off by the

yeY t>s
norm of X.

Lemma 4.1.9. We have the following properties
(i) 7(2) =400, Vz € Z;
(i) |IS@®)z|| < M, Vze Z, Vt > 0;
(i) S(t)ze Z,Vz€ Z, ¥Vt > 0.

Proof. Lety € Y. Thenifu(t) = S(t)y is the solution of[(414) with: = y a straight-
forward calculation shows that for asy> 0, v(t) = u(¢ + s) is the solution of[(4.14)
with = u(s). Therefore,

S()S(s)y = S(t)(u(s)) =u(t+s), Vs, t>0.

Consequently(S(s)y) = +ooforally € Y and each, t > 0and||S(t)S(s)y|| < M
forally € Y and eacls,t > 0. Now letz € Z. There exists a sequen@g) in [0, +00)
and a sequendg,,) in Y such thatS(t,, )y, — z asn — +oo. PickT < 7(z). Of
course we have by Gronwall’s Lemma (lemma1.2.1) :

S()S(tn)yn — S(t)z as n — +oo, uniformly on[0, 7. 4.7

In particular||S(¢)z|| < M,Vt € [0,T]. SinceT < 7(z) is arbitrary, we deduce
first (i), then (ii). Finally (iii) follows as a consequence(@.7). O

Theorem 4.1.10.{S(¢) }+>0 is a dynamical system di¥, d).

Proof. First S(0) = Identity. Moreover for eackk € Z, if z,, € Z andz, — z
asn — +oo, as a consequence of the Gronwall Lemma (lerhmall.2.1) wenobta
classically :

S(t)zn, — S(t)z as n — +o0, uniformly on|0, T']
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for each finite T . In particulaf (¢t) € C(Z, Z) for all t > 0. Moreover for eacly € Z,
the calculation performed in the proof of Lemma4l.1.9 shdvas t

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

for all s,¢ > 0. Finally by construction we havg(t)z € C([0,40o0), Z) for each
z € Z. Hence the result. O

As a particular case of Theorém 4.1.10, we can chdbse R, N > 1. For each
vector fieldF" € Wllo’jw(RN ,R™) we consider the (autonomous) differential system

u/(t) = Flu(t)) 4.8)

and its integral curves(t) =: S(t)x defined fort € [0,7(x)). Theoreni 4110 says
that if 7(y) = 4o0c and the corresponding local solutiaiit) remains bounded for
t > 0, thent(z) = +o0o for eachz € Z := u(R*) and the restriction of(¢) to Z
(endowed with the distance associated to the norm) is a digaasystem. To see this
we apply Theoreln 4110 with = 0 andY = {y}.

Other important examples of dynamical systems will be dased to the partial
differential equations studied in Chapfér 2. Their projsriill be studied precisely
in the next chapter.

4.2 Some easy examples

In the first section (Theorelm 4.1.8), we showed thatdtHienit set of a precompact tra-
jectoryu(t) = S(t)z is a continuum invariant undéi(¢) and which (by construction!)
attracts the trajectory as— +o0. In some cases this gives directly a convergence
result. As a first easy case we have

Proposition 4.2.1. If w(z) is discrete, there exists € Z such that(S(t)z,a) — 0 as
t — 400

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theofem#.1.8. Indeged,, being
compact and discrete is finite. But a connected finite setlisaed to a point. O

As an example let us consider the second order ODE
o +u +ud—u=0.
All solutions are global and an immediate calculation gives
(d/dt)[(1/2)u? + (1/4)u* — (1/2)u?] = —u* < 0.

Hence we can define the dynamical system generated on the wh&P by setting
U(t) = (u(t),u (t)) and writing the equation as a first order system. The function
[(1/2)u?+ (1/4)u*— (1/2)u?](t) is nonincreasing along trajectories. Consequently it
has a limit ag tends to infinity and, as a consequence, each trajector) Gontained

in thew-limit set of a given trajectory satisfies automatically

0 = (d/dt)[(1/2)v" + (1/4)v* — (1/2)v%] = —v".
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It follows, since this implies’ = 0, that thew-limit set of any trajectory consists of
stationary points and is therefore containedinl,—1} x {0}. By connectedness,
the w-limit set reduces to a singletof{z,0)} with z = 0,1 or (-1). Therefore every
solution has a limit a#-co.

Actually the argument which we gave above in this speciat tageneral for sys-
tems having what will be called a "strict Liapunov functioi®n the other hand already
in R? there are many examples of systems with non-convergendaaiinajectories.
For instance the basic second order equation

u' +wlu=0

has no convergent trajectory except= 0. Here instead of a Liapunov function we
have an invariant energy, and thdimit 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 whidheilised throughout the
text.

Definition 4.3.1. Letz € Z. The trajectoryt — S(t)z is called convergent if there is
a € Z such that

tilgloo d(S(t)z,a) = 0.
Definition 4.3.2. A pointz € Z is called an equilibrium point (or equivalently a
stationary point) of the dynamical systeftt) if {2} is invariant underS(t), i.e.

Vi >0, S(t)z = z.
The following property is now obvious

Proposition 4.3.3. If a trajectory of the dynamical systeff{¢) is convergent, the limit
is always a stationary point.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Propos[ion ¥.1.7.elthifea trajectory
converges, it is precompact and the omega-limit set is aarigwt singleton. O

Remark 4.3.4. As a trivial consequence of Propositlon 413.3, a necessagition for
a precompact trajectory to be convergent is thabitsnit set be made of equilibria. In
chapter 6 we shall study an important class of systems fochuiew-limit set of all
precompact trajectories is reduced to equilibria. Thehéfget of equilibria is finite,
convergence follows from Proposition 42.1. On the otherdhan important part of
the book will be devoted to the harder case of a continuouéiyiie set of equilibria.

4.4 Stability of equilibrium points

Another important concept concerning equilibria (and nmgmeerally trajectories) of a
dynamical system is the concept of stability as defined bpuiv.
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Definition 4.4.1. An equilibrium point: of the dynamical systesi(¢) is called stable
(underS(t)) if

Ve>0, 36>0, Vze Zd(z,a)<d=Vt>0, d(S(t)z,a)<e.
Otherwise we say thatis unstable.

The following result, relted to the concept of Liapunov ftian, provides a general
stability criterion applicable even to infinite dimensibagstems.

Theorem 4.4.2.Leta € Z be an equilibrium point of the dynamical systéffi) and
U be an open subset éf with a € U such that for som& < C(Z) we have

Vr e (O,TO),d min  V(u) > V(a) (4.9)

(u,a)=r
YueU, Vt>0, V(SEtu<V(u)
Thena is a stable equilibrium point of the dynamical syst&fa).

Proof. Letr > 0 be such thaB3(a,r) C U and let

c:= min V(u)>V(a
Jin (u) > V(a)

Let
W = {u € Bla,r),V(u) < c}

Itis clear thafiV is open witha € . In addition ifug € W, u(t) = S(t)u, satisfies
V>0, u(t)eWw
Indeed if this property fails for som& € W, we can consider
to=inf{t >0, wu(t)¢W}.

We haveV (u(tp)) < V(ug) < cand sincéV is open the only possibility ig(u(to), a) =
r, a contradiction with the definition ef The result is now immediate sinee> 0 can
be chosen arbitrarily small. O

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

Corollary 4.4.3. Assuming that closed balls with finite radius are compacsstdof
Z ,leta € Z be an equilibrium point of the dynamical systéift)and U be an open
subset ofZ with @ € U such that for som& € C(Z) we have

YueUu#a= V(u) >V(a)
VueU, Vt>0, V(S{tu<V(u)
Theng is a stable equilibrium point of the dynamical syst&(n) .

Proof. Letr > 0 be such thaB3(a,r) C U : as a consequence of the compactness of
closed balls we havé (4.9). The result is now an immediatsaguence of Theorem

442 O
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Definition 4.4.4. An equilibrium point of the dynamical systesyt) is called asymp-
totically stable (undefS(t)) if it is stable and in addition

300 >0, Vze Z d(z,a) <d= lim d(S(t)z,a) =0

t—+oo

Remark 4.4.5. The first order ODE
v +ud—u=0

generates a dynamical system@n= R which has a set of 3 equilibrig—1,0,+1}.
It is easy to verify that all trajectories of this system aomergent, positive initial
data lead to a trajectory converging exponentially fasttpniegative initial data to a
trajectory converging exponentially fast to -1. Thereféfeand -1 are asymptotically
stable, whereas 0 is unstable. It is not too difficult to chéek the equilibria(1,0)
and(—1,0) are also asymptotically stable for the system generatefl+n R? by the
second order ODE

v+ u +u—u=0

considered in the previous section, whereas in this caseethef initial data leading

to a trajectory tending t€0, 0) is a 1D curve separating the attraction basins of the 2
stable equilibria. Henc@, 0) is also unstable in this case.

In the case of the basic oscillator governed by

u +wlu=0

the only equilibrium i) which is stable (withh = ¢ since we have an isometry group
on Z = R?) but not asymptotically stable. This result can also be edwas a special
case of theorem 4.4.2 with(u, u') = 1 (u/?+wu?). The same argument holds true for
the wave equation witl’ the usual energy functional. We remark that except for the
initial data (0, 0), the omega-limit set does not cross thefequilibria. In fact if the
omega-limit set of a trajectory contains a stable equilibrpoint, the trajectory must
converge to this point. This makes the study of convergemcewhat easier when the
dynamics is unconditionally stable, a typical case beingre@tion (or more generally

uniformly equicontinous) semi-groups which will be stutlia Chapte[ B.



Chapter 5

The linearization method In
stability analysis

When looking for stability of an equilibrium point for an evolution equatio®’’ +
AU = 0, a natural idea is to examine the nature (convergent or gkve) of the linear
semi-group generated by the linearized operaitgi(a). Itis intuitively clear that this
will work only when the spectrum ab.A(a) does not intersction the imaginary axis.
In this chapter, we first describe an extension of the Liapdinearization method to
establish the asymptotic stability of equilibria. The pépation argument developed
here is applicable, in conjonction with the linear resuft€bapter 2, to various semi
- linear evolution problems on infinite dimensional Banaghces. At the opposite, an
argument essentially coming back to R. Bellman [12] alloovdeduce instability from
the existence of an eigenvalue with the "wrong” sign. Welsdlab provide an infinite
dimensional version of the linearized instability prirleip

5.1 A simple general result

Let X be areal Banach spacg(t) a strongly continuous linear semi-group &n and
F : X — X locally Lipschitz continuous on bounded subsets. Foramy X, we
consider the unique maximal solutiane C([0, 7(x)), X) of the equation

u(t) =T(t)x + /0 T(t—s)F(u(s))ds, Vte][0,7(x)) (5.1)

By a stationary solution of{5.1) we mean a constant vecterX such that
t
a="T(t)a Jr/ T(t—s)F(a)ds, Yt>0
0

The following result is an easy consequence of the genezalytof strongly continu-
ous linear semi-groups. Létdenote the generator @f(¢). Then we have

Lemma 5.1.1. A vectora € X is a stationary solution of5.1)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 sactio

39
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Theorem 5.1.2. Assume that for some constants 0, M > 1 we have
vt >0, |T(t)]| < Me™*. (5.2)

Leta € X be a stationary solution of5.7) such that

JRo > 0,3n > 0: ||F(u) — F(a)|| < nljlu — al| for ||u—al < Ro (5.3)
with
G
n M

Then for allz € X such that

R
o —all < Ry = 2

the solution u of(5.1)is global and satisfies
Vt>0, Jlu(t)—a| < M|z —ale™, (5.4)
with: vy =6 —nM > 0.

Proof. On replacingu by « — a and F by F — F(a), we may assume = 0 and
F(a) = 0with ||F(u)|| < nllul| whenevel|u|| < Rq. In particular, setting

T =Sup{t >0, ||u(t)]| < Ro} < +o0,
we find
t
vt e [0,7), u(t)| < M|lz|le +nM/ e lu(s)|| ds.
0

Letting o (t) = e%||u(t)||, we obtain

p(t) <C1+ Cy /t p(s)ds Vte[0,T)
0

with: C1 = M||z||, C2 = nM. By applying Lemma&1.2]1 with(¢) = C» we deduce
Yt e [0,T), etu(t)|| < M|z|e"™?. (5.5)

Sinced > nM , we conclude that iV ||z|| < Ry, thenT = +oo and [5.5) holds true
on [0, +o0). This completes the proof df(5.4). O

5.2 The classical Liapunov stability theorem

5.2.1 A simple proof of the classical Liapunov stability therem

The object of this paragraph is to give a simple proof of théowang well known
result:
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Theorem 5.2.1. (Liapunov) Let X be a finite dimensional normed space, and
C'(X, X) avector field on X. Let € X be such that f(a) = 0 and assume

All eigenvalueqs;, 1 < j < k} of D f(a) have negative real parts.
Then a is an asymptotically Liapunov stable equilibriunusioh of the equation
u = f(u(t)), t>0. (5.6)
More precisely : for eachh < n = 121}2]6{71%6(5]-)}, there existp = p(d) > 0 and

M (5) > 1 such thatif|z — a|| < p()), the solution u of(5.8) such that(0) = z is
global with
¥t >0, Ju(t) - all < M) —afe™.

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

Lemma 5.2.2. Let X be a finite dimensional complex vector spadec L(X) and
u € C'(R, X) a solution ofu’(t) = Au(t). Then we have

k

u(t) = ZPj(t)esft (5.7)

where{s;j }1<;<x is the sequence of eigenvaluesoénd P; a polynomial with coef-
ficients inX for all j.

Proof. By induction ondime (X)) = p.

- If dim¢(X) = 1, thenj = 1 andA = 511, henceu(t) = uge®*.

- If dim¢(X) = p > 1, assuming that the result is true for all complex vector space
with complex dimensions. p — 1, we set

v(t) = u(t)e ",

thereforev is a solution of
v = (A —s11)v.

Then setting” = R(A — s11),B = (A — s11)|y andw = ¢/, it is clear thatw is a
solution of
we CYR,Y); w'(t) = Bw(t).

Since by constructioker(A—s;I) # {0}, we haveR(A —s1I) # X and in particular
dim¢(Y) < dime(X)—-1=p—1.

By the induction hypothesis we have

k
w(t) =Y Q;t)el =)t
j=1

because the eigenvaluesBfare of the forms; — s;. By integrating we obtain
k
w(t) = ay + ZR]. (t)e(ijm)t
j=1

then on multiplying bye*1*, we obtain[5.J7), completing the proof by induction. O
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Completion of the proof of Theorem[5.2.1.Since all eigenvalues abf(a) =: A
have negative real parts, it follows obviously from (5. 7atthe!4|| < C(§)e=% for
all § < n = minj<j<i{—Re(sj)}. Then we apply Theorem 5.1.2 witfi(t) = ¢4,
and F' defined by the formula

F(u) = f(u) = Df(a)(u - a).

The result follows at once. O

5.2.2 Implementing Liapunov’s first method

Theoren{5.2]1 gives an apparently simple and almost optivagl of checking the
asymptotic stability of a given equilibrium point of a difemtial system : check whether
all (complex) eigenvalues of the linearization at this pdiave negative real parts.
However in practice we have to check this property on theadtaristic polynomial,
but as soon a8’ > 3 in general the roots cannot be computed .

Definition 5.2.3. We say that a polynomid? with real coefficients

N
P(X)=> p;X’
=0

is a Hurwitz polynomial if all its zeroes have negative reaitp.

Proposition 5.2.4. If P is a Hurwitz polynomial, themy # 0 and for eachj €
{0,...N}, we havep,;py > 0.

Proof. We have
P(X) =pn [ (X +2) [I(X + 1y + i) (X + 1y — i)
k J
where all numbersy, 1; are positive . But
(X + g + i) (X 4 py —ivy) = X2+ 205X + pf + 0]
The result follows immediately by expandiiy O

Remark 5.2.5. The converse of Proposition 5.2.4 is falsé\if> 2 . If all coefficients
of P have the same sign, of courBecannot have a positive real root but on the other
hand the polynomial

PeX)=(X+1D)(X?—eX+1) =X+ (1-e) X’ +(1-e)X +1
has all its coefficients positive fér < ¢ < 1, although the two conjugate imaginary
roots have imaginary parts equaljo

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

Proposition 5.2.6. For N < 4 a polynomialP of degreeN with py > 0 is a Hurwith
polynomial if and only if the following inequalities holdie

“If N=2:p; >0,ps > 0.

-If N =3:p1 > 0,p3 > 0,pap1 > p3po
-If N =4:p1 > 0,p3 > 0,pa > 0,p3(p2p1 — p3po) > pap?
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Remark 5.2.7. The general conditions fa¥ > 5 become complicated and are known
as the Routh-Hurwitz criterion. The criterion consists inméqualities which can
be computed either using the diagonal (N-1) dimensionabrsirof someN x N
matrix (cf. [77]) or through a step by step inductive procedinvolving 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 tjuadratic form

—+o0
o) = [ Tl
0
whereT'(t) = exp(tA). For a solution of the equation
' = Au+ F(u)

we have

But

.+OOT tTAtd*.JrooT th td—th
/O (T'(s)u(t),T(s)Au(t)) S/o (T(s)u(t), Z-T(s)u(t))ds = — 5 |lu(®)]
and

+oo
’2/0 (T(s)u(t), T(s) F(u(t)))ds| < 2C[[u(@)|[[[F(u(@)]

The result then follows fof F'|| .., small enough. On this proof we want to make two
observations that will justify our choice of a perturbatemgument in integral form :

1) Even whent" = 0, the decay rate obtained by Liapunov’s method is not optimal
For instance it = R and we apply the above estimates to the equation

u” +u+2u =0,

we obtain
IT(1)]| < Ce™ -V

which is not optimal since in fact
IT@)[ < C(1 +t) exp(—t).

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

w—Au=0 in R"xQ, u=0 on R x9N
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in a bounded open domain & which generates a contraction semigrdif) on
X = L?(Q), the quadratic forn® does not control the norm iX. Indeed , ifp,, is an
eigenfunction of the operaterA , i.e

—Ap, =Apn in Q, u=0 on 909

it is immediate that

e 2 2 e 2\ 1 2
Bon) = [ 17Ol =llgall [ et = sl
0 0 n

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

up—Au+ flu)=0 in R"xQ, u=0 on R" x9N

and we try to apply Liapunov’s result witK = L2(€2) , we shall be very limited in
our range of application. Indeed in order for the oper#&tatefined by

(F(u)(z) = f(u(z)), ae.in Q
to satisfy the condition
[F(u)llx <ellullx for [ulx small
it is necessary (and sufficient , of course) tlfiatatisfy the global condition
|f(s)| <els|, VseR.

As a consequencé, cannot be tangent toat the origin, except it = 0. The situation
is very different if X = Cy(€2): in this case, in order for the operatbrto satisfy the
condition

[F(w)]x <elullx for [jufx small

it is sufficient that f satisfy the local condition
|f(s)| <els|, forall s small enough.

In particular, if f is a function of clas€'* andf’(0) = 0, F' is tangent td) at the origin.
Considering for instance the equation

u—Au=[uP 'y in RT"xQ, uw=0 on R" x 0.

The original Liapunov technique does not give the stabibitythe 0 solution when
working in L2(£2). The method will work if we replacé?(2) by some Sobolev space
of type H™(2), but then we need some growth conditions on the nonlineamifyos-
ing extraneous limitations on p. K = Cy(©2), we obtain easily the stability of the 0
solution for anyp > 1, cf. Propositiol 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 theofem 5.1 lma applied to partial
differential equations.
a) We first consider the semilinear heat equation (2.1) :

u—Au+ f(u)=0 INRT xQ, u=00nRT x 9N

where() be any open set ilRY with Lipschitz continuous bounda§Q2 , and f :
R — R is a function of clas€! with

f(0)=0 and f(0)> -1 (Q).
We have the following simple result :
Proposition 5.3.1. Under the above hypotheses, the stationary solutien0 of (2.1)
is exponentially stable ik = C°(2). More precisely : for eachy € (0, A1(Q2) +
1'(0)), there existsk = R(v) such that for allz € X with ||z|| < R, the solutionu of
(2.3)such that:(0) = x is global and satisfies

vt >0, lu(t)|] < Mljz]e™™,

with M independent of and x.

Proof. We have shown in Theorem 3.2.2 that the contraction semigjfg(¢) gener-
ated inC°(9) by the equation

w—Au=0 INRT"xQ, wu=00nR" x9N
satisfies[(52) withh = X\;(Q2) and someM > 1. It is therefore sufficient to apply

Theoren{ 5112 witi'(t) = e~ Ot Ty(¢), since forf € CL(R), F(u) = f(u) —
1'(0)u satisfies[(513) witlu = 0 andn arbitrarily small. O

b) Similarly we can consider the semilinear wave equafiof)(2
U — Au+yur + f(u) =0 INRT xQ, w=00nR" x 9Q

where( is a bounded open set R with Lipschitz continuous bounda#f?, and f
is a function of clas€'': R — R with

f(0)=0 and f'(0) > -\ ().
satisfying the growth condition (2.5). We obtain the follag result :

Proposition 5.3.2. Under the above hypotheses, the stationary solution) = (0, 0)
of (Z.4)is exponentially stable iX = HJ (2) x L?(£2) in the following sense: for each
d > 0 small enough, there exisfg = R(J) such that for allc € X with ||z|| < R, the
solutionu of (2.4) such that(u(0),u.(0)) = « is global and satisfies

vt >0, [[u(t)] < M(8)||z[le=*". (5.8)
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Proof. It follows from Propositiofi 3.3]1 that the contraction segndup7y(t) gener-
ated inX = HJ(Q2) x L?(Q) by the equation

uy — Au+ f/(Ou+~yu, =0 INRT xQ, u=0onR" x 90 (5.9)

satisfies[{5.2) with somé&/ > 1 for anyé > 0 small enough. In order to apply
Theoren{5.1]2 withl'(¢) the semi-group generated Hy (5.9), all we need to check is
that the functionf'(u,v)) = —(0, f(u) — f/(0)u) satisfies[(513) withu = 0 andn
arbitrarily small. But this is immediate since the functipfs) = f(s) — f'(0)s is
o(|s]) near the origin and, by (2.5) we hakg(s)| < C(|s|") for s large. Therefore for
eachd > 0 arbitrarily small, we haveép(s)| < d|s| + C(d)|s|", globally onR. The
result then follows immediately from Sobolev imbeddingdrems. O

5.3.2 Exponentially stable positive solutions of a heat e@tion
In this paragraph, we consider the semilinear heat equation
ur—Au+ f(u)=0 INRTxQ, u=00nR" x 9N

where( be any open set ilRY with Lipschitz continuous bounda@ , andf is a
function of clas<C!: R — R with f convex onR*, f(0) = 0 and

71(0) < =X\ ().
We have the following simple result :

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

—Ap+ flp)=0 inQ, ¢=00n39N. (5.10)
In addition,y is asymptotically (even exponentially) stablel2) N HZ ().

Proof. If a € I*°(Q2) we denote by\; (—A + al) the first eigenvalue of A + ol in
the sense of7} (Q2). First of all if (5.10) has a positive solutignand we set

we have obviously
A1 (—A + p[) =0

with eigenfunction equal tg. Now if ¢ is another positive solution, we introduce

o(x) —¥(x)

q9(x) = f'(p(x)) i o) = ().

By strict convexity we have

q(z) = () # ¥(x)

q(z) > p(z)
everywhere im2. In particular

A (=A+ql) >0
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On the other hand ifp # 1, theny — 1 is an eigenfunction of—A + ¢I) with
eigenvalue 0. This contradiction means that= ¢ and thereforep is unique. In
addition since by strict convexity we have

f'(e(x)) > p(z)
everywhere irf2 we have in particular
A (=A+ fi(e(x)I) > 0

as soon as a positive solutignexists. Therefore we have uniqueness and exponential
stability of ¢ as soon as it exists.
To prove the existence of, first we deduce from the hypotheses bthat

dso >0, f'(s) > f'(s0) >0, Vs> sg.

In particular
Sginoo fls) = SEI}}OOF(S) =400 (5.11)
where N
F(s) :/ flo)do.
0
Therefore

inf F(s) =C > —oc.
s>0

For the proof of existence, first we modify (if necessafygn R~ by setting
Vs <0, f(=s)=—f(s)
And thenF is extended as the primitive gf This means
Vs <0, F(—s)=F(s)
We introduce
m = inf{/Q[%WzF + F(2)|dr, z€ HYQ)}>COQ > —cc.
Since as — 0 we have )
F(s) ~ —f'(0)5
andf’(0) < —A\1(Q), by takingz = ¢, and lettings — 0 we find
m <0

Since any minimizing sequence is boundedfih(2) andF is convex up to a quadratic
term, there exists, as a consequence of compactndsy i) and Fatou’s Lemma, a
functiony € H}(Q) such that

1
151V + F(o)lde = m
Q
Settingy = |¢| we also have, sincg' is even:
1
5170 + F@)dz = m
Q2

Becausen < 0, of courseyy # 0. Itis then classical to conclude thatis a positive

solution of [5.10). O
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5.4 Linear instability and Bellman’s approach

In any finite dimensional real Hilbert space X , the hypothedi Theoreni 5.2]1 is
sharp. Actually iff = L is linear and has an eigenvalsie= s; + iso with sy, s5 real
ands; > 0, let

L(p1 +ip2) = s(p1 + i)

with o1, o real vectors andp;, p2) # (0,0). Then the real vector-valued function
u(t) = e*''[cos(sat)p1 — sint(sat)pa)
is a solution of[(5.6) because the function

2(t) = ety

is a solution of the extended equation[of {5.6) on the conifidexion of X andL being

a real endomorphism ai, z(t) = €' andu = 3(z(t) — z(t)) are solutions of the
same equation. But now we observe that

a3 = (~Dfeap("T

ks,

)u(0)

and therefore: cannot converge to anything at alliagoes to infinity.

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

5.4.1 The finite dimensional case

Let X be a finite dimensional normed space, gnd C*(X, X) a vector field onX.
Let a € X be such thaif(a) = 0. By Liapunov's theorem (Theorem 5.2.1), if all
eigenvalues oD f(a) have negative real parts,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 &ff(a) has a positive real part. Then a is an unstable
equilibrium solution of(5.12)

Proof. Letn > 0 be the minimum of real parts of the eigenvalueduf(a) having

a positive real part and choose an integéto be fixed later. The Jordan reduction
theorem implies in particular the existence of an uppengiidar matrix7" with zero
diagonal terms and coefficients all equal to 0 or 1 such that

K
—M=D+T
n
wherel/ is the matrix ofD f(a) in a certain basis oK and D is a complex diagonal
matrix. Then
M=L+R
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whereL = LD is a diagonal matrix and& = ;-7 is a matrix with all coefficients
having moduli smaller thagt. Let us identifyX with H = C™ with the usual Hilbert
norm and the associated real inner product. It is clear tietcoefficients of., in
other terms the diagonal coefficientsaf, are in fact the eigenvalues of nf(a). In

dim X
n 1}1;1 . LetP : H — H denote

addition under this identification we hay&|| <
the projection operator on

Yi= @ Ker(L-A). (5.13)
Re(X\)>0

If » is any bounded solution df{5.112), for> 0 settingu = a + v we have
L(PoP (1 = PYeP) = 2[(Pv,of) — (T = P, 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

SinceL <0on[Y]+ = (I — P)H we have:
—((I = P)v,Lv) = —(L(I — P)v,(I — P)v) > 0.
On the other hand by definition gfwe have
Vw €Y, (Lw,w) > nlwl?
In particular we find
2(Pv, Lv) = 2(LPv, Pv) > 2n|Pv|*.

And therefore
2[(Pv, Lv) — ((I — P)v, Lv)] > 2n|Pv|>.

On the other hand we have the easy inequality

im X
2[(Pu, Re) — (I~ P)o, Ro)] > —4|[R|juf? > ~47 T2

[of?
and sincegy(v) = o(v), there existg > 0 such that ifv| < ¢, we have
2(Pu, g(v) = 2((I = PJo,g(v)) = — 2ol = = 2(|Pof? + (I - P)oP?)
ChoosingK = 8dim X and combining the above inequalities we find
L(PoP (1 = PYoP) = n(| Pl — (I ~ PP
wheneverv| < e. Now assuming that a is Liapunov-stableXn let us select(0) =

vy € X such that
|Pvo| > |(I = P)uol (5.14)
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and|vg| small enough so that
vt >0, [v(t)] <e. (5.15)

For instancep, might be any "small” vector ol". As a consequence of the above
computation it follows that

vt >0, (|[Pu(t)]* = (I = P)vl*) = e"(|Pvol* — [(I = P)vol*)).  (5.16)

This is clearly absurd sincé(5]14), (5.15) ahd (5.16) acerimpatible. The proof of
Theoreni 5.4]1 is complete. O

5.4.2 An abstract instability result

The main result of this Section is a natural infinite-dimensil extension of Theorem
to the special case of sel-adjoint linearized operato

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

J¢>0, L+cl>0.

(L+ (c+1)I)~' is compact (5.17)

L
M) = b ERY g
ueH,u#0 |u|

Assume that there exists a Banach spdce H with continuous imbedding with norm
denoted by].|| for which f : X — H is a locally Lipschitz map wittf (0) = 0 and
such that

[EADI S (5.18)

ueX\{0}, [lu =0 |u]

Then if X contains all eigenvectors of L, the stationary solution 0 of
u + L(u) = f(u) (5.19)
is unstable inX.

Proof. Let P : H — H denote the projection operator on

H™ =@ Ker(L - AI).
A<0

As a consequence ¢f(5]17) we know than(H ~) < oo. If u is any bounded solution
of (5.19), fort > 0 u is differentiable with values in H and we have

d 2 2
g (Pul” = (I = Puf’)

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

SinceL > 0on[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 (5.117) we know that
3 > 0,Yw € H™, (—Lw,w) > n|w|?
In particular we find
2(Pu, —Lu) = 2(—LPu, Pu) > 2n|Pul?. (5.22)
As a consequence df(5118), there exists 0 such that if||u|| < ¢, we have
2(Pu, f(u)) +2((I = P)u, f(u)) = —nlul* = —n(|Pul* + (I — P)ul*). (5.23)
Combining [5.2D),[(5.21)[(5.22) arld (5]23) we find
L (Pu? (1~ PYuP) = n(|Puf (1~ Pyul?) (5.24)

whenevet|u|| < e. Now assuming that 0 is Liapunov-stablein let us select,(0) =
ug € X such that
|Pug| > |(I — P)uo|

and||uop|| small enough so that
vt >0, [lut)| <e. (5.25)

As a consequence df (5]24) we obtain as previolisly [5.16xrkyl incompatible with
(5.28). Consequently iX contains all eigenvectors df, the choice

ug =nw; Lp=XAp, A<0 |nlllel]| =0

shows by contradiction that 0 is not Liapunov-stabl&inThe proof of Theorefn5.4.2
is complete. O

Remark 5.4.3. One might wander why the conditiw — Oisrequiredas — 0
u

in the sense oX instead off. Let us consider the examplé = L?(2) where) is a
bounded open subsetRf¥ and

Jg e C*NWES(R) : Vu € L*(Q), (f(w))(z) = g(u(z)) a.e. inQ.
In this case, the condition
|f (u)]

—= > 0aslu/—0
|ul

implies f = 0. Indeed if f(0) = 0 andf(c) # 0 we can considet,, = cx., with w an
arbitrary open subset 61, so that

uw| = lellw|2; [ f(uw)| = [f(c)[|w]?
If |w] — 0 we have by constructioju,,| — 0 and therefore

fo g @ S 1)

> > 0.
lul—0  |u] |c]

On the other hand iK' ¢ L° with continuous imbedding, the condition

lim inf —lf(u)| =0
lull =0 |ul

lg(s)]

is equivalent to the natural assumptibm ——— = 0.
s—0 |S|
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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 smaillial data in X is fulfilled.
Otherwise Theorefn 5.4.2 might just mean failure of existencX.

Remark 5.4.5. The proof of Theorefn5.4.2 actually implies a stronger ini§itst prop-
erty, namely

Jdp eigenvector o, Je,, — 0 : sup |jun(t)]] > a >0
t>0

whereu,, is the sequence of solutions 6f(5.19) such thaf0) = ¢,,¢. This appears
much stronger since, ¢ tends to zero in any reasonable norm while the nornXof
just needs to fulfill [5.I8).

5.4.3 Application to the one-dimensional heat equation
Consider the one - dimensional semilinear heat equation
Ug — Ugr + f(u) =0 in RT x (0, L); u(t,0) =u(t,L) = 0on R (5.26)

wheref is aC'! function:R — R. Any solution u of this problem which is global and
uniformly bounded ofR* x (0, L) converges as— +oo to a solutionp of the elliptic
problem

pE H01(0a L)a —Pzz + f((p) =0. (527)
Proposition 5.4.6. If ¢ is a solution of(5.27)which is stable as a solution d5.26),
theny has a constant sign ofd, L) =: Q.

Proof. Indeed, ify is not identically 0 and vanishes somewheréinL), the function
w := ¢’ has two zeroes if0, L) and satisfies

we C?*NHF0,L), —we + f'(@)w=0in (0,L).

In particular if0 < o < 8 < L are such thatv(a) = w(8) = 0, w # 0 on

(o, B) and if we setw = (a, 8), we clearly have\; (w; —A + f'(p)I) = 0 where

A (w; —A + f'(¢)I) denotes the first eigenvalue ofA + f/(¢)I in the sense of
H} (w). We introduce the quadratic form J and the real numjdefined by

V€ HYQ), () = /Q{|zl.|2 b ()22} dz

n=1Inf{J(2),z¢€ H&(Q),/QZde =1}

Let us also denote hythe extension of w by 0 outside Because

J(C) = /Q{|<x|2+f’(<p><2}dz = /w{|gx|2+f’(<p>g2}dx = /w{|zx|2+f'(<p)z2}dx =0,
we clearly have
n=M(Q;—-A+ f(p)) <O0.

Assumingn = 0 means that a multipla¢ = v of ¢ realizes the minimum of and
therefore is a solution of

W € C*([0, L)) N Hy (0, L), —tus + f'(0)1 = 0.

This is impossible sincé is not identically 0 and however vanishes through@uty)
for instance. Thereforg < 0, andy is unstable. O
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5.5 Other infinite-dimensional systems

The following generalization of theorefns 514.1 &nd 5.4 roisdifficult.

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

Je>0, L+el>0
R(L+ (c+1)I)=H.
Assume in addition that we have a decompositiba- X @ Y with dim(X) < oo and
XcD(L),LXCcX; Y=X' L(vnD(L)CY,L>0onY.

Let f : H — H be alocally Lipschitz map such th#f0) = 0 and such that there
exists a Banach spadé C H with continuous imbedding with norm denoted|ply
for which

|f ()]

weV\{0}, [ul—0 |u]

Then ifVV contains all eigenvectors df, the stationary solution 0 of
u' + Lu = f(u)

is unstable inl” as soon ad. has at least one eigenvalue with negative real part and
eigenvector inX.

As a typical application of Theorem 5.5.1 we can consideatistract second order
evolution equation
u' +u + Au= f(u) (5.28)

where A is a self-adjoint operator with compact resolvant on a raldetit spaceH
such thatd + mI > 0 for somem > 0 . IntroducingV’ = D((A + (m + 1)I)2) we
can set

H=VxH, D(L)=DA)xV

and
VYU = (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{\,, } .en the nondecreasing sequence of eigenvalues eventually
repeated according to their multiplicity and observing tha

H=VxH=[A- )1 0)

neN
it is not difficult to check the hypotheses of Theolem 3.5.hétewe can state
Corollary 5.5.2. Under the above conditions, # has a negative eigenvalue, and if
f, W are such that
|f (w)]

weW\{0}, [lullw—0 |ul
the solution (0, 0) is unstable in the sens&af= W x H as a solution of(5.28)
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By the same method as in sectlon 514.2, we deduce easily ltbevifog consequences

of Corollary[5.5.2 :

Corollary 5.5.3. Let() be as in the introductionf € C*(R) andy € C(Q) N H (Q)
a solution of the elliptic problem

—Ap+ flp)=0inQ; =0 on 90

such that
M(=A+ f(p)I) <0

then (p, 0) is unstable in[C(Q) N H}(Q)] x L*(Q) as a solution of the hyperbolic
problem

g +up — Au+ fu) =0 in RY xQ; u=0 on RT x 9.
Corollary 5.5.4. Consider the one - dimensional semilinear wave equation
gt + Ug — Uze + f(u) =0 in RT x (0, L); u(t,0) = u(t,L) =0on RT (5.29)
wheref is aC! function:R — R. If ¢ is a solution of the elliptic problem
¢ € Hy(0,L), —pue+ f(p) =0

such that(i, 0) is stable inH} (0, L) x L?(0, L) as a solution of(5.29), theny has a
constant sign o0, L).
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Gradient-like systems

6.1 A simple general property

Let S(¢) be a dynamical system dir, d). We denote byF the set of equilibrium point
of S(t) i.e.
F={xe€Z Vt>0, S(t)x=uz}. (6.1)

Theorem 6.1.1.Letuy € Z be such that the trajector§(¢)u has precompact range
in Z. The following properties are equivalent

w(ug) C F, (6.2)
Vh >0, d(S(t+ h)ug,S(t)up) — 0 as t — +o0, (6.3)
da > 0,Yh € [0,a], d(S(t+ h)ug,S(t)up) — 0 as t — +oo. (6.4)

Proof. i) (€4) implies [6.2). Indeed assunie (6.4) anddet w(up). There exists,
tending to+oo for which
lim S(tn)up = x.

n—oo
Therefore by continuity of (%)
Vh >0, lim S(t,+h)ug = lim S(h+t,)ug = S(h)z.
n— 00 n—oo
As a consequence ¢f (6.4) we have on the other hand

Vh € [0,a], lim S(t, + h)ug = x.

n—oo
By comparing the two previous formulas we find
Vh € [0,a], S(h)x ==
Then a trivial induction argument gives
Vh € [0,a], VneN, Sna+h)z=uzx.

This obviously implies[(6]2).
i) (6.2) implies [6.3). Indeed assume tHat (6.3}dlse Then for somé: > 0 there is
ane > 0 and a sequendg tending to+oo for which

Yn €N, d(S(tn + h)ug, S(tn)ug) > €.

55
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We can replace the sequernigeby a subsequence, still denotgd for which S(¢,, )ug
converges to a limiz € X. As a consequence df (6.2) we hawvec F. By letting
n tend to infinity in the above inequality, siné&t,, + h) = S(h)S(t,) andS(h) is
continuous we obtain

d(S(h)x,x) > e.

This contradictd(6]2). Hende (6.2) impli€s{6.3) and thisdudes the proof. O

6.2 A minimal differential criterion

In this section we assume thétis a closed subset of some Banach sp&ce

Corollary 6.2.1. Letug € Z be such that the trajector§(¢)u has precompact range
in Z. Assume in addition that

S(tyug =: u(t) € WL (R, X).
Then if
t+a
Ja > 0, / I/ (s)][ds = 0 as t — +o0 (6.5)
t
we have6.2).

Proof. Itis sufficient to observe that
t+h t+a

Vh e [0,a], d(S(t+h)uo, S(t)uo) = ||/ W (5)ds| g/ I/ (s)][ds — 0 as ¢ — +oo.
t t

Hencel[(6.4) is fulfilled, and by Theordm 6.11.1 this implleg}6 O

Corollary 6.2.2. Letuy € X be such that the trajector§(t)u, has precompact range
in Z. Assume in addition that

S(tyug =: u(t) € WL (R, X).

Then if for somey > 1
u' € LP(RT, X) (6.6)
we have6.2).

Proof. Indeed in this case we have

1

t+1 t+1 s
/ I/ (s)|ds < (/ |u'(s)||pds) 50 as t - +oo.
t t

O
6.3 The case of gradient systems
Let N > 1 andF € C%(RY). We consider the equation
u'(t)+ VF(u(t)) =0 (6.7)

and we define
E={2zeRN VF(2) =0}.
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Corollary 6.3.1. Any solutionu(t) of (6.7) defined and bounded @&t satisfies

t_1>i+moo dist{u(t), £} = 0.

In other terms we have(u(0)) C £. In addition, if for eache, the setf, = {u €
&, F(u) = ¢} is discrete, then there exist$ € £ such that

tllgloou(t) =u*.
Proof. We consider the dynamical system generated by (6.7) on tsue of the
range ofu. It is obvious here that the s& of fixed points ofS(¢) is precisely equal
to £ defined above. Multiplying by in the sense of the inner product Bf¥ and
integrating we find

/0 e (8)]12dt = F(u(0) — F(u(t).

Hence since: is bounded we obtain’ € L?(RT, X) with X = RY. By Corollary
[6.2.2, we havev(u(0)) C €. MoreoverF (u(t)) is non-increasing along the trajectory
since

L F(u(t) = — ')
HenceF (u(t)) tends to a limit ast becomes infinite and therefatgw(0)) C &.. The
rest is a consequence of Proposifion 4.2.1. O

Remark 6.3.2. By using Lemmd_1.2]2 applied to the functign’(t)||? it is easy to
prove thatu’(¢) tends to0 at infinity. One might wonder whethex(t) is always con-
vergent. In 2 dimensions, it was conjectured by H.B. Curd] gnhd proven by J. Palis
and W. De Melol[7B] that convergence may fail even fara potential .

6.4 A class of second order systems
Let F £ be as in Section 8.3. We consider the equation
u”’(t) +u'(t) + VF(u(t)) = 0. (6.8)

Corollary 6.4.1. Any solutionu(¢) of (6.8)defined and bounded d&" together with
u’ satisfies
. / _ . . _
Jim (1)) = Jim - distfu(r), £} =0
In other terms we have(u(0), ' (0)) C £ x {0}. In addition, if for eache, the set
E. ={u € &, F(u) = c}is discrete, then there exist$ € £ such that
t_l}gloou(t) =u*.
Proof. We consider the dynamical system generated by (6.8) on tsum of the
range ofU = (u, u’). Here the sef of fixed points ofS(t) is made of pointgy, z) €
RY x R for which the solutiornu of (6.8) of initial data(y, z) is independent of.
ConsequentlyF = £ x {0}. Multiplying by «’ in the sense of the inner product®{f’
and integrating we find

d 1

LGOI + Fu®) = @)
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hence in particular

T
1
/0 [/ ®)][*dt = F(u(0) = F(u(t) + 5 (1w (0)|* — [l @&)II).
Hence sinceu is bounded we obtain’ € L?(R*, X) with X = RY. Moreover
differentiating the equation we have
u” + "+ V2 (u(t))u' = 0.

By multiplying by " in the sense of the inner product®f and integrating we find

| wr@ia = [P+ 0 - Ju @),
0 0

Sinceu” is bounded by the equation, it follows immediately thétc L?(R*, X),
therefore/’ = (u’,u”) € L?(RT, X x X). By Corollary[6.2.2, we have(u(0),u’(0)) C
& x {0}. In particularu’(t) tends to0 ast becomes infinite. Moreovey||u/(t)||? +
F(u(t)) is non-increasing along the trajectory and therefore teads limit ¢ ast
becomes infinite. Finallw(«(0),u’(0)) C &. x {0}. The rest is a consequence of
Propositiod 4.2]1. O

6.5 Application to the semi-linear heat equation

Let Q and f be as in Section 214 and I&f = Cy(2). Throughout this section we
assume tha® is bounded and we define

E={ue XNH}N),—Au+ f(u) =0},

1
Vo € XNH), E(p) = 5/ |V<p|2dx+/ F(yp)dx
Q Q
with "
F(u) = / f(s)ds, VueR.
0
Moreover letf,. = {u € &, E(u) = ¢}, for ¢ € R. We shall prove

Theorem 6.5.1.let u be a global solution of2.1) which is bounded ik for ¢ > 0.
Then we have the following properties

(i) E(u(t))tendsto alimic ast — +oo;
(i) & #0;
(iii) dist(u(t),E.) — 0 ast — +oo, where dist denotes the distanceXnn Hi ().

Proof. The smoothing effect of the heat equation implies (cf. el@0] for a proof
based on the theory of holomorphic semi-groups) that foneae 0 anda € [0, 1),

J{u(®)} isboundedin C'**(Q).

t>e

In particular|J,,{u(t)} is precompactiX andlJ,, {u(t)} is precompactiti ().
Let us denote by the closure inX NH} (Q) of u(R™). Eis continuous otX NH{ (£2),
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hence on(Z, d) whered is the distance ik N H}. In addition by precompactness the
topologies ofX N HE () and L?(Q) coincide onZ. An easy calculation shows that
fort > 1, we have

/1 /Quf(T, x)dzdr + E(u(t)) = E(u(1))

Hence By Corollary 6.2]2, we have(u(0)) C £. SinceE(u(t) is nonincreasing the
result follows as in the previous examples. O

6.6 Application to a semilinear wave equation with a
linear damping
Let Q2 and f be as in Sectioh 2.5 and consider the wave equdfioh (2.4)oughiout

this section we assume thatis bounded. Keeping the notation and the hypotheses of
Sectior 2.b. Introducing

E={uc H}, —~Au+ f(u) =0},
andé. = {u € &, E(u,0) = ¢}, for c € R. We can state

Theorem 6.6.1.Assumey > 0 and that the growth conditio@@.3)is satisfied with the
strict inequality:r < 2/(N —2) if N > 3. Let(p, %) € X := H} x L?, and letu be
the corresponding maximal solution .4) with u(0) = ¢ andu:(0) = 1. Assume
thatT (p, 1) = +oo and

sup{[[(u(t), us(t))l x,t = 0} < 4o00.
Then we have the following properties :
(i) E(u(t),us(t)) tends to a limitc ast — +o0;
(i) & #0;
(i) |lue(t)]| L2 — 0, ast — +o0;
(iv) dist(u(t),E.) — 0 ast — +oo, wheredist denotes the distance ;.

The proof of Theorerh 6.6.1 relies on a general compactnessnidedue to G.F.
Webb [80] :

Lemma 6.6.2. Let X be a real Banach space arfd(t) a contraction semi-group on
X satisfying
IT(t)]|nx) < Me™", ¥t >0. (6.9)

where M, o are some positive constants. LEt € LT>(R*, X) and letK be a
compact set inX such thatd (¢t) € K , a.e. onR™. Then the functio¥ : R* — X
defined by

V() =T e.0)+ [ T(s)(E=5)ds

satisfies:V (R™) is precompact inX .
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Proof. We haveV/ (t) = T'(¢)(p, ) + W (t), where

W(t) = /0 T(s)H(t — s)ds.

SinceT (t)(¢,1) — 01in X ast — oo, there is a compact subskt, of X such
thatJ,~,{7'(t)(v,%)} C K. Itis therefore sufficient to prove that there is a compact
subsetks of X for which

Uw () c K.

t>0
Lete > 0, and according td (6.9), letbe such that

I H | 2 (0.00.5) / IT() b ds < .

Fort > 7, we have

W (t) — /OTT(S)H(t s)ds||x < e

consequently,
UJ{W®)} € K5+ B(0,¢) (6.10)
t>T
with
K3 = U {/ H(t — s)ds}.
t>T

Observe that the ma(s, «) — T'(s)x is continuous]0, +c0) x X — X. As a conse-
quencelJ = U T(t)K is compact inX. Hence,F' = 7 - conv(U) is precompact
0<t<r
in X. SinceK3 C F, K3 is precompact inX. By (6.10), we can coveU {W(t)}
t>T

by a finite union of balls of radiu. On the other hand}” € C(|0, +o00), X), hence
U {W(t)} is compact and can also be covered by a finite union of balladitis

0<t<r

2¢e. Finally we can coveU {W(t)} by afinite union of balls of radiug. Sinces > 0

t>0
is arbitrary,U {W(t)} is precompact, and the conclusion follows. O
t>0

Proof of Theorem[6.6.1. We define an unbounded operattf on X by
D(AY) = {(u,v) € X,Au € L* andv € Hg };

AV (u,v) = (v, Au — ), V(u,v) € D(AY).

It is easily seen thatl™ is m-dissipative onX. As a consequence of Proposition313.1,
the contraction semi-group(¢) generated byl” on X satisfies[(619).

Now setU(t) = (u(t),u:(t)) and H(t) = (0, —f(u(t)), fort > 0. Clearlyu is a
solution of [2.4) on0, 7] if, and only if U € C([0,7]; X) andU is a solution of the
equation

Ut) =T()(p, ) Jr/o T(t—s)H(s)ds, Vtel0,7].
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Now we recall the energy identity

) / L W (t,)dadt + E(u(t), ui(t) = E(p, )
with
Ble.v) =5 [ IVe@IPde+ 3 [ [o@Pde+ | o).

E is continuous onX, hence onZ, d) where Z is the closure ofi(R™) in X. The
energy identity shows tha (u(t), u.(t)) is non-increasing. The set of stationary points
of the dynamical system is easily identifiedéas {0}. On the other hand the function
H : RT — X defined byH (t) = (0, —f(u(¢)) for ¢ > 0 is such thatd (R") is
precompact inX. (This comes from the strict conditiom: < 2/(N — 2) if N > 3.)
Applying Lemmd6.6.2, we obtain compactness of boundeedtajies inX . Then the
topologies ofX = H} x L? andY = L? x H~! coincide onZ and an easy calculation
using the equation now shows that

U/ = (Ut,’utt) S L2(R+,Y).

Indeed the energy identity gives € L?(R*, L?). On the other hand the growth as-
sumption onf is easily seen to imply

Y(u,v) € X, f(uwe H?

with
I @l < K@+ [Jullza) vl ze-

By multiplying the equation by, in the sense of ! and integrating irt we find

t

t
| v+ Jlal 0 = el 0 + | [ e

0

+[<f(u),ut>H1]6+/0 (Au,utt>H1ds/0 {(ug, f/(u)ug) -1 ds.

Hence, using the identity

t t
/ (A, uge) 2 ds = / Vel s + [( Aty g -1
0 0

t
= [ s + (w0
we derive easily . )
| elfysds < €+ [ s
Then the conclusion follows as in the previous example. O

Remark 6.6.3. Under the conditions of Propositibn 2.b.1, the conclusmfEheorem
are valid for any solution of (2.4).
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Liapunov’s second method and
the invariance principle

7.1 Liapunov’'s second method

As explained in Sectidn5.2.3, the Liapunov stability treeoifor equatior((5]6) can be
proved by exhibiting a positive definite quadratic form whaecreases exponentially
along the trajectory if the initial data are close enouglntodquilibrium under consid-
eration: such a function is called@apunov function Sometimes it is possible to find
directly such a function without calculating the fundanamatrix of the linearized
equation, and this is the principle of the so-called ‘ditectsecond Liapunov method.
This method can often be reduced to the following simpleedaon

Proposition 7.1.1. LetV € C*(RY) be such tha¥/ (u) tends to+co as ||u|| — +o
and leta € RY be such that

Yu #a, (V'(u), f(u)) <O0. (7.1)
Then we havg(a) = 0 and in addition
-Vu € RN, V(u) > V(a)
- alis an asymptotically stable equilibrium point of the eqoati’ = f(u).

Proof. SinceV is continuous and (u) tends to+oo as||u|| — 4o, then there exists
b € RY such that/ (u) > V(b) for all u € RY. Clearly we havé/’(b) = 0 and now

(Z.1) imply thatb = a.

Once again by[(7]11Y is non-increasing along the trajectories, therefore ajet-
tories are bounded. Given such a trajectoryet o € w(u(0)) and letz be the solution
of

Z=f(z) 200)=¢

SinceV (u(t)) tends to a limit ast — +o0, we have by[(4]2)
Ve, V(z(t) =1

and then
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In particularvt, z(t) = a, hencep = a and sincez is constant we havg(a) =
f(2(0)) = 2/(0) = 0. The stability ofa follows easily from Corollary4.4]3. Indeed
for any trajectoryu we have

dt

therefore eithen(t) = a or £V (u(t) < 0. Wheneveru(0) # a we deduce that
V(a) =limV(u(t)) < V(u(0)) . O

Example 7.1.2. Let us consider the system

n du
a2
1+ Blul

wherea > 0, 3 > 0 andsup{|c|, |d|} < 1 which has the form{5]6) witlf Lipschitz
but not differentiable at the origin except when= 5 = 0. Setting

Ccv

/ .
ut 1+ aly|’

/
U = —

V(u,v) = u? + v?
we find easily that

c . d
T alo] T 1+ Al

Y(u,v) # (0,0), (V'(u,)), f(u,v)) = =2(u? + v?) + uv( )

< —2(1 — sup{Je], [d]})(u? +v?) < 0

Therefore(0, 0) is the unique equilibrium point and is globally asymptolicghere
exponentially) stable. In the special case= d > 0 anda = § = 1, assuming
ug > 0,v9 > 0 the solutions of the above system with initial déta,vy) remain
non-negative for all times and coincide with the solutiohs o

Ccv cu

u'=—u+ v =—v+

1+v; 1+u

which is known as the Naka-Rushton model for neuron dynamid¢ke short term
memory framework.
7.2 Asymptotic stability obtained by Liapunov functions
Consider the nonlinear wave equation

g — Au+glu) =0 INRT xQ, w=00nR" x 9Q (7.2)

where() is a bounded domain &V andg satisfies the conditions

Ja >0, g(v)v > alv]?, Yo € R (7.3)
3C >0, lg(v)| < C(Jv] + [v]"), Vv € R (7.4)

with :
v>1 andif N>3, < (N+2)/(N-2). (7.5)

For the sake of simplicity we consider classical solutioh§/c?) for which dif-
ferentiations are plainly justified. We obtain the follogiresult of global asymptotic
stability :
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Theorem 7.2.1.Let
we LS. (R, H? N HY(Q) N WL (RT, Hy (Q) N WS (RT, L2(Q)

be a solution of(Z.2). Then we have

/Q{|Vu|2 +ul}(t, x)dx < ]\4(/Q |Vu(0,ac)|2d3(:,/Q |ut(0,$)|2d$) e7%  (7.6)

whered > 0 depends only on, C and~ and M is bounded on bounded sets.

Proof. We denote by(-, -) the inner product ir.%(Q2), by | - | the corresponding norm
and by|| - || the norm inH} (). In addition the duality pairing ol ~1(Q2) x H}(Q)
will be denoted by(-, -). Now we define

e (t) = Ju()* + |u(0)]* + e(u(t), ue(t)

wheree > 0 is at our disposal. For small enough®. is comparable to the usual
energy and we obtain :

%{HU(Tf)H2 + Jus (0P} = (ure + Lu,uy) = —QAg(Ut)Utdw

d 2 2 2 /
7 (W) ue(t)) = Jue()]” + (uee (), u(t)) = ue()]” — JJu(®)] */Qg(u Judz.

Therefore :

dd.
dt

It follows from (Z.3) and[(Z}4) that

= — Ut ) U AT Ut 2_ u 2_ Ut )uax. .
= 2/Qg( Jurdz + efur()]” — ef|u(?)]] E/Qg( Jud (7.7)

lg(v)] <2Cv| for [o] <1

|g(v)|'VJr1 <2C(vg(v))? for |u| > 1.

In particular for eacy € L+1(Q2) we have by setting = VT“ and denoting ag - ||z
the norminL?(Q)

loto)ls < 200l + 2007 ([ vg@)dxf < Cullll + ([ vg(eris)”

Since the conditiony < (N +2)/(N — 2) yields 3 = 2% > 2I5 = (2*), (1)
implies
4%,
dt

= (—a+e)lu(t)]” — elu®)l* + Kiellu(®)l[lu.(t)]

- [ stwuie + e [ waturan)) jutol. 7.9

By reordering the terms and using Young's inequality witp@xentsy + 1 ands we
deduce from[(718) :

T < (=5 + Ml + (K = )l + (Coe) ™ ule) |7+
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Since2E(t) = |lu(t)||* + |us(t)|? is a nonincreasing function ét> 0, we can first
choose: > 0 small, depending o®’'(0), such that

dd.

Vi >0
- ) dt

< —S{u®)I? + (O} (7.9)

This shows thatZ(t) — 0 exponentially, uniformly on bounded subsetsff () x
L?(Q2). Then for each initial condition , we can fifg > 0, depending orF(0), such
that £(¢) < 1 whenever > Ty. Now for ¢ > T, we have[(719) witlx independent of
E(0). Hence[(7.b) follows witly independent oE(0). O

In sectiof 5.1, we saw that even in the nonlinear case , ttetegxie of an eigen-
values of Df(a) with Re(s) > 0 implies the instability ofz. On the other hand, in
the marginal cas&e(s) = 0 (for instance whes = 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

' = —|uf"tu, t>0 (7.10)

with p > 1. The solutions:0 of (Z.10) are given by the formula

ulf) = sgn(uo)
O o Dt 7

Itis clear from [Z.111) that

o1~

ast — +oo for everyuy # 0. Analogous, but somewhat artificial parabolic example
can be given. Let us consider now some second order examples.

2) First we consider the equation (with> 0,p > 1.)
W futcd P =0, t>0. (7.12)
We setp(t) = (u? + u'?)(t): then
@' (t) = —2¢|u/[PT! > —2¢(u? + ul2)(p+1)/2 - _Qc(p(t)(pﬂ)ﬂ

and as in the previous example we deduce

2

(P(t) Z{ — 1 }Pl |
[p(0)] 2" 4 c(p— 1)t

Hence the energy tends @t most liket—2/(P=1) ast — +oc. In fact we have

Proposition 7.2.2. For each solution u ofZ.12)we have

VE>0, {u?(t)+u2(t)}? < Cu(0),/(0))t 7. (7.13)
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Proof. We set:
e (t) = w?(t) +u(t) + elu(t) " u(t)u'(t)
Then:

O = —2c|u/|PT! + e|ulPH(pu? + uu’) = —2c|u P 4 elplulP T u? — ulP Tt
—cl/ [P P ) < =2+ e{=(1/2)ulP T + Clu' [P,
whereC depends only om(0), »/(0). Fore > 0 small enough, we therefore obtain

OL < —(e/2){[ul T + [P} < —5(@)PHD/2, (7.14)
Clearly, [7.1%) implied(7.13) for small enough. O

3) Finally , by using the method of proof of Theorem 712.1, oae prove

Theorem 7.2.3. Assume thay € C'(R) satisfies the conditions
Ja >0, g(v)v > alv|P™, Yo € R,
3C 2 0,]g(v)] < C(Jv] + [v]7), Vv € R,
with : 1 < p < ~,~ satisfying(Z.8). Then for each solution
uw € Lis,(RY, H? 0 Hg () N W2 (RT, Hg () N Wi (R, L2(Q))

of (Z2)we have
/{|Vu|2+ut} (t,x)dx < M / |Vu(0, z)|*dx / |ut (0, )| dx)tv 1 (7.15)

Idea of the proof. Let

(1) = [[u@)l” + o' () + e{llu@)|* + [’ ()7} 7 (u(t), o' (1))
By adapting the proof of Theordm 7.2.1 and Proposlfion ¥ @e?establish

P < _5((1)8)(1)4-1)/27
valid fore > 0 small enough and sonde> 0 depending on the initial energy.
Remark 7.2.4. It is not known whethei{7.15) is optimal when for instance
g(v) = )P~ v, ¢ >0, p> 1.

A very partial result in this direction (lower estimate coanable to the upper decay

estimate raised to the powg) can be found in[50] in the casg = 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 nyaby the russian school
which was also involved in control theory of ODE under the ingon of major russian
experts such as L. S. Pontryaguin. In this context, intergsbntacts have been estab-
lished between the russian school and american mathearatisuch as J.K. Hale and
J.P. LaSalle. The exchanges between J.P. LaSalle, E.AaB@irband N.N. Krasovskii
led to the now well-known invariance principle, and LaSall&is papers is quite clear
about the influence of the russian school on his own reseaccitiustrate the progres-
sion of ideas, we start with a simple and convenient resatiahsymptotic stability.

Theorem 7.3.1.Let f € C'(RY) and consider the differential systef&.8). Leta
RY be such thaif (a) = 0 andU be a bounded open set withe U such that

(i) For anyz close enough te, the solutionu of (5.8)with »(0) = z is global and
remains inU.

(i) 3V € CY(RY) such that
VueU, (V'(u),f(u))<O0.
(i) Thesetu € U, (V'(u), f(u)) = 0 contains the range of no trajectory ¢6.8)
except the constant trajectoay

Thena is a strict local minimum o¥/, it is the only equilibrium point i/ anda is an
asymptotically stable equilibrium point ¢&.8).

Proof. Given a trajectory: of (5.8) with«(0) close enough ta so thatu remains in
U, lety € w(u) and letz be the solution of

Z=f(z) 2(0)=¢
SinceV (u(t)) tends to a limit ast — +oo, we have
VtE>0, V(z(t) =1
Inadditionvt > 0, z(t) e Uand (V'(z(t)), f(2(t)) = LV (z(t)) = 0.

t
In particular as a consequence of (i) we haite> 0, z(t) = a, hencep = a. So
u(t) converges ta ast — oco. Moreover ifu(0) # a, by (iii) there is somel” € 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 Corolldry 414.3. O

Example 7.3.2.Let us consider the system

u=v; v =-u—-g)+ec

wherec € R andg is increasing withy(0) = 0. Setting
V(u,v) = (u—c)* + v?

we find easily thav/(u,v) € R?, (V'(u,v)), f(u,v)) = —2g(v)v < 0. Taking for
U any ball centered &f, 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 equatian= c. Finally (¢,0) is the only
equilibrium and is globally asymptotically stable as a @ngence of Theoreim 7.3.1.
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Example 7.3.3. Let us consider the system

W =v; v =J Y —psinu—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 toiggeiting

V(u,v) = %vz +p(1 —cosu) — cu

we find easily that
Y(u,v) € R?, (V' (u,v)), flu,v)) = —kv? <0

We claim that the hypotheses of Theorlem 4.3.1 are satisfiethwh= arg sin £ and
a = (a,0). Indeed from the equation above it follows that the funcfidfu(t), v(t))
is constant if and only i{u(t),v(t)) = (5,0) andpsins = c¢. Moreover, setting
F(u) = p(1 — cosu) — cu we see immediately that

F'(a) =psina—c=0, F"(a)=pcosa>0

Thereforea = («,0) , is a strict minimum ofl/, and is consequently a stable equi-
librium by Corollaryl4.4.B. Since is an isolated solution of this equation, the only
possibility is3 = «. By Theoreni 7,311 we conclude thais asymptotically stable.
The same property holds true for the other equilibria of tretf(« + 2k, 0).

7.4 The general Lasalle’s invariance principle

Let (Z, d) be a complete metric space afil(¢) };>o a dynamical system of.

Definition 7.4.1. A function® € C'(Z, R) is called a Liapunov function fofS(t) } ;>0
if we have

D(S(t)z) < ®(z), Vze Z, Vt>0. (7.16)

Remark 7.4.2. By using the semi-group property 6f¢), it is immediate to see that
® is a Liapunov function fo{S(¢)}:>¢ if, and only if for eachz € Z the function
t — ®(S(¢)z) is nonincreasing.

The following result is known akaSalle’s invariance principle

Theorem 7.4.3.(cf. [67]) Let ® be a Liapunov function fofS(¢) }:>0, and letz € Z
be such that_J{S(t)z} is precompactin Z. Then

>0

(i) c= t_l}gloo D(S(t)z) exists.

(i) ®(y) =c¢, Yy € w(z).

In particular :
Vy €w(z),Vt 20, @(S(t)y) = (y).
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Proof. (i) ®(S(t)z) is nonincreasing and bounded sin@{S(t)z} is precompact.
t>0
This implies the existence of the limit c.
(i) If y € w(z), there exists a sequentg — +oo such thatS(¢,)z — y. Hence
®(S(tn)z) — ®(y) and this impliesd(y) = c.
The last property is now an immediate consequence of theiamee ofw(z) (the-

orem4.1.8B, i)). O

Remark 7.4.4. Practically, Theoreh 7.4.3 is used to show the convergehseroe
trajectories of{S(¢)},>o to an equilibrium. Therefore the following definition and
theorem are basic.

Definition 7.4.5. A Liapunov function® for {S(¢)}:>¢ is called a strict Liapunov
function if the following condition is fulfilled : Any € Z such that®(S(t)z) = ®(z)
for all ¢ > 0 is an equilibrium of{ S(¢) }+>0.

Theorem 7.4.6.Let @ be a strict Liapunov function fofS(t)}:>0, and letz € Z be
such thatU{S(t)z} is precompact in Z. Lef be the set of equilibria of S(¢) }+>o.
Then =

(i) & isaclosed, nonempty subsetgf

(i) d(S(t)z,E) — 0ast — +oo, i.e.w(z) CE.

Proof. By continuity of S(¢), £ is closed. By Theorem 4.1.8 (i(z) # 0. Now let
y € w(z). The last assertion of Theorém 7]4.3 gives

O(S(t)y) =2(y), Vt=0

and therefore, since is a strict Liapunov functiony is an equilibrium : in particular
we have (i) andu(z) C €. Then Theorer 4.71.8 (iii) implies (ii). O

Remark 7.4.7. Theoreni_7.4]6 means that the set of equilibria attractsaédtories
of {S(¢) }+>o0-

Corollary 7.4.8. Under the hypotheses of Theorlem 7.4.6, let

c= lim ®(S(t)z) and & ={zxef& ®(x)=c}.

t——+o0

Then&. is a closed, nonempty subset®fandd(S(t)z,&.) — 0 ast — +oo. Ifin
addition&. est discrete, there exisise &£, such thatS(t)z — y ast — +oo.

Proof. Since€ is closed andb is continuousé. is closed. The rest of the corollary is
a consequence of Theorems 7143, 7.4.6.and]4.1.8 (ii). O

7.5 Application to some differential systems iR
Theoreni_Z.413, Theoreln 7.%#.6 and Corollary 7.4.8 allow tmver easily the results

of chapter 6 on gradient systems and second-order graldiergystems with linear
dissipation. But they show their full power in more comptesh situations in which
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calculations implying convergence @oof the time-derivative become less natural. As
a typical example we can consider the equation

u'(t) + g(u'(t)) + VF(u(t)) = 0. (7.17)
whereF € CY(RY R) andg : RY — R¥ is a continuous function such that
vo e RV A\ {0}, (g(v),v) > 0.

Corollary 7.5.1. Any solutionu(t) of (ZI17)defined and bounded @&r" together with
u’ satisfies

. ! _ : i —

lim ||u'(t)] = tilgrnoo dis{u(t),£} =0

t—+o00
with
E={2zeRN VF(2) =0}.
If in addition for eache, the set, = {u € &, F(u) = ¢} is discrete, then there exists
u* € &€ such that
lim u(t) =u*.
t—+o0
Proof. We consider the dynamical system generated by (3) on tharelad the range
of U = (u,u’). Here the sefF of fixed points ofS(t) is made of pointgy, z) €
RY x R¥ for which the solution, of (Z.17) of initial data(y, z) is independent of.
Consequentlyr = £ x {0}. Multiplying by «’ in the sense of the inner product®f’
and integrating we find
d 1 ! 2 ! I
G @I + Fu(t)) = ~{g(u),u) <0
hence 1
®(u,v) = 5 [[vl* + F(u)

is a Liapunov function. On the other handlifis constant on a trajectofy:(¢), v’ (t))
we haveu’ = 0. Hence® is a strict Liapunov function and the result follows. [

As an example of application of Corolldry 7.b.1, the equatio
" +u' 4wt —u=0

already considered in Section 4.2 provides a good illustnatHere the set of equilibria
has only points solutions : (-1, 0), (0, 0) and (1, 0). Notd trexe and more generally
under the hypotheses of Corollary 715.1, the t-derivatitb® Liapunov function van-
ishes at some poing only if v'(¢tg) = 0. Then it follows easily that energy conserving
trajectories are made of equilibria. In the next examplectiveditionu’ = 0 does not
follow immediately, but as a consequence of the connneetedlof trajectories:

Example 7.5.2. Let us consider the scalar equation
u” + avu' +u —u=0 (7.18)

wherea > 0. Let
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SinceF is non-increasingu, v’) are bounded and we are in a good position to apply
the invariance principle. Indeed letbe a solution of[{7.18) for whicli is constant,
thenuu’ = 0 henceu? is constant and then, by connectednesss constant. So

uw' =u" = 0. As in the previous example,the stationary equatidn- w = 0 has only
three solutions : -1, 0, 1. So that we have convergence obhltisns, although the
t-derivative of the Liapunov function vanishes also at poip for which u(tg) = 0

and the equation is not a special case of Corollary7.5.1

The next example shows that sometimes, the invarianceipléngprovides some
information which is not so easy to recover by more elemgntaathods.
Example 7.5.3. Let us consider the coupled system of second order scalar ODE
' +u + M+ cv=0,
(7.19)

v’ + Av+ cu =0,

A > 0andc # 0 with ¢ < A2, Let

1
E(t) = E(u,u’,v,0") = 5 [u? + 0" + A(u® +v%)] + cuv.
d
—E(t) = — 12
T Et) = —u

SinceFE is non-increasing(u, v, u’,v’) are bounded and we are in a good position to
apply the invariance principle. Indeed let, v) be a solution of(7.19) for whiclt is
constant. Thedu? = 0 impliesu’ = 0, henceu is constant and” = 0. Then by the
first equatiorw = f%u is also constant. Finally since by the hypothedisc \? , the
stationary systemu + cv = cu + Av = 0 has no non-trivial solution, we conclude
thatu = v = 0 and therefor€0, 0, 0, 0) is asymptotically stable. Because the system
is linear and finite-dimensional, by taking a basi®ihit follows immediately that the
norm of the fundamental matrix tends@cast tends to infinity, and using the semi-
group property it follows that convergence is exponeniiak general theory designed
by Liapunov in his seminal paper (1892) shows the existeheegoadratic formb on

R* satisfying the identity

d

dt
(with > 0 )for any solutionY” = (u, v, v/, v’) of (Z19) which means that the older
method of quadratic energies must allow to recover direbidy (0,0, 0,0) is asymp-
totically stable, with quantitative information about tthecay rate. Since the form can
be computed on a basis é@ = 10 monomials in(u, v, u’,v"), the challenge is
now to find one of the strict quadratic Liapunov functiongftfiorm a non-empty open
set in the space of coefficients) by a direct method. It tutridtmat for anyp > 1 and
for all ¢ > 0 small enough the quadratic form

(p+1)Ae
2c

is a strict Liapunov function for our system. The calculat@re not immediate, espe-
cially if we do not know in advance the formula! Here, LaSaliavariance principle
was very useful since,without the information of asympmtatiability obtained by a
very simple sequence of calculations, it would have beey difficult to imagine that
such a function can be devised.

(Y (1) =~V () < —n@(Y(?))

H =& —evv' + peuu + (u'v —u') (7.20)
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7.6 Two infinite dimensional examples

Example 7.6.1.Let us consider the coupled system of second order scalar ODE

u’ +u 4+ Au+cv =0,
(7.21)

v’ 4+ Av+cu =0,

where A is a possibly unbounded linear operator on a Hilbert spdceith norm
denoted by.| such that for soma > 0,

A=A">

andc # 0 with ¢ < A2. In addition we assume that the unit ball B A'/2) is
compactinH. Let

E(t) = E(u,u/,v,0") = % u'? + 0" + |AY2u)? + |A1/2U|2} + c(u,v).
We have the formal energy identity% F(t) = —|u/|>. SinceE is non-increasing,
the vector(u, v, v, v') is bounded inD(A'/2) x D(A'Y/?) x H x H. Actually it is
not difficult to check that if(0), v(0),u’(0),v'(0)) € D(A) x D(A) x D(AY?) x
D(A'Y/?) = W, then the vectofu, v,v’,v’) remains and is bounded i for t > 0
and the energy identity is rigorously satisfied. Then thgttary is precompact and
if (u,v) be a solution of[(7.21) for whiclE is constant. Then/’ = 0, henceu is
constant and/” = 0. Then by the first equation = f% is also constant. Finally
since by the hypothesig < )\? , the stationary systemu + cv = cu + Av = 0
has no non-trivial solution, we conclude that= v = 0 and therefore the solution
tends to(0,0,0,0) . In fact, the system generates a uniformly bounded semiggro
in D(AY?) x D(AY?) x H x H and it is then easy to conclude that 0, 0,0) is
asymptotically stable. For the exact nature of the convergeve refer to [5]

Example 7.6.2. Consider the nonlinear wave equation
Ut — Uz +g(ug) =0 INRT xQ, uw=00nR" x 9Q (7.22)

where) = (0,L) is an bounded interval dR and ¢ in a non-decreasing locally
Lipschitz continous function ofR which satisfiesg(0) = 0 and does not vanish
identically in any neighborhood df. Then for any solution: of (Z22) such that
(u(0),u:(0)) € H*N H(0, L) x H}(0,L) = W, the vector(u, u;) remains and is
bounded i for t > 0 and we have

— [ (u3(t,x) + ui(t,z))dx = 72/ g(ug)ue(t, z)dx
dt Jo Q

By using the fact that for every regular solutiorof the usual string equation (¢, «)
is 2L-periodic with mean-value, the invariance principle now shows tl{at «.) tends
to (0,0) in H}(0, L) x L?(0, L) ast tends to infinity .

Remark 7.6.3. The analog of the last example is valid in higher dimensioa imuch
more general context, relying on the theory of monotonititidilbert spaces and the
concept of almost periodic functions. Since these methaltisiitside the scope of this
text, we refer to[[46, 44] for the statements and proofs ofeneeral results.



Chapter 8

Some basic examples

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

8.1 Scalar first order autonomous ODE
In this section we consider the simplest possible difféa¢rtjuation
u 4+ fu)=0, t>0 (8.1)

The asymptotic behavior of bounded trajectories is obvasushown by the following
result

Theorem 8.1.1. Let f € Wlf)’fo (R,R). Each global and bounded solutiar(t) of
BI)onR* tends to a limitc with f(c) = 0.

Proof. If for somer > 0 we havef(u(7)) = 0, thenu(t) = wu(r) for all ¢ and the
result is trivial. If f(u(t)) never vanishes oR™, it keeps a constant sign amdt) is
monotone oR*. Since by hypothesig(t) is bounded ofR ™, it follows immediately
thatu(t) tends to a limitc ast — +oo. The equation shows that(t) tends to— f(c),
and we conclude that(c) = 0. O

8.2 Scalar second order autonomous ODE
We now consider the slightly more complicated case of thetopu
u" +g()+ f(u)=0, t>0 (8.2)
wheref, g : R — R are locally Lipschitz continuous such that
Yo e R\ {0}, g(v)v> 0.

The term—g(u’) can be viewed as a dissipation whilef (u) represents a restoring
force. We will show that convergence or divergence of theegalrsolution of equation
(8.2) depends on the strength of the dissipative tgr(n)| for small values of the
velocityv. As a consequence of Corollary 7.5[1,(8.2) generates aagrililke system.

73
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8.2.1 A convergence result

Theorem 8.2.1.Assume thaf, g are as above and in addition, for some (0, 1] and
0 > 0, we have
Yo € R, g(v)v>dinf{l, |v*"°}. (8.3)

Then ifu € WH°(R™) is a solution of(8.2), we have

lim {|u'(£)] + |u(t) — | =0,

t— o0
for somec € f~1{0}.

Remark 8.2.2. A typical example of functiog that satisfied hypothes[S{8.3)jé&s) =
|s|*s with e € [0,1).

Proof. First, since the system is gradient-like, we have
w(ug,u1) € f~H0} x {0}.

By connectedness we have eithgig, u;) = {a} x {0} for somea € f~1{0} and
the result is established, or

w(uo,ur) = a,8] x {0}, (a <b).

In this case, we set := ‘17”) As a consequence of the definitionwfug, u1), there
exists a sequende,,) of positive numbers such that

lim ¢, =400, wu(t,)=c.
n—+oo

For anyn € N, there exist®,, > 0 such that
u(t) € [a,b], Yt € [tn, ty + On)- (8.4)
We claim that for all» € N large enough, we can takig = +oo in (8.4). Indeed. let

O, = Inf{t > tn,,u(t) € [a,b]}
and assumé,, < +oco. Then we have
Vt € [tn,0n], u'(t) + g(u'(t)) = 0. (8.5)
We may assume that is large enough to implyu/(¢)| < 1 on [t,, o[, so that from
(8.3) we deduce as a consequencé of (8.3)
VEE [t 0n], /(1) < {(1—)O(t — ) + W/ (t)F1} T (8.6)

In fact, if there iss € [t,,, 6,,] such that/(s) = 0, thenu/(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [t,, 0,]
and [8.6) is obviously satisfied. Otherwigehas a constant sign, then

d ,
%|u/|€71 — (E _ 1)u//|u/|572 sign (u/)
= (1=e)g()u'|

(1-e)d. (8.7)

Y]
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By integrating[(8.l7) oveft,, t) (t € [tn, 0,]), we getl[8.5). Now froni(816) we deduce
by integration

¢
/ [u'(s)] ds < i|u’(tn)|€, Yt € [tn, On].
‘. ed

Forn large enough, the right-hand side is less thgh = [b — ¢| = |a — ¢|.
Therefore there existsy € N such that we have

Vn > ng, u(t) € J, Vt € [t,, +oo] and

[u(ty,) —u(t)] < 6—16|u’(tn)|5, Vit € [tn, +0ol.

Sinceu(t,) = cforalln € N, we deduce
1
Vn > ng, Yt € [tn, +oof, |u(t) — | < 5|u’(tn)|€. (8.8)
Sincev/(t,) — 0 asn — +o0, itis clear that[(818) implies

lm |u(t) —c| =0.

t——+oo

ThereforeJ = {c} and this contradicts the hypothesis= [a, b] with a < b. The
proof of theoreni 8.2]1 is completed. O

8.2.2 A non convergence result

Theorem 8.2.3. Assume that there exisisb € R with a < b and a positive constant
C such that

f(s) <0, Vs<a

f(s) =0, Vsé€]la,b

f(s)>0, Vs>b

lg(v)] < Cv?, V| <L (8.9)

Then for every bounded non constant solutiorf&B), there exist a sequene¢g —
+oo such thatu(t,,) < a for all n and a sequencé, — +oo such thatu(0,,) > b
for all n.

Remark 8.2.4. A typical example of functio that satisfied hypothes[s{8.9)j&s) =
|s]s.

In the proof, we have to use the following lemma.
Lemma 8.2.5. Letv € C*(R™, R) satisfying
v'(0) >0, o'(t)>—-Cv'(t)* VteR",

whereC' > 0 is a constant. Then is nondecreasing antdlirf v(t) = +o0.
—+00
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Proof. Itis clear that’(t) > 0 for ¢ small enough. Let
T =sup{r >0, v'(¢t) >0, Vt € [0,7)}.
Forallt € [0,T), we have

d, 1 —v"(t)
%(U/(t)

By integrating ovex0, t), we get

1
Yt e [0,T), V'(t) > ————.
0.1), v 2 G

(8.10)
If T < 400, we obtain that'(t) > 0 in a right neighborhood df” which contradicts
the definition ofI". ThenT = +o0 and [8.10) becomes

1
vt € [0, LU () > ————
[0, +00), v'(t) > C’t+v,%0)

By integrating this inequality, we get the last part of theitea. O
Proof of theorem[8.2.3. Since the system ifu, v) is gradient-like we have
. / . _
tilgrnoo |u'| + dist(u(t), [a, b]) = 0.

Assume thati(t) > a fort > t,. We must prove that is constant. We distinguish
two cases :

-If w/(t) > 0 on[ty, +0), thenu is nondecreasing and tenddee f~1({0}). So
f(u(t)) = 0onlty, +o0) and we have

u’ 4+ g(u') =0, on|tg, +00).

If w' = 0 on[tyg, +00), thenu is constant. Otherwise, there exists> ¢, such that
u/(t1) > 0. Applying lemmd8.25 te(t) := u(t + t1), we get a contradiction.
- If there existst; > ty such thatu’(¢1) < 0, therefore (since:(t) > a when
t > tp)
u’ + g(u') = —f(u) < 0onto, +00).

In particularu” < —g(u') < Cu? on|ty, +oc) and therv(t) := —u(t + t1) verify
v'(0) >0, o'(t)>—-Cv'(t)* VteRT.

Applying lemmd 8.2 t@, we get a new contradiction. O

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) }+>0 on(Z, d). The main result is as follows.
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Theorem 8.3.1. Assume that the systefi¥(¢)},>¢ is unconditionally stable in the
following sense

Ve >0,36 >0, V(r,y) € X xX, d(z,y) <d = supd(S(t)x, S(t)y) < e.

t>0
(8.11)
Let F be given by{6.T). Then ifuy € X generates a precompact trajectory undsr)
and ifw(ug) N F # 0, the trajectoryS(t)uo converges to some limite F ast — oc.

Proof. Leta € w(ug) N F. Given anye > 0 and choosing > 0 so that[8.111) is
fulfilled, by definition there is- > 0 for which

d(S(T)ug,a) < &
Then we have
YVt > 7, d(S(t)ug,a) =d(S({t —7)S(T)ug, S(t —T)a) < e.
|

Remark 8.3.2. Actually the above proof shows the following more generalie if
ug € X generates a precompact trajectory unflér) and if w(ug) N F contains a
stableequilibrium pointa, the trajectoryS(t)uy converges ta € F ast — oo.

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

Definition 8.3.3. A dynamical systeriS(¢) }+>0 on(Z, d) is said to be contractive if
V(z,y) € X x X,Vt >0,d(S(t)z, S(t)y) < d(z,y) (8.12)
An obvious consequence of Theorem 8.3.1 is the following

Corollary 8.3.4. Assume that the systef§(¢)}:>o is contractive. Then ifip € X
generates a precompact trajectory undgft) and if w(ug) N F # 0, the trajectory
S(t)up converges to some limite F ast — oc.

More generally, we have

Corollary 8.3.5. Assume that the systef§(¢) }+>o is such that for somé7 > 1
V(z,y) € X x X,Vt > 0,d(S(t)z, S(t)y) < Md(z,y) (8.13)

Then ifug € X generates a precompact trajectory und&it) and ifw(ug) N F # 0,
the trajectoryS(t)uo converges to some limite F ast — oo.

Theoreni 8.3]1 especially applies to gradient-like systems

Definition 8.3.6. A dynamical systefiS(¢) }.>0 on(Z, d) is said to be gradient-like if
whenever, € X generates a precompact trajectory undgr), we havev(ug) C F.

Corollary 8.3.7. Assume that the systef¥(¢) }.>¢ is gradient-like and uncondition-
ally stable. Then ifig € X generates a precompact trajectory und#i) , the trajec-
tory S(t)uo converges to some limit€ F ast — oo.
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Remark 8.3.8. If we consider the ODE
u +u=0

written onR? as a system

it is easy to check that any trajectory starting fréfp = (ug,v0) # (0,0) is non-
convergent. Heré(t) is an isometry group oRR? , hence trivially contracting. What
happens here is that the system is not gradient-like. Maeigely, whenevet/, =
(uo,v0) # (0,0), we havew(Uy) N F = @ sinceF = {0} and the norm o (¢)U is
constant.

As a basic application of theordm 8.13.4, Lét> 1 andF € C?(R") beconvex
We consider the equation (6.7)

w'(t) + VF(u(t) =0
We obtain

Corollary 8.3.9. Assume thaf = {z € R VF(z) = 0} # (. Then any solution
u(t) of (64)is bounded o+ and converges, as— oo to some limitu € £ = {2 €
RN VF(z) =0}.

Proof. We already showed that the dynamical syst&n) generated by[(617) on the
closure of the range of is gradient-like with set of equilibri&. Under the hypothesis
thatF is convex, it is easy to check that the operafdr € C'(RY, RY) is monotone,
which means

Y(u,v) € RN xRN, (VF(u) — VF(v),u —v) >0

Then if (u, v) are 2 solutions of (617), we have

d

t > —
vt >0, dt”u

() = v(®)II* = =2(VF(u(t)) = VF(u(t)),u(t) — v(t)) <0

Hence the syster§(t) is contractive in the usual norm. In particular, since ang
& ={z e RN VF(z) = 0} is a solution of[(6J7) independent of t, the function

t e u(t) — al

is non-increasing and all trajectories are bounded. Rir@2drollary[8.3.7 gives the
result. O

Remark 8.3.10. A much more general convergence result holds true for thatexu
0€u +0P(u)

whered®(u) is the (possibly multivalued) subdifferential of any progenvex Isc
function with arbitrary domain on a Hilbert spaég cf. Bruck [21]. In general only
weak convergence is obtained, cf [9]. Besides, the asyioiehavior of precompact
trajectories of nonlinear contraction semi-groups has ltiee object of intensive study
in the seventies, cf. e.d. [35,136,/44].
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8.4 The finite dimensional case of a result due to Al-
varez

In this section, we consider the equatibn{6.8)
u"(t) +u'(t) + VF(u(t) =0

whereN > 1 andF € C?(RY) is convex In contrast with the gradient system (6.7),
the system generated Hy (6.8) is gradient-like but genenalh-contractive. However

we have a convergence result similar to Corollary 8.3.9 widca special case of a
more general weak convergence theorem due to AlvareZz,|cf. [7

Corollary 8.4.1. Assume thaf = {z € R, VF(z) = 0} # 0. Then any solution
u(t) of (6.8)is global, bounded o+ and converges, as — oo to some limita €
E={zeRN VF(z) =0}.

Proof. From our Hypothesis it follows that' is bounded from below. First we con-
sider a local solutiom of (6.8) on some intervdl, L) Given any positive’ < L, the
identity

[ @I+ 51 O] = Fu(©) - Fu) + 517 )
0

shows that’ € L*(0,T;R"), therefore the solution is global and uniformly Lip-
schitz. In additionu’ € L?(R*, X) with X = RY. We already showed that if all
solutionsU = (u,w’) are bounded, the systef{t) generated by[(618) is gradient-
like and the set of fixed points df(t) is F = £ x {0}. We now show that in fact
u is bounded and the numerical functigiit) = ||u(t) — a|* has a limit at infinity
whenever € £. Indeed a straightforward calculation shows that C2 with

¢+ ¢ = —2VF(u(t)), u(t) - a)) + 2|l ()|* < 2|lu/||]* = h € L'(RT)

Writing this inequality as
provides

S <)+ [ e hlds = O +¢70) = KO

Now we have

T T T T
/ H(t)dt:/ / es_th(s)dsdt:/ esh(s)/ e tdtds
0 o Jo 0 s

T

/O eSh(s)(eseT)dsg/OTh(s)ds

ThusH,K € L'(RT) and sincep > 0, the functiony(t) = ¢(t) — f(f K(s)ds
is bounded with non-positive derivative. It tends to a limitinfinity and so does
®. In particularu is bounded, and sinc€(¢) is gradient-like, the omega-limit set is
contained inF. Picking(a,0) € w(Uy) , the limit of ¢ at infinity is 0 and we end up
with convergence of; to ¢ andu’ to 0

O



Chapter 9

The convergence problem in
finite dimensions

9.1 Afirst order system
In this section we consider the first order gradient system
'+ Vo(u) =0 (9.1)
whereyp : RV — R is assumed to b€, and we set
S ={a eR"Y, Vip(a) = 0}.

As we saw in Section 6.3, any bounded solutiorf 0f](9.1) apgresithe sef ast goes
to infinity. The question is then to determine whether or hattually converges to a
pointinS. The next result shows that this is not always true.

9.1.1 A non convergence result

Theorem 9.1.1.Let k be a positive integer and let us consider

- atoe ER NI
o) = oy = | € [ T sl - )| i<,
0 if r > 1.

9.2)

where we use the polar coordinatés, y) = (rcosf,rsind). Then there exists a
bounded solutiom, of (@.1) whosew-limit set is homeomorphic t&*.
Proof. For N = 2, by settingu = (z, y) equation[(9.]1) becomes
¥+ 2(x,y) =0,
{/ o (9.3)
Y+ 55 (xy) =0,

The system[(9]3) becomes

{ r'—l—%(r,@) =0,

0+ L% (r,0) =0,

(9.4)

80
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We define
Letry € (0,1) and letr be the local solution of

;o 2kr(1—r? k1 _m =0
4k27'4+(1—7'2)2k+2€ -

r(0) =ro

r

Clearly,r is global and satisfies

Vit € (0,+00), 0 <r(t) <1, and tlim r(t) = 1.

— 00

Now if we impose that
1
0= —->— 9.5
(1—r2)k (9:5)
then a straightforward calculation shows tfatd) is a solution of [9.4). Hence, the
solution(r, #) verifies

tlggo r(t) =1, tlggo 0(t) = 0.
Clearly, thew-limit set of the trajectory. = (r cos 8, r sin 8) of (@.3) with ¢ given by
(@2) and(r, 6) satisfying [9.5) is the entire circlgr, )/ r = 1}. O

Remark 9.1.2. We recall that a functiorf € C*°(R™,R) is in the uniform Gevrey
classG14s(RY,R) if there exists a constadtl = M (f) > 0 for which

Vm e NN, ||D™f| g < M™|m|+5)Iml

where
N
jm| = m;
j=1

is the length of the differentiation index. It is natural to conjecture that, written
in cartesian coordinates, € G1+% outside any ball centered at 0 and therefarec
Gy (R%, R) for anyp € Gy (R?,R) which vanishes in a small ball around 0 and is
equal to 1 ouside the ball of radias< 1. If the conjecture is valid, this reinforces to the
stronger regularity class;,s(R?,R) C C*°(R? R) with § = % the non-convergence
result from J. Palis and W. De Melo [[73] which stated the exise ofp € C>°(R? R)

for which there is a bounded solutianof (9.1) whoseu-limit set is homeomorphic to
S1. Asd tends to0 the spacér; ., s(R?, R) approaches the space of analytic functions
G1(R% R) , showing that the next result is optimal if we look for a regity class in
which convergence of bounded trajectories is always true.

9.1.2 The analytic case

In [70,[71], S. Lojasiewicz proved the following result whiamplies that the "bad”
situation of Theoremn 9.1.1 cannot happen for analytic fionst

Theorem 9.1.3. (Lojasiewicz Theorem [70, 71]) Let : RV — R be an analytic
function. Then for alk € S, there existg, > 0, o, > 0and0 < 6, < % such that :

IVl = calp(u) = p(a)' =% VueRY Ju—al| < ou. (9.6)
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Remark 9.1.4. In the sequeld, will be called a Lojasiewicz exponent gfat pointa.
Eachf’ < 6, is also a tojasiewicz exponent gfat pointa, associated to a possibly
smaller radiusr < o,. Moreover when consideringf and reducing if needed, the
constant, can be replaced by arbitrarily large constants, in pawichy 1. This was
the choice made by t.ojasiewicz in his pioneering paper. @mther hand, in the cases
where an optimal (= largest) can be reached for instance by a direct calculation, it
may happen that the choiee= 1 is irrelevant. For instance iV = 1 andp(u) = cu?,

we have|Vo(u)|| = 2¢]u| so that in particular

IV(u)|| = 263 p(u)t~2

In this case the optimal value= } is associated to a maximal constagtvhich tends
to 0 with the parametet. Similar examples can be built with any super-quadratic
power function.

Remark 9.1.5. If a ¢ S, the inequality becomes trivial singeis of classC".

Theorem 9.1.6. (Lojasiewicz Theoreni [70, 71]) Assume thasatisfies(9.8) at any
equilibrium pointa and letu € L>(R*,R") be a solution of(@.1). Then there exists
a € S such that
dimu(t) = af| = 0.
Moreover, let) be any tojasiewicz exponentpfat pointa. Then we have
O(e™%) for somes > 0if § = 3,

u(t) —all = 9.7
&) = ol { O@t=9/0-20)) if0 << 1. ®-1)

In particular if ¢ is analytic , all bounded solutions @B.1) are convergent.
Proof. We define the function by z(¢) = p(u(t)). Then

Z(t) = | Ve(ut)|*, Vvt>0. (9.8)
So z is nonincreasing. Since is bounded and is continuous, it follows thalkl' =
tlim (u(t)) exists. Replacing by ¢ — K we may assum& = 0. If z(to) = 0 for
— 00
somety > 0, thenz(t) = 0 for everyt > t(, and thereforey is constant fot > t,.
In this case, there remains nothing to prove. Then we canrasthatz(¢) > 0 for all
t>0.
Definel" := w(u). Theoren 4.1]8 ii) implies thdt is compact and connected. Let
a € T, then there exists, — +oo such that.(¢,,) — a. Then we get

Jm e(u(tn)) = ¢la) = K =0.
On the other handy satisfies the tojasiewicz inequalify (9.6) at every paint S.
Applying Lemmd1.2J6 withV = X = RV, E = ¢ andG = V¢ we obtain,

Jo,c >0, 30 € (0, %]/ [dist(u,F) <o=||Vp(u)| > c|<p(u)|170] .

Now sincel’ = w(u), by Theoreni 4.1]8 iii), there exiss > 0 such that digu, ') <
o. Thenwe getforalt > T

Vo)l > clp(u)'~. (9.9)
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By combining [9.8) and {919), we get
() < =A(z(1)*) ) vt >T. (9.10)
In the casé € (0, 1), by integrating[(9.10) ove(T’, t) we find
(1) < ! <Oyt T, Wt>T.
(2(T)20-1 4+ (1 — 20)c2(t — T))T-20
Now since

lu' @) = == (t)
we have
2t .
/ llu'(s)||2ds = 2(t) — 2(2t) < Cyt~ T2,
t
Applying Lemmd1.25 te(t) := ||v/(t)]], we get
/ [ (s)||ds < Cot™ T2 (9.11)
t
By Cauchy'’s criteriong := t_l}lg_n u(t) exists and
VE>T, |u(t)—al < Cot™ T2,

On the other hand, i = 1, the application of LemmB1.2.4 to(t) := ||u/(¢)||
gives the exponential decay. To conclude the proof, we rerteat at the end, the
global Lojasiewicz exponent used to prove convergence earfaced by aniocal
tojasiewicz exponent ap ata. O

Remark 9.1.7. Since the tojasiewicz theorem is actually local, it suffiteeissume
thaty is analytic in a ball where the solution stays forzall

9.2 A second order system

We now consider the gradient-like system
W' +u +Vo(u) =0 (9.12)
where® : RY — R is assumed to b€, and we set
S={aecRY, V&(a) = 0}.

9.2.1 A non convergence result
The non-convergence result of Curry - Palis - De Melo (cf. dreen[8.1.11) has been
extended to[{9.12) by Véronh [79] (see alsbl[8|, 65]). Morecjzely

Proposition 9.2.1.Given anyp € C*(R2,R),1 < k < oo, thereisad € C*~1(R% R)
such that each solution B.1)is at the same time a solution @.12)

Proof. The statement is readily satisfied for= ¢ — |Vp|?/2. O
Corollary 9.2.2. There existdt € C°°(R? R) and a bounded solution of (@.12)
whosew-limit set is homeomorphic t6*.

Proof. Takey as in Theoreri 9.711. Theh (9.1) has a bounded solutiomosew-
limit set is homeomorphic t&*. By Propositiori 9.2]1y is also a solution of{9.12)
for some smootkp, which proves the corollary. O
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9.2.2 A convergence result

Theorem 9.2.3. Assume tha® is analytic and let: € W1°°(R+ RY) be a solution
of (8.12) Then there exists € S such that

. 12 _ —
Jim o (0)] + [u(t) — all =0.

Moreover, letd be any Lojasiewicz exponentofit a. Then we have for some constant
C>0

[u(t) — o] < Ct7=

Sif0<0< .
, <0<3

. 1

|lu(t) — al| < Cexp(—dt), forsomes > 0if 6 = 3

Proof. Let E(t) = 2[|u/(¢t)]|*> + ®(u(t)). We have

(", u') + (Ve (u), )
= (W +V®(u),u) = —[lu'(t)|

E(E(ﬁ))

From Theoreri 4,718 ii) we know that(u, v”) is @ non-empty compact, connected set.
We also know thatim;_, o, ||v/|| = 0 andw(u,u’) € S x {0} (see corollar{ 6.4]1).
LetT = {a/ (a,0) € w(u,v’)} andK = lim;_,, E(t). As in the proof of theorem
we may assumE = 0 and for alla € T, ®(a) = 0. Then we introduce

H(t) = %Ilu’(t)ll2 + ®(u(t) + (Ve (u(t)), u' (1)

wheree is to be fixed later. Therefore

H'(t) = —[lu'|* +e(Ve(u),u”) + (V2R(u)u', ')
—[[]|? + e(V®(u), —u' — VO(u)) +e(VZP(u) - v, u')
= W = el Ve)|* — e(VO(u), ) + e(V*®(u) - ', u).

Sinceu is bounded we have
(V20 (u) - u',u') < Crellu/|?.
Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities we have
£(VO(u),u) < S[VE@W)P + 1w/
Therefore selecting < ¢y we find

H'(t)

IN

9
—(1=Ce)|[|* = 5 Ve(u)|?

A

S (I + V@ @)?). (9.13)

Then H is nonincreasing with limib, we have in particulaff is nonnegative. As in
the proof of the Theoremn 9.1.6 we can assume Hg@f) > 0 for all ¢t > 0. On the
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other hand, sincé is analytic then by using Lemnia_1.2.6 once again as in thefproo
of Theoreni 9.1]6, there exi8tc (0, 1], T > 0 such that for alt > T we get
1 c? _
[ 12+ IVe@)l* = /] + 5 Vo) + 5|<I>(u)l2(1 ?
2(1-0
es ([l + V@ (w)|? + @ (u)]) "™
> ey (H(t)? (9.14)
Combining the inequalitie§ (9.113) aid (9.14) we find
H'(t) < —es(H (1) 7.

Y

V

If 6 € (0, 3), intergrating this differential inequality we get
H(t) < Cgt 7.

Wheng = % we find thatH decays exponentially.
Now from (9.13), we get

| e+ 1veeo s < 2w,

The proof concludes exactly as in Theollem 9.1.6. O

9.3 Generalization

The goal of this section is to give a general framework whioltets the results of
sectiof 9.1 and 9.2.2 as well as some new examples. Faertbisve consider the
differential equation

a(t) + F(u(t)) =0, t>0, (9.15)

whereF € C(RY;RY) .

Theorem 9.3.1.Letu € C*(R;;RY) be a bounded solution of the differential equa-
tion (@.I8) Assume that there exists a functiére C1(RY), 3 > 1,6 € (0,1) and
¢,c1,T > 0such that

B(1—0) <1, (9.16)

E(u(t)) > 0 foreveryt > T, (9.17)

(VE(u(t), F(u(t)) = ¢ |[VE@®)| | F(u(t))|| foreveryt > T (9.18)
IVEu(t))|| > e1 E(u(t) = foreveryt > T (9.19)

for everya € RN onehas  VE&(a) =0 = F(a) =0, (9.20)

Then there exists € RY such thatlim u(t) = a.
— 00
If, moreover£ satisfies for some, > 0

| F(u(t)| > e2 E(u(t)) Y for everyt > T, (9.21)
Then, ag — oo,
O(e™%) for somes > 0if 8 = 125,
(t) —al =

s (9.22)
Ot s v) if > Lo
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Proof. We apply Lemm&ZL213withkk = RY andH (t) = £(u(t)). Letu be a solution
of (@.13) which is continuously differentiable, then, b tthain rule,

*%S(U(t)) = —(VE(u(t)), u'(t)) = (VE(u(t)), F (u(t)))-

By using [9.18),[(9.19) and equatidn (9.15) we get fot all T’

—%5(@&(1?)) > || VEuED]” [ F(u®)]
> cey €(u(t) 0 [l (). (9-23)

V

This is condition[(T.4) withy := 1 — 8(1 — ) (thanks to[(9.T6); > 0.)

It follows that the functiont — £(u(t)) is nonincreasing. Now i€ (u(ty)) = 0 for
somety > T, then&(u(t)) = 0 for everyt > ¢,, and therefore, by conditions(9]18),
(9.20) and the equatioh{9]15) the functieiis constant fort > t,. In this case, there
remains nothing to prove. Hence we can asséifigt)) > 0 forall ¢ > T'. Thisis
condition [1.3). By applying Lemnia1.2.3 we deduce the cogmece result. Now we
will prove the decay estimate (9]22). From (9.23) we dedocelft > T

d

- lE®)" = ned! |[u'(1)]. (9.24)

By integrating this last inequality we get

) ol < [ (sl ds (0.25)

1
cnc’f

< E(u®).

By using hypothesi$ (9.21) and equatibn (9.15), we get
E@O))T = Eult)'™ < Z|F@®) = O] ©.26)

Combining [9.24) and (9.26), we obtain

4
dt

1—-6
no.

[€ ()] < —neef e2[€7]

Solving this differential inequality (we have to distinghitwo caseé;—e =1lor % >
1), we obtain the estimate

O(e= %) if 3=,
E(u(t)" = Cnf(enb)y 0
O(t n/(1=n )) |fﬂ>1T9.
Combining this estimate with {9.25), the claim follows. O

In the next subsections we discuss several applicationsradlustract results.
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9.3.1 A gradient system in finite dimensions

We start by applying our abstract results to the gradieriesys
' (t) + Veo(u(t)) =0,

wherep € C%(RY). The system is a special case pf (9.15) if we tdke= V.
The functiony is nonincreasing along. Now if « is a bounded solution of the above
gradient system and singeis continuous, it follows thap., = t_1>1§1 p(u(t)) exists.

If we define€ by
5(1}) = (,D(’U) — Poo

we see that hypothesis (9]117) is satisfied fortalt 0. If ¢ is real analytic , then it
satisfies tojasiewicz inequaliti (9.6). Therefore by appilemmd 126 witHV =
X =RN,E=¢,G=Vypandl =w(u)we get

1
I >0, 3> 0,30 € 0,51/ [IVe(u®)Il > clo(u(t) — ol ™", VE>T.

Now it easy to see that all hypotheses of Theofem B.3.1 aidiedt(here3 = 1).
Then there exists € RY such thattlim u(t) = a and the estimate
—00

O(e=1) if 6 =
) —al =4
O(t=0/(=20)) if g < 1.

We thus recover the result of Section 911.2.

9.3.2 A second order ordinary differential system

Let® € C?(RY) and consider the second order ordinary differential system
u”(t) +u'(t) + V®(u(t)) = 0. (9.27)

This system is equivalent to the first order system (9.15gitlefineF : R2Y — R2V
by

Flu,v) = ( v+y&)(u> ) u, v €RY,

Now letu € WhH(R*T,RY) be a solution of[{9.27). We define the energy of this
system

B(t) = 2 ()] + 2(u(r)).

We know that the functior® is nonincreasing an&,, = lim;_,o F(t) exists. Itis
also well known thatu(u, ') is compact connected subset®f!({0}) x {0} (see
corollary(6.4.1). Let > 0, and define : R>Y — R by

1
E(u,v) = §||UH2 + ®(u) — Foo +(VP(u),v)py, u,vE RY,

so that

CUDE A E ()
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Fix R > 0, and letM := sup,<p+1 [V>®(u)|. Choose € (0, 1) small enough so
that(M + $)e < 1. Then for every, v € RY satisfying||u| < R we obtain

(VE(u,v), F(u,v))gen
lvl|? = € (V20 (u)v, v)pr + & (v, VO(u))gn + ¢ ||[VE(u)|?

> (1= Me=2)[ol? + 5 | Vo)
> o (Jol* + [Ve(u)]*). (9.28)
Since%[ﬁ(u(t),u’(t))] = —(V&(u,v), F(u(t),v/(t))) < 0, Then the function

t — E(u(t),u'(t)) is nonincreasing. Thanks to the fact that— 0 ast — oo, it
follows thatt_l,i+m E(u(t),u'(t)) = 0. Then& satisfy hypothesi$(9.17). Moreover,

IVE(u, v)|| + |F (w, )| < C([[oll + IV (u)]]). (9.29)

By combining [9.2B) and (9.29), we obtain that
(VE(u, ), F(u,v))gen > | VE(u, v) ||| F (u, v)]].

This is condition[(9.18) withs = 1. On the other hand, ¥7&(a, b) = 0 then by [9.2B)
we haveh = 0 andV®(a) = 0, thenF(a, b) = 0, hence[(9.20).

Now if we assume thab is analytic , ther€ is also analytic and satisfies t.ojasiewicz
inequality [9.6). Therefore by applying lemma1]2.6 with= X = R?N, F = &,
G = V& andl' = w(u,u’) we obtain

3T >0, 3¢ > 0,30 € (0, %]/ VE(u(t), ' )] > c&(u(t)) ~°. (9.30)
Then hypothesi§ (9.19) is satisfied. On the other hand, mgu8i29) we get
1 1
1 Ca, )| = lloll + o+ Ve(u)ll = S(lloll + [Ve(u)) = FIVE(u, ).

Combining this last inequality witti_ (9.80) we obtain thaplyhesis[(9.21) is satisfied.
Therefore by Theore@.gli}r&(u(t),u’(t)) = (a,0) exists. We thus recover the
result of Sectioh 9.212.

In [58], also the case of nonlinear damping was considered.damping, however,
should not degenerate in the sense that Agae damping is in principle linear. The
case of degenerate damping which is the object of the netibedtas been considered
by L. Chergui in [26].

9.3.3 A second order gradient like system with nonlinear disipa-
tion

Let® € C?(RM R) and consider the second order ordinary differential system

u”(t) + g(u/'(t)) + VO(u(t)) =0, (9.31)

whereg € C(RY | R¥) satisfying
(g(v),v) > cfol|**? (9.32)
lg@) < Cllof|** (9.33)

anda > 0.
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Theorem 9.3.2.We suppose that

1
30 €]o, 5], Vae S, o, >0/|VO(u)| > |®(u) — ®(a)]*~Y, Vu € B(a,o,).
(9.34)
Assume that: € [0, t£;) and letu € W2>(R,,RY) a solution of(@.31) Then there
existsa € S such that

im ([[a(@)] + [[u(t) - all) = 0.

+oo

We also have o

Proof. First of all, we define the energy of this system
1
E(t) = w017 + @(u(®).

We know that the functiorE is nonincreasing an@,, = lim; -, E(¢) exists. It

is also well known (see corollafy 7.5.1) thatu, v’) is compact connected subset of
(V®)~1({0}) x {0}. In order to apply Theoref 9.3.1, we must write equation (9.31
as a first order systeri (9]15). This is the case if we defin®R?Y — R2VN by

)= () swapy ) woERY

Lete > 0, and define€ : R2Y — R by
1
E(u,v) = Zol* + ®(w) — Eo + &l VO(u)[*(VO(u), v)p, u, v e RY

so that

(V) + e[ Vo()]|*V2B(u) - v + o V() [<2 (Vo (), v) V2B(u) - Vo(u)
V) = ( 0 + el V() [V () ) '

Let B ¢ RY x R¥ be a suffiently large closed ball which is a neighbourhoodhef t
range of(u, '), then we have

1 (u, )| < Cr([loll + [[VO(u)]]); (9.35)

IVE(w, v)|| < Co([lo]l + [V (u)])-

Now choosing: € (0,1) small enough and by using Young inequality together with
hypothese$(9.32) and (9]133), we get

(VE(u,v), Fu, ) > es(|ol|*T* + V() [*F2) > ca([[oll + [V (u)][)**2.
(9.36)
Combining these three last inequalities we obtain

(VE(u,v), Fu,v)) > c5 | VE(u,v)||* T || F(u,v)]|. (9.37)

Thisis [9.I8) with3 = a+1. Since [E(u(t), u' ()] = —(VE(u,v), F(u(t), v (t))) <
0, then the function — &(u(t),u'(t)) is nonincreasing. Thanks to the fact that
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u’ — 0 ast — oo, it follows thattiigl E(u(t),u'(t)) = 0. Then& satisfy hypoth-

esis [9.1F7). Now ifVE&(a,b) = 0, then by [9.36p = V®(a) = 0 which imply by
(9.38) thatF(a,b) = 0. This is hypothesig (9.20). On the other hand by using Young
inequality we get

E(u,0)' = < Cs(|lv]| + VO (u)|| + | (u) — Exo|' 7).
We also have
[ F (u, ) || = ez (|[v]] + VO (u)]]).

Combining this two last inequalities together with the isigavicz inequality[(9.34),
we get
17 (u(t), w' (D) = '€ (u(®))' =

This is [9.21). Sincex € [0, 145[thenB(1 — 0) = (a + 1)(1 — 0) < 1, then [9.I6) is
satisfied. Theorefn9.3.2 is proved. O



Chapter 10

The infinite dimensional case

In [78], L. Simon completed the fundamental one dimensioasilt of Zelenyak [83]
and Matana[72] by showing that the pioneering work of S. k@icz can be extended
to some infinite dimensional context, among which the sémeidr parabolic equations
with analytic generating function in any space dimensidme @bjective of this chapter
is to clarify to which extent the Lojasiewicz method can beeralized to infinite di-
mensional systems. Throughout this chapter, we consideraal Hilbert space¥, H
whereV C H with continuous and dense imbedding afid the topological dual of
H is identified withH, therefore

VcH=HcV'
with continuous and dense imbeddings.

Definition 10.0.3. We say that the functioR € C'(V,R) satisfies the tojasiewicz
gradient inequality near some poigt € V, if there exist constan® € (0, %], c>0
ando > 0 such that for allu € V with ||u — ¢||v <o

IDE(u)|v: > ¢|E(u) — E(e)]'~°. (10.1)

Remark 10.0.4. 1) The tojasiewicz gradient inequality is trivial ¢f is not a critical
point of E.
2) The numbe# will be called a tojasiewicz exponent (&f at ).

10.1 Analytic functions and the tojasiewicz gradient
inequality

One might wonder if Lojasiewicz gradient inequality is ddflor any analytic function
on an infinite dimensional Banach space. However, evén# H it is not the case.
Actually, if (H,(-,-)) is a Hilbert space and’ is defined byF(u) = (Ku,u) with

K = K* > 0and compact, theR does not satisfy the Lojasiewicz gradient inequality.
More precisely

Proposition 10.1.1. Let H = [?(N) and F' : H — R be the continous quadratic
(hence analytic ) functional given by

(o]
o 2
F(ug,u, . Up,...) := g E5U;
Jj=0

91



92 CHAPTER 10. THE INFINITE DIMENSIONAL CASE

where(ex)ren is a real sequence satisfying > 0 andkli_>ngO e, = 0. ThenF satisfies
no tojasiewicz gradient inequality.
Proof. Defining(e;); = d;;, an immediate calculation shows that
Yt >0, F(tey) =tex; |VF(tey)| = 2tey.
In particular for eactd > 0 we have
|VF(ter)|

— 2 9t29—1
[Flter) =0 ~ "
For anyf > 0 small , choosing small enough and letting tend to infinity we can see
that the tojasiewicz gradient inequality fails in the bdlradiust. O

More generally, in[[54], we considered a real Hilbert spagk (-, -)), a linear
operatorA such that
AeL(H); A=A

and the associated quadratic fodm H — R defined by
1
Vue H, ®(u)= §<Au,u>.

In this context a characterization of continous quadratieis for which the tojasiewicz
gradient inequality is valid was obtained and expressethiéydllowing statement

Theorem 10.1.2.The following properties are equivalent
i) 0 is not an accumulation point of sp(A).
i) For somep > 0 we have

Vu € ker(A)*, (| Aullz > pllul -

iii) ® satisfies the tojasiewicz gradient inequality at the orifginsomed > 0.
iv) & satisfies the tojasiewicz gradient inequality at any paintf = %

For a general nonlinear potentiéll one might wander if the equivalent properties
above forA = D?F(a) are sufficient to obtain a tojasiewicz gradient inequaliéan
a. The proposition below shows that it is not the case.

Proposition 10.1.3.Let H = [*(N) and F : H — R be the analytic functional given
by
oo |uk|2k+2
F Uy ) 1= —
(w1, uz, iy ) ];2 (2k + 2)!
ThenF satisfies no tojasiewicz gradient inequality.

Proof. First we note thaD?F(0) = 0, hencesp(D?F(0)) = {0} and in particulan
is isolated insp(D?F(0)). Defining(e;); = d;;, an immediate calculation shows that

2k+2 t2k+1
Vi >0, Fltey) = m; |V F(tex)| = 2R
In particular for eact® > 0 we have
F(tek)176

= (0, k)t! (R0,
Ve O

Choosing k large enough gives a contradictiontfemall. O
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In this example, the difficulty comes from the fact thiatn ker(D? F(0)) = oc.
Assuming the equivalent properties of Theolem 10.1.2 &indker(D?F(0)) # oo
is equivalent to the semi-Fredholm characted®fF(0) (cf. Theoren{1.313) In the
next sectiori_10]2 we shall show that this condition is sufitiin a rather general
framework, in particulaf” will not be assumed equal t in view of applications to
semilinear PDE .

10.2 An abstract Lojasiewicz gradient inequality

The purpose of this section is to give sufficient conditiongbfor the inequality
(I03) to be satisfied. Leb € C?(V,R) andy € V such thatDE(p) = 0. Up
to the change of variable = ¢ + v and the change of functio@(v) = E(p +
v) — E(y), we can assume whithout loss of generality that= 0, £(0) = 0 and
DE(0) = 0. Although the formulation of the tojasiewicz gradient inedjty requires
only E € C*(V,R), one way of proving it require € C?(V,R). In fact the operator
A := D?E(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 tojasiewicz gradient inequality is satisfied neaith the exponent = % :
there exist two positive constanris> 0 andc > 0 such that

lullv <o = [IDE(u)llv: = c|E(u)|?.

Proof. Itis easy to see, using Taylor's expansion formula, thaf/fdr, small enough
we have

|E(u)| < Cllul?. (10.2)
On the other hand, sind@E(u) = Au + o(u), we have

u=A"'DE(u) + o(u),
and therefore for any given> 0 we can finds(¢) > 0 such that if||u||y < d(¢) then
IDEW)llv: = AT ully — ellullv.
Choosinge := gg := ||[A71||71/2, we obtain for|u|y < d(ep)
IDE(u)l[v: = eol|ullv- (10.3)
The result follows by combining(10.2) arid (100.3). O

Remark 10.2.2. SinceA = D?E(0) is symmetric, then ifA is semi-Fredholm and
d = dimker(A) = 0, by corollanf1.3.64 is an isomorphism. Hereinafter we assume
thatd > 0. We denote byl : V' — ker(A) the projection in the sense &f.
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Proposition 10.2.3. Assume thatl := D?E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator and let

NV — V
u — Hu+ DE(u).

Then there exist a neighborhood®fi?; (0) in V, a neighborhood off, W3(0) in V'
and aC* mapV¥ : W»(0) — W7 (0) which satisfies

N@(f)=f  VfeWs(0),
Y(N(u) =u Yu € W1(0),
() —¥(g)llv < Cillf —gllv: Vf,g € W2(0), Cy>0. (10.4)

Proof. The function\ is C* and DN(0) = II + D? E(0) which by corollary .36 is
an isomorphism fron¥ to V’. We have just to apply the local inversion theorent]

Let (¢1, 2, ...0q) denote an orthonormal basis kdr(A) relatively to the inner
d

product ofH. For¢ € R? small enough to achievE &ip; € Wa(0), we define the
j=1

mapl by
d
L) = B(Y()_&¢i)- (10.5)
j=1

Let W, (0) be the open neighborhood of OTf’ such that

d
£ Wa(0) <= > &¢p; € Wa(0).

j=1
The functionl" is C* in W5(0). Let us define also

W1(0) = {u € W1(0)/T(u) € W2(0)}.

d
Proposition 10.2.4.Letu € Wy (0) and let¢ € W>(0) such thafll(u) = ijcpj €
j=1
W>(0). Then there are two constants K > 0 such that
IVI(€)llra < CIIDE(u)]lv-, (10.6)
|E(u) = T(€)] < K[IDE(u)] (10.7)
Proof. For anyk € {1, ---d} we have the formula
ar  d d d
%G EE(‘I][Zgj‘Pj""(gk‘f's)‘Pkms:O = (DE(T(Y_ &), DYDY &505)0n)-
j#k j=1 j=1
N (10.8)
Now we claim that for alk € W5(0)

d d

d
b3 g—%m = DEU(Y_&¢i)llve < ClEIDE@Q_&¢i)llve- (10.9)

k=1 Sk j=1
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d
In fact by using[(10.8), remarking thﬁlE(\I/(Z &ipj)) € ker A we obtain
j=1

T
k( )or — DE(¥ Z&% )Nve

‘I’(Z §iei)) D‘I’(Z §iei)(er) — ok > wrllv.

Now by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the fact It(0) (Lu) = u, the claim
follows. On the other hand, sindgis C!, there exist€; such that
[DE(u) = DE(v)|lv: < Csllu—vlly  V(u,v) € Wi(0). (10.10)

Then by using[{10]14)[(10.9) arld (10.10) we obtain

IVI(€)|lra

IN

d
C4||DE(‘I’(Z§j<Pj))HV/

Ca| DE(W (T (u)))[fv-

Ca| DE(W(T(u))) = DE(u) + DE(u)||v-

Cal| DE(u)|lvr + C3Cul[¥(T(u)) — ullv
(
(u

IN

= C4|DE()|v: + CsCal|¥(I(u)) — ¥(Mu + DE(u))|lv
C4|DE

IN

Mv: + C5[DE(u)]|v-

hencel(10J6). On the other hand
[E(u) =) = [E(u) — EP ()]
Ld
= 1 B @) -]

. / (DE(u + t(W(TI(u)) — u)), U(TI(u)) — u) dt|

IN

19 (1)) — ully / IDE(u+ (¥ (TI(u)) - u)||v dt

IN

[/0 (IDEw) v+t Cs[|U(I1(w)) = ullv) dt ] |[W(TL(w)) — ullv

Col| DE(u)|[v/[|®(T(u)) — ¥(I(u) + DE(u))v
C1Cs|| DE(u)|[3

hence[(10]7). O

Theorem 10.2.5.Assume thatd := D?E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator and let
d = dimker A. Assume moreover that

(H1) d > 0 and there exist®) C R? open, andh € C'(0, V) such that) € h(O) C
(DE)~1(0) andh : O — h(0O) is a diffeomorphism.

Then there exist two positive constaats- 0 andc > 0 such that

IA A

lullv <o = DE(u)|v: = c|E(u)]?.
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Proof. We have by usind (10.9) (choosing a sma@(o) if necessary)

d
IDEW(Y " &e)llve < CrlIVI Q). (10.11)

j=1

If u € W,(0) such thatDE(u) = 0, thenA/(u) = () which implies thatu =
W (II(u)). Moreover by using[(1016) we haveT'(¢) = 0 where( € W, (0) with
d

Mu =Y &p;.
j=1
d

On the other hand let € W5(0) with VI'(¢) = 0. Then\If(Z &ip;) € W1(0) and

j=1

d d
\P(ij) = 0 by using [T0.T1). SaI(¥ Z«s]% — 3 ¢¢,. Conse-

Jj=1

quently ¥ Z@% ) € W1(0) andDE(U Zgjapj
j=1
Finally we have:

d
{u € Wi(0), DE(u) =0} = U({D_&p;. £ € W2(0) andVI(€) = 0}). (10.12)

j=1
Now we introduce thé—dimensional manifold
v =h(0)
with O andh as in(H1). Let
O = h™'({u € W1(0), DE(u) = 0}).

ClearlyO is an open subset @& and0 € 1(O).
We now have

7 = h(0) C {u € W1(0), DE(u) =0} C U({D_&p;, € € Wa(0)}).

Jj=1

Since the extreme terms afie-dimensional open manifolds, they must coincide lo-
cally. Therefore, changing if necessdi§; (0) and W>(0)) to smaller open sets, we
obtain

d
¥ ={u € W1(0), DE(u) = 0} = ({>_ &, & € Wa(0)}. (10.13)

j=1
Now by comparing[{10.12) anf (10]13), we get
L) =0,  V¢eWs(0),

The proof of Theorerm 10.2.5 follows immediately by usingtlist equality in[(10]7).
|
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In the next theorem, we will prove inequality like_(1D.1) @mdhypotheses of ana-
lyticity of £ andDE. We consider a Banach spagesuch thaker A C Z andZ C H
with continuous and dense imbedding.

Proposition 10.2.6. Assume thatd := D?E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator. Let
L =11+ A. ThenW := £71(Z) is a Banach space with respectte||y = ||Lw] 2
andL € L(W, Z) is an isomporphism.

Proof. Using corollary[1.3J6, we know that : V' — V"’ is one to one and onto.
SinceW C V and by the definition ofV” we also haveC : W — Z is one to one
and onto. Obviously we havé € L(W, Z) becausé|Lu||z = ||lu|lw forallu € W.
Now we prove thatV is a Banach space. Léw,,) be a Cauchy sequencelifi, then
(L(wy,)) is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach spacBenote by its limit. (L£(ws,))

is also a Cauchy sequencelif}, so(w,,)) is also a Cauchy sequencelin Denote by
w its limit, sinceL € L(V,V’), thenLw = z. The claim is proved. Banach’s theorem
gives the factthat =! € L(Z, W). O

Theorem 10.2.7.Assume thatl := D?E(0) is a semi-Fredholm operator and that
N :=ker A C Z. Assume moreover that :

(H2) E : U — R is analytic in the sense of definitibn T.W4.1 whéfre- TV is an open
neighborhood o6, that DE(U) C Z andDE : U — Z is analytic.

Then there exist8 € (0,1/2],0 > 0 andc > 0 such that

lully < o = [IDE(u)llv: = ¢[E(u)]*~".
Proof. For the proof we need the following result.
Lemma 10.2.8. Then there exist a neighborhood®f; (0) in W, a neighborhood of
0, ¥2(0) in Z and an analytic maj@; : V2(0) — V;(0) which satisfies
N@(f)=f  VfeV(0),
Uy (N(u) =u  Vue Vi(0),
U, = in V2(0) N W2(0)
1e(f) = ¥(glw < Cillf —gllz  V(f.9) € Va(0) N W>2(0), (10.14)
Proof. We first establish that

N:W — Z
u +— Hu+ DE(u).

is aC! diffeomorphism near 0, becaugeN' (0) = I+ A = £ € L(W,Z) is an
isomorphism (see propositibn 10.2.6) and the classical lagersion theorem applies.
Therefore we can find a neighborho®d0) of 0 in W and a neighborhoot (0) of
0in Z such that\ : V4 (0) — V5(0) is aC' diffeomorphism. Finally it is clear that
U, = N ~1in V5(0) N W2(0). By Theoreni 1419 we havg, is analytic inV,(0). O

End of proof of Theorem By using the chain rule (Theordm 1.4.6), sifice U — R,
DE :U — Z and¥ : V5(0) nW>(0) — V4 (0) are analytic, the functioh defined
in (IQ.5) is real analytic in some neighborhood)dh R<.

Applying the classical tojasiewicz inequality (Theorenl8) to the scalar analytic
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functionT defined on some neighborhhod®fn R by the formula[(I0J5), we now
obtain (sincg1 — ) € (0,1)):

[E)|'™ < PO+ [0E) - B(u)|' ™0 < CLOIIVF(OHW +[T(&) = B(u)|*".

By combining [10.6),[{1017)[(10.15) we obtain (1019
@I < £ IDE@)vr+ K DB,
Then since&(1 — #) > 1, there exist > 0, ¢ > 0 such that
|DE )|y > ¢|E(u)|'=% forallu € V such that|ul|y < o.
Theorent 10,217 is proved. O

10.3 Two abstract convergence results

This section is exceptionnally devoted to an abstract itndn which a trajectory of
some evolution equation is known independently of any weledness result for the
corresponding initial value problem. In particular thesend underlying continuous
semi-group to rely on and we cannot apply directly the simedeilts of chapters 4 and
6. However, by performing essentially the same kind of dations as those needed
to apply the invariance principle, we end up with a “gradiike” property which is
the starting point for the tojasiewicz method to be applieabOur results contain
as special cases the semi-linear examples of section lir.4vffich the semi-group
framework could be applied as an alternative method) byt dam also be used for
strongly non-linear problems as soon as a solution with itftg regularity properties
is known, even if the well-posedness is either false or pithseut of reach.

Let V and H be two Hilbert spaces such thitis a dense subspace Hf and the
imbedding ofV in H is compact We identify H with its topological dual and we
denote byV’ the dual ofl/, so thatd C V' with continuous imbedding.

Let E € C'(V,R). We study the following two abstract evolution equatiorse t
first order equation
u'(t)+ VE(u(t)) =0,t >0 (10.16)

and the second order equation
u’(t) +u'(t) + VE(u(t)) =0,t >0 (10.17)

Theorem 10.3.1.Letu € C*(R, V) be a solution of(I0.16) and assume that

(i) Ug>1{u(t)} is compact inV’;

(i) E satisfies the Lojasiewicz gradientinequality near eveippp € S := {¢ €
V, VE(p) = 0}.
Then there existg € S such that

i Ju(t) — ellv = 0.
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Moreover, let) be any tojasiewicz exponent Bfat . Then we have

O(e™%) for somed > 0if 6 = 1,

u(t) — ¢|lg = (10.18)
() = el { O@=9/1-20)) if0 < g < 1.

Proof. We define the functiorr by z2(¢t) := E(u(t)) for all ¢ > 0. Sinceu €
Cl(R,,V)andE € C'(V,R), then by chain rule; is differentiable and

2(t) = —||u/ ()3, Vt>D0. (10.19)

Integrating this last equation and by usifig, we getu’ € L?(R,; H). Now, since
the range ot is precompact iV, andw is uniformly Holder continuous on the half-
line with values inH, it is also uniformly continuous with values i andu’ =
—V E(u(t)) is uniformly continuous with values ii’. Then by applying Lemniad.2.2
to the numerical functiorj«’(¢)||3, , we obtain that/(t) tends to0 in V’ ast tends
to infinity, hence also if{ by compactness. We conclude thdt.,) C S. Moreover,
since the functiorr is bounded and decreasing, the liriit := tlizgo E(u(t)) exists.

ReplacingF by £ — K we may assum& = 0.

If z(to) = 0 for somet, > 0, thenz(t) = 0 for everyt > ¢,, and thereforey is
constant fort > t,. In this case, there remains nothing to prove. Then we camass
thatz(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. Definel" := w(ug). Itis clear thatl’ is compact and
connected. Lep € T, then there exists, — +oo such that|u(t,) — ¢||v — 0.
Then we get

lim E(u(t,)) = E(p) =K =0.

n—-+o0o

On the other hand, by assumpti@in), E satisfies the tojasiewicz gradient inequality
(I0.3) at every pointy € S. Applying Lemmd1.2J6 withV = V, X = V’, and
G = VE we obtain,

Jo,c >0, 30 € (0, %]/ [dist(u,T) < 0 = [[VE()[lv: > clE(w)'~*].

Now sincel = w(ug), by Theoreni 4118 iii), there exisis > 0 such that digtu, I") <
o forallt > T. Then we get

Vt>T |[VE)|v > c|E(u)]*~?. (10.20)
By combining [10.I9) and{10.R0), we get
() < =A(2(1)*D, vt >T. (10.21)

The end of the proof is identical to that of Theorem 9.1.6, Wwiaim the convergence
of u(t) in H and the convergence I follows by compactness O

Theorem 10.3.2.Letu € C*(Ry,V) N C%(R4, V') be a solution of(I0.17)and
assume that

(1) Ug>1{u(t),u/(t)} is compactin/ x H;

(i) if K :V’ — V denotes the duality map, then the operakop E” (v) € L(V)
extends to a bounded linear operator éinfor everyv € V,andK o E” : V — L(H)
maps bounded sets into bounded sets;
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(i) FE satisfies the tojasiewicz gradient inequality near everinpg < S =
{¢ eV, VE(p) = 0}.
Then there existg € S such that
Hm |||z + [Ju(t) — ¢llv = 0.

t——+oo

Moreover, letd be any tojasiewicz exponentBfat . Then we have

O(e™%) for somes > 0if § = 1,

() = el { O@t=91-20)) if0 < g < 1.

Proof. Let
£(t) 1= 3l O} + B(u(t))

By the assumptions omandE, £ is differentiable everywhere and for alt> 0
E'(t) = —|lu' ()|

Hencef is decreasing, and by usirig) it is bounded. By integrating the last equality,
we deduce that’ € L*(R*, H). SinceH < V' we deduce thak(t) := ||u/(¢)]|2.
is integrable. Moreover by assumpti¢f) and the equatio (10.117), for almost every
t > 0 we find

(@) < 2’ @®)lv " @)y < C

Hence the function is Lipschitz continuous and integrable which impllithxen h(t) =
—00
0. Sinceu’ is compact with values i we deduce

lim ||’ ()] ;= 0.

t—o00

Let (p,v) € w(u,v’), and let(t,),en € Ry be an unbounded increasing sequence
such thatle (u(tn), v (tn)) = (¢,v). Obviously we get) = 0. On the other hand,

since||u’||z — 0, it follows that

lim sup ||u(t,+ ) —¢llg =0. (10.23)

N0 5¢(0,1]

Actually the same is true with values IA. In fact, assuming the contrary, there is
0 > 0 such that
VneN, sup |ult,+s)—¢lv >4
s€[0,1]
Then we can find a sequengs,) C [0, 1] such that

)
VneN, |u(t,+sn)—@llv > 3
By compactness af in V, we can findy) € V and subsequences still denotegl) and
(sn) such that

[u(tn + sn) =Pllv — 0

which imply that||y) — ||y > £. Now from (10.23) we deduce that= v, a contra-
diction.
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Therefore, lim VE(u(t, + s)) = VE(y) uniformly in s € [0, 1].
By equation[(10.117),

VE() = [ VE()ds

1
= lim VE(u(ty, + s)) ds

1
= lim (—u"(tn + ) — v (tn + s)) ds

n—00 0

= lim = (tp + 1) +u/(tn) — ulty + 1) + ulty)

= 0.

Hencep € S. Now sincef is bounded and decreasing, the limit:= tlim E(t) =
—00

tlim E(u(t)) exists. Replacing’ by E — K we may assum& = 0.

—00

Now lete be a positive real number, and aslinl[57] let us define far 2110

20) = s + Blw) + =(VE(), )y (10.24)
where(-, -}y denotes the inner product IrY. We note thatZ makes sense as a conse-
quence of hypothesig). We have for almost atl > 0:

Z'(t) = I3 + e{~(VE(u), ')v: = [VE@)[F + (VE(w)', u)v}.
Then, usingii), for almost allt > 0 we obtain for somé” > 0
Z'(t) < (=1 + Pe)|[u/ |7 — (VE(u),u)v: — e VE(u)][5-
Since we have by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(VE(w), o'y < S IVE@)IR + 5l
we deduce :

2'(6) < (<1 + P} + Sl = SIVE@I

By choosings small enough, we see that there exists> 0 such that for almost all
t>0

Z'(t) < —cr(|lW/ |l + IVE)I3). (10.25)
SinceZ is nonincreasing with limi), we have in particulaZ is nonnegative. As in
the proof of the Theorem10.3.1 we can assumeat > 0 forall ¢t > 0.
LetT' = {¢/ (¢,0) € w(u,u)}. Theoreni4.118 ii) implies thdf is compact and
connected. Now by assumptigfii), F satisfies the tojasiewicz gradient inequality
(I03) at every pointy € S. Applying Lemmd1.2J6 witHhV = V, X = V’, and
G = VE we obtain,

do,¢ >0, 30 € (0, %]/ [dist(u,T) < 0 => |[VE(u)||v: > c[E(u)|* 7]

Now by the definition ofl’ and using Theorefn 4.1.8 iii), we obtain that there exists
T > 0 such thatdigtu,T') < o forall ¢t > T. Then we get

Vi>T ||[VE@)|v > c/Eu)*°. (10.26)
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Using this last inequality together with Cauchy-Schward &oung inequalities, we
getforallt > T

Z(t)*09 Co [l + IVE@)||2 + | E(u)|}21=9.
Cs{[lu'||3 + [VEw)|I3} (10.27)

Combining the inequalitie§ (10.25) ad (10.27) we find for at T

IAINA

Z'(t) < — =L 7($)20-9),
C3

The conclusion follows easily O

10.4 Examples

10.4.1 A semilinear heat equation

As afirst application we study the asymptotic behaviour efsémilinear heat equation

u— Au+ f(z,u) =0, (t,z) € Ry xQ,
u(t,-)|an = 0, teRy, (10.28)
u(0,2) = uo(x), x €.

In equation [(10.28) we assume tHfatcC RN (N > 1) is a bounded domain. We
assume thaf : Q x R — R is continuously differentiable and i¥ > 2, we assume

in addition that
3C > 0, > O such tha( N — 2)a < 2
P (10.29)
and| 2L (z,5)| < C(1+|s|*) ae.onQ x R

With this condition onf, the energy functionndl given by
1
Yu € Hi(Q), E(u) = 5/ |Vu|? da +/ F(u)dx,
Q Q

whereF'(z, s) := fos f(z,r) dr, is well defined. By using Proposition 1.17.5 page 66
of [66], we know thatF is of classC? on H} () and

DE(u) = —Au+ f(z,u), Yue H)(Q),
of
s
Itis well known thatD? E () is a semi-Fredholm operator for alle H} (Q)NL>(Q)
(see example1.3.7). Lét= dim ker DE(¢p).

Proposition 10.4.1. Assume that hypothes0.29)is satisfied. Letp € H}(Q) N
L*>°(Q) be a critical point of E. Assume also that one of the following hypotheses is
satisfied :

D’E(u)¢ = —A{+ ==(z,u), Yu,§ € Hy(Q).

d=0 (10.30)
d > 0 and there exist® c R? open, andh € C1(0,V)/ (10.31)
¢ € h(0) C (DE)~'(0) andh : O — h(O) is a diffeomorphism;

f is analytic ins, uniformly with respect ta: € Q2 (10.32)



10.4. EXAMPLES 103

Then there exigt € (0, 1] ando > 0 such that

Vue Hy (), |lu—pllmy) <o = |-Autf(z,u)llz-rq > [Ew)—E(p) "
(10.33)

Proof. Let A := D?FE(p) and assume that = 0. Corollary[1.3.6 gives thatl =
D?E(yp) is an isomorphism fron#/} () into H~1(Q). To conclude we have just to

apply proposition 10.211. Now assunie (10.31) holds. Toyappkoreni10.215, we
have just to remark that is a semi-Fredholm operator. For the prooflof (10.33) under
hypothesis[(10.32), we distinguish two cases :

Case 1:N < 3. LetZ = L?(), by elliptic regularity [4] we get thalt’ := (IT +
A)~Y(Z) c H?(Q2) wherell is the orthogonal projection ih?(2) on N (A) := ker A.
The functionalE' : H%(Q) N HE () — R is clearly analytic since it is the sum of
a continuous quadratic functional and a Nemytskii operatioich is analytic on the
Banach algebr&/?(Q2) c L>°(Q2) (see exampleZL4.7.) By using Proposifion1.4.5, we
also obtain thaDFE : W — Z is analytic. We can apply Theordm 1012.7 to obtain
d033).

Case2:N > 4. Letp > & andZ = LP(Q2). By elliptic regularity [4], we know
thatW := (Il + A)~1(Z) ¢ W2P(Q) which is a Banach algebra sinpe> %. The
end is the same as in the first case. O

Remark 10.4.2.1) The result of propositidn 10.4.1 remains true for the garenergy
defined by :

ou Ou )
Z / 9 0; 0z; /Q F(z,u), we&Hy(Q), (10.34)
WhereF = [, f(s)ds, f satisfies[(10.29) and ; satisfies the following conditions

1. ai; € Cl(Q),

2. Qij = Qji, and

3. Z aij(2)&&; > ~v||€||* for somey > 0 and everyt € R4, t e Ry, z € Q,

7,7=1

2) A similar result holds true for Neumann boundary conditio

The following result is an immediate application of Theor@®3.1 using the
Propositior . 10.4]1. The smoothing effect of the heat eqnathplies (cf[60] ) that
for eache > 0 anda € [0, 1),

J{u(t)} isboundedin C'*(Q)

t>e

as soon as(t) is bounded inZ.>*(Q2) for ¢ > 0. In particularJ,>,{u(t)} is precom-
pactinH:(Q) .
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Theorem 10.4.3.Letu € C* (R, H3(£2)) be a bounded solution of equati.28)
Assume thatforalp € S := {p € H}()/ —Ap+ f(p) = 0} we havep € L>(Q)
and one of the three conditiorf§0.30) (10.31)or (10.32)of Proposition 10.4]1 is
satisfied. Then
Jim [lu(t) ~ gl = 0.

Moreover, letd be any tojasiewicz exponentbfat . Then we have

1u) — ol O(e™%) for somed > 0if § = 3,

u(t) — Ll =

g O(t=0/1-29)) if0 <0< L.

Remark 10.4.4. It has been shown in_[55] that if < 1, convergence holds without
any need of conditio (10.81) dr (10132) . Howeved i 1 and convergence occurs,
in general the convergence can be arbitrarily slow. The thgsisd < 1 provides
convergence results in a wide framework, cf. €.al [43], [61]

10.4.2 A semilinear wave equation
As a next application we study the asymptotic behaviour efsmilinear wave equa-
tion
utt+ut*Au+f(xvu):07 (taz)eRJrXQa
u(t,)|oa =0, te Ry, (10.35)
u(0,7) = ug(x), ue(0, ) = wa(x), =€

We letQ) C RY, f € CH(Q x R;R), the spaces] := L?(Q2) andV = H}(Q) as
in Subsection 10.411. IN > 2, then we replace the growth conditidn (10.29) by the
following condition :

3C > 0, > 0 such tha{ N — 2)ar < 2
and|%L(z,s)| < O(1 + |s|*) a.e.onQ x R
Theorem 10.4.5.Letw be a solution ofI0.3%)such that
Ugso{u(t,.), us(t, )} is bounded inHj (€2) x L*(€).

(10.36)

Assume thatforalp € S := {p € H}(Q)/ — Ap+ f(p) = 0} we havep € L>(Q2)
and one of the three conditiolf0.30)or (I0.31)or (10.32)of Propositio 10.4]1 is
satisfied. Then

Jim [l z2 + u(t) = gll e = 0.

Moreover, let) be any tojasiewicz exponent Bfat . Then we have
O(e™%) for somes > 0if § = 1,
Ot=8/0=29) if0 <6 < 3.

[u(t) =l = {

Proof. First (10.36) implies that the Nemytskii operator assatab f is compact:
H{(©) — L*(Q), then by the lemmBA6.8.2, the orhit.  {u(t,.),u:(t,.)} is pre-
compact inH{ () x L*(Q). This is condition(i) of theorem10.3]2. Moreover,
the duality mappings’ : H=1(Q) — Hg(Q) is given by Kv = (—A)~'v, so that
KE"(v) = I + (=A)~1f'(v). From this, the growth assumption ¢n(10.36), and
the Sobolev embedding theorem, it is not difficult to dedinee the conditior{(ii) of
Theoreni 10.3]2 is satisfied. O



Chapter 11

Variants and additional results

In this chapter, we collect, most of the time without prooffea additional results
which complement, mainly in the infinite dimensional franoekand often at the price
of additional technicalities, the simple theory developethe two previous chapters.
For the proofs, the reader is invited to read the correspgsiiecialized papers

11.1 Convergence in natural norms

Inthe last chapter, we obtained convergence to equilibfiursome semi-linear parabolic
and hyperbolic equations in the energy space. However tieeofaconvergence to
equilibrium was specified il ?(Q2). In [56], it is shown that the same decay occurs in
H}(Q) for the wave equation and ib> () with an arbitrarily small loss for the heat
equation. This loss is most probably artificial but this baes only important when
the Lojasiewicz exponent @f 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 convergtireorem (cf..[78] in
the framework of Sobolev spaces instead’6f spaces which were used by L. Simon.
His proof is quite similar to that of our main parabolic résblut uses more compli-
cated spaces. The advantage is that no growth restrictassismed for the nonlinear
perturbative term.

11.3 More general applications

11.3.1 Systems
LetV = (H}(Q)", H = (L2(Q)", V' = (H~1(Q))" and we define the function
E: (H}Q)" — Rby
V= () € Q) E@ =3 Y [ Vuldet [ P
=1 Q Q

105
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WhenN > 2, we assume that
[V2F(z,s)| < C(1+|s]|*) a.e.onQ x R (11.1)

for someC > 0 anda > 0 such tha{ N — 2)a < 2. By using Proposition 1.17.5 page
66 of [66], we know thaf? is of classC? on H} () and

DE(U’) = (_Aul + fl(xvu)a Tty _Aun + fn(wa u))
DUE@E) = <86+ T e, —A + 2w wé) vE € ()",

Itis well known thatdim ker D2 E () is finite for allp € (H}(Q))" N (L>(Q))". Let
d = dimker DE(p).

Proposition 11.3.1. Assume that hypothegEI.1)is satisfied. Letr € (Hg(22))" N
(L>°(£2))™ be a critical point ofE. Assume also that one of the following hypotheses
is satisfied :

d=0

d > 0 and there exist® c R? open, andh € C'(0,V)/¢ € h(O) C (DE)~1(0)
andh : O — h(O) is a diffeomorphism;

f is analytic ins, uniformly with respect ta: €

Then there exi®t € (0, 1] ando > 0 such that

Vu € (Hy()",  llu—¢llaye) <o = IDE@)||m-1 @) > |Eu)—E(p)'~°
(11.2)

11.3.2 Fourth order operators
LetV = HZ(Q), H = L*(Q), V' = H~?(Q) and we define the functio® :
H3(Q) — R by
1
Yu € HY(Q), E(u)= 5/ |Au|? da +/ F(u) dx
Q Q
whereF (u) = [ f(s)ds. WhenN > 4, we assume thaf(z,0) € L>°(Q) and

?(:p, s)| <C(1+[s|%) ae.onQ xR (11.3)
S

for someC > 0 anda > 0 such thai{ N — 4)(a+ 1) < N + 4. By using Proposition
1.17.5 page 66 of [66], we know thatis of classC? on HZ(2) and

< DE(u), ¢ >p-2ypz = <A%u+ f(x,u),¢ >g-2.pz Vb € HF (),
0
<D2E(U)§,’l/) >H*2><Hg = <A2§+8_‘£(IE,U)§,’I/) >H*2><Hg V’I/JEHg(Q)

Itis well known thatdim ker E’ (i) is finite forallp € H3 (). Letd = dim ker E' ().
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Proposition 11.3.2. Assume that hypothes(&L3) is satisfied. Letp € HZ(Q) N
L*>°(Q) be a critical point of E. Assume also that one of the following hypotheses is
satisfied :

d=0 (11.4)
d > 0 and there exist® c R? open, andh € C1(0,V)/ (11.5)
¢ € h(0) C (DE)~'(0) andh : O — h(O) is a diffeomorphism;

f is analytic ins, uniformly with respect ta: € Q2 (11.6)

Then there exigt € (0, 1] ando > 0 such that

Vu € H3 (), lu—pllgzi) <o= |‘A2u+f($au)”H*2(Q) > |E(u)—E(p)['°
(11.7)
Remark 11.3.3. In virtue of remarK10.014, ifp is not a critical point ofF, (10.33)

is just the consequence of the fact tiiate C'*(V, V). In this case we don't have to
assume any assumption.

Proof. The proof of [I1.J7) under hypothesés (11.4) And(11.5) isséme as in the
propositio 10.4]1. Now assume thlat (11.6) holds. As in tioefpof the proposition
[10.4.3, we distinguish two cases :

Case 1:N < 3. LetZ = L?(Q), by elliptic regularity [4], we know thatV := (II +
A)~Y(Z) c HY(Q) wherell is the orthogonal projection ih?(Q2) on N := ker A. It
isalso clearthav Cc Z = L?(Q). The functionals : H3(Q2) — Ris clearly analytic
since it is the sum of a continuous quadratic functional aNemytskii operator which
is analytic on the Banach algebf#?(Q) c L°°(Q)) (see Example_1.4.7 .) By using
Propositio1.4]5 ), we also obtain thAtF' : W — Z is analytic. We can apply
Theorent 10.217 to obtain (10133).

Case 2:N > 4. Letp > max(2, §) andZ = LP(Q). By elliptic regularity [4], we
know thatW := (I + A)~'(Z) c W*P(Q) which is a Banach algebra sinpe> &
The end is the same as in the first case. O

11.4 The wave equation with nonlinear damping

In [26], L. Chergui succeeded to generalize Thedrem B.32semilinear wave equa-
tion with nonlinear localized damping
U + [ue|ue — Au+ f(z,u) =0, (t,z) € Ry xQ,
u(t,)]aq =0, teRy, (11.8)
u(0,z) = uo(x),us(0,2) = ur(x), x€Q.

One of the difficulties to do that is the proof of compactnéesthe trajectories in the
energy space. His result has been extended, under natyath®ges, to possibly
nonlocal damping terms in[6].

11.5 Some explicit decay rates under additional condi-
tions

The Lojasiewicz exponent of an equilibrium point is genlgraifficult to find, even for
2-dimensional ODE systems. However in some exceptional éasirns out, for semi-
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linear problems involving a power non-linearity, to be cangble explicitely. This
was done in[[59] with application to the exact decay of theisoh when the limit is
0, and in [17] under a positivity condition of the energy. Thstlresult allows for a
continuum of equilibria to exist, but only for Neuman boundeonditions.

11.6 More information about decay rates

All our convergence results contain an estimate of the iffee between the limiting
equilibrium and the solution. The question naturally agisé the optimality of this
estimate. Actually, even when the equation has a singldibquim playing the role
of a universal attractor of all solutions, the situation d@nrather complicated. If
the decay estimate obtained for instance by Liapunov'stireethod or tojasiewicz
method is optimal for all solutions other than the rest pigalf, it means that all non-
trivial solutions tend to the quilibrium at the same rate,rawmstance which tends
to be the exception rather than the general rule. As aniidtien, let us consider the
simple ODE

u ' +ud =0

Apart from the zero solution, it is true (although not conteletrivial to prove, cf.
e.g.[47] that here are only two possible rates of decayfésor ase™!. Actually the
first case corresponds to solutions behaving as thosé aef u®> = 0 and is shared by
most solutions, while the ranges of exponentially decagiigtions lie on a separatrix
made of two curves symmetric with respect to the ori@j0) having the rough shape
of spirals.

Analogous properties have been established by the firsbafahthe slightly more
complicated equation” + c|u'|*u’ + |u|?u = 0 wherec, o, 3 are positive constants. If
a > ap = % all trajectories are oscillatory up to infinity and tenditat the same
rate. Ifa < «y, all trajectories have a finite number of zeroeg@mx) and there are
two different rates of decay at infinity . For the details [Sf].

In a series of papers, the exact decay rate of solutions tearethoroughly studied
for more complicated second order ODE and for infinite-digi@mal abstract problems
containing semilinear parabolic and hyperbolic equatia¥s 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 arestalmder a perturbative
source which dies off sufficiently fast ferlarge. Such results were obtained[inl[62],
[31], [30], [15] and [16].

11.8 Non convergence for heat and wave equations

Non convergence results for parabolic and hyperbolic egustwith smooth non-

analytic nonlinearities were proved by [75], [76] and![6%though such negative
results may look natural since 2 dimensional ODE systenesdyr produce such bad
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phenomena, the question is whether or not the fact that tiergeng function is scalar
forces the system to behave like a scalar equation. The aimsnegative but the proof
is non-trivial.
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