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Abstract

The Krasnosel’skii type degree formula for the equation & = —Au+F(u)
where A : D(A) — E is a linear operator on a separable Banach space E
such that —A is a generator of a Cjy semigroup of bounded linear operators
of F and F : E — FE is a locally Lipschitz k-set contraction, is provided.
Precisely, it is shown that if V' is an open bounded subset of E such that
0¢ (—A+ F)(0V N D(A)), then the topological degree of —A + F' with
respect to V' is equal to the fixed point index of the operator of translation
along trajectories for sufficiently small positive time. The obtained degree
formula is crucial for the method of translation along trajectories. It is
applied to the non-autonomous periodic problem and an average principle
is derived. As an application a first order system of partial differential
equations is considered.

1 Introduction

We are concerned with the periodic problem associated with a differential
equation of the form

(Pa,r)

where A : D(A) — E is a linear operator on a separable Banach space such that
—A generates a Cj semigroup {Sa(t) : E — E};>0 of bounded linear operators
such that ||Sa(t)]| < e ", for some fixed w > 0 and any ¢ > 0, and F' : [0, T|XE —
FE is a locally Lipschitz map with respect to the second variable, having sublinear
growth and with & € [0,w) such that, for any bounded Q C E, B(F(Q)) < k5(9)
where [ stands for the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness.

In general, one may speak of two topological approaches to the T-periodic

!Corresponding author, e-mail: aleks@mat .umk.pl
2000 Mathematical Subject Classification: 47J35, 47J15, 37L05
Key words: semigroup, evolution equation, topological degree, periodic solution


http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.00152v1

problem associated with (P4 ) (7" > 0 is a fixed period). One is to formulate
it as a fixed point problem for a proper solution operator in a suitable space
of functions (see e.g. [10]) and the second way for finding 7-periodic solutions,
which we follow, is to seek fixed points of the translation along trajectory operator
®p 1 £ — E associated with the equation (P4 ) (see e.g. [4] and [3]). The
crucial point in our approach is the proper version of a degree formula stating
that, if F' is time-independent, then the fixed point index of the operator ®; :
E — E, for small ¢ > 0, is equal to the topological degree of —A + F (with
respect to proper open bounded subsets of E). We shall prove such a degree
formula, which is an infinite dimensional extension of the Krasnosel’skii theorem
for ordinary differential equations in finite dimensional spaces (see [12]). By use
of the obtained formula, we prove a criterion for finding periodic solutions of
(Par) in the spirit of Mawhin ([I4]), Schiaffino-Schmitt (|I7]) and Kamenskii-
Obukhovskii-Zecca ([10]). The obtained abstract method is applied to a system
of partial differential equations. The paper is organized as follows. In Section
2 we provide basic definitions and facts concerning the topological degrees for
k-set contractions and perturbations of operators generating Cy semigroups of
contractions. In Section 3, we prove the degree formula, which is to be used in
one of the next sections, for the the equation @ = —u + F'(u), where F' is a k-set
contraction. Section 4 is devoted to general compactness properties of solution
operators for & = —Au + F(t,u) with initial conditions. In Section 5 we prove
the main result of the paper — the degree formula. We reduce it, by a proper
homotopy, to the result of Section 3. Finally, Section 6 provides an abstract
continuation principle for periodic solutions and its application.

2 Topological degree

In the first part of this section we provide basic information on the degree
theory for k-set contraction, mainly due to [15]. In the second part of the section
we carry out a standard construction of the degree for perturbations of generators
of Cy semigroups of contractions. For a survey on the topological degree theory
for perturbations of accretive operators we refer to [11].

Recall that a continuous map F' : X — FE, where X is a closed bounded
subset of a Banach space F, is called a k-set contraction if there exists a constant
k € [0,1) such that, for any Q C X,

BF(Y) < kB()

where [ stands for the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness given by 3(2) :=
inf{r > 0] can be covered with a finite number of balls (in E) of radius r} (see



e.g. [I, [7] or [I0]). A compact convex set C' C E is said to be a fundamen-
tal set (for F) provided F(X N C) C C and, for any € X, the condition
x € conv ({F(z)} UC) implies z € C.

Remark 2.1 Let F' : X — E be as above and define (C,,),>0 a sequence by
Co :=conv ({29} UF (X)), Cy, :=conv ({zo} UF (X NC,_1)), for n > 1 where
is an arbitrary point from X. Then, one can verify that, C,, C C,,_1, for n > 1,
and C := (>, C, is a fundamental set for F'.

A vector field I — F : U — E, where U C E is an open bounded set, is called
admissible if F' is a k-set contraction (with some k£ € [0,1)) and F' has no fixed
points in the boundary OU. Let C be any fundamental set for F and F, : U — E
be a continuous extension of Fgo such that Fo(U) C eonv F(U N C), existing
due to the Dugundji extension theorem (see [0]). Then, by the invariance of C,
Fo(U) C C, which implies that F¢ is compact. Moreover, if, for some z € U,
Fo(z) = z, then x € C, which gives F(z) = Fo(x) = x and € U. Therefore
the following definition of the topological degree makes sense

(1) deg([ - F, U) = degLs(I - FC, U)

where deg; ¢ stands for the Leray-Schauder degree (with respect to 0 € E). One
may prove that the degree is independent of the choice of a fundamental set and

an extension Fy. It has the following standard properties of a topological degree:
(D1) If deg(I — F,U) # 0, then there exists z € U such that F(z) = x.

(D2) If F: U — E is admissible and Uy, Uy C U are open and disjoint sets such
that {z € U | F(z) = 2} C U; U Uy, then

deg(l — F,U) =deg(I — F,Uy) + deg(I — F, Us).

(D3) Let H : U x [0,1] — E be an admissible homotopy, i.e. a continuous map
such that .
(i) there exists k € [0, 1) such that, for any Q C U,

BH( < [0,1])) < kB(Q),

(i) H(xz,\) # x for any (z,\) € 9U x [0, 1].
Then
deg(l — H(+,0),U) =deg({ — H(-,1),U).

(D4) If 2y € U, then deg(I — zo,U) = 1.

Remark 2.2 It will be useful in the sequel to know that if I — F : U — E is
an admissible k-set contraction vector field, then there exists a locally Lipschitz



compact vector field I — F;, : U — E homotopic to I — F via an admissible
homotopy. Indeed, find Fo as in (). Since F' is a k-set contraction, its fixed
point set is compact and one has p := inf{||z — F(z)| |z € oU} > 0. By the
Lasota-Yorke theorem there exists a locally Lipschitz map Fy, : U — E such that
| Fr(z) — Fo(z)|| < p/2, for any € U and Fp(U) C conv Fo(U) C C. To see
that I — Fy, is homotopic to I — F, define H : U x [0,1] — E by

H(xz,A\) = (1= XNF(z) + AFp(x).
Clearly, for any Q C U, one gets
BH (€2 < [0,1])) < B(conv [F(2) UC]) = B(F(Q)) < kB(Q).

Furthermore, if for some (z, A) € 90U x[0, 1], H(x,\) = z, then = € conv ({ F(z) }U
('), which implies x € C and, consequently, ||z — F(z)|| = M| FL(z) — F(2)|| =
M| Fr(z) — Fo(x)|| < p/2, a contradiction.

The topological degree can be extended onto the class of condensing vector
fields. For any admissible condensing vector field [ — F' : U — E with open
bounded U C E, i.e. such that F is continuous, S(F(2)) < 5(2) for any Q C U

with 8(Q) > 0, and 0 ¢ (I — F)(OU), there exists A € (0, 1) such that
(2) 0¢ (I—(1—=M\F)(U) forany A € (0, ).

Indeed, if we suppose to the contrary, then there are A\, — 0% and (x,) C U
such that x, = (1 — \,)F(x,), for each n > 1. Then, either S({z,},>1) = 0 or
we note that {x,}n,>1 C {vF({xn}tn>1) |7 € [0,1]}, which gives

B{antnz1) < SVE{zn}n=1) |7 € [0,1]}) = BIF{zn}nz1)) < B{zn}nz1)-

But the latter case gives a contradiction and, therefore, () is relatively compact.

Assume that x, — 2o € OU. By continuity, it is clear that xy = F(xp), a

contradiction with the admissibility of I — F', and the proof of (2)) is finished.
Thus one can put

(3) deg(I — F,U) := lim deg(I — (1= \)F,U)
A—=0t

as I —(1—\)F is a k-set contraction, for any A € (0, 1), and (2]) holds. In view of
the homotopy invariance property — (D3), () is correct. It can be easily verified
that the extended degree admits all the properties (D1)—(D4), meaning by an
admissible homotopy a continuous map I — H : U x [0,1] — E such that 0 ¢
(I — H)(0U x [0,1]) and, for any Q C U with 3(2) > 0, B(H(Q x [0,1])) < 3(Q).

We shall now pass to the version of topological degree for perturbations of
generators of Cy semigroups of contractions. We say that a mapping —A + F



is admissible with respect to an open bounded U C E if A: D(A) — E is a
linear operator on a Banach space E such that —A generates a Cj semigroup
Sa={Sa(t) : E — E};> of linear contractions, i.e. there exists w > 0 such that

[Sa(t)]| < e™" for any ¢ > 0,

F : U — E is a k-set contraction with a constant & € [0,w) and 0 & (—A +
F)(OU n D(A)). By an admissible homotopy we shall understand a mapping
(x,A) = —A(XN)x + F(x, \) where the family of operators {A(\)}acpo,1) and con-
tinuous F' : U x [0,1] — E with open bounded U C F satisfy the following
conditions

e the family of semigroups {Sa)}rejo,1) is uniformly contractive, i.e. there is
w > 0 such that [|Sa) ()] < e for any t > 0 and A € [0, 1],

e the family {A(XA)}repoq) is resolvent continuous, that is if A, — Ag (as
n — o0o0) in [0, 1], then A(\,) ™5 A(Xo) (with respect to resolvent or graphs),
ie. forany v > —w and u € E, R(v : —A(M\,))u — R(v;—A(N))u as
n — oo,

e there exists k € [0,w) such that, for any Q C U, B(F(Q x [0,1])) < kB(),
o for any A € [0,1], 0 & (—A(X) + F(-,A))(0U N D(A(N))).

Remark 2.3 The resolvent continuity condition for the family {A(\)}acp,1 of
Cy semigroups implies that, for any A\, = Ao and x € E, San,)(t)x — Saog)(t)z
uniformly with respect to ¢ from bounded intervals (see [16]).

Lemma 2.4 If {A(A)}epoq and F : U x [0,1] — E determine an admissible
homotopy, then
(i) for any t > 0 and bounded Q) C E,

Bl Sam®Q | < e 'B(9);

A€[0,1]

(i) for v > —w and bounded 2 C F,

1
<
sl U R N < ——B(Q)
A€[0,1]
where R(v: —A(N)) :== (vI + A(N))™!
(iii) for any v > 0, the map VU : U x [0,1] — E, given by V(z,\) := R(v
—AN)(vu + F(u,N)), is a set contraction with constant ﬁi’; < 1 and R(v

—AN)(ve + F(x, \) # x for any (z,\) € OU x [0, 1].



Proof. (i) Take an arbitrary ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0. Let {zy}x=1
that

m. C E be such

.....

Qc U B (w1, B(Q) +£/2) .

k=1
By the continuity property — see Remark 23] the maps [0,1] 2 A — S (t)xy €
E, k =1,...,m., are uniformly continuous, therefore there exist {);}’<, and
0 > 0 such that, forany k=1,...,m. and j =1,... n,,

1Samy )k — Sap)()zr]| < /2 for any A € B();,0)

and [J7=, (Aj — 6, Aj +0) D [0,1]. Take any x € Q and A € [0, 1] and observe that,
there are k, € {1,...,m.} and j) € {1,...,n.}, such that ||z —xy, || < 5(2)+¢c/2
and |A — A\, | < 6. Further, by the contractivity,

[Sapy ()2 = Sap ) Ozr, [l < [[Sapy (@) — Sapy (), |+
HSaoy (), — Sa,) )z, |
<e Yl —a| +e/2 <r.:=e*B(Q)+e.

.....

A€(0,1]

which implies [ ( U San (t)Q) < r.. Since € was arbitrary, the proof is fin-
A€[0,1]

ished.

(ii) can be shown in the same manner as (i) with use of the inequality
|IR(v: —AN)|| < 1/(w+v) for any v > —w and A € [0, 1].

(iii) Note that in view of (ii)

Bl | R:—=AWN)WI+F)(Qx{\})

A€[0,1]

<p| |J Rw:=AN)WI+F)(Qx0,1])

A€[0,1]
k+v
w+v

1
s o A+ B)@x (o) < ——

o) + ko) = (222 s

Finally, if R(v : —A(N\))(vI + F)(z, \) = z for some = € OU and X € |0, 1], then
x € D(A(N)) and —A(N)z + F(x,\) = 0, which contradicts the admissibility
assumption. O

Therefore, if —A + F' is admissible with respect to an open bounded U C FE,
then, by Lemma 2.4 we may put properly

(4) Deg(—A+ F,U) :=deg(I — R(v: —A)(vI + F),U)



where v > 0 is arbitrary. By the continuity of the resolvent and the homotopy
invariance of deg it is clear that the definition () is independent of v. It has also
all the expected properties, i.e. the existence, additivity, homotopy invariance
and normalization. The latter property states that: if v € A(U N D(A)), then
Deg(—A + vo,U) = 1. It is a straightforward conclusion from (4)) and (D4).

To define the topological degree of —A+F' in the situation £ = w it is sufficient
to apply in () the topological degree for condensing vector fields.

3 Degree formula for k-set contracting
and condensing fields

Before we shall deal with the degree formula, we verify basic properties of the
translation along trajectories operator associated with the parameterized problem

N a(t) = —u(t) + G(u(t),\), t > 0, A € [0,1]

where G : U x [0, 1] — E, with an open bounded subset U of a separable Banach
space F, satisfy the following conditions
(G1) G is locally Lipschitz in the first variable uniformly with respect to

the second one, i.e. for any x € U there exist 9, > 0 and L, > 0

such that, for any x1, 29 € B(z,0,) NU and X € [0, 1],

|G(21,A) = G2, M| < Loy — 2|5
(G2) G(U x [0,1]) is bounded;

(G3) G is a k-set contraction, i.e. there is k € [0,1) such that, for any
bounded Q2 C U,

B(G( x [0,1])) < k5(Q).
Let V be any open subset of U such that V C V + B(0, p) C U with some p > 0.
For ¢t > 0, define ®, : V — E by
Oy(x) :=u(t;0,z,\)
where u(-, 0, z, A) stands for the (local) solution of (P ) with the initial condition

u(0) = x.

Proposition 3.1 Under the above assumptions
(i) there exists t > 0 such that, for any x € V and X € [0, 1], there exists a unique



solution u(+;0,t,z,\) of (Pg.) on [0,t] starting at x and the map
V x[0,1] 3 (2, A) = u(-;0,%,2,\) € C([0,], E);
1S continuous.

(ii) for any t € (0,%], ®; is a k-set contraction, i.e. for any Q CV,
B(®(2 x [0,1])) < eV 5(0).

In the proof we shall use the following property of the measure of noncompactness.

Proposition 3.2 (see [7| or [10]) Let E be a separable Banach space, B C
L'([a,b], E) be countable and integrably bounded (i.e. there exists ¢ € L*([a,b])
such that ||w(t)|| < c(t) for all w € B and a.e. t € [a,b]) and ¢ : [a,b] — R be
gien by ¢(t) := B({u(t)|u € B}). Then ¢ € L'([a,b]) and

s({[ wmrarive8)) < [ o

Proof of Proposition B.1] (i) By the standard local existence and uniqueness
theorem for ordinary differential equations in a Banach space, we infer that, for
any ¥ € V and A € [0, 1], there exists a unique solution u of (Pg,) on some
maximal interval [0,w,) with w, > 0. By (G2), the exists K > 0 such that
UUG(U % [0,1]) € B(0, K). Hence

||u(t) — x| </ ||u(T (1), M) ||dr < 2Kt for any t € [0, w,).

This means that if ¢t € [0, p/(4K)] and ¢ < w,, then u(t) € V + D(0,p/2) C U,
which means that w, > t := p/(4K). The continuity of (z,\) — u(+;0,¢,x,\)
is a classical property of parameterized ordinary differential equations in Banach
spaces. The proof of the part (i) is completed.

(ii) Take any 2 C V and choose a countable set g C Q such that Q C Qp and
a countable and dense in [0, 1] subset Ag. By the variation of constant formula,
for any ¢ € [0,7], z € V and X € [0, 1]

t
P,(x,\) =e 'x +/ e TTG(®, (2, ), \) dT.
0

This provides, in view of Proposition 3.2

B(P:(Qo x Ag)) < e "B8(Q0) + <{/Ot e TG (Pr(2,\), N)dT |2 € Qp, A € Ao})
< e 'B(Q) + /Otﬁ (e7TG(P,(Q0 x Ag) X Ag)) dr

< €_tﬁ(Qo) + ]{?/ €_t+Tﬁ(q)T(QO X A(])) dr.
0



Hence, by the Gronwall inequality, e/5(®;(2y x Ag)) < e¥5(€y), which gives
(5) BP0 x o)) < TVB(Q).

Finally, note that 8(Q) = 3(€), and, by the continuity, ®;(Q x Ag) C P4(Qg X Ay),
which together with () gives

AP (2 x [0,1])) = B(P:(S0 x Ag)) < B(Pe(0 X Ao))
= B(P:(Q x Ag)) < eV B(Qy) = e B(Q).
The proof of (ii) is completed. O

We pass now to the first degree formula for the equation
(Pr) i = —u+ F(u)

where ' : U — FE is a locally Lipschitz bounded k-set contraction on an open
bounded set U C E.

Theorem 3.3 Let F be as above and V. C U be an open set such that V +
B(0,p) C U, for some p >0, and 0 & (I — F)(0V'). Then there exists t > 0 such
that, for anyt € (0,1],

(i) the translation along trajectories operator for (Pr), ®; : V — E is well-defined
and ®(x) # x for any x € OV;

(i) deg(I — F, V) = deg(I — @, V).

Proof. We reduce the proof to the case when F' is a compact map (see e.g. [5]).

Due to Remark 2.2 there is a locally Lipschitz compact map Fj, : V — E
homotopic to F via an admissible homotopy H : V x [0,1] — E, H(x,\) :=
(1 = X\)F(z) + AFL(x). Then obviously

(6) deg(I — F,V) =deg(I — Fp,V).
Consider the parameterized problem given by
(Pr.)) U= —u+ H(u,\).

Obviously, H(-,A) is locally Lipschitz and, by Proposition B.1] (i), there exists
t; > 0 such that, for any z € V and A € 0,1], (Pp,x) admits a solution on [0, #].
Define ¥, : V' x [0,1] — E by

Uy (x, A) == u(t; 0,81, 2, \)

where u(+;0, %, 2, \) stands for the solution of (Pu,x) with the initial condition
u(0) = x. By Proposition B1] (ii), for any Q@ C V/,

BT x [0,1])) < e®7V5(Q).
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Now we claim that there exists 5 € (0,%;] such that, for any t € (0, %],
(7) U, (z, \) # x for any (z,A) € 9V x [0, 1].

Indeed, suppose to the contrary. Then there exist sequences t,, — 0%, (\,,) C [0, 1]
and (z,) C OV such that ¥, (z,,\,) = z, for each n > 1. Note that this
implies Wj;, (An, z,) = x,, for integer j > 0 such that jt,, <, and, in particular,
Ui, 2t (T, An) = @y, where 1 := ([(£1/2) /0] + 1)t —#1/2 < t,, = 07, Clearly,
0<r,<t,— 0" asn — oco. Since

z1/2"1‘7"7L
||\I]¥1/2+rn(xn> )‘N) - \Dfl/2(xn> )‘N)H < / H - \IIT(ZE7H )‘n) + F(\IIT(xm )‘n))H dr
/2
<2Kr, — 0",

one gets

Bzntnz1) = BUY4 210, (@ An) tuz1) = B{ W4 j2(@ns An) Faz1)
< W28 ({r, }nz),

which means that S({z,},>1) = 0. Hence, without loss of generality, one may
assume that z,, — xo € OV and A\, — Ao € [0, 1]. Denote u,, := u(+; 0,1, T, \p),
for n > 0, and observe that using the ¢,-periodicity of u,, for any ¢ € [0, %], we
get

(8) [uo(t) — ol < fuo — unll + [lun(t) — un([t/taltn)]] + ll2n — xoll.
Furthermore, by Proposition Bl (i), u, — uo in C([0,%1, E]) and, this together
with (8) provides ug(t) = o for each t € [0,41], i.e. 0 = —zg + H(xo, \g), a
contradiction, since I — H is an admissible homotopy. Thus, the proof of (7)) is
completed. As an immediate conclusion of (7)), one obtains

9) deg(I — Wy(+,1),V) =deg(I — ¥4(-,0),V) for any t € (0, %]

By the compact version of the theorem — see [B, Prop. 4.3|, there exists
t € (0,13 such that, for any t € (0, 7],

(10) deg(I — F,V) = deg(l — ¥(-,1),V).
Finally, combining (@]), (I0) and (@), we end the proof. O

Now let us extend Theorem to the class of condensing vector fields.

Theorem 3.4 Let F : U — E be a locally Lipschitz bounded condensing (with
respect to the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness) map on an open bounded
set U and V C U be an open set such that V + B(0,p) C U and 0 & (I — F)(dV).
Then there exists t > 0 such that, for any t € (0,1,

(i) the translation along trajectories operator for (Pp), ®, : V. — E is a well-
defined condensing map and ®4(x) # x for any v € OV ;

(i) deg(I — F, V) = deg(I — ®;,V).
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Remark 3.5 Under the assumptions of Theorem [B.4], the thesis of Proposition
B holds and the inequality in thesis (ii) has the form 5(®,(2 x [0,1])) < ().

Proof of Theorem [B.4l Consider the parameterized family of equations
(Pr.y) t=—-u+(1—=XNF(u) XeJo0,1].

By Remark 3.5 there is #; > 0 such that the map ®; : V x [0,1] — E, t € [0,4],
given by ®,(z, \) := u(t;0,¢1, 2, \), where u(-;0,¢;, 2, \) is the unique solution of
(Pry) at time 0 from x, is well-defined, continuous and, for any Q C V,

B(O:(2 x [0,1])) < B(E).

We shall show that there exists ¢ € [0,¢;], such that, for ¢t € [0,¢], [ — O, is an
admissible homotopy in the sense of the topological degree for condensing maps.
First, we need to prove that for any ¢ € (0,7;] and Q C V with 5(Q) > 0,

(11) A(O:(2 x [0,1])) < 5(€2).

Take any fixed ¢ € (0,7;], @ C V with 3(€2) > 0, Qy C ©Q a countable set such
that Q@ C Qg and Ay C [0, 1] a countable dense subset of [0, 1]. Then, obviously,
for any ¢ € [0, ], by Proposition 3.2

80100 x ho)) < 5@+ [ 75 () 2RO, x M) | ar

0 ~€[0,1]NQ
< e 'B(Q) +/0 e B (F(0,( x Ag))) dr.

Clearly, either 5(©,(Q x Ag)) = 0, for a.e. 7 € [0,¢] and () follows clearly or
there exists J C [0, t] of positive Lebesgue measure such that 5(0,(Q x Ag)) >0
for any 7 € J. Hence

B(@t(QO X A(])) < €_tﬁ(Qo) + /t €_t+Tﬁ (@T(QO X A(])) dr

0

SK%M®+/64”M%NH:MMﬂ
0

which implies (I)).
Next, one has to show that there exist A; € (0,1] and ¢, € (0,;] such that,
for any t € (0, Z5],

Oi(x,\) #x  for (z,A) € IV x [0, \].

If we suppose to the contrary that, then there exist (x,) C dV, A, — 0T and
t, — 07 such that O (z,,\,) = x, for each n > 1. This clearly implies that
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Ojt,(Tn, \n) = x, for any integer j > 0 such that jt, < %, which gives, for
large n, O, o4, (Tn, An) = @, where 1, = ([(1/2)/t,] + 1)t,, — (£1/2). Clearly
0<r,<t,— 0" and

51/2-{-7‘,1

193, j247,, (Tn, An) = Oy p2 (w0, An) || < / | = O (@, An) + (1 = X)) F(O7 (20, An)) || A7

/2
<2Kr, — 0"

where K > 0 is such that UU F(U) C B(0, K). Therefore either ({x,}n>1) =0

or

B{xn}nz1) = BUOT, j24r, (Tny An) fnz1) = B({Og, 2 (T, An) Fuz1) < B{Zn 1)

The latter inequality gives a contradiction and we infer that (x,) is relatively
compact. Without loss of generality we may assume that z, — xq € OV. If
one puts u, = u(+; 0,1, x,, \y), then, by use of Proposition B.1l (i), u, — g in
C([0,%], E) and, by the same argument as in (8)), ug = x¢, that is 0 = —zo+F(z0),
a contradiction.

Finally, according to (B]), there is A\g € (0, A;] such that deg(/ — F,V) =
deg(I—(1—Xo)F, V) and, in view of Theorem [3.3] there exists ¢ € (0, t2] such that,
forany t € (0,1], deg(I—F, V) = deg(I—(1—=Xo)F, V) = deg(I—0(-, \g), V). This
together with the homotopy invariance for the topological degree of condensing

vector fields yields deg(I — F, V') = deg(I — 64(+,0),V) = deg({ — ®;, V). O

4 Differential equations governed by
perturbations of generators of contractive
C\y semigroups

We provide some general properties of solution operators generated by pertur-
bations of generators of Cjy semigroups. They enable us to apply homotopy
arguments in the next section.

Suppose that {A(X) : D(A(X)) = E}xcpo, is a family of densely defined linear
operators such that

(A1) for any A € [0,1], —A(A) is an infinitesimal generator of a Cjy semigroup
{840 (t)}e>0 of bounded linear operators on E and there exists w > 0 such
that ||Sao(t)]] < e for any ¢ > 0 and A € [0, 1];

(A2)if A\, = Ao (asn — o0) in [0, 1], then A(\,) =5 A(Xo) (with respect to graphs or
resolvent), i.e. for any v > —w and u € E, R(v: —A(\,))u — R(v; —A(\o))u,
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and that F': [0,T] x E x [0,1] — E, where T' > 0, is a continuous mapping sat-
isfying the following conditions

(F1) F is locally Lipschitz in the second variable uniformly with respect to the
others, i.e. for any x € FE there exist 6, > 0 and L, > 0 such that, for
any xi,r2 € B(x,0,), t € [0,7] and X € [0,1], [|[F(t,x1,\) — F(t,x2, )| <
Ly ||y — 22]|;

(F2) F has a (uniform) linear growth, i.e. there exists ¢ > 0 such that || F(¢,z, \)| <
c(1+ ||z||) for any x € E, t € [0,T] and X € [0, 1];

(F3) there is k > 0 such that, for any bounded Q2 C E, S(F([0,7] x 2 x [0,1])) <
kB(£2).

Below we collect some basic facts concerning mild solutions (see [16]) for the
family of differential equations

(Parn) a(t) = —ANu(t) + F(t,u(t),\) on [0,T].

Proposition 4.1

(i) (Existence) For any x € E and X\ € [0, 1], the equation (Pa ) with the initial
condition u(0) = x has a unique mild solution u(-;0,T,x,\). Moreover, if
T = 400, then the assertion holds, too.

(ii) (Continuity) If (z,, A\n) = (29, No) in E x [0,1], then

u(7 OaTa Ly )\n) — U(, Oa T> X, )\0) in C([()?T]? E)

(ili) (Compactness) If &, : E x [0,1] = E, fort € [0,T], is given by
Oy(x, N) = u(t;0,T,x,\),
then, for any bounded Q2 C F,

B(@4(Q x [0,1])) < e*="B(Q).

Remark 4.2 (a) If u: [0,7] — F is a mild solution of (P4 r,), for some fixed
A € [0,1], with the initial condition u(0) = z for some z € E, then ||u(t)| <
ISaon (Bl + 1800 (t=r) F(r,u(r), N dr < e lzll+ ! e D1+ u(r) ) dr,
for any t € [0,7], and, in view of the Gronwall inequality, ||u(t)|| < (||z| +
cTe“ e for t € 0,T).

(b) It follows from (a) that if @ C FE is bounded, then {®;(z,\)|(z,\) €
Q% [0,1], t € [0,7]} is bounded.
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Proof. The proof of (i) follows from the arguments of |16l Ch. 6, Th. 2.2], the
local existence theorem and Remark
To justify (ii) and (iii), observe that, by the definition of mild solution,

t
(I)t(xu )‘) = SA()\) (t).flf + / SA()\) (t - T)F(Tv (DT(x7 )‘)7 >\) dTv
0

forany z € Q, A € [0,1] and ¢t € [0,T]. In view of Remark[[d.2] the set ®,(2x[0, 1])
is bounded. Hence, acting with the measure of noncompactness, one obtains

(12) B(®,(2 x [0,1)) ( U Sam( )

A€[0,1]

+8 ({/wx,u(f) drlz € Q,\ € )0, 1]})

where wy ) (7) = Say(t — 7)F(1, D, (z, N), A). o
Suppose ) is a countable subset of {2 such that 2 C ¢ and Ay is a countable
dense subset of [0, 1]. Then, in view of Proposition [3.2] for any ¢ € [0, 77,

b <{/Ot wapa(7) A7 |2 € o, A € Ao}) < /tﬁ {wene(T) |z € Qo, A € Ag}) dr
/ ( U Sa(t = DIF({r} x @:(Q0 x ) x AO)]> dr.

AEAQ

and, in view of Lemma 2.4 and (F3), one has
t
15 ({/ Wy (T)dT |2 € Qo, A € A0}>
0
t
(13) < / e “UB(F([0,T] x @-(Q9 x Ag) X Ag))dr
0
¢
< / k== 3(@. (g x Ag)) dr.
0
Hence, by ([I2]) and (I3]), one has
t
€Wtﬁ(q)t(90 X A())) < 5(90) —|—/ keWTﬁ(CI)T(QO X Ao)) dT,
0

which, by the Gronwall inequality, yields

(14) B(Dy(Q x Ag)) < e®13(Qy).
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Before we conclude (iii) for 2, we shall prove (ii). To this end take any sequence
(Tn, A\n) C E x [0,1] with (z,,, \,) = (20, Ao). In view of ([I4), for any ¢ € [0, T7,

BUu(t: 0., 2 M) Yuzt) < €4V B ({2} u21) = 0,

which together with (F2) and [5, Prop. 2.7, implies the relative compactness of
{u(0,T, 2, \p) }n>1 10 C([0, 7], E). Hence, any subsequence of (u(+; 0,7, z,, \y)),
contains a convergent subsequence. Without loss of generality we may assume
that the sequence of solutions w,, := u(+;0,T, xz,, \,) converges in C([0,T], E') to
some ug. Since, for any n > 1, u,(t) = SA(,\n)(t)xmLfg Saon) (E=T)F (7, u,(7), Ap) dT,
passing to the limit and using Remark 2.3, one obtains ug(t) = Sang)(t)zo +
fot Sape)(t = T)F(1,u0(7), Ao) A7, 1e. ug = u(;0,T, z9, Ag). Thus, since we have
shown that any subsequence of (u(+; 0,7, x,, A,)) contains a subsequence converg-
ing to u(+; 0,7, xg, \o), the assertion of (ii) is proved.

Return now to (iii) for Q. Clearly, 5(£2) = 5(£2) and, by the continuity from
(i), for any ¢ € [0, 7], ®4(Qo x Ag) C P;(Qo X Ag), therefore S(P,(Q2 x [0,1])) <
B(P(Qo x Ag)) = B(P,(Q x Ag)) < e*91B(Qq) = eF=2)3(0Q). O

Remark 4.3 In the above theorem, it is possible to relax or get rid of the sepa-
rability assumption on E at cost of stronger assumptions on k or geometry of E
—see e.g. [3].

5 Krasnosel’skii type degree formula

Now we are concerned with the differential equation
(Par) u(t) = —Au(t) + F(u(t)), t >0

where A : D(A) — E' is a densely defined linear operator on a separable Banach
space such that —A is an infinitesimal generator of a Cj semigroup {S4(¢)}+>o of
bounded linear operators and F': E — F is a locally Lipschitz map and suppose
the following properties hold

(H1) there exists w > 0 such that ||Ss(t)||z(g,r) < e for any t > 0;

(H2) F has sublinear growth, i.e. there exists ¢ > 0 such that ||F(z)|| < ¢(1 + ||z]])
for any = € E;

(H3) there is k € [0,w) such that, for any bounded Q C E, B(F(Q2)) < kB(9).

By &, : F — E, for t > 0, denote the translation along trajectories operator
given by
O, () = u(t;0,x)
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where u(-; 0, x) is a mild solution of (P4 ) with the initial value condition u(0) =
x. It is well-defined due to Proposition 11

Let us now state one of the main results of the paper, i.e. the Krasnosel’skii
type formula for (P4 r).

Theorem 5.1 Let A and F' be as above. Then, if V C E is open bounded and
0¢ (—A+ F)(OV N D(A)), then there is t > 0 such that for any t € (0,t] and
x €IV, (x) # x, and

deg(I — ®;,V) =Deg(—A+ F, V).

Lemma 5.2 Assume that {A(A)}xepa and F @ E x [0,1] — E satisfy as-
sumptions (A1)-(A2) and (F1)—~(F3) from Section[§] and k € [0,w). Let ®; :
E x[0,1] = E, t >0, be given by ®y(x, \) := u(t; 0,2z, \) where u(-;0,z,\) is a
unique mild solution of

{ u=—ANu+ F(u,\) on [0,+00)
u(0) = x.

If V.C E is an open bounded set such that 0 ¢ (—A+ F)(0V N D(A) x [0,1]),
then there exists t > 0 such that, for anyt € (0,1],

O (x,A) #x for any (z,A) € OV x [0, 1].

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exist ¢, — 0%, (z,) C 9V and
(An) C [0,1] such that @, (z,,\,) = x, for any n > 1. Then, for any N > 1,

(15> {xn}nzl C {(I)N—I-sn(N) (LL’n, An)}nzl = {(I)N((I)sn(N) (S(Zn, >\n)7 )‘n)}nzl

where s,(N) := ([N/t,] + 1)t, — N. Clearly 0 < s,(N) < t,. In view of Remark
4.2] there exists R > 0 such that, for any N > 1, {®;, (v (2n, An) n>1 € B(0, R).
Hence, by use of (IT) and Proposition 1] (iii), one has

5({1%}7121) S ﬁ(q)N({(I)sn(N) (l’n, )‘N)}n21 X [Oa 1]))
< 6(k_w)Nﬁ({q>sn(N)(xm An)tnz1) < Relk=IN,

Passing to the limit with N — oo, one gets S({z,}n>1) = 0. Hence, without loss
of generality, one may assume that z,, — 2o € 9V and A, — ¢ in [0,1]. Let
uy, : [0,1] = E be given by u,(t) := u(t; 0, x,, A\,), for any t € [0,1] and n > 0.
Then, by Proposition B1] (ii), u, — uo in C([0,1], E), and, consequently, using
the t,-periodicity of u, and the equicontinuity of {u, },>1, one obtains, for any
t €0,1],

[uo(t) = ol < lluo = wnll + un(t) = wn([t/ta]tn) | + |20 = zoll = 0 as n — oo,
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i.e. ug = xo on [0,1]. By the definition of mild solution, one has, for any n > 1
and ¢ € [0,1], un(t) = Sap () + [3 Sagu(t — 7V F (tn(7), An) dr. Passing to
the limit, for any ¢ € [0, 1],

t
Ty = SA()\O)(t)ZEo —l—/ SA()\O)(t - T)F(:Eo, )\0) dr,
0

which yields

.1 1t
Jim = (20 = Sapg) (t)ao) = lim - /0 Sapo)(t = T)F (w0, Ao) dT = F(z0, Ao),
i.e. g € D(A(No)) and 0 = —A(Xg)zo + F(x0, \o), a contradiction. O
Proof of Theorem [5.11

Step 1. Assume first that I : £ — E is completely continuous and define the
family {A(X)}rejo1) and the map F': £ x [0,1] — E by

AN == (1 =N +AA for e 0,1],

F(z,\) =M+ (1 - XA F(z) forze E, Ae[0,1].

By a direct verification (with use of the resolvent identity and limit property)
it can be seen that A(\,) 5 A(\) whenever A, — A (as n — o0) and that
1500 Ol 2z, = eV Gxa) | 2emmy = eV Sa (A ]| £y < €7 VA<
e~ where @ := min{1,w}, i.e. {/Z()\)})\e[o,l} satisfies conditions (A1)—(A2). It is
obvious that F satisfies (F1)~(F2) and, for any bounded Q C E, F(Q x [0,1]) C
conv [F(Q) U A7 F(Q)] is relatively compact. Moreover,

(16)  — ANz + F(z,\)#0 for any (z,A) € dV N D(A(N)) x [0,1].

Indeed for A = 0 it is obvious and if there exists (20, Ao) € OV N D(4) x (0,1]
such that —A(Xo)zo + F(zg, A\o) = 0, then

[(1 - )\0)[ + )\()A][L’() = [)\()I + (]_ - Ao)A_l]F(ZIZ'Q)
20 = (A" (1 = M) + A) I+ A1 (1 = M) R(0 : —A)|F (o)
zo = R(po; —A)(I + poR(0; —A)) F (o)

where 11y := A\;'(1 — Ag). By the resolvent identity, zo = R(0; —A)F(z), i.e.
—Axy + F(x9) = 0, a contradiction with the assumption, which completes the
proof of (I6]).
In view of Proposition A 1], for any ¢ € (0,1], the map ¥, : E x [0,1] — E,
given by
Uy (z, A) :=u(t;0,1,2,\)
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where u(+; 0,1, 2, A) is a unique mild solution of

{ w(t) = —AN)u(t) + F(u(t), \) on [0,1]
u(0) = z,

is continuous and, for any bounded 2 C F,
(17) B(T(Q x [0,1])) < e B().

By (I8) and Lemma B2 there exists ¢; > 0 such that, for any ¢t € (0,%],
U, (z, \) # x, for any (z,\) € OV x [0, 1]. Hence I — ¥, is an admissible homotopy
in the degree theory and, by use of the homotopy invariance, for ¢ € (0, #;],

(18> deg([ - (I)tv V) = deg(] - \Ilt('v 1)7 V) = deg(] - \I]t('u 0)7 V)
In view of Theorem [B.3] there exists ¢ € (0, 1], such that, for any ¢ € (0, t5],

which together with (I8) and the definition of the degree completes the proof for
completely continuous F'.

Step 2. Now suppose that F satisfies (H3) with & € [0,w). Obviously, A7'F :
E — FE is a k-set contraction with the constant k/w < 1. Let C C E be a
fundamental set for A™'F|y> (see Remark 2.1) and Fy : E — F be a continuous
extension of F|,,y such that Fy(E) C conv F(C'NV) — existing by the Dugundji
extension theorem (see e.g. [0]). Furthermore let F;, : E — E be a locally
Lipschitz map such that, for any = € F,

(19) [FL(x) — Fo(z)]| < pw/2,

with p := inf{||lz — A" 'F(2)|||z € OV} > 0, and F.(F) C conv Fy(E) — ex-
isting by the Lasota-Yorke approximation theorem. Note that since Fp(F) C
conv Fy(E) C conv F(C' NV), Fy, is compact. Observe also that A~'(F(E)) C
A (eonv F(CNV)) € A~ (conv F(CNV)) =comv AL F(CNV) Cc econv C = C.
Now define F : E x[0,1] = E by F(x,\) := (1= \)F(x) + AFp(z). It is clear
that, for any bounded Q C E, 3(F (2 x [0,1])) < kB(Q2). Moreover, note that

(20) — Az + F(z,)) # 0 for any x € OV N D(A) and X € [0, 1].

Indeed, if —Az + F(z,\) = 0 for some (z,\) € 9V N D(A) x [0,1], then
v = AT1F(x,\) € A Y(conv [F(z) U F,(V)]) C conv [A71F(z) U A7 FL(V)] C
conv [A™'F(z)UC], and, since C is fundamental for A~ F'|37, we infer that z € C;
hence, by use of (19),

| — AT F(2)]| = M[AT Fr(z) = A7 F(2)|| < (1/w)|| Fr(z) — Fo(2)||
< (Lw)pw/2 < p/2,
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which contradicts the definition of p and proves (20). B
Using the homotopy invariance of the degree for —A + F' we obtain

(21) Deg(—A + F,V) = Deg(—A+ F, V).

For t € (0,1], define Y, : V x [0,1] = E by Ty(z,A) := u(t;0, 1,2, X) where
u(t; 0,1, 2z, ) is a solution of & = —Au+ F'(u, A) on [0, 1] with the initial condition
u(0) = z. In view of Proposition [A.1], T, is well-defined and

BT % [0,1]) < e*1B(Q) for any Q C V.
In view of (20) and Lemma [5.2} there exists ¢ € (0, 1] such that, for any ¢ € (0, ],
(22) Ti(z,\) # x for any (xz,\) € IV x [0, 1].
Using the homotopy invariance of the degree, one has
(23) deg(I — @, V) =deg(I — Ty(+,0), V) = deg(I — Y¢(-,1), V).
On the other hand, by Step 1, there exists 7 € (0, 7], such that, for each ¢ € (0,7],
deg(I — Y¢(-,1),V) = Deg(—A+ F,V),

which together with (23)) and (21]) ends the proof. O

Remark 5.3 Theorem [B.1]is a version of Th. 5.1 from [5], where —A was as-
sumed to generate a compact Cy semigroup and F' to be locally Lipschitz with
sublinear growth (and without any compactness properties).

In the rest of the section we extend Theorem [5.1] to the case k = w, i.e. we
assume that (H1) and (H2) hold and, instead of (H3), we suppose that

(H3a) for any bounded 2 C E with 5(2) > 0,

BE(Q2x[0,1])) <wB(€).

Theorem 5.4 [f A: D(A) — E and F : E — E satisfies (H1), (H2), (H3a)
and, for some open bounded V C E, 0 & (—A+ F)(0VND(A)), then there exists
t >0 such that, for any t € (0,7 and x € V, ®4(z) # z, and

Deg(—A + F,V) = deg(I — ®,, V).
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Lemma 5.5 Let T, : E — E, n > 1 be a sequence of bounded linear operators
such that, for any x € E, (T,x) is a Cauchy sequence. Then, for any bounded
set {zn}n21 C E,

n—oo

BTt }s) < (hmsup ||Tn||) B({} o).

Proof. Observe first that, by the Banach-Steinhaus uniform boundedness theo-
rem, the sequence (||7},]|) is bounded. Next take any ¢ > 0 and choose y1,ya, ..., yx €
E making a f({z,}n>1) + € net for {z,},>1. There exists an integer N > 1 such
that, for any I,n > N and i =1,...,k, ||T,y; — Tyil| < e and ||T,,|| < g + € with

g :=limsup,, . ||Twm||. Hence, for any n > N,

[Twn = Tngill < (1 Ton = Toyill + [ Toys = Tvwill < (I Tallllzn — will + ¢
<(9+¢) (B{zmlm=1) +¢) +¢

where i € {1,...,k} is chosen so that ||z, — vi|| < B({Zm }m>1) + €. This means

that 5({Tnxn}n21) = B({Tnxn}n2N> S (g +5) (B({xm}mzl) -+ 5) + €. Since g > O
was arbitrary, we are done. O

Proof of Theorem [5.41 We reduce the proof to the k-set contraction case (i.e.
the situation of Theorem [5.1]). To this end consider the parameterized family of
differential problems

(24) w=—Au+ (1—=NF(u), Xe€l0,1].

Define ©; : V x [0,1] — E, for t € (0,1], by ©;(z,\) := u(t;0,1,2,\) where
u(+;0,1, 2, A) is a unique mild solution of (24]) starting from x at time 0. In view
of Proposition 1] ©; is well-defined, continuous and

(25) B(0:(2 x [0,1])) < B(Q) for any Q C V.
We shall now prove that, for any ¢ € (0, 1], ©, is a condensing map, i.e.
(26) B(04(Q x [0,1])) < B(Q) for any Q C V with 3(22) > 0.

Take any  with 3(Q2) > 0. Let Qy C Q be a countable set such that Q C Qy and
Ay C [0, 1] be countable and dense in [0, 1] (we use here the density argument as
in the proof of Proposition 1]). Then, clearly, for any ¢ € (0, 1], by Proposition

7
5(@t(QQ X AQ))
x € Qo, A € AQ})

< e B(Q) + B ({ /Ot(1 — NSt — TVF(O, (2, \)) dr
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<eon+5 ({ [ Salt — T)F(, (2, X)) dr

x e Qo, ’}/,)\ c Ao})

.CL’EQ(), )\EA()})

e “tB(Q) + /Otﬁ (Sa(t —T)F(O,(20 x Ay))) dr

<o+ 5 ({ [ Sa(t = ) F(O, (2, X)) dr
<

< e “tB(Q) + /0 e T B(F(0,(Q x Ag))) dr.

Further, either S({©-(2n, A\n)},~;) =0, for a.e. 7 € [0,¢], and (26) holds imme-
diately or ({0, (2, A\n)},»;) > 0 on a subset J C [0,¢] of positive measure. In
the latter case, by use of (25)), for any 7 € J,

ﬁ(F(@T(QQ X AQ))) < Wﬁ(@T(QQ X Ao)) < WS(Q())

and, consequently,

B(O4(Q2 x [0,1])) = B(O(Q x Ag)) < e ™ B(p) + /0 e T B(F(0,.(Q0 x Ay))) dr

< e “B(Q) + /t e~ wB(Q)dr
=e ' B(N) + (1 — e B(Q) = B(Q) = B(),

i.e. (20) holds.

Next we shall show that there exist A\g € (0,1] and ¢ € (0,1] such that, for
any t € (0,1],
(27) Oi(x,\) #x  for (z,A) € IV x [0, o).

If it were not so, then there would exist (z,) C 9V, A\, — 07 and t,, — 0" such
that Oy, (z,, \,) = x,, for each n > 1. This would give O, (z,, \n) = z,, for any
integer 57 > 0 such that jt, <1, and

(28) O1/24r, (Tns Ap) = Tn

where 7, := ([(1/2)/t,] + 1)t, — 1/2 < t,, for n > 1. By the Duhamel formula
(29) O1 /24, (Tny An) = Sa(12)O1/2(Tn, An) + I,

where

I, = / Salrn — $)F(O1/245(2n, An)) ds.
0

Since r, — 0%, we get I, — 0 as n — +oo. Hence either {z,},>1 is relatively
compact or, by (28), (29), Lemma [5.5 and (26)),

ﬁ({zn}nzl) = 5({@1/2+m(37m )‘n)}nzl) < 6({514(7%)@1/2(1%’ )‘n)}nzl)
< B{{O1/2(wn, An) Fuz1) < B{zn}az1),
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a contradiction proving that {z,},>; is relatively compact. Without loss of gen-
erality we may assume that =, — xy € V. If we put u, = u(-;0,1,2,,\,),
then, by Proposition 1] u,, — uy in C([0, 1], £'), and, using the t,-periodicity of
Uy, we infer that ug = xg, for some zq € OV N D(A), and —Axg + F(z9) =0, a
contradiction completing the proof of (27)).

Finally, decreasing Ao > 0 if necessary, we get

(30) Deg(—A+ F,V) =Deg(—A+ (1 —X\)F,V)

and, in view of Theorem 5] and (27)), there exists ¢ € (0,1] such that, for any
t € (0,%], Deg(—A+ (1 —Xo)F, V) = deg(I — O:(-, A\g), V) = deg(I — O,(-,0), V),
which, together with (30), ends the proof. O

6 Periodic problem

In this section we shall apply the degree formula from Theorem [5.1] to the
periodic problem of the form
(Py) = —Au+ F(t,u) on [0, 7]
’ u(0) = u(T)

where A: D(A) — E and F': [0,T] x E — E satisfy conditions (H1)-(H2) and
the following version of (H3)

(H3b) there exist k € [0,w) such that, for any bounded Q C FE,

B0, T] x Q) < kB(€).

Our approach is based on the idea of branching periodic solutions from the equi-
librium point of the the right-hand side (see [§] and [5]) in the parameterized
differential equation. To this end consider the following parameterized family of
equations

(Pr,) U= —MNAu+ AF(t,u) on[0,T], A >0.

By u(-;z,\) denote the unique mild solution of (Pr ) with the initial condition
u(0) = z. Recall that a point (z,\) € E x [0, 00) is called a T-periodic point for
(Pr) if w(0;2,A) = u(T;2,A). Let U C E be open and bounded. One says that

xo € U is a branching point (_or cobifurcation point) if there exists a sequence of
T-periodic points (z,, A\,) € U x (0, +00) converging to (o, 0).
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Theorem 6.1 Let A, F and U be as above. If xyg € U is a branching point, then
xo € D(A) and
—Axg + F(x9) =0

~ ~ 1 (T
where F' . E — E is given by F(x) := ?/ F(t,z)dt.
0

Remark 6.2 Clearly F is continuous and, combining Proposition and as-
sumptions (H2), (H3b), one has B(F(2)) < k5(§2) for any Q C U.

Since the Proof of Theorem [6.1] goes along the lines of [5) Th. 5.1, we skip it.

The Krasnosel’skii type degree formula allows us to derive a continuation
principle.

Theorem 6.3 (Continuation Principle)
Assume that (H1),(H2) and (H3b) hold and, for any x € E, F(0,z) = F(T,x).

o~

If (Pr.) has no periodic points in OU x (0,1) and Deg(—A + F,U) # 0, then
(Pr) admits a solution with u(0) = u(T) € U.

The proof of the theorem is based on the following averaging formula.

Proposition 6.4 Under the assumptions of Theorem|[6.3, if 0 & (—A—i—ﬁ)(@Uﬂ
D(A)), then there exists Ao > 0 such that, for any A € (0, Ao],

deg(I — @}, U) = Deg(—A + F,U),

where @), : U — E is given by ®)(x) := u(T;z, ).

Proof. Let F : [0,+00) x E — E be a continuous extension of F' given by
F(t,z) == F(t — [t/T]T,z). And, for any A > 0, define v U x[0,1] - E
by UM, p) == u(t;x, p, N), for (z,u) € U x [0,1], where u(-;x, u, \) is a mild

solution of o
U= —MNAu+ AF(t,u, ) on [0, +00)
u(0) =z

with F : [0, +00) x E x [0,1] — E given by F(t,z, i) := (1 — 1) F(z) + pF(t, z).
Further note that, for any bounded €2 C F,

B(F([0, +00) x Q x [0,1])) < B(conv (AF(Q) UAF([0,T] x ))) =
Amax { B(F(€)), BF(0,T] x Q) } < AB(S),
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by (H2), for any (t,z, ) € [0, +00) x £ x [0, 1],

[F(t, 2, )l < (1 —u)/T/O cdt + pe)(1+ |lz]]) = (1 + [l])-

and ||Sya(t)]] < e ™! for any t > 0 and A > 0. Hence, by Proposition &1, ¥ is
continuous and
B (TN x [0,1])) < r*3(Q) for any Q C U.
We claim that there exist A; > 0 such that, for any A € (0, A],
(31) Uz, ) # x, for any (z,u) € OU x [0, 1].

If we suppose to the contrary, then there exist (A,) C (0, +00), (1) C [0,1] and
(x,) C AU such that A\, — 0" and

(32) \IIE\F" (T, pin) = x,, for each n > 1.
Since, F(-,x, 1) are T-periodic, we get, for any t > 0,

U (2, i) = W20 (T, i) =
t+T
= SAO DI (o) + M [ SaOhn(T 4 £ = )T 02 (o ). i)
t
and, consequently, for any integer k > 1,
Sa((k = VATV (2, i) = Sa(BXNT)UM (20, 1)+
t+T
+A.54((k — D)AT) /SA()\,L(T +t—171))F(T, \If;\"(:z'n, fn), ) AT
t

If we put k,, := [1/\,;]+1 and sum up the equalities (B3) with k = 1,..., k,, then
we obtain

\Ili‘"(;pm ,Un) = SA(kn)‘nT)\D?n(ﬁEnaﬂn)‘l'
t+T

(34) +A, (ZnSA(An(k — 1)T)> /SA()\n(T +t = T)VE (T, U2 (2, fin), phn) AT

(33)

= Su((Akn — DT)SA(T)U (2, ) + Ry (l [+T wy, () dT) .

T
kn
where R, := )\nTZSA()\n(k - 1)T)):E— Eandw, : [t,t+T] - E, n>1,
k=1

are given by

Wy (T) 1= SAMn (T +t — 7))E (1, U2 (2, i), fln)-
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T
It is clear that, \,k, — 1 and, for any = € E, R,z — [ Su(7)z dr and
0

T
hm sup || R, || < limsup Z emWAnh=DT\ T — / e dr =w (1 — e,
—+00 0

n—-4o0o k=1
Hence, by use of (34]), Proposition and Lemma [5.5], we have

B ({qj?n(zmﬂn)}nZl) < e_UJTﬁ ({‘1’?"(9%%)}@1) +

+%5 <{/tt+T w,(7) dT}n21>

< TH s hoot) + T [ B} dr

G i hz) + [ KA ) ) 07
t ny Mn) fn>1 T \ T ny Mn) fn>1

which implies

B A ) be) < 2 [ B ) ) d

Now define ¢ : [0, 4+00) = R by ¢(7) := S({¥2(x,, tin) }n>1). By Remark 12
it is clear that ¢ is bounded and, consequently, M := sup, ¢ ¢(7) < +oc. If
M > 0, then there exists 0 < € < M(l k/w) and t. > 0 such that ¢(t.) > M —e.

Then, (BH) gives

te+T
M- e < plt) < ﬁ/ p(r)dr < (k/w)M < M — ¢,
te

a contradiction meaning that M = 0. Hence B({z,}n>1) = 0. Hence without loss
of generality we may assume that z,, — z¢ and p,, — o for some xg € OU and
o € [0,1]. If we put u, := u(-, T, fn, A\, then, obviously, for any ¢ € [0, 7],

¢
un(t) = Sa(Ant)z, + >\n/ San(t — 7)) F (T, u,(7), ) A7
0
and, further,
lun(t) — xo|| < [|Sa(Ant)xn, — xol| + AT (1 + K)

where K is the bound for solutions starting from U. Passing to the limit, one

sees that (u,) converges uniformly on [0,7] to uy = zo. Therefore, using again
[32), we obtain

S <A§;n— " / SaO(T = T)F (T un(r), o) d,
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and, in consequence,

A ( AiT /0 " S dT) _ % /0 L SO (T — PN (1) ) dr

Since /\%T K T SaA(T)x, dT — 20,

7 | SaOn(r =) P (e dr = £ [ P ) dr = Fan),

and A is closed, we get — Az + F (x9) = 0, which is a contradiction ending the

proof of (31I).

Thus, using the homotopy invariance of the topological degree, we get, for
any A € (0, \q],

where Cf)i‘ is the translation along trajectory operator for the equation @ = —AAu+
AF(u). In view of Theorem [B.], there exists Ao € (0, ;] such that, for any
A € (0, N\, deg(I — ®},,U) = Deg(—A + F,U), which, by rescaling the time,
gives

(37) deg(I — &), U) = deg(I — ®L;,U) = Deg(—A + F,U).
Combining ([B6) and (B1) together, we complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem In view of Proposition [6.4] there exists Ag > 0 such
that, for A € (0, Aq],

deg(I — @}, U) = Deg(—A + F,U).

Either @1 has a fixed point in OU or, by the assumption and the homotopy
invariance of the degree,

deg(I — ®L, U) = deg(I — ®)°,U) = Deg(—A + F,U) # 0.

and there exists x € U such that (z, 1) is a periodic point. In both cases one gets
the exists of a T-periodic solution starting (and ending) at a point of U. U

Remark 6.5 (a) If U := B(zo,r) for some zy € D(A) and r > 0 such that
— Ay + F(zo) = 0, and Deg(—A + F, B(zg, 1)) # 0 and (Pr,x) has no periodic
points in dB(zg,7) x (0,1), then the thesis of Theorem follows also from
Theorem 6.2.1 in [I0]. It is worth mentioning that in [I0] the authors work
with set-valued F' and a periodic solution comes up as a fixed point of a certain
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operator in the space of periodic functions from C([0, 7], E).

(b) For the set-valued upper semicontinuous F' with compact convex values,
the translation along trajectories approach also applies. Obviously, in general,
the inclusion @ € —Au + F(u) has not a unique solution, i.e. the translation
along trajectories operator ®; : £ — E has the form

o (2) = ey(L(x, —A + F))

where L(x, —A+F) is the set of solution starting from = and e; : C([0,T], E) — E
is the evaluation at t. However, due to results of [3], the solution set L(z, —A+F),
for any = € E, is cell-like (or of Rs type). This enables to apply the fixed point
index theory for a general class of maps given by a superposition eo L : £ — FE
where L : E' — F is a set-valued upper semicontinuous map with Rs values and
e : By — E is a continuous map — see [13] and [2]. Using this degree and the
related approximation method, we reduce the problem to the single-valued one.
Roughly speaking, taking sufficiently close graph approximation f of F', we know
that the topological degree of —A + f is equal to that of —A 4+ F' and the degree
of I — <I>§f) is equal to the degree of I — <I>tF).

Applying Theorem [6.3], we obtain the following simple existence criterion.
Theorem 6.6 Suppose (H1) and (H3b) hold, F(0,z) = F(T,z) for any x € E,
and there exists K > 0 such that

[F(t,2)|| < K for any (t,x) € [0,T] x E,
then the periodic problem (Pr) admits a mild solution u with ||u(0)| = ||u(T)| <

K/w.

Proof. We claim that (Pr) has no periodic points in dB(0, R) x (0,1) if R >
K /w. Indeed, suppose to the contrary, that there exists a periodic point (T, \) €
0B(0,R) x (0,1). Then

T = S;A(T)E—i—X/O S (T —7)F(r,u(r))dr

where % is the corresponding periodic mild solution of (PT,X)- By the assumption,
we get

- T
Il < e Tz + AK / T g7
0

which gives R < Re T (14XK/R(w) (T —1)) = Re T (14K /(Rw)(e™T —
1)) < R, a contradiction.
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To compute the degree Deg(—A+ F, B(0, R)) consider the homotopy A+ pF.
It is admissible, since B(U ¢y pF(Q)) < kB(Q) for any bounded Q C E. If
there exists (z, 1) € OB(0, R) N D(A) x [0,1] such that —Az + puF(z) = 0, then
¢ = pA7 F(z) and, in consequence, R = ||z|| < pl|A™Y|K < puK/w < R, a
contradiction. Hence, by the homotopy invariance of the topological degree

Deg(—A + F, B(0, R)) = Deg(—A, B(0, R)) = deg(I, B(0, R)) = 1

Applying Theorem [6.3] we get the desired periodic solution in B(0, R).
Since the translation along trajectory operator @ is a k-set contraction and
R was arbitrary, we can conclude that (Pr) has a solution in B(0, K/w). O

We end the paper with an example of applications to a system of partial

differential equations.

Example 6.7 Consider the following system of equations (cf. [9] and [10]) com-
ing from the theory of transmission lines

(39 oYt 0 4 I 2) = F(t It 2), V(E2)) 2 € [0.0],£ > 0
3 o tx)+vax(t x)+oV(t,x) =g(t,z, I(t,x),V(t,z)) € [0,1],t >0

V(t,0) + pl(t,0) =0 t>0

L) 1) 4 V(D) Fe0) 40 =0 120

where «, 3,7, 0, p, o > 0, continuous j, e : R — R are T-periodic, f,g: R x[0,(] x
R? — R are continuous, bounded, T-periodic with respect to the first variable and
there are Ly, L, > 0 such that, for any (¢, 2) € Rx[0,[] and (v, v2), (wq, ws) € R?,

|f(t,z,v1,w1) — f(t, 2,09, w2)| < Lg|(vr,w1) — (vo,wz)| and
lg(t, x,v1,w1) — g(t, z,v2, w2)| < Lg|(v1,w1) — (va, wo)|

(] -| stands for the Euclidean norm in R?), h : R — R is Lipschitz with a constant
Ly, > 0 and with the property that there exist a > o min{$3,d}, b > 0 such that

(39) |h(s) —as| <b for any s € R

and

(40) max {Lf + aLz/v, vL Ja+ L ,2(a® + L})/o} < (min{B, 6}).

Let £ := L*(0,1) x L?(0,1) x R be a linear space equipped with the scalar product
given by

((p1, q1,7m1), (P2, @2, 72)) B 1= Y{(P1, P2) + (qu, @2) + ayoriry
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where (-, -) stands for the scalar product in L?*(0,1) Define A : D(A) — E by
15} ad, 0 P
Alp.gr)=1{ 70, 6 0 ¢ |,(pgr) e DA
—o7 e 0 o la T

where D(A) == {(p,q,7) € E|p,q € H'(0,1), ¢(0) + pp(0) = 0, ¢(I) =1}, e is
the evaluation at [ operator on H'(0,1). Observe that, for any (p,q,7) € D(A),
integrating by parts

(Alp.a.7), (p,a;7))e = v{Bp + ad', p) + a(yp' + dq,q) + ayo(—o~")(p(l) — ar)r

= B7llplz + av(aply — (¢, @) + adllallfz + av(p', @) — ayp(Dr + ayar?

= B7llpll7: + adllql7 + ayar? — avq(0)p(0) > min{B, 6, a/o}|(p, ¢, 7)ll% + ayep(0)?

> min{J3,0,a/a}|(p,q.7)|%.
Moreover, by direct computation we can see that the range of A+ A\, for A\ > 0,
is equal to E. Hence, due to the Lumer-Philips theorem, —A generates a Cj
semigroup S4 on E and |[Sa(t)|| < exp(—min{p3,J,a/c}t) for any t > 0, i.e.
(H1) is satisfied.

If we define F': [0, +00) X £ — E by

Ny(t,p,q)
F(t,p,q,r) = Ny(t,p,q)
o~ ar — h(r + e(t)) = j (1)),
where Ny, N, are given by N¢(t,p,q)(z) = f(t,z,p(x),q(x)), Ny(t,p,q)(z) :=
f(t,z,p(x),q(x)), for a.e. = € [0,!], then it is clear that (B8] can be put as an
abstract equation (with u := (p,q,r))

U= —Au+ F(t, u).

We shall apply Theorem [6.6] to find a periodic (mild) solution of the system (38)).
To this end, observe that, under these assumptions, for any (py, ¢1,71), (P2, g2, 72) €
EFandt >0,

| F(t,p1,q1,m1) — F(t, P2,Q277"2)HE = ’YHNf(t,pl,Ch) - Nf(tvp2vQ2)H%2+

+Oé||Ng(tap1,ql) — Ny(t,po, )22 + ey |o~ (a(ry — 12) — (h(ry + e(t) — h(rz + ()]
< (VL +aLy)([[pr — P2HL2 + g — @2l|32) + ay2(a® + LF)|r1 — r2]?

< max{Lf + ozL2/7, 7L Ja+ L , 2(a® + Li)/a} I (p1, q1,7m1) — (P2, @2, m2) || %,

which, in view of (40), means that (H3b) is satisfied. It is also easy to see that F

is bounded, since first two coordinates are bounded directly by the assumption

and, for the third one,

o™ ar — h(r +e(t) = 5()] < o7 (la(r + e(t)) — h(r + e(t))| + ale(t)] + |5 (t)])
< o7 (b-+a max [e(r)| + max (7).

Thus, by use of Theorem [6.6] we conclude that (38) possesses a T-perlodlc (mild)
solution.
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We finish with an example showing that the results of the paper may be also
applied to parabolic partial differential equations where the semigroup of the
proper differential operator may not be compact and the results of [5] do not

apply.

Example 6.8 Suppose 2 C R¥ is an open set contained in a strip of with
d > 0, ie. thereis jo € {1,..., N} such that, for any x € Q, |z;,| < d. Define
A D(A) — L*(Q) by D(A) := {u € H}(Q)|Au € L*(Q)} and Au := —Au.
Then —A generates a Cy semigroup S4 on L*(2) such that ||Sa(¢)| < et for
some w > 0 and all ¢ > 0. Indeed, by the Poincaré inequality,

(Au,u)p2 = / (Vul?dz > 4d 2 ||ul|3.,
0

which guarantees that —A generates a Cjy semigroup such that ||S(¢)]| < e !
with w := 4d~2.
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