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Landesman-Lazer conditions for systems involving
twist and positively homogeneous Hamiltonian

systems

Natnael Gezahegn Mamo and Wahid Ullah

Abstract

We present multiplicity results for the periodic and Neumann-type
boundary value problems associated with coupled Hamiltonian sys-
tems. For the periodic problem, we couple a system having twist
condition with another one whose nonlinearity lies between the gradi-
ents of two positive and positively 2-homogeneous Hamiltonain func-
tions. Concerning the Neumann-type problem, we treat the same sys-
tem without any twist assumption. We examine the cases of nonreso-
nance, simple resonance, and double resonance by imposing some kind

of Landesman—Lazer conditions.

1 Introduction

The main motivation of this paper is arising from the two open problems
given under a recent paper [16, Section 5, Problems 2 and 4|. To this aim,

we first consider the periodic problem associated with a system of the form

&=V, H(t,z,y) + V,P(t,z,y,w),
y=—V,H(t,z,y) — V. P(t,z,y,w), (1.1)
Juw = F(t,w) + Vy,P(t,z,y,w),

where F(t,w) is the gradient of a Hamiltonian function K : R x R? — R,

ie.,

F(t,w) = V,K(t,w),

and H : R x R? — R. In addition, all the involved functions in (I} are

continuous, T-periodic in the variable ¢t and continuously differentiable with
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respect to (z,y,w). We denote by J = <1 0 ) the standard symplectic
matrix.

To be more precise, the idea is to consider a Poincaré—Birkhoff situation
for system
T = VyH(t,x,y), y: _V$H(t7may)7 (12)

while for system
Juw = F(t,w),

we assume that F'(t,w) is the combination of gradients of two positive and
positively 2-homogeneous Hamiltonian functions together with a perturba-

tion term.

We now explain some basic preliminary concepts about positively ho-
mogeneous Hamiltonian systems. We refer the reader to [8, [9] [I8] for the

detailed explanation. If .7 : R? — R is a C''-function satisfying
0 < A(\w) =\ (w), forevery w € R*\{0} and A >0, (1.3)

then 7 is said to be positively homogeneous of degree 2 and positive. In this
setting, the origin is an isochronous center for the autonomous Hamiltonian
system

Ju = Vi (w), for every w € R?, (1.4)

which means that aside from the origin, which is an equilibrium, all solutions

of system (IL4]) are periodic and have the same minimal period.

Notice that if 7 is positively homogeneous of degree 2, then the Euler
identity holds:

(VA (w),w) =2 (w), for every w € R?. (1.5)

In [20], a higher dimensional version of the Poincaré-Birkhoff Theorem
was studied for a periodic problem associated with the Hamiltonian sys-
tem (L2)). Recently, several authors have discussed about the existence of
multiple solutions for a coupled systems, where the coupling is between sys-
tem ([.2) with some other systems involving different types of structures,
see for example [4] 10 [TT], 17]. In [I8] [19], system (I2)) is coupled with some

isochronous centre by using a nonresonance condition. In [I3], the coupling



was with a scalar second order equation, where the nonlinearity has an asym-
metric behaviour combined with some Landesman—Lazer conditions. In that
paper, nonresonance, simple resonance and double resonance situations were

considered by implementing some kind of Landesman—Lazer conditions.

Let us explain what the Landesman—Lazer condition is. This condition
has been introduced by Lazer and Leach [23] for the periodic problem as-
sociated with a scalar second order ordinary differential equations of the
form

i+ ou+ h(t,u) =0, (1.6)
where h is continuous, uniformly bounded and T-periodic in ¢t with ¢ =
( 2”7")2 for some positive integer n. In this setting they proved that a suffi-
cient condition for the existence of a T-periodic solution is the following: for

every non-zero 7 satisfying 7 + on = 0, we have

/ lim sup h(t, u)n(t)dt + / lim sup h(t, u)n(t)dt > 0. (1.7)
{n<0} u=—o0 {n>0} u—=+oo

Notice that when h(t,u) is increasing in u this condition becomes a necessary
and sufficient condition for the existence of a solution of (I.6]). One year later,
Landesman and Lazer [22] introduced a similar condition for a Dirichlet
problem associated with an elliptic operator. Since then, (7)) is referred to
as Landesman—Lazer condition. This condition is crucial for the nonlinearity
to be kept sufficiently far from resonance. A lot of generalizations have been

made by taking their work as a steeping stone, see for example [3] 5, [6], 25 27].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we state our main re-
sults for the periodic problem concerning nonresonance, simple resonance
and double resonance situations. The proofs of these results are provided in
Section Bl Section Ml is devoted to some variants of our results. The appli-
cation will be given through some examples in Section In Section [6] we
state and prove an analogue result concerning a Neumann-type boundary
value problem associated with system ([LI]), and finally we state some open

problems in Section [7l

2 Main results for the periodic problem

We first list all our main assumptions and then the corresponding results

related to system ([LT]), where all the involved functions are continuous, 7T-



periodic in the variable ¢ and continuously differentiable with respect to

(z,y,w). The proofs will be given in the next section.
Here are our main assumptions. The first one is concerning the period-
icity for the Hamiltonian function H. We write

r=(z1,...,x0) €RM .y =(y1,...,yn) € RM.

Al. The function H(t,z,y) is 2m-periodic in each z; for i =1,..., M.

The following assumption is on the periodicity and boundedness condi-

tion for the coupling function P.

A2. The function P(t,z,y,w) is 2m-periodic in each z; and has a bounded
gradient with respect to (z,y,w). In particular, there exists a constant m
such that

|VP(t, z,y,w)| <m, for every (¢, z,y,w).

In order to introduce a twist assumption, adapted to our setting (cf. [10]

18, [19]), we first consider the case when D is a rectangle in RM i.e.,
D= [al,bl] X X [aM,bM],

and we denote by D its interior.

A3. There exists an M-tuple 0 = (o1,...,0n) € {—1,1}¥ such that for
every C'-function W : [0, T] — R?, all the solutions (z,y) of system

i. = VyH(t7x7y) + VyP(t,x,y, W(t)) I

(2.1)
Y= _V$H(t7x7y) - V$P(t7x7y7w(t))7

starting with y(0) € D are defined on [0,7T], and for every i = 1,..., M, we

have
yi(0)
vi(0)

We now introduce a structural assumption for the function F'.

a; = oiz;(T)—x;(0)] <0,

A4. There are two functions v : R x R? — [0,1] and @ : R x R? — R such
that

F(t,w) = (1 =~(t, w)) VI (w) + 7(t, w)V A (w) + VuQ(t,w),  (2.2)



where all the functions are continuous, T-periodic in ¢, and V,,Q(t,w) is

uniformly bounded, i.e., there exists C > 0 such that
IVuQ(t,w)| < C, for every (t,w) € [0,T] x R?. (2.3)

It is our aim to consider the case when F'(t,w) in some sense inter-
acts asymptotically with the gradients of the two positive and positively

2-homogeneous Hamiltonian functions J# and % which satisfy (L3) and
A (w) < Hs(w), for every w € R?. (2.4)

We notice that the function F'(¢,-) has at most linear growth, i.e., there
exists C' > 0 such that

|F(t,w)| < C(1+ |w|) for every w € R?. (2.5)
We fix ¢ and ¥ such that
Jo=VHi(p), J=VHa(Y),

and
1
Hplt) = A(1) = 5. for every 1 € [0.T]. (2.6)
The choice is not restrictive.

Notice that once we fixed ¢ and ¢, all the non-zero solutions of
Jir=VA(w) and Juw = VIA4(W),

respectively, are of the form w(t) = Rp(t + s) for all s € [0,71[ and w(t) =
Ra)(t + s) for all s € [0, 72 with some positive constants R and R, where 71

and 7o represent their minimal periods, respectively.

Here is our first main result which is associated with a nonresonant sit-

uation.

Theorem 2.1. Let A1— A4 hold true, and assume that there exists a positive
integer N such that

<1y < <T (2.7)
N—|—1 T2 S T1 N .

Then system (L)) has at least M + 1 geometrically distinct T-periodic solu-
tions, with y(0) € D.



Due to the 2m-periodicity assumption of H in the variable x;, if (z(t), y(¢))
is a T-periodic solution of system (L2]), then we can find infinitely many
others by adding an integer multiple of 27 to x;(¢). If one is not obtained from
the other in this way, then we call the two T-periodic solutions geometrically
distinct.

We now consider the situation where resonance can occur from below

and for this we state the following assumption.

A5. For every 6 € [0,T], one has

[ limint [P0+ 0), o0+ 5) =205 (o(0)

T
>m/0 lp(t)dt. (2.8)

Theorem 2.2. Let A1— A5 hold true, and assume that there exists a positive
integer N such that

< < = —.
N+l =TT YN

Then the same conclusion of Theorem [21] holds.

Symmetrically, we can discuss the situation of simple resonance from

above, and for this we state the following assumption.

A6. For every 6 € [0,T], one has

T
/0 L Jimint [AA(0) — (P00 +9), it + )] de

A, 8)— (400, 0)

T
>m/0 [(t)|dt .

Theorem 2.3. Let A1l — A4, A6 hold true, and assume that there exists a
positive integer N such that
T
N+1
Then the same conclusion of Theorem [21] holds.

=T2§T1<N.

Concerning the double resonance case, we have the following result.

Theorem 2.4. Let A1 — A6 hold true, and 74 (w) < 4 (w) for all w €
R?\ {0}. Assume moreover that there erists a positive integer N such that

T T
T2 = N——{—l and T = N . (29)

Then the same conclusion of Theorem [21] holds.



3 Proofs of the main results

We first modify the original system, adapted to our setting (cf. [16]) as
follows. From A4, and the fact that F'(t,w) is the gradient of a Hamiltonian
function K, we can find a function @ : R x R? — R such that F(t,w) =
Vu®(t,w) + V,Q(t, w), and

Vu@(t,w) = (1 = ~(t,w)) VA (w) +(t, w) VI (w).
Writing )
b(t,w) = D(t,0) +/ (Vu®(t, sw),w)ds,
0

we can assume without loss of generality that @(¢,0) = 0. Thus, using (L5]), (2.4)
and the fact that for i = 1,2, V7 is positively homogeneous of order one,
we have

S (w) < (L, w) < H(w).

For every p > 1, let 1, : R — [0, 1] be a C'*°-function such that

1 ifg<p,
np(f ) = . 3
0 if&>p°,
and )
—m Sn}(@ <0, forevery&>p.
The existence of such a function is guaranteed by the fact that
P
at >1.
p, §Ing

We now define the function @, : R x R?2 5 R as

D(t,w) if |w| < p,
Dp(t,w) = 4 np(Jw))D(t,w) + (1 = np(jw)3 [ (w) + H(w)] i p < |w] <9,
3[4 (w) + A5 (w)] if Jw| > p?,

and consider the following modified system

T = Vy’H(t,ﬂ:,y) + VyP(t,:C,y,w),
Y= —Vﬂ-[(t,x,y) - VzP(t,w,y,w)7 (3.1)
J = Fy(t,w) + VyuP(t,z,y,w),



where

Fo(t,w) = Vu,@,(t,w) + V,,Q(t,w) .
Notice that V,,®,(t,w) can be decomposed as
V() = (1= (1, 0))VHy () + 7t )V Ha(w) + vyt w)

where 7, : R x R? — [0,1] is defined by

Yol w) = (vt w) + 20 —m(wl) i p < ul < PP,
3 if [w] > p?,

andvp:RxR2—>R2by

0 i u] < p,
opltw) = 3w (whle~ [B(tw) — YA W) + Ao i p < ful < P
0 if |w| > p?.

By (L3)), for i = 1,2 there exist C; > 0 such that 0 < J#(w) < C;lw|?. So,
if p < Jw| < p?, then we have

1
[vp(t, w)| < m\%(w) — 4 (w)]
C1 + Cy C3
< 2
= Tl lw| < 2lnp‘w" (3.2)

where C3 = C7 + Cs.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

We first provide some a priori bounds so to ensure that the T-periodic solu-

tions of the modified system are indeed solutions of the original one.

Proposition 3.1. There exists p > 1 such that, for any p > p, every T'-
periodic solution of (B1)) satisfies ||w]|c < p-

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there is a sequence (py, ), in |1, +o00[ and
a sequence of T-periodic solutions (xy,yn,wy,) of BJ), with p = p,, such
that p, — 400 and ||wy|lec > n. Let 2z, = szﬂﬁ Then, z, is T-periodic

and satisfies
Jin = (1 =Tp(t)) VI (2n) + Tn(t) VIt (2,) + kn(t),

(3.3)
2n(0) = 2, (T),



where
Lp(t) = 'an(ta lwn lloo2n (1)),

and

kn(t) = [Upn (t, |wnlloo2n(t)) + VuQ(L, [[wn ||l cozn (t))+

llwn || o

VP, zn(t), yn(t), HwnHoozn(t))] .

Notice that I',(¢) € [0,1] for every ¢ € [0,7]. Moreover, using (8.2)), and
by the boundedness of V,,@Q and V,P, we see that x, — 0 uniformly in
[0,T]. The sequence (z,), is thus bounded in C([0, 7], R?); therefore there
exists a function z € C([0,7],R?) such that, up to a subsequence, z, — 2
uniformly and weakly in H'. Since the sequence (T',,), is bounded, we can
suppose that, up to a subsequence, it converges to some I" weakly in L? with
I'(t) € [0,1] for almost every ¢t € [0,T]. So, ||z]lcc = 1, and passing to the
weak limit in (B3], z solves

Ji=(1-T()VHi(z) + T (t)VIt(2),
2(0) = 2(T).

By [9, Lemma 2.3|, either z is a solution of JZ = V.J# (z), or it is a solution of
JZz = V.(z). But this is a contradiction to the fact that Jz = V.4 (z) and
Jz = V.#(z) have only a trivial solution by (2.7)). Hence our supposition

was wrong, and this completes the proof of the proposition. O

To conclude the proof of the theorem, we fix p > p, and rewrite the

Hamiltonian function of system (3.1)) as
1 ~
Kyt g0) = Hlt..9) + 5 [ w) + Aw)] + Byftsapw), (3.4)

with

Pyt ,9,0) = P(t,,5,) + QU w) + By (t,w) — 3 [ (w) + Aa(w)]

Proposition 1] provides an a priori bound in C([0,T],R?) for the w com-
ponent of the solutions of system (B.I)). Using the second system in (B.1))
we see that the a priori bound can be extended to the derivative of w. This
implies that we have an a priori bound in C!([0,T],R?). Hence, by the
Ascoli-Arzela Theorem that w belongs to a compact set W C C([0, T}, R?).



Now since &,(t,w) — 3[4 (w) + H#B(w)] = 0 for |w| > p3, we have that

P,(t,x,y,w) has a bounded gradient with respect to (x,y,w). Thus by us-
ing [I8, Theorem 1.1] system (B.I]) has at least M + 1 geometrically distinct
T-periodic solutions such that y(0) € D. By Proposition B.] these solutions
are indeed solutions of the original system (L.1]). U

3.2 Proof of Theorem [2.4]

Similar to the previous section, we first state and prove the following propo-

sition which is crucial for the proof of Theorem 2.4

Proposition 3.2. There exists p > 1 such that, for any p > p, every T'-
periodic solution (z(t),y(t),w(t)) of BI) satisfies ||w||oco < P.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there is a sequence (py,),, in |1, 400[ and
a sequence of T-periodic solutions (zy,, yn, wy,) of B.1), with p = py,, such that

pn — 00 and ||wp||ec > n. Let 2z, = # Then by similar arguments in

lloo

the proof of Proposition B.I we can find a function z € C([0,T],R?) such

that ||z|lcc = 1, and it solves
Ji = (1~ T(O)VA () + TV Ao(2)
2(0) = 2(T) .

By [9, Lemma 2.3|, either z is a solution of JZ = VJ# (z), or it is a solution
of Jz = V.#(z). Let us assume that JZ = VJ#(z), and so I'(t) = 0. The

other case can be treated similarly.

For suitable Ry > 0, 0y € [0,71], it will be z(t) = Rop(t + 6p). By A2
and (2.0), there exists Cy > 0 such that

|t (t)| < Ca(1 + |wn(t)]) .
So by Gronwall Lemma we deduce that
|wy(to)] < ’wn(h)]ec‘*(tl_t“) ,  for every tg < tp,

and as a consequence we can say that if ||wy|lcc — +00, then |wy,(t)| = 400
uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. This shows that w,(t) # 0 for every t € [0,7]. Now
writing, in generalized polar coordinates, wy,(t) = r,(t)p(t + 0,(t)), with

10



0,(0) € [0,7[ for every n, we see that r,(t) — oo uniformly in ¢t € [0,T].
The second system in ([B.1]) with p = p, gives

(Jum (1) , wn(t))

On(t) = 200 ~1
(Fpo (£ (t + 02(1) ot +0u(8)) ) = 7 (®)
N T (t)
(VP (t,20(8), 9a(8). 1a ()t + 62(0) (¢ + 6.(1)))

_l’_

rn(t)

Since z solves Jz = V. (z), by (29) it performs N rotations around the
origin when t varies from 0 to T'. Moreover, since z, — z uniformly, for
n sufficiently large every z, performs N rotations around the origin, and
also every wy, since w, = ||wy|lcczn. As a consequence, for such n it is

0,,(0) = 0,,(T), thus integrating in the above computation , we get

T
/
0

(Ep, (t,rn ()@t + 05(8))) s @(t 4 On(t))) — 7 (t)
t

ra(t)
(VP (£, (0),ya (1), Tt (t + 0a(1))) s ot + 0(1)))
n dt .
T (t)
So, for n large,
T E ()t 4 0n(1))) , (t + 0n(t))) — ra(t)
0= /0 rh(t)
(VP (), 3 (0), ra(Op(t +02()) (¢ + 0 (8)))
+ o) dt, (3.5)

rn (1)
llwn[loo

computation are bounded below in order to apply Fatou’s Lemma. Clearly,
the second term in (B3) is bounded below by A2. For the first one, we

discuss the following cases.

where r(t) = We now prove that the expressions in the above

Case 1. If |1, () p(t4+0,(t))| < pn, then F,, = F and so by (L3)), (Z2)), 23), 24),
and (2.0), we have

(F(t,ra(0)p(t + 0n(1))) s p(t + 0n(1))) = ra(t) = =C|lpl|oo -

11



Case 2. If |rp(t)p(t + 0,(t))| > p2, then

Fp, (a0t +0,(0) = " [V (2 +6,(0))) + VA5 (o(t + 6,(1))]

+ VuQt rn(t)p(t + 0n(t))) -

Using the fact that 71 (w) < #4(w), there exists € > 0 such that
H(p(s)) — H(p(s)) > e, forevery s € [0,7],
and thus by (IH), 23) and (Z8), we have
(Ep, (t,rn()p(t + 0,(1)) st 4 0n(t))) — ra(t)
> T”T(t) (1 +(1+ 28)) — 7 (t) + (VuQ(t, rn(t)p(t + 0,(1))), @t + 0,(1)))
> erp(t) — Cll¢)loc = +00, (3.6)

when n — 400, since r,(t) — 400.

Case 8. Finally, if p, < |r(t)e(t + 0,(t))] < p3, we just interpolate the

previous two cases so to get the desired bound.

Thus we can use Fatou’s Lemma to (3.5]) and get
OZ/liminf Epn (1 ()Pt + (Z)(Z)%’Wr (t))) = ra(t)
0 n T

(TP (b2 (), yn(6), ()t + 60 (1)) (2 + en<t>>>] B

- =0)

Now using standard properties of the inferior limit, taking into account that,

since 2z, — z uniformly, 7, — Ry uniformly and by A2, we have

T
m [l d
0
T
2/0 lim inf [(F), (¢, (t)@(t + 0n(t))) , o(t + On(t))) — rp(t)] dt. (3.7)

n

We fix t € [0, 7] and discuss the possible three cases to verify that

(Ep, (t,mn(8)p(t + 0,(1))) , @t + 0,(1)))
> (F(t,rn(t)p(t 4+ 0n(t))) ot +0a(t))) . (3.8)

Case 1. If |rp(t)o(t + 0n(t))| < pp, then F, = F.

12



Case 2. If |rp(t)p(t + 0,(t))] > p3, then by ([B.6) for n large enough, (B.8)

follows.

Case 8. Finally, if p, < |r(t)e(t + 0,(t))] < p3, we just interpolate the

previous two cases so to get ([B.8]), for n large enough.

Thus ([B.7) implies that

T T
m /0 o(t)] dt > /O tim inf [(B (¢, 1 (00p(t+6, (1))  0(1+0,(8)) 1 (8)] di .

By using the fact that 2z, — 2z uniformly, we can assume without loss
of generality that, up to a subsequence, 6,,(t) — 6y € [0, 7] uniformly. Re-
calling (2.0]), for every t € [0,7] we are computing the inferior limit which
appears in (2.8)) along the particular subsequence (r,(t),6,(t)) for which,
0, (t) = Oy and 7y, (t) = ||wp]||eori(t) — +00. We obtain

T T
m/o Iso(f)Id?fZ/0 o Jminf [(F(5 At +5)), ot +8)) = A)] de,

which contradicts (28], thus completing the proof of the proposition. O

To complete the proof of Theorem 2.4, we can write exactly the same
lines as for Theorem [2.1] after the proof of Proposition 3.1l O

3.3 Proof of Theorems and 2.3

We first prove Theorem [2.2] and for this we assume without loss of generality
that 74 (w) < #4(w) for all w € R?\ {0}. Because if this is not true, then

we can define a function j%/ by
Ho(w) = As(w) + eluf?
for some € > 0 small enough so that
A (w) < %(w)
Denote by 7, the minimal period corresponding to system
Juw = V%(w) .

We see that for € small enough, it still satisfies

~ < _ L
N+1<’7’¢<7'2_’7'1 N

The proof of Theorem now follows similarly as the proof of Theorem 241

13



To prove Theorem 2.3] we can define a function fff; by
A (w) = A (w) — w
for some € > 0 small enough so that
S (w) > A (w).
Denote by 7, the minimal period corresponding to system
Jir = VA (w).

It is clear that for € small enough, it satisfies

T

—— =1 < <7, <
N+1 2=1%Te

N 9
and the proof follows similarly as the proof of Theorem [2.4]

4 Some variants of the main results

We first discuss some variants of our results by changing assumption A4. Let
us denote respectively the four quadrants of the plane R? by E;, Fy, E3, and
E,4. Instead of A4, we assume the following assumption.

A4'. There are five functions v; : R x E; — [0,1] and @ : R x R? — R such
that

F(t,w)=(1- r)/j(t’ w)) VI (w) + WJ(t’ w)V It (w) + VyuQ(t,w),

for all w € E;, where all the functions are continuous, T-periodic in ¢, and
VwQ(t,w) is uniformly bounded, i.e., there exists C > 0 such that

IVwQ(t,w)| < C, for every (t,w) € [0,T] x R?.
We now state the variant of our main results.

Theorem 4.1. If in the statement of Theorem [21] we replace assumption
A4 by A4, then the same conclusion holds.

Proof. Similar to Section 3, we can find a function @ : R x R? — R such that
F(t,w) = Vu,@(t,w) + V,Q(t, w), and

Vu@(t,w) = (1—7;(t,w))VIA (w)+,(t,w)Via(w), forevery w e Ej.

14



Now we modify system (I by the similar way we modified in Section (3]
with the only change in defining v,, i.e., we define v;, : R x E; — [0,1]
instead of v, : R x R? — [0,1] as

5 (t, w) if w] < p,
Vi (6 w) = mp(fwl)(tw) + 51 =np(fwl)) i p < Jw] <%,
i if |w| > p?.

We can now prove the a priori bound for the modified system (B.I]) in this
case following the same lines as in the proof of Proposition B.I] with the only

difference in the I',(t), which we can define in this case as follows:
To(t) = 5, (£ lwnllcoza(t)),  when 2, € B .

We notice that I',,(t) is not defined if z,(¢) belongs to an axis. Anyway, the

set of those t's has zero measure, since if n is large enough, one has
(Zn(t), —Jzp(t)) >0, for every t € [0,T],

hence z,(t) crosses the axes transversally.

After the a priori bound, we rewrite the Hamiltonian function of system
B1) as in (34]) and by a similar way, we obtain M + 1 geometrically distinct
T-periodic solutions (z(t),y(t), w(t)) of system (LI) such that y(0) € D.
The proof of the theorem is thus completed. O

We now state the case of double resonance. We skip the proof for brief-

ness.

Theorem 4.2. If in the statement of Theorem we replace assumption
A4 by A4, then the same conclusion holds.

The cases of simple resonance can be treated similarly.

Remark 4.3. [t is worth noticing that we could discuss a more general
case in assumption A4, i.e., instead of using the quadrants E;, consider

) < ag < - < an =)+ 27, and define the planar sectors

Ej:{rew taj <0< ajpq, r>0}.
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We now consider some variants of our main results by modifying A3, and
to this aim, we first recall some definitions. A closed convex bounded subset
D of RM having nonempty interior D is said to be a convex body of RM. If
we assume that D has a smooth boundary, then we denote the unit outward
normal at £ € 9D by vp(€). Moreover, we say that D is strongly convex if
for any k € 0D, the map F : D — R defined by F(§) = (£ — k,vp(k)) has a

unique maximum point at & = k.
First we state the following “avoiding rays” assumption.

A3'. There exists a convex body D of R™ having a smooth boundary, such
that for ¢ € {—1,1} and for every C'-function W : [0,T] — R2E, all the
solutions (x,y) of system (ZI)) starting with y(0) € D are defined on [0, T,
and

Y(0) €D = x(T)—x(0) ¢ {oAvp(y(0)) : A = 0}.

Theorem 4.4. If in the statements of Theorem 2.1, [2.3, [2.3, we replace

assumption A3 by A3, the same conclusion holds.

Proof. The arguments are the same as in Section [B] with the only difference

that instead of applying [I8, Theorem 1.1], we apply [I8, Theorem 3.1]. O

Now we state the following “indefinite twist” assumption.

A3". There are a strongly convex body D of RM™ having a smooth boundary
and a symmetric regular M x M matrix A such that for every C'-function
W : [0,T] — R2E all the solutions (z,y) of system (ZI)) starting with
y(0) € D are defined on [0, 7], and

y(0) €D = (&(T) - z(0), Avp(y(0))) > 0.

Theorem 4.5. If in the statements of Theorem 21, [2.3, (2.3, we replace

assumption A3 by A3", the same conclusion holds.

Proof. Apply [18] Theorem 3.2] instead of [I8, Theorem 1.1] in Section[@ O
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5 Applications to scalar second order equations

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2.4l we discuss the main results in [13]

Theorem 5, Theorem 14]. We consider the following system

T = vyH(t7x7y) + Vyp(t,l',y,U) )
y = —Vx/]‘[(t,ﬁl?,y) - V;,;P(t,x,y,u), (51)
i+ g(t,u) = 0, P(t,z,u),

where all the involved functions are continuous and 7" periodic in the variable
t.

B4. There exist some positive constants p1, pa, v1, v, Cg, C7 such that

g(t,u) <nu+Cs ifu<o0,

(5.2)
g(t,u) > pu—Cs ifu>0,

t,u) > vou—Cr ifu <0,

g(t,u) 2 7 (5.3)
g(t,u) < pou+Cr ifu>0.

Moreover, we consider the following Landesman—Lazer conditions.

B5. For a nontrivial T-periodic solution ¢ of ¢ + pu1p™ — 1~ = 0, one has

/{ liminf [1u — g(t, u)]|@(t)|dt

s0<0} U——00

T
+/ liminf [g(t,u) — piu]p(t)dt > m/ lp(t)|dt .
{¢>0} u—-+00 0

B6. For a nontrivial T-periodic solution ) of 1/1 + popt — 199~ = 0, one has

/{ lim inf [g(¢, u) — vou] | (t)|dt

T
+/{ lim inf [pou — g(t, u)](t)dt > m/o [ (t)|dt .

$>0} Uu——+00
Theorem 5.1. Let A1 — A3 and B4 — B6 hold true, and assume that there
exists a positive integer N such that
T T s s s T
= + < + = —.
N+l Vi v i yu N
Then system (&) has at least M + 1 geometrically distinct T-periodic solu-
tions, with y(0) € D.
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Proof. Tt can be shown (see e.g. [7, Lemma 1|) that using conditions (5.2])
and (B.3)), there exists a bounded function h(t,u) such that

9(t,w) = Gi(t, wpu* — Goltywu™ + h(t, ),
where vt = max{u,0}, v~ = max{—wu, 0}, and

w1 < Gi(tu) < pe, v1 < CQot,u) <wvg, (5.4)
for almost every t € [0, 7], and every u € R. System (5.0)) can be written as

i =VyH(t,z,y) + VP, z,y,u),
Y= _V$H(t7xay) - VxP(t,x,y,u),
t=v, —0=g(t,u)—OouP(t,z,u).

Now for w = (u,v) with the aim of applying Theorem [£.2] define

1 1
i) = g [l 4] i) = P
Qt,w) = / h(t, s)ds, F(tw) = (g(t’w)) .
0 [
For u > 0, w € E1 U E4 and v~ = 0. Thus by choosing
tu) —
p2 — H1

it is clear by (5.4) that
0 <y(t,w) =y(t,w) <1.

Similarly, for v < 0, u™ = 0 and w € Ey U E3. Thus by defining

72(t, w) = 73(t, w) = %

we see by (0.4) that
0 <y(t,w) =y(t,w) <1.

Hence we can use Theorem [£.2] and then system (5.0) has at least M + 1
geometrically distinct T-periodic solutions (z,y,u) such that y(0) € D. O

We remark here that the main result for the nonresonance case [13, The-

orem 2| can also be obtained by a similar way using Theorem 1]
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As an example, for M = 1, we consider the coupling of a pendulum-like
equation with an asymmetric oscillator, i.e.,
G+ Asing = e(t) + 0, P(t,z,u),

(5.5)
i+ f(u) 4+ h(t,u) = 0, P(t,x,u),

where h is bounded,

flu) = (Ml —;Mz + M2;M1 cosu)u+ - <V1;—V2 + 72 ; = sin(u3)>u_

and the constants A, u1, pa, V1, Vo are all positive with py < ps and vy < vs.
Assume that P(t,z,u) is T-periodic in ¢ and 27-periodic in z, and that it
has a bounded gradient with respect to (x,u). Setting E(t fo
system (5.0 is equivalent to

q—p+E(), p=—Asing+ 0,P(t,x,u),
=, —f(u) = h(t,u) + 0, P(t,z,u).

Assuming e(t) to be T-periodic with

the function E(t) is T-periodic, as well.
It has been proved in [I8| Section 3|, that the twist condition A3 holds

true.

On the other hand, if we define 4, % by

1 1

Hi(w) = 3 Ml(u+)2+V1(U_)2+02} , H(w) =5 [Mz(u+)2+V2(u_)2+v2 :
with w = (u,v), then %] and % are positive, positively homogeneous
of degree 2, JA(w) < (w) for all w # 0. Thus all the solutions of
system Juw = VA (w) and Juw = V.74 (w) are periodic with fixed period,

respectively
T m

T T
—t+—, — .
VHET VHE2 12

Moreover, we assume the following Landesman—Lazer conditions.

T = Ty =
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B5'. For a nontrivial T-periodic solution ¢ of ¢+ p1p" — 1190~ = 0, one has

/{ liminf [ — A(t, u)]|o(t)|dt

s0<0} U——00

T
+/ liminf A(t, u)p(t)dt > m/ lp(t)|dt .
{>0} uU——+00 0

B6'. For a nontrivial T-periodic solution 1) of 1/1 + g™ — v91p™ = 0, one has
/ lim inf h(t, u)| o (£)|dt
{

T
+/{ liminf [ — h(t,w)]¥(t)dt > m/o | (t)|dt .

¢>0} U—>+400

All the assumptions of Theorem [B.1] are satisfied, and we can thus state

the following.

Corollary 5.2. In the above setting, assume that B5', B6' hold, and

T_7T+7T<7T+7T_Z
Nt1 Vs v vE vin N

Then system (5.5)) has at least two geometrically distinct T-periodic solutions.

The above result generalizes a classical result by Mawhin and Willem [26]

on the multiplicity of periodic solutions for the pendulum equation.

6 Neumann-type boundary value problem

Consider system (LLI)) with Neumann-type boundary conditions

y(@) = 0=y(b). o)

v(a) =0=

with w = (u,v). Notice that in this case, we omit the periodicity in the vari-
able ¢ of all the functions in system (II). We only consider all the involved
functions to be continuous and continuously differentiable with respect to
(z,y,w). For more details in this direction, we refer the reader to some
recent advancements [I], 12, [15] 24, 27].

For the Neumann-type boundary value problem, instead of assumptions
A3, A4, A5 and A6, we state the following assumptions.
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A3, All the solutions of system (L)) satisfying y(a) = v(a) = 0 are defined

on [a,b].
A4"". There are two functions v : [a,b] x R? = [0,1] and Q : [a,b] x R? = R
such that

F(t,w) = (1 —y(t,w)) VA (w) + v(t, w) Vit (w) + V,Q(t, w),

where all the functions are continuous and V,,Q (¢, w) is uniformly bounded,
i.e., there exists C > 0 such that

IVuQ(t,w)| < C, for every (t,w) € [a,b] x R?.

A5 For every 6 € [a,b], one has

b b
/a JJming | [(F(AG(t9). o(t+5)) ~2756 (p(0)] de > 7 / o(t)dt

A6". For every 6 € [a,b], one has

b b
/ liminf  [2A0((8) —(F (£, Mb(t4s)), d(t+s))] dt > m / ()]t

(A, 8)—=(+00,6)

Considering problem (LI)—-(6.1]), if up < 0, for all solutions ¢ of
U= V5 (u,v), 0 ==V (u,v),

starting with ((0) = (uo,0), there is a first time 7;, > 0 for which v(7;, ) = 0,
while v(t) > 0 for all ¢t €]0,7;, [, and this time 7, is independent of ug < 0.
Similarly, if ug > 0, there is a first time 7;_ > 0 for which v(7;_) = 0, while
v(t) < 0 for all t €]0,7;_[, and this time 7;_ is independent of uy > 0.
Clearly enough, 7; = 7;, +7;_ for j =1,2.

Here is our first main result which is associated with a nonresonant sit-

uation.

Theorem 6.1. Let A1 — A2 and A3" — A4" hold true and for j = 1,2,

Tj, = Tj_. Assume moreover that there exists a positive integer N such that

b—a b—a
N+1<TQ+§T1+<T

Then problem (LI) - (6.1)) has at least M +1 geometrically distinct solutions.

Concerning the double resonance case, we have the following result.
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Theorem 6.2. Let A1—A2 and A3" —A6" hold true, for j = 1,2, 7j, = 7;_
and 4 (w) < H(w) for allw € R?\{0}. Assume moreover that there exists

a positive integer N such that

b—a b—a
CE NI and T, = . (6.2)

T2
Then the same conclusion of Theorem [61 holds.

Let us remark here that a sufficient condition for having satisfied the
assumption 7;, = 7;_ is that the function 7] is even in v. This is a frequent

case in the applications, where, e.g., 77} is quadratic in v.

We only prove the double resonance result. In order to prove this theo-
rem, we require the following result for the Neumann-type problem which is
similar to [9, Lemma 2.3] (for the periodic problem). We omit the proof of

nonresonance case and statements of simple resonance cases for briefness.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (6.2)) is satisfied. Then, if v € H'(a,b) solves

Jo = a(t)VHi(v) + (1 — a(t))VHs(v),

(6.3)
v(a) =0=wo(b),

being a € L*(a,b), with 0 < a(t) < 1 for almost every t € [0,T], then v
solves either

Ju = VHl(U) s

or
Ji = VHy(v).

Proof. By a remark after [9, Lemma 2.2], we observe that a nontrivial solu-
tion of (G3) never reaches the origin. Indeed, if v(t) solves (6.3) then also
sov(t) does, for every sg > 0, thanks to the homogeneity of the right-hand
side; moreover, since the right-hand side grows at most linearly in v, [9]
Lemma 2.2| applies and also the remark after that lemma. It follows that,
v(t) # 0 for some ¢ € [a,b], then v(t) # 0 for every t € [a, b].

Consequently, the usual system in polar coordinates (p, €) is well defined
for system (G.3]). Writing v(t) = p(t)(cos 8(t),sin6(t)), recalling Euler’s for-

mula we get

—0(t) = 20(t)H, (cosB(t),sin6(t)) + 2(1 — au(t))Ha(cosb(t),sinb(t)) .
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Since 0 < a(t) < 1, it follows that

0(t) o(t)
" 2Hy(cos 0(t),sin 0(t)) sls "~ 2H,(cos 0(t),sin0(t))’

(6.4)

for almost every t € [a,b]. Since v(a) = 0 = v(b), v performs an integer
number of half rotations around the origin, say m half rotations. Recalling
that

4 dé /7r dé
=T = T
o 2Hi(cos@,sind) 7 J, 2H(cosf,sing) *t’
integrating in (6.4) from a to b, we get

m7y, <b—a<mr,,

from which, using (€.2),

b—a b—a
< <

N = <m< =N+1.
T1, To,
Since m is integer, this gives a contradiction unless m = N and 11, = EFT“
= — b—a
orm=N+1and o, = NTT

We only consider the first case, the other can be treated in a similar way.
Introducing the generalized polar coordinates in ([6.3]) by writing v(t) =
r(t)yY(t +w(t)), we get

#(t) = —r()a(t)(VH (Y(t +w(t)), ¥ (t +w(t)), (6.5)

and
() = alt) 2H (b(t + w(t)) —1). (6.6)

Since w(a) = 0 = w(b), integrating in (6.6) from a to b, we have

b
0= / () (2Hy (0t + w(t)) — 1)dt,

and from the fact that —a(t)(2H;(¢¥(t + w(t)) — 1) > 0 for almost every

t € [a,b], this expression satisfies
a(t)2H1(Y(t+w(t)) —1) =0 (6.7)

almost everywhere, that is to say, w(t) = 0 for almost every ¢ € [a,b]. Thus,
since w(t) is absolutely continuous, there exists wy € R such that w(t) = wp

for every ¢ € [a,b]. Concerning (6.5]), we have
#(t) = —r(DaO)(VH (¢t +w(1)), bt +w (1))
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We now need to prove that 7(¢t) = 0 for almost every ¢ € [a,b], Indeed, if
t € [a,b], (67) implies that either a(t) = 0, or Hy (¢(t+wp) = 5. If a(f) = 0,
then 7(¢) = 0; on the other hand, if a(t) > 0, then ¢ is a zero of the function
t > Hy((t + wo) — Ha(¢(t 4 wp), which is of class C! and nonnegative.

Necessarily ¢ is then a minimum of this function, and so

d d
THI((E Fw), = ZHa (Yt +wo), =0,

as Hy is preserved along 1. It follows that (VH (v ( + wo),¢(f+ wo) =0,
so that 7(f) = 0. Summing up, 7(¢t) = 0 for almost every t € [a,b], and,
since r(t) is absolutely continuous, this implies that r(¢) is constant; being
v(t) = Rop(t + wp) for some nonnegative constant Ry, it follows that v is a
solution of Jo = VHs(v). This concludes the proof. O

To conclude the proof of Theorem .2, one can follow the same lines of
the proof of Theorem 2.4l We need to use Lemma [6.3] instead of [9, Lemma
2.3| in Proposition B2l and at the end, we have to use [19, Theorem 1.1] (for
p = q = 2) instead of [I8, Theorem 1.1]. O

We can discuss variants of the above results as like Theorem HI] and
Theorem We are not entering into detail in order to avoid repetition of
arguments. Furthermore, we can adapt an example of application for this

situation as in Section [l

7 Open problems

We conclude the paper by suggesting some open problems.

1. In [], the coupling of twist dynamics with a resonant equation involv-
ing the Ahmad—Lazer—Paul condition has been addressed. However, under
such a condition, the scenario of double resonance remains unexplored, even
when dealing only with a scalar second order equation. Notice that the Ah-
mad-— Lazer—Paul condition does not guarantee an a priori bound as the one
proved in PropositionB.I] as shown in [2]. A similar result for Neumann-type

boundary condition is still open for consideration.

2. In [1I9], the authors studied about a Hamiltonian system coupled with
positive and positively (p, ¢)-homogeneous Hamiltonian system. They have

discussed both periodic and Neumann-type problems for the nonresonance
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case. It would be interesting to try the nonresonance/resonance cases by
taking positive and positively (p, g)-homogeneous Hamiltonian functions in
22).

3. In [I4], they investigated a system ruled by a positively-(p, ¢)-homoge-
neous Hamiltonian function with a friction term and used a nonresonance
condition developed by Frederickson-Lazer [2I]. We wonder whether in our

setting, Frederickson—Lazer-condition could be applied.
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