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CONSTRAINED SEMILINEAR ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS ON RY
WOICIECH KRYSZEWSKI AND JAKUB SIEMIANOW SKI

ABSTRACT. The existence of solutions u in H' (RN, RM) N HZ (RN, RM) of the coupled semilinear system of
second order elliptic partial differential equations on RV of the form

Plu] = f(x,u,du), xecRN,

under pointwise constraints is considered. The problem is studied via the constructed suitable topological
invariant, the so-called constrained topological degree, which allows to get the existence of solutions of ab-
stract problems considered as L2-realizations of the approximating sequence of systems obtained by the trun-
cation of the initial system to bounded subdomains. The key step of the proof consists in showing the relative
H'-compactness of the sequence of solutions to the truncated systems by the use of the so-called tail esti-
mates. The constructions rely on the semigroup approach combined with topological methods, as well as
invariance/viability techniques.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the paper we discuss the existence of solutions u € H'(RY,R¥) to a strongly coupled system of
semilinear elliptic partial differential equations

(1) Plu] = f(x,u,du), x € R",

where du is the Jacobian matrix of the unknown function u : RY — R Here, f : RN x RM x RM*N _y RM
is a vector-valued function and P is a linear second-order elliptic partial differential operator of the form
Plu] = — fv =1 9:(A9u) + YN | B'du + Cu with the coefficients A¥, B' and C being functions from R
into RM*M the space of M x M matrices. In applications such systems describe steady states of evolution
processes involving M unknown species or quantities subject to diffusion P and the forcing term f including
the advection or drift effects. The form of P allows interactions between species occur on the diffusion level,
too (see e.g. [11] and more recent [31]). We look for solutions u to (1) satisfying pointwise constraints of
the form u(x) € K(x) for a.a. x € RY, where the set K(x) C R is closed and convex.

Constrained problems of this form arise in various applications, where natural bounds for the unknown
quantities are present. For instance, experimentally obtained lower and upper threshold values oy, 7, (de-
pending on x) are often given and solutions u = (uy,...,uy) satisfying ox(x) < ux(x) < 7% (x) a.e. for
1 < k < M are sought-after. As it also seems, constrained solutions appear sometimes a posteriori as a
by-product consequence of assumptions relaxing the standard growth condition. This is the case when the
method of sub- and supersolutions is applied, e.g., if Q C R is bounded, f: Q x R — R is sufficiently
regular and there are constants o < 0 < 3 such that

M) flx,o0) >0, f(x,f) <0 forxeQ,

then there is u € H}(Q) such that —Au(x) = f(x,u(x)) and @ < u(x) < f for a.a. x € Q (see also [30],
[37] and [38]). The technique relying on the so-called ,,invariant regions” or ,,rectangles” is often used to
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show the global existence in time of parabolic evolution problems as well as the related stationary problems.
The mentioned method is related to the method of upper and lower solutions and akin to arguments started
apparently almost 90 years ago by Max Miiller [39], [40]; conditions like (M) (and their relatives) are
sometimes called the Miiller conditions (see [49], [50, §12.1V, §32.V]).

There is a vast bibliography on invariant sets (or the so-called viablity theory — the term used mainly by
French and Romanian mathematicians) for nonlinear parabolic systems of the form u, + Pu] = f(u) on a
bounded Q and their elliptic counterparts (2). In the elliptic case we prefer to talk about constraints since
no evolution takes place. The reader is referred especially to the seminal work of Amann [3], the books [35]
of Martin and [48, Theorem 14.7, p. 200] of Smoller. These and other authors deal mainly with a bounded
Q and a closed convex bounded set K(-) = K (i.e., K(+) is independent of x € Q) containing the origin. For
instance the case AV = a;jil, B'=biland C =cl fori,j=1,...,N, where a;j,bi,c € R and I stands for the
M x M identity matrix, and K is an arbitrary convex set is studied in [7,44,45,51]. The case A/ = §; D,
where §;; is the Kronecker delta, D = diag(dy,...,dy), B =C =0, and K = {u € RM | G(u) < c}, where
G:RM 5 Risa quasi-convex function was studied, e.g., in [2,43]. A different situation was considered in
[11] and [48]; the authors deal with AV = §; D, where D is an M x M not necessarily diagonal matrix and
B'=C =0. In [3,28,29], matrices A"/, B’ and C are diagonal and X is a rectangle (or the Cartesian product
of closed convex and bounded sets), while in [28,29] K is no longer constant but K (x) = {u € RM | 6 (x) <
uy < T(x),k=1,...,M}, where 6,7 : Q — RM_ In all of theses papers the forcing term f(x,u, ) is, roughly
speaking, assumed to be directed inward the set K for x € Q and u € JK.

As it appears, the form of coefficients A/, B'and C, i, j=1,...,N, along with the shape of the constraining
sets implicitly imply their invariance with respect to homogeneous problem u, + P[u] = 0. This actually
follows from an appropriately used version of the maximum principle, since the componentwise or the norm
maximum principle for parabolic or elliptic systems can be interpreted as the invariance of an orthant or a
ball, respectively.

The above-mentioned ,,inwardness” condition is subsumed by the fangency expressed in the language of
convex analysis. This has already been observed in [35] and thoroughly discussed in [10], where a part of
the theory development (not reflected elsewhere) is presented with a detailed bibliography. A variety of the
so-called Nagumo, Pavel’s and other conditions are formulated and studied there.

In the present paper we deal with a general elliptic operator P and a general convex constraint K (x) C RM,
x € Q CRY (see Sections 1.2.2 and 4.3); conditions implying the invariance of constraints under the flow
induced by P are imposed in assumption 2.1 and studied in Subsections 4.3 and 4.4. The nonlinearity f in
(1) satisfies relaxed regularity conditions and is subject to the tangency condition (see assumption 1.2).

Due to the lack of compactness general fixed point methods are not readily applicable to solve (1) directly.
In this case, we establish the existence of a solution by solving a sequence of the approximating Dirichlet
boundary value problems truncated to Q,, n € N, where Q, = B(0,R,) is the open ball with R, — co.
Roughly speaking, a solution is obtained then as a limit of those approximate solutions. For that reason
along with (1) we study problems of the form

(2) Plu] = f(x,u,du), ulgg =0, u(x) € K(x), x € Q,

where Q is an open bounded subset of RY.
For a bounded Q our results follow from more general abstract results concerning a problem

(3) A(u) =F(u), uck,
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where K is a closed convex subset of a Banach space X, A : D(A) — X is a sectorial operator in X, F: U — X
is a continuous map defined on an open subset U of K% := KNX%* with X* being the fractional space
corresponding to A, a € [0,1). Such a framework creates a convenient abstract scheme for (2), where A
corresponds to the LP-realization of P, F is the superposition operator generated by f and K = {u € L7 |
u(x) € K(x) a.e}. Even though A is resolvent compact, the existence of solutions to (3) can hardly be
obtained via a direct use of the Leray—Schauder theory. There are two difficulties: firstly, in general F is
only locally bounded and K% is unbounded, secondly, K and K% have empty interiors. Moreover, neither A
nor F maps K (or K%) into K so the Leray—Schauder fixed point index of maps on absolute neighborhood
retracts cannot be employed, too. We propose instead to apply a topological invariant responsible for the
existence of solutions of (3). The construction of the so-called constrained topological degree is the next
subject of the paper, see Subsection 4.5. It relies on the assumption of the so-called fangency of F and the
invariance of K with respect to the semigroup generated by —A.

A similar abstract scheme has also been considered in [26], where K and F(K%) are assumed to be
bounded. Roughly speaking, the existence results obtained in [26] were based on approximations similar
to (4.19) but based on the Schauder fixed-point theorem rather. However, the boundedness assumptions do
restrict the applications significantly.

The paper is organized as follows. We recall some standard notation and introduce the problem below. In
the case of a bounded domain, the existence of constrained solutions to the problem is established in Section
2 (see Theorem 2.5). The case Q = RY is studied and the main result (Theorem 3.4) is proved in the third
section. In the last section we recall some relevant information about sectorial operators, we discuss the
invariance of closed convex sets (see, e.g., Propositions 4.4, 4.5) , we study some examples of the sets of
constraints and, in Subsection 4.5, we provide the construction of the constrained topological degree and its
properties.

1.1. Preliminaries. Throughout the paper R" denotes the standard N-dimensional real Euclidean space
and R™*N the space of M x N real matrices. The norm in RY or R¥*V is denoted by |- |; the scalar
product in RY (resp. the Frobenius product in RM*V) is denoted by (-, -). For example if &, € RY*N then
(E,8) =Y YN &yl and [E]? == (E,€). By TA we denote the transpose of a matrix A.

By Q@ C R we usually denote a bounded domain of class C2. Given a locally integrable map u =
(uy,...,uy) from Q to RM, du is the distributional Jacobian matrix of u, i.e., du := [8,-uk(-)]5:11’ '''''' 1]\‘,/[ € RMXN,
where djuy 1= %uk is the i-th partial derivative understood in the sense of distributions; dju := [8,~uk]£’1: | is
the i-th column of du. Given a multi-index & € ZY, 9% := 9" ... 9" and |at| = ¥V | o4

LP(Q,RM), 1 < p < o, denotes the space of measurable functions u : Q — RM such that |u|? is Lebesgue
integrable with the standard norm ||ul|,»(q gy := ([ [u(x)|? dx)'/7; L=(Q,RM) is the space of measurable
functions u : Q — RM with ||u]| ;= (q g 1= esssup,cq |u(x)] < oo.

WkP(Q,RM) (resp. Wé"p(Q,RM)), k€N, 1< p < oo, stands for the Sobolev space of functions u : Q —
RM having weak partial derivatives up to order k in LP(Q,RM) (resp. and vanish at the boundary, in the

sense of the trace) with the standard norm
1/p
[[llwer(@rmy = < Y Ha"’uH’L’p> if p<oo, and |lulyr=(qrmy = ), esssup|0®u(x)|.
o<k o<k ¥EQ

We write H (resp. HY) instead of W*? (resp. Wé"z); clearly Hj (RN, RM) = H!(RY RM). By H~!(Q,RM)
we denote the dual of H} (Q,RM).
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It is convenient to consider the seminorms |- |; , o, where 0 < j < k, in W5 (Q,RM) putting

1/p
uljpo = < ) Ha"‘u\lfp> :

lo=j

If M = 1, then symbol RY will be suppressed form the notation concerning spaces.

1.2. The problem and general assumptions. We study the existence of solutions to the following system
of elliptic equations

(1.1) Plu] = f(x,u,du), x€Q,

where either Q = R" or Q is a bounded domain in RY and u = (uy,...,upy) : @ — RM. If Q is bounded,
then (1.1) is studied subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition u|yq = 0. In both cases we are interested in
the existence of solutions « to (1.1) such that

(1.2) u(x) € K(x) fora.a x € Q,

where K(x) C R for each x € Q. General assumptions 1.1 concerning K(-), 1.2 concerning f and 1.3
concerning P are presented below. These assumptions will be discussed, illustrated and appropriately com-
plemented in the following subsections.

Assumption 1.1. We assume that:
(1) for each x € Q, K(x) is nonempty closed and convex subset of RM;
(2) for any open U C RM, the set {x € Q | K(x)NU # 0} is (Lebesgue) measurable (*);
(3) there is m € L*(Q) such that SUP,ck (v U] < m(x) fora.a. x € Q.

For x € Q, let r(x, -) be the metric projection of R onto K (x):

(1.3) lu—r(x,u)] =d(u,K(x)) := i111<{)|u—w|, ucRM,
weK(x

Then r: Q x RM — RM s well-defined; for any x € Q, r(x,-) is nonexpansive and, hence,
r(x,u)| < d(0,K(x)) + |u < m(x)+ |ul

for all u € RM and a.a. x € Q. By (2) and [6, Cor. 8.2.13], for any u € RM, r(-,u) is measurable. Therefore, in
view of the Krasnosel’skii theorem on superpositions, the Nemytski operator u + (-, u(-)) maps L?>(Q,RM)
continuously into itself. Given u € L*(Q,RM), r(-,u(-)) is an L2-selection of K(-), i.e., r(x,u(x)) € K(x) for
a.a. x € Q.

In Subsection 4.4 we present some examples of K (-) satisfying the above conditions.

Assumption 1.2. Let f: Gr(K) x RM*N s RM where Gr(K) := {(x,u) € Q x RM | u € K(x)} is the graph
of K(-). We assume that
(1) fis a Carathéodory map, i.e., for a.a. x € Q, f(x,-) : K(x) x RM*N — RM js continuous and for all
ucRM EcRMN the map f(-,u, &) defined on {x € Q | u € K(x)} is measurable (*);

(2) thereare B € L*(Q),c>0,1<s< NT‘M and 1 <¢g< %—ig such that

(L4) (e u,6)| < Blx) +e(lul +E]7), x€Q, uek(x), § R

IThis means that the set-valued map Q 3 x — K(x) C RM is measurable; see [6] for details.

%Observe that in view of assumption 1.1 (2) the set {x € Q | u € K(x)} is measurable for any u € RM, so the condition makes
sense.
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(3) f(x,-,-) is tangent to K (x), i.e., for a.a. x € Q and for all u € K(x), & € RM*N

(1.5) f(xvuvé) € TK(x) (I/t),

where Ty (u) is the tangent cone to the set K(x) at u (see Section 4.1 for the definition of the
tangent cone).

Condition (3) means that for all x € Q, u € K(x) the forcing vector field driven by f(x,u,-) with its tain
at u is directed inward the set K(x). It will be illustrated and discussed below (see Sections 4.2 and 4.3).
Note that the growth condition (2) is considered on Gr(K) only. If, for instance Q is bounded, K(-) = K,
where K C RM is convex and compact, f is continuous and depends only on u, then no growth condition is
necessary at all.

Assumption 1.3. By P we denote a linear differential operator in the divergence form
N
(1.6) Plu] ==~ 9 (AY(x)dju —|—ZB’ )oiu+ C(x)u,
ij=1
where the coefficients AV = [A?z.]%z:v B' = [By|t,_, and C = [Cyl}!_, are functions from Q into RM*M

such that AY € CO1(Q) NL=(Q), B, Ciy € L=(Q) for 1 <i,j <N, 1 <k, I <M.

The operator P acts on a column vector-valued function u = T(uy,...,uy ) in the sense of distributions
returning the vector-valued function P[u] : Q — RM with components

Z 28 (Akjla u,)+ZZBk18u1+ZCk,u,, k=1,....M

i,j=11= i=1l=

With P we associate a bilinear form B on H} (Q,R) given by

2

N
(1.7) B[u,v]:z/g(Z (A u, dv) +Z (B'du,v) + (Cu,v>> dx

ij =1

_/ ( Z A;{jlajulaivk—l—z Z By 0iuyvi + Z Cklulvk> dx

ij=1ki=1 i=1 k=1 k=1
for u,v € H} (Q,RM). Clearly B is bounded
|Bu,v]| < cl|ullg (Q,RM)HV”HI(Q,RM)(3)7

where the constant depends on the L= (€2)-norms of A% o B}'d and Cy. Observe that for u € H2, (Q,RM) the
expression P[u](x) makes sense for a.a. x € Q and Plu] € L7 (Q,RM); ifu € H*(Q,R™)NHJ (Q,RM), then,
by the Green identity, B[u,v] = (P[u],v)» for any v € H} (Q,RM).

Definition 1.4. We say that u € H}(Q,RM) is a weak solution of (1.1) if for any v € H} (Q,RM)
Bl = [ (u,0u).v) dx.
Q

If u € H} (Q,RM) N H?(w;RM) for any bounded open @ C Q and P[u] = f(,u,du) ae. in Q, then u is a
called a strong solution.

3wWe adopt the usual convention to denote by c a general positive constant, that may vary from line to line. Peculiar dependence
on parameters will be emphasized in parantheses when needed.
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Remark 1.5. (i) Note that the definition of a weak solution makes sense since, for any u,v € H} (Q,RM),
(f(-,u.du),v) € L'(Q). Indeed, in view of (f>),

(1.8) /(f(x,u,&u),v)dng |f (x,u, du)||v|dx < c(lh + L+ 1),
Q Q
where

hi= [ BIdy < 1Bl Wz, 2= [ lufbids, Bi= [ jourlviar

In order to estimate I3, let p :=2¢~!. Then p > 1 and let p’ := p(p—1)"! =2(2—¢)~!. Itis easy to see
that p’ € [2,2%) (). Since H'(Q,RM) C L” (Q,RM), by the Holder inequality we have

1/p . 1/
ns (fourran) ([ b ar) < cloull g Mo

< CH”HZl(QRM)||VHH‘(Q7]RM)'
Now suppose that 1 <s < 22 and let 7 := 257! > 1 and ¢/ :=¢(r — 1)~!. It is easy to see that #' € [2,2%).
Hence v € H'(Q,R”) c L' (Q,R) and, by the Holder inequality
b < cllullz g muny V] 11 (@ m)-

For Y2 < s < NT*A' we let# :=2*(2* —1)~"and ¢ := 2*. Then ts € [2,2%) so, by the Holder inequality

N
1/t ) 1/t
ne (furra) (M) < clulin vl @z,

Summing up, (1.8) implies that given u € H' (Q,RM), a mapping H' (Q,RM) S v £(v) := (f(-,u,du),v),2
is a well defined linear functional and |€(v)| < ¢||v||g1 (o gu). Thus, u € Hy (Q,RM) is a weak solution if and
only if

B[”??]:/Q<f(xvuvau)7(p>dx

for any ¢ € CJ(Q,RM).

(ii) The definition of a strong solution also makes sense since, arguing as above, if u € Hl%m(a),]RM ) for
some ® C Q, then f(-,u,du) € L*(w,RM). Clearly strong solutions are weak. If a weak solution u belongs
to H?(®,RM) for any bounded open @ C €, then u is a strong solution. In particular if Q is bounded, then
a weak solution u € H}(Q,RM) is strong if and only if u € H*(Q,RM).

2. BOUNDED DOMAIN

In this section Q is a smooth bounded domain in RY. We are going to establish the existence of strong
solutions to (1.1), (1.2), i.e.,

2.1 Plu] = f(x,u,du), ulyo =0,
such that
(2.2) u(x) € K(x) foraaxe Q,

where K(-), f and P satisfy assumptions 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3, respectively.

Assumption 2.1. We make the following additional assumptions

4Given 1 < p <N, p* stands for the Sobolev critical exponent, i.e., % = 1% — %, in particular 2* = %
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(1) the operator (1.6) is elliptic in the sense of the Legendre-Hadamard condition, i.e., there is an
ellipticity constant 6 > 0 such that for any { € RN and p € RM

N N M
(2.3) Y Ap.Gpy=Y Y AL pepiGigi = 01plFIC1
i,j=1 i,j=1kl=1

(2) the graph Gr(K) is viable (or invariant) with respect to the ‘diffusion’ flow; this means that, for fixed
T > 0 given uy € L*(Q,RM) such that ug(x) € K (x) for a.a. x € €, the weak solution u: [0,7] x Q —
RM to the corresponding linear parabolic Cauchy problem

(2.4) Uy —|-(P[Lt] =0, M(O, ) = Uo, u|(9Q =0
stays in Gr(K), i.e., u(t,x) € K(x) for all 7 > 0 and a.a. x € Q.

Recall that a function u € L*(0,7T;H} (Q,RM)) such that «’' € L*(0,T;H 1 (Q,RM)) is a weak solution to
(2.4) if u(0) = ug and [ (¢),v] + Blu(t),v] = 0 for a.a. t € [0,T] and any v € H} (Q,RM), where [-,] is the
duality pairing between H~!(Q,RM) and H} (Q,RM).

Remark 2.2. (i) The flow invariance granted by the above condition (2) is a strong assumption. In Corollary
4.6 we shall show that it holds if and only if

r(u(")) € Hy(Q,RY) and B[r(-,u(-)),u—r(-u(-))] =0

for every u € Hé (Q,RM ) (see (1.3)). The flow invariance will be illustrated and carefully discussed from
different points of view below; see Subsection 4.3, Propositions 4.4, 4.5, 4.9 and 4.10 for details.

(ii) The Legendre-Hadamard condition and its stronger form, the Legendre condition or strong ellipticity,
is discussed in, e.g., [19] or [36]. Let us recall the following important consequence of ellipticity, the so-
called Garding inequality (see [19, Theorem 3.42], [36, Theorem 4.6] and [22]).

If the operator P is elliptic, then the form B is weakly coercive, i.e., there are ® € R and o0 > 0 such that
Blu, u) + ol 2 @) = ellullg@rw) for u € Hy(Q,RM).

In order to proceed we first establish a priori bounds for solutions to (2.1), (2.2). As in many other
situations the existence of a priori bounds along with an appropriate continuation procedure will guarantee
the existence.

Lemma 2.3. There is C; > 0 (depending on Q, the ellipticity constant and the C%'-norms of AU, 1 <i, j <N)
such that ||ul| 2 riy < C1 for every strong solution u of (2.1) satisfying (2.2).

Proof. Letu € H}(Q,RM) N H?(Q,RM) be a solution of (2.1) satisfying (2.2). By (K3)

(2.5) [ ull 2@ oy < Mo := [Im]lp2-
Assumption (f>) shows that f(-,u,du) € L*(Q,RM). Indeed
(2.6) 1F (o, 0u) |12 (@ oy < €(lIBllr2(o) + 1+ 12)

for some constant ¢ > 0, where

1/2
I = </ \u\z‘vdx> , b= </ ]8u!2‘1dx>
Q Q

To estimate /; we consider two cases 3 <N <4 and N > 5 separately. If 3 <N < 4, then
2N + 8

1/2

25 <

<2,
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and the interpolation inequality with exponents 2s € [2,2*), 6 € [0,1)

1 1—91 91 N N
2.7 — = — = -0, =—(s—1
@7) % 2 o o =761
shows
K s(1-6y) 0
I = [Jul[j2 gy < HuHLz m‘w 2]l o oy

By (2.5) and by the continuity of the embedding H'(Q,RM) < L¥ (Q,RM)
1< eyl

HI(QRM)’
The Ehrling—Browder inequality (see [1, Thm 4.17]) 1rnphes that
] 56
ll3! o oy <cllulle 2 (e 1112 o)

Hence and again from (2.5)
(2.8) I < cllulljp gy

where 11 := 560 < 1, since (2.7) and s < NTH.
If N > 5, then we use the interpolation inequality with exponents 2s € [2,2*%)(%), 8; € [0, 1) satisfying

1 1—91 91 N
2.9 — = s 58, = —1
(2.9) - 2 o $O = (=1)
to get that
5 s(1-6 ]
Iy = lul|72s g oy < ||“||L2 Qﬁw 2l 20 o oy

The continuity of the embedding H*(Q,RM) < L2 (Q,RM) and (2.5) yield

(2.10) I < cllull} g gy

where 7 := sgl < 1 since (2.9) and s < NT‘"A'.
We now estimate I,: the interpolation inequality with exponents 2g € [2,2%), 6, € [0, 1) such that

1 1—92 92 q N

2.11 — = — <= —Oh=—(¢g—1
(2.1D) 2 > > 502 4(61 )
shows that

L=]|d Aul 85167 119wl 1452

2 = 19ulll 720 gy < MFulllz2 )" Oull7?
Both right hand side factors are estimated separately We have

(1- 9 (1-62) (1-6
10ulllfSiar? = 9ullfSg o < Nl oy,

We use the Ehrling—Browder inequality

1/2 1/2
i 200y < el oo 12 o
and (2.5) to deduce
(1— 9 (1-6)  4(1- 02)
IHau!Hq Y <eu HHQMQM)Mz ’

By [5, Cor. 4.6], |du| € H'(Q) and |H8u!|]H1(Q) < [9ull g @rmy < cllullg2(@rmy- Therefore and by the
continuity of the embedding H'(Q) C L* (Q)

6 0 6
110ulll72? (g < cllldulllfy’ o) < ellulifz o pory-

SThe symbol 2** stands for (2*)%, i.e., 2 = oL
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Summing up
(2.12) b < cllul B oy Where 1 1= %(1 +6).

The inequality g < %—ig together with (2.11) yield p» < 1.

Using the regularity theory (see [19, Theorem 4.14] and [18, Thm 8.12], cf. Lemma 3.3)

[l g2 < e(f (s us Q)| 12 ey + Mutl] 12 )
where the constant depends on Q, the ellipticity constant and C%'-norms of the coefficients of Py. Therefore,
in view of (2.5), (2.6), (2.8), (2.10) and (2.12), we see that there is ¢ > 0 and y € (0, 1) such that every strong
solution u of (2.1) and (2.2) satisfies ||ul|2qrm) < ¢ (1 + H”H};z(Q,RM)) and the assertion follows. O

Again by (2.6) along with (2.8), (2.10), (2.12), and Lemma 2.3 we have

Corollary 2.4. There is C; > 0 such that || f(-,u,0u)| ;2o rm) < Ca for every strong solution u of (2.1)
satisfying (2.2). ]

Theorem 2.5. There is a strong solution to the system (2.1) satisfying the constraints (2.2).

Proof. The proof relies on an abstract approach using the topological tools provided in Section 4.
Step I: We introduce an abstract setting of the problem. Let V := H} (Q,RM), X := L*(Q,RM); both V and
X are Hilbert spaces. Let K C X be the collection of all L?-selections of K(-), i.e.,

(2.13) K:={uec X |u(x) € K(x) for a.a.x € Q}.

It has been already shown that K # 0 (comp. also [6, Theorem 8.1.3]); K is closed and convex.

Clearly V is a dense subset of the space X and V is continuously embedded into X, i.e., ||v||x < c||v|lv,
v € V. The bilinear form B : V x V — R given by (1.7) is continuous and weakly coercive (see Remark 2.2
(ii)). Therefore, in view of the general construction in Subsection 4.2.1 the sectorial operator A : D(A) — X
such that (Au,v)x = B[u,v] for any u € D(A) and v € V is well-defined.

Let us collect some properties of A.

(a) In view of the regularity results (see, e.g., [19, Section 4.3]), the domain D(A) = H*(Q,RM) N
H} (Q,RM) and A (u) = P[u] for u € D(A), i.e., A is the L*-realization of P.

(b) A is closed, densely defined, the resolvent set p(—A) contains the set {A € C | ReA > w} and
(AT +A) " zx) < (A— @)~ for A > @, where [ is the identity on X. Given & > 0, ho < 1, the resolvent
Jy=J,% = (I +hA)~" € L(X) is well-defined and J,(X) C D(A); see Lemma 4.3 for some additional
properties of Jj.

(c) —A generates a analytic semigroup {e~"*};~¢ of linear bounded operators on X such that [|e ™|z x) <
e® for r > 0. Observe that assumption 2.1 is equivalent to the semigroup invariance of K, i.e.,

(2.14) e ™ (K)CK, >0,
or the resolvent invariance of K, i.e.,
(2.15) Ju(K) C K, where h >0, ho < 1.

For the equivalence of the assumption 2.1 (2) and (2.14), it is sufficient to show that u(r) := e Mup, t >0,
where ug € K, is the unique weak solution to (2.4). The semigroup {e~*A} is analytic, hence u(t) € D(A),
for t > 0. Thus, u € C'((0,40),X) and «'(t) = Au(t) for t > 0. If v € V, then by [47, Cor. IIL.1.1], for every

t >0,
d

[ (1)) = - (ul0),v)x = (Au(t),v)x = Blu(t),v].
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For the equivalence of (2.14) and (2.15) see the proof Propostion 4.4; compare Section 4.3 for some other
invariance issues.

(d) The compactness of the embedding H} (Q,RM) — L2(Q,RM) implies that the semigroup {e A}~
is compact and so is the resolvent J,~ A, where h >0, ho < 1 (6).

Now recall assumption 1.2 and set

o1\
(2.16) p = max\« 2gq, <2_s+ﬁ> .

Then assumptions s < NTM and g < %—fg imply that 2 < p < min{2*,N}. The L*-realization A : D(A) —

L*(Q,RM) of P is sectorial, so, by inspection of the proof of [24, Theorem 1.6.1] there is & € (0, 1) such
that

X% cwhr(QRM),
where X is the fractional space associated with A (see Section 4.1). The definition of p and the Sobolev
embeddings yield
(2.17) X% cwhr(Q,RM) ¢ L¥(Q,RM) nw ! (Q,RM).
Recall (2.13) and define
K% :=Knx*
By (2.15), J5(K) € KN D(A) for sufficiently small 4 > 0, so, in particular, K% # 0. Let F : K* — X be the
superposition operator determined by f, i.e., for a.e. x € Q and u € X¢
F(u)(x) = f(x,u(x), du(x)).
The growth assumption (f>) and (2.17) show that, for u € K%,

) 1/2 ) 1/2
: < s q
C19 IRl c<uﬁuLz<Q>+(/Q ufrax) e (f ourar) )

< c(l1Bllz2 (o) + lullzs g rany + 1l 1200 pory) < (14 a5,
This proves that F is well-defined. The standard argument using the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem shows that F is continuous. The tangency condition (1.5) implies that
(2.19) F(u) € Tx(u) for all u € K%,

where Tk (u) is the tangent cone to K at u (see Section 4.1 and Example 4.1).

Remark 2.6. Clearly a function u is a strong solution to (2.1) satisfying (2.2) if and only if u € KND(A)
and Au = F(u).

Step II: Taking into account issues collected above we are in a position to apply the constrained degree
theory developed in Section 4.5. Namely:
(a) a sectorial operator A : D(A) — X with compact resolvent, @ € [0,1) and the fractional space
(X% || -|le) associated with A are given;
(b) K C X is closed convex bounded and J;(K) C K for all 2 > 0 with how < 1;
(¢) F: K% — X is continuous and tangent to K, i.e., condition (2.19) holds.

6L et us add that if Q = RN , then the above construction is valid, too, i.e., P determines the sectorial operator A (see [27]), but
the semigroup {e "} is not compact in general.
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Let C:={uec K*ND(A) | Au=1F(u), t € [0,1]}. By Remark 2.6, (2.5) and Corollary 2.4, the sets C and
F(C) are bounded in X. C is also closed in K* (see Remark 4.11 (2)). In view of Corollary 4.16 we have
the conclusion of Theorem 2.5. ]

3. THE PROBLEM ON RV

In this section we study the problem (1.1), (1.2), where @ = RY. We will apply the approximation-
truncation approach sketched in Introduction. For that reason we enhance assumption 2.1.

Assumption 3.1.

(1) The coefficients A € RM*M 1 < i j < N, of P are constant and P is strongly elliptic in the sense
of the Legendre condition, i.e., there is @ > 0 such that for any & € RY*N

N M )
1l
Y Y Al g > 0lef:
ij=1ki=1
(2) there is a sequence (R,);_, with R, " co such that, for any n > 1, the graph Gr(K]|p,) is invariant

with respect to (2.4) (with Q replaced with B,); here B, := {x € RV | [x| <R, } is the ball around 0
of radius R,; in what follows, we assume that R, = n, n > 1, for short.

We start with some auxiliary lemmata.

Lemma 3.2. (i) For every 1 < p <N, there is a constant co = co(p) depending on p only, such that for any
R>1andveW'P (B, RM)
(3.1 ”VHLP*(BRRM) < CO(P)”VHWLP(BR,RM)-

(ii) There is a constant ¢i > 0 such that for any R > 1 and v € H? (BR,RM ),
(3.2) VI 28, < VI 289 V2280 + V228 eor))-
Proof. These seem to be folklore results — for the sake of completeness we give the proofs.

(i) By the Sobolev inequality there is ¢y = co(p) such that

HMHLP*(BI) < COH”HW‘»P(BI)’
for any u € W'”(By). Take R > 1, v € W!P(Bg) and let u(x) := v(Rx) for x € By. Clearly, u € W'*(By)
and, after the change of variables, we get
ull ey = B 1 gy 02y = B 1002y a0 [19ulinzy) = RPN 0015

for any j=1,...,N. Hence and taking into account that Np/p* = N — p, we obtain

I/p

N

(3.3) V[l ) < o <RNW I+ RN H%’VHZW)
j=1

< oVl -

If v € W'P(Bg,RM), then w := |v| € WP (Bg) and [Wllwir(ge) < IVllwir(se ey in view of [S, Cor 4.6].
Hence and by the above

HVHLP*(BRRM) = [|wl| (Bg) < CO”W”W'J’(BR) < COHVHWLP(BRRM)-
(ii) By the Ehrling-Browder inequalities (see [1, Corollary 4.16, Theorem 4.17]), for u € H? (B 1, RM )

el 2 5, ey < €3 2, + el g, o)) and fuff 5 < elliell o ooyl 2 5, oy
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Combining the above inequalities, there is ¢; > 0 such that for any u € H?(B;,RM)

(3.4) ulf 0.5, <t (lulop ull 28, ) + el 72, gory)-

Fix R > 1 and v € H?>(Bg,RM). Again we define u(x) := v(Rx) for x € By. Then u € H*>(B{,RM) and, after
the change of variables,

_ R2-N/2 — RV

|“|%,2,Bl :R27N|V|%,2,BR7 |ul2.2.8,

Therefore and by (3.4)

|V|2,2,Bm HMHLz(BIRM) |VHL2(BR7RM)'

V[T 2.8e < Vb2 V2 By + R VIZ2 (5, - O
Lemma 3.3. There is ¢ > 0 such that for all R > 1 and g € L*(Bg,RM) if v € HO1 (Bgr,RM) is a weak solution
of Plv| = g, then v € H*(Bg,RM) and
(3.5) VIl 2 (8 riy < c2(llgll 2y + VI 28y 1))

Proof. Take R > 1, g € L*(Bg,R"), v € H*(Bg,RM) and let B[v, 9] = [5 (g, @) dx for any test function
¢ € C7(Br,RM). Define f(x) := g(Rx), u(x) := v(Rx) for x € By and take a test function y € C§(B,RY).
Let ¢(x) := y(R 'x), for x € Bg. We see that f € L*(B;,RM), u € H}(B|,RM) and ¢ € C7(Bg,RM). After
the change of variables

/ <g,<p>dx=RN/ (f.w)dx,
Bgr B
N s N .
B[V7 (p] = RN?Z\/ Z <A1Jaju7 all//> dx—i_RNil / Z<B}€aiu7 I)U> dx+RN /(CRM7 ll’> d‘xu
By j=1 Br =1
where B (x) := B'(Rx), Cg(x) := C(Rx) for x € By (i =1,...,N). This shows that u weakly solves the
problem
N .. N .
Polu] = R*f + T[u], where Po[u] := — Z 0i(AYdju) and T[u] := RZB}@,-LH—RzCRu.
ij=1 i=1
It is clear that T[u] € L*(B;,RM) and
(3.6) I7 il oy < RN max 1Bl 0, + R2Cle g, g
The regularity result (see, e.g., [19, Thm 4.14]) implies that there is a constant ¢z > 0 such that given
he L?(B,RM) if w € H}(B1,RM) is a weak solution to Po[w] = h, then
wla28, < C3HhHL2(BhRM)-
This implies that u € H*(B;,RM), in consequence v € H?(Bg, RM), and
Jul2,8 < 3 (R flli2m, my + 1 T [u]ll 25, o))

Hence and by (3.6), there is a constant ¢4 (depending on P only) such that
(3.7) ul22.8, < ca(R?|| fllr2(p, mor) + RP[|uall 123, ey + Rlul1 2.8,)-
As before, after the change of variables we find

228, = RN w00 5, £ 1|28, M) :RiN/2||g||L2(BR7RM),

w28, my = R_N/ZHVHLz(BRRM) and [ul1 2., = RV 2.5,



CONSTRAINED ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS 13

so (3.7) becomes

(3.8) Vl22.8x < calllgllzmerry + VI 2,82 + (VI 228 M) )-

We use Lemma 3.2 (ii) and the inequality ab < ea’ +b? /€, for a,b > 0, to deduce
V12,8, < c1(€]v)a2.8, + (14 &) Vllz2 (8, m01))-

Taking € so that c;c4€ = 1/2 and returning to (3.8), we conclude

(3.9) V22,8, < C(HgHLZ(BR,RM) + ”VHLZ(BR,RM))

for some ¢ independent of the choice of R. Now, combining (3.9) with (3.2), we get the assertion (3.5). [
Theorem 3.4. Problem (1.1), (1.2), where Q = RY, has a strong solution.

Proof. We consider the family of truncated problems

(3.10) Plu] = f(x,u,du) on By, u|yp, =0,
u(x) € K(x) for a.e. x € By,

where n € N. By Theorem 2.5, for every n € N, there is a solution u, € H*(B,,,RM) N H} (B,,RM) such that
un(x) € K(x) a.e. on B, since assumption 3.1 entails assumption 2.1 with Q replaced by B,,.

Step I: We claim that the sequence (|[uy[|2(5, rv));= is bounded. Indeed, in view of (K3),

(3.11) |un (x)| < m(x) ae. and thus [Ju, |25, mry < Mo := [[ml| 2 ().

Now we are going to establish the uniform H?-estimate. By Lemma 3.3 and (3.11), there is ¢, such that for
alln>1

(3.12) lnll 28, my < c2([Lf (s ttn, Oty || 23, mry +Mo).
As in (2.6), condition (f>) yields, forn > 1,
(3.13) £ty D) 25, ey < (B2 + 17 + 157,
where
1/2 1/2
1= () o) =l e 87 = () 10070) = 10001

We now proceed similarly as in the proof of Lemma 2.3 to estimate Il(n) and 12(") but, to get constants
independent of n > 1, we apply Lemmata 3.2 and 3.3. Obvious modifications of arguments used to get (2.8),
(2.10) and (2.12) show that

1 < (14 [t g, ) and B < (U ]| ),
for some constants ¢ > 0, 1,7 € (0,1) independent of n > 1. Combine this with (3.13), to find
(3.14) 1 ot D) 2, 30y < €1+ [t g, )

where constants ¢ > 0 and y € (0,1) do not depend on n > 1. Hence, and by (3.12), there is M; > 0 such
that

(3.15) sup ||I/£nHH2(BmRM) < M.

n>1

Step II: From now on let us think of each u,, as being extended to zero outside B,,. Since u,, € Hé (BH,RM )s
we may assume that u, € H'(RY,RM) and [|u, |z (5, mory = [[ttnl g1 (v oy (7). We will show that the set

"Note that in general u, ¢ H>(RY,RM) and this is the reason for some technical difficulties in what follows.
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{u,},>1 is relatively compact in H' (RN, RM).

The idea is to decompose {u, } C { xp.tn } +{(1 — X8, )utn }, Wwhere R > 0 is large enough and yp, stands for
the indicator function of Bg, and show that the first set, being bounded in H 2 is compact in the H 1 (BR,RM )
due to the Rellich—Kondrachov theorem, while the second one is contained in the arbitrarily small ball.
In general, however, xp,u, ¢ H'(RY,RM), so we introduce a smooth function @ : RN — [0,1] having

properties similar to those of (1 — xz,).
To this end consider a function ¢ € C*(R) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢(r) =0fort <1 and @(z) =1 forz > 4.

For R > 0, let @ : RV — R be given by
or(x) = @(R™|x]?), xeRVY,

Then @g € C*(RY), 0 < @ < 1, @r(x) = 0 for x € Bg and @g(x) = 1 for x € RV \ Bas.
Forany R >0and n € N, @Qgu, € Hé (B,,,RM) so test (3.10) with @gu, and get

N .o N .
B[un,(pRun] = /I‘QN ((pR Z <A”8ju,,,8,-u,,>+ Z ai(pR(A‘f8ju,,,un> +

i,j=1 i,j=1

1=

N

+ Z (PR<Blai“n7 un> + (pR<Cun7 un>> dx = /RN (pR<f(-x7 Up, aun)7 ”n> dx7
=1

where we integrate over R since supp @gu, C B,. The strong ellipticity (%) implies that

N
0 [ oulouPac< [ on ¥ A0 0m)dx = [ gl (vt Ou) ) et

ij=1

N N
—/ y 8i(pR<Aij8jun,un>dx—/ <Z¢R<Bia,-un,un>—<pR<cu,,,u,,>> d.
RN RN

ij=1 i=1
Consequently
(3.16) 6 launlzdme/ Or|uy|* dx < Io(n,R) + 11 (n,R) + L (n, R),
[x|>2R RN
where
N ..
DR = [ 1f GOl ds, R = [l Y 147110510l d,
[x[>R R<W[<2R ;o

N
hL(n,R) ;:/ 4] Y 1B 1t + 1]t .
K=R 5
We estimate the right hand side summands. Firstly, we use (3.11) and get

ton )= [ Ve Bl de= [ 1, ) de <

n r

1/2
(3.17) <o dun) gz ([ P ax) s 0as R
x|>=R
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since, in view of (3.14) and (3.15), the first factor above is bounded.
Using the properties of ¢g, we obtain

N N
I(n.R) < Al d; 0 dx <
o< s w0 [ (St ) (£ e

j=1 i=1
2|x|

v

<Nmax | [ |0 9gel de < Nsupl /() max 47 [ a0
i R R teR i,J R<|x|<2R

<2

AN hp 4N .
<% sup @ (£) [ max [AY[[[uy || 2|t || 1 (v ey < = sup |’ ()| max |AY |MoM;,
teR LJ teR LJ

)

since, on account of (3.15), [|u || 1wy rity = [t |1 (5, 74y < ttnll 12, my < M. Hence
(3.18) Ii(n,R) - 0as R — oo forn € N.
Finally

B (n,R) < max |- [
1

x>
<VNmax Bl [ m()louldr+ [l [ mi(ode <
1

[x|=R [x|=R

ual ¥ 19w -+ €l [
i=1 e[>

=

R]unlzdxé

(3.19) < (\/Nmax||Bi\|LwM1+\|C||Lw>/l m?(x)dx — 0 as R — oo
L x|>R

uniformly for n € N.
By (3.16), (3.17), (3.18) and (3.19), we find that sup, -, |Mn|1’2,RN\BzR — 0 as R — oo. Hence and again by
(3.11)

2 2
(3.20) i‘;ll’ ”un”Hl(RN\BRRM) < i‘;ll’ (Hm”L2(R\BR) + ’un‘l,Z,RN\BR) ,EZ 0.
Take an arbitrary € > 0 and Ry > 0 such that for R > Ry
SUP ||t || g1 (v g 1) < E-

n=1

Then, for any n > 1 and some constant ¢ > 0 independent of n we have,

(3.21) ([ PRoten | 1 (mv ey <l Prollwr= ) |11 (R By 1) < EC(L 4 (1O Pro [l () )-

For n > 2Ry, we have (1 — g, )u, € H*(Bag,, RM) and

(11— (PRO)“nHHZ(BMO,RM) < c|’¢Ro”W2>°°(R)”un”Hz(Bn,RM) < c”(pRo”W2>°°(R)M1'

This shows that the set {(1 — @g, )un }n>2r, is bounded in H?(Bag,, RM). In view of the Rellich-Kondrachov
theorem it is relatively compact in H'(Bag,, RM). At the same time this set is contained in H} (Bag,, RM);
the latter space (if we think of its elements as being extended onto R") is closed in H' (RY,RM). Therefore
{(1 — @y )utn }n>1 is relatively compact in H!'(RY,RM). Summing up, for every € > 0 there is Ry > 0 such
that
{tnnz1 CHL(L = @ry)un =1 + { ProUn 1,

where the first set is relatively compact in H'(RY,R™) while the second one the ball By &y iy (0,€). This
proves the claim.

Step III: If uy is a cluster point of {u,}, then i is a strong solution to (1.1), (1.2). Indeed, without loss of
generality we may assume that u, — ug in H'(RY,RM) and in L> (RN, RM). Therefore u,(x) — uo(x) and
duy(x) — dug(x) for a.a. x € RY; moreover there are g € L* (RY) and hy € L?(RY) such that |u,|, |ug| < ho
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and |Ju,|,|dug| < hy a.e. on RV,
It is clear that ug(x) € K(x) for a.a. x € RV, To see that ug is a weak solution take an arbitrary v €
Cy (RN, RM). The H'-continuity of B implies that

(3.22) Bluy, W] — Blug, y] asn — oo.
The continuity of f(x,-,-) for a.a. x € RN implies that

F O, un(x),duy (x)) — f(x,up(x), dug(x)) a.e. asn — o
and, due to the growth conditions, for some ¢ > 0,

| (1 (x), Dt (x)) — f (%, 0 (x), Quo (x))| < ()

for a.a. x € RV, where y(x) := B(x) + hj(x) + h?(x), x € RY. Holder’s inequality with suitable exponents
(see, e.g., Remark 1.5) shows that y(-)|y| € L' (R"). Then, by the Lebesgue theorem

/ (f(x,u,,,au,,),l//>dx—>/ (F(x, 0, Do), y) dx as 1 — oo,
RN RN

Therefore ug is a weak solution to (1.1), (1.2).

Now take an arbitrary bounded Q C RY and R > 0 such that Q C Bg. If n > R, then the restriction w,
of u, to Q belongs to H*(Q,RM). By (3.15), sup,~r [Wall g2 (@ rm) < oo, thus (up to a subsequence) (wy)
converges weakly to wy € H*(Q,RM) and w,, — wy in H'(Q,RM). This implies that wy is the restriction of
up to Q. We have shown that the weak solution ug € H 2(Q,RM ), i.e., ug is a strong solution. ]

4. SECTORIAL OPERATORS AND CONSTRAINED DEGREE

Here we collect some relevant facts used throughout the paper. We discuss assumptions and provide some
examples as well as we present the construction of the coincidence degree.

4.1. Tangent cones (see e.g. [6, Chapter 4]). Let K be a closed subset of a Banach space (X, || -||) and
x € K. The Clarke (or circatangent) cone to the set K at u is defined by

Tx(u):={veX li h'd(y+hv,K) =0},
K(u) ={veX| poeim A+ K) ¥

where d(x,K) = inf,cx ||x — v|| for x € X. Obviously, Tk () is a convex cone. If K is convex, then
T(u) = |Jh " (K—u)
h>0

is the cone tangent to K in the sense of convex analysis and v € Tk (u) if and only if p(v) < 0 for any p € X*
such that p(w —u) < 0 for all w € K. Observe that if u € IntK, then Tx (1) = X.

Example 4.1. Let K(-) satisfy assumption 1.1. If K C X = L?>(Q,RM) is defined by (2.13), then, given
uck,

v € Tk (u) <= v(x) € Tg(y)(u(x)) foraa. xeQ,

in view of [6, Corollary 8.5.2].
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4.2. Sectorial operators (see, e.g., [12, Chapter 1.3]). Let (X,||-||) be a (real) Banach space. A closed
densely defined linear operator A : X D D(A) — X is a sectorial (of angle < 7/2) if there are 0 < ¢ < /2,
M > 1 and a € R such that the spectrum o/(A) of A is contained in the sector Sy , :={A € C| A =a+re® r>
0,/6| <¢}U{a} and for A ¢ S,
(A1 = A) ey < MIA —a] ™ ().
It is well-known that A is a sectorial operator if and only if —A generates the holomorphic semigroup
{e7"A},~0 and one has |l "A|| < M'e~* for t > 0 and some M’ > 1.
If a sectorial operator A is positive, i.e., ReA > 0 for A € o(A), then for any o > 0 the improper integral
—a . __ 1 “ a1 ,-1A
A "= (e /O t5 e de
converges in the norm topology in £(X) and A~ is injective. Let A% := (A=%)~!: X% — X, where
X% := A™%(X) is the fractional space associated with A. X% is a Banach space endowed with the norm
%]l == ||A%x||, x € X*. We also put X := X and A := I, the identity on X. For each o > 0, A% is a
densely defined closed linear operator; for all 0 < a < f3, the embedding X B < X% is dense and continuous;
it is compact provided A has compact resolvents. Observe that X! = D(A); the norm || - ||; is equivalent to

the graph norm in D(A).

If A is a sectorial operator, then there is d € R such that Ay := A +d]I is positive (e.g. d > —a). Hence,
given o > 0, we may consider the fractional space X associated with A; endowed with the norm ||x||o =
x| aa := |ATx][, x € X

Remark 4.2. Different choices of d give the same fractional space and equivalent norms on it (see [24,
Theorem 1.4.6]). This implies that for a sectorial operator A the fractional space X* is uniquely defined as a
topological vector space: regardless the choice of the norm there is no ambiguity in topological terminology.
When speaking of its norm || - ||, however, one has to specify a suitable d.

Let @ := —a. If A: D(A) — X is a sectorial operator, then {1 € C | ReA > —®} is contained in the
resolvent set p(—A). Given & > 0 with heo < 1,
4.1 =LA =I+hA) " X =X

is well-defined and
4.2) Jn(X) C D(A).

Let us collect several well-known properties of Jj,.

Lemma 4.3. Ifh > 0 and ho < 1, then:
() if i >0 and i < 1, then Jy = Jy (1+ (1= 4) 3y);
(i) [[allc(xey < M(1—ho)~" for every o> 0;
moreover for all a. € [0,1):
G [Mnlleox xey <ch (1 — h®)*! for some ¢ > 0;
() if A has compact resolvent, then J, € L(X,X%*) is compact;
(i) Mrx—x||e = 0 as h — 0T, for every x € X%;
(V) the map X x (0,m) > (x,t) — Jux € X% is continuous, where @ := oo if @ <0 and oy := ®~ ' if
o > 0. O

8¢ (X) denotes the space of bounded linear operators on X.
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4.2.1. Sectorial operators in Hilbert spaces are generated in the following way; see [23, Section 7.3.2,
Corollary 7.3.5] or [52, Theorem 2.18] for details. Let a Hilbert space V be a dense subset of a Hilbert space
X and assume that the embedding V < X is continuous. Let a bilinear form B : V x V — R be continuous,
i.e., Blu,v] < c||ullv]v|

v, u,v € V, and weakly coercive, i.e., there are @ € R and o > 0 such that
(4.3) Blv,v]+ o|v||% = al|v|[} forve V.

If A:V — V*is given by [Au|(v) := B(u,v), u,v €V, then the part A := Alx of A in X = X*, given by
Au:=Auforue D(A):={uecV | Au e X*} is a sectorial operator (with @ = —). Clearly, for u € D(A)
andv €V, (Au,v)x = Blu,v].

4.3. Semigroup invariance. Let K C X, where X is a Banach space, be closed and convex and let A :
D(A) — X be a sectorial operator.

Proposition 4.4. The following conditions are equivalent:

() K is semigroup invariant, i.e., e " (K) C K for all t > 0;
(ii) K is resolvent invariant, i.e., J,(K) C K for h > 0 with ho < 1;
(iii) KND(A) is dense in K and for every u € KND(A), —Au € Tg(u).

Proof. The equivalence (i) < (ii) follows in view of the so-called Post-Widder formula [17, Cor. II1.5.5] and
the integral representation of resolvents of —A in terms of the semigroup (see equality (1.13) in [17, §I1]);
see also [17, Thm VI.1.8].

Assume (i), take u € K and let £, \,0. Then e "Au € KND(A) since the semigroup is analytic. Evidently,
e "y — uasn— oo, ie., KND(A) is dense in K. Now let u € KN D(A), then

—tA TR .,
WAy K—
~Au=1lim S U t o Tk (u).

e In t>0 4

Assume (iii) and let u € KN D(A). By the assumption —Au € Tg (u). Hence there are sequences 4, \, 0
and v, — —Au such that u+ h,v, € K. Thus

hytd(e A u,K) < hytle " Au— (u hyvy) || = |1y, (e u—u) — v, || = 0.
This shows that 0 € Ty * (), where Ty * () is the so-called Pavel cone (see [10, Def. 8.1.3]) defined as
TAu) = {veXx| lim(i)gftild(e*tAu—i—hv,K) =0}.
r—

Due to [10, Theorem 8.5.5], e "Au € K for all t > 0. If u € K, then u = lim,,_,o, u,,, where u, € KND(A)
and then, for¢ > 0,

A u = lim e*tAun e K. O

n—oo
A result similar to the equivalence (i) < (iii) has been established in [9, Proposition 4.5] by using different
methods.
If X is a Hilbert space and A is generated by a bilinear form B as in subsection 4.2.1, then we get the
following results. Let 7k : X — K be the metric projection onto K, i.e., foru € X, |ju — ng (u)||x = d(u,K) =
inf,,ck ||u — w||x. The projection v = 7k («) is uniquely chracterized by

(4.4) (u—v,w—v)x <O0forany wec K.
Proposition 4.5. The set K is resolvent invariant if and only if

4.5) g (V) CV and Blrg(u),u— ng(u)] =0, foreveryucV.
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Proof. Assume that K is resolvent invariant, take u € V and let v := g (u). For any 2 > 0, how < 1, J,v €
D(A)NK and AJyy = h~ ' (v — Jyv). By (4.4), (v—Jpv,v —u)x < 0. Therefore
By, Jyv — u] = (AT, Jyv —u)x = h~! ((v=Jpy,y—u)—|lv —th||)2() <0.
Thus B[Jv,Jpv] < B[Jyv,u] and by (4.3) and
(4.6) ocl[ivl[y < By, Iyl + @[ ivlx < Blwv,u] + ollpvllz < cll vl lully + 1]k

Take a sequence h, — 07. By Lemma 4.3 (jjj), Ji,v — v in X. Hence, and in view of (4.6), the sequence
(Jn,v) is bounded in V and, up to a subsequence, weakly convergent in V to some w € V. The continuity
V < X implies that v = w. This shows that v = mg (1) € V. Next, in view of (4.4) and since J;, v € K we
have that for any n > 1

Bl v, 1 —v] = (Adjy v,u —v)x = hy " (v—Jj vu —v)x > 0.

The weak continuity of B[-,u — v] implies B[v,u — v] = lim,_,ce B[Jp,v,u —v] > 0.
Conversely, assume (4.5), take & > 0, how < 1 and u € K. Let y = Jyu. Then, on account of (4.5), (4.2),
ng(y) € KNV and u = y+ hAy. In view of (4.4), (4.5) and (4.3)
02 (u—7x(y),y—mk(y))x = (v — K (y) +hAy,y — 7 (¥))x
= [ly =k ) II% + 1Ay y =7k ()x = [ly = 2[5 +hBy.y — 7k (7)]
= |y = )% +hBly — m(v),y = m ()] + hB[7k (¥),y — 7 (¥)]
> (1—ho)|ly -7k ()% +holly — 2k ()} > 0.
This shows that y = g (y) € K. O

4.3.1. Recall (1.3), (2.13) and the setting in Step I of the proof of Theorem 2.5. If u € X = LZ(Q,]RM) and
w € K, then r(x,u(x)) € K and |u(x) — r(x,u(x))| < |u(x) —w(x)| for a.a. x € Q; hence [ju—r(-,u(-))||x <
||u—wl|x. This shows that 7k : X — K given by

4.7) x(u) =r(-,u(-)), ueX,

is the metric projection of X onto K. By Proposition 4.5 and (4.7) we get a characterization of assumption

2.1 (2) announced in Remark 2.2 (i).

Corollary 4.6. Condition (2) from assumption 2.1 is satisfied if and only if

(4.8) r(-u(’)) € HY(Q,RM) and
(4.9) Blr(csu(-))u—r(-u(-))] > 0,
for every u € H} (Q,RM). O

Let us finally establish condtions sufficient for (4.8).
Proposition 4.7. Suppose that, in addition to conditions stated in assumption 1.1
(4.10) r(-,0) € H} (Q,RM) and
4.11) r(-,u) € HY(Q,RM) for any uc RM.
Then r(-,u(-)) € H} (Q,RM) for any u € H} (Q,RM).

Condition (4.10) means that, in a sense, K(+) has an extension onto Q and 0 € K (x) if x € 9Q.
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Proof. Letu € H}(Q,RM). In view of (4.11) and [34, Lemma 5] (see also [33]) r(-,u()) € H'(Q,RM). If
u € Cy(Q,RM), i.e., u vanishes outside a compact subset C of Q, then letting w(x) := r(x,u(x)) — r(x,0),
x € Q, we see that w € H'(Q,RM) and w(x) = 0 for x € Q\ C. By results of [16], w € H}(Q,RM) and, by
(4.10), r(-,u(-)) € H} (Q,RM). In general u € H} (Q,RY) is the H'-limit of u, € C(Q,RM), so the result
follows from the H'-continuity of the Nemytski operator generated by r (see [32]). O

4.4. Examples of constraints. We provide some examples of a constraint K : Q@ — RM_ where Q C RY,
having the properties studied above. In each of these examples we describe tangent cones showing the nature
of the tangency hypothesis.

Example 4.8. (1) (Moving rectangle) Assume that 6,7 € H ! (Q,RM ), 0 < Tand let
K(x):=[o(x),7(x)] = {w e RY | o4 (x) < wp < (x), k= 1,...,M}, x € Q.

Such constraints has been studied, e.g., in [28,29] in case Q is bounded. It is immediate to see that conditions
from assumption 1.1 are satisfied. For each x € Q, the projection r(x,-) of RM onto K(x) is given by
r(x,-) = (r1(x,-),...,ra(x,-)), where fork =1,...,M and u = (uy,...,u,) € RM and

Gk(x) if u < Gk(x)
4.12) rk(x, u) = (7 — ox — (ug — Tk)7)+ + 0 =< uy if op(x) < < mi(x),

Tk(x) if Tk(x) < U.
In view of [18, Section 7.4], ri(-,u) € H'(Q), so (4.11) is satisfied. If oy|yq < 0 and 7|y = 0 in the
sense of trace (k = 1,...,M), then (4.10) holds, too. Fix x € Q and take w € K(x). Then Ty, (w) = RM if
or(x) <wr < T(x) (k=1,...,M) and
0 if Wi = Gk(x),
0 ifw= ‘L'k(x).

Vk 2
v=1,e,vm) € Ty (W) <= {k
Vi S

(2) (Tube) Let K C RM be closed convex and bounded, b € H'(RY, R™), o € H'(RV) with essinfa > 0
and

K(x) =b(x) +a(x)K, x € Q.
Similar constraints were studied in [46]. If s : RM — K is the metric projection onto K, then
(4.13) r(x,u) = b(x) + a(x)s(a(x) " (u—bx))), x € Que RY.

Clearly K (-) satisfies assumption 1.1 and (4.10); condition (4.10) holds if —o~!(x)b(x) € K for x € dQ in
the sense of trace. Itis easy to see that Ty, (w) = Tx(u), for a.a. x € Q and w = b(x) + a(x)u € K(x), where
uck.

(3) (Ellipsoidal funnel) Let K be the closed unit ball in R and all entries of a matrix-valued map E : Q —
RM*M belong to H'(Q) and let essinf,cq det E(x) > 0. One may show that, for u € R, the map

Q3 x> y(x,u) = ar§€r2in %(TE(X)E(x)y,y> —(TE(x)u,y)| ,

is in H'(Q,RM). The funnel
K(x) :=E(x)B, x € Q,
where B is the closed unit ball, consists of ellipsoids K(x) centered at the origin. It satisfies assumption 1.1

and (4.10), (4.11) in view of the explicit formula of the projection r(x,u) = E(x)y(x,u), x € Q, u € RM,
Moreover, v € Tx(y) (u) if and only if (E(x)""W,E(x)"'u) <0, fora.a. x € Qand u € K(x).
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(4) (Moving polyhderon) Suppose that a set P C {p € RM | |p| = 1} is at most countable and consider

(4.14) = JK,(x) x)i={u e RM | (p,u) <&,(x)}, x€Q,
pEP

where &, € H'(Q) and &, > 0 in the sense of trace (®). Properties (1), (2) from assumption 1.1, (4.10)
and (4.11) are satisfied. For x € Q and u € K(x), let P(u) = {p € P | (p,u) = §,(x)}. Then Ty (u) ={v €
RM | (p,v) <0,VpeP(u)}, foraa xcQ.

We have the following result akin to criteria from [11, Theorem 4.1] and [48, Theorem 14.7].

Proposition 4.9. Recall the operator P defined by (1.6) and satisfying assumptions 1.3 and 2.1 (1). Let K(-)
be defined as in Example 4.8 (4) above. Assumption 2.1 (2) is fulfilled if:
() for all 1 <i,j <N, any p € P is an eigenvector of transposed matrices TAY, 1B and 7C, i.e.,

4.15) TAY (x)p = d"(x)p, TB'(x)p = b'(x)p, TC(x)p = c(x)p

for a.a. x € Q and some functions a’ b ,c : Q — R, and
(ii) for any p € P, B[E,(-)p,n(-)p] = 0 for any n € Hy(Q), n > 0.

Proof. It is clear that K = ., K, where K, = {u € L*(Q,R") | u(x) € K,(x) a.e.}. Hence, to show the
invariance of K it is sufficient to show the invariance of K, p € P. By Proposition 4.5 (or Corollary 4.6)
together with Proposition 4.7, it is enough to prove that for any u € H}(Q,RM), B{x(u),u — x(u)] > 0,
where 7 := 7k, is the projection onto K,,. The metric projection onto K, (x) is given by

(4.16) r(xu) =u— ((u,p) — &) p,uc R”, xe QueRM.
Thus 7 is given by the formula

n(u) =u—((p,u(-)) = &) p, ue L*(QRY).
To simplify the notation let v := ((p,u(-)) —&,)". Clearly, v € H, (Q), v > 0 and v = 0 off the set Qp :=
{xe Q| (p,u(-)) >&,}. By [18, Section 7.4], for any i = 1,...,N, dyv = (p,du(-)) — 9§, on Qy and 0
elsewhere. Our assumptions yield the following equalities on Qg
N

Y (A7 (Qu—dv(-)p), dnv(-) +Z (B'(Qu— 9w (-)p),v(-)p) + (C(u—v(-)p),v(-)p)

i,j=1 i=1

N
Z_; (9ju—vj(-)p, dv(-)TAY p) + Z<au—8()p,v(-)TB"p>+<u7V(')TCp>

i=1

2

= Z a’9; §p8v+2b8§pv+c§pv

i,j=1 i=1

(B'9;&,(-)p,v(-)p) +(CEp (). v()p).

N

=Y (AY9;&,()p,dv(-)p) +

i,j=1 i

M=

I
—

This, in view of (ii), implies that
Blrw(u),u—n(u)] =Blu—v(-)p,v(-)p] = B[E,(-)p,v(-)p] = 0. O

9Observe that this representation is fairly general, since for a proper closed convex subset K of a separable Banach space X there
is a countable family P of the dual X* such that, for any p € P, a), := sup,cg(p,x) <ecand K = {u € X | (p,u) < ap, for all p € P}.
The set consists of all supporting functionals of K.
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Proposition 4.9 together with Proposition 4.5 give sufficient conditions for the flow invariance of P. It,
however, suggests that a convex closed set having the large collection of supporting functionals (e.g. an
ellipsoid) is, in general, flow invariant only when Al =g i, B! = b;I and C = cI for some q; i,bi,c € R,
for i,j = 1,...,N. This also explains the setting concerning operators and constraining sets in [3] and
other papers mentioned in Introduction. As a further example we have the following immediate result
corresponding to Miiller’s conditions.

Corollary 4.10. Suppose K(-) is given by Example 4.8 (1). If the operator P is diagonal, i.e., for each
1 <i,j <N, matrices of coefficients A", B' and C are diagonal, A}, = ua!, B, = 8ub}, and Cy = Scx for
1 < k,l <M (& stands for the Kronecker delta), then assumption 2.1 (2) is satisfied if

Bi[or,n] <0 and Bi[t,n] =0 forany n € H}(Q), n >0,

where

i,j=1 i=1

N N
Brlu,v] = /Q ( Z a;chj&iv—l—Zb}{&iuv—l—ckuv) dx, u,ve H}(Q).

Proof. Observe that K(-) has the representation (4.14)
K(.X) - U Kp(x)7

peP
where P = {ey,....em,—€1,...,—em}, ex = (O1ks--.., Om) and &, =T, o, = —Op, k=1,... .M. Itis
clear that, for k = 1,...,m, ¢; is an eigenvector of TA TB! and TC, and, for every M € H& (Q), n >0,
BlCe, ()exsn(-)ex] = Bi[te, me] = 0 and B[E_, (-)(—ex), N () (—ex)] = —By[ox, n] = 0. O

4.5. Construction of the constrained topological degree. Let X be a real Banach space. We provide the
construction of a topological invariant detecting constrained coincidences of A and F, i.e., solutions to

Au=F(u)
in a set K C X of constraints, where

(D1) A:D(A) — X is a sectorial operator with compact resolvents,
(D,) F:UNK — X is a continuous map, where U is an open subset of the fractional space X * associated
with A, where o € [0, 1).

As mentioned in Introduction, in the studied situation the direct use of the Leray—Schauder theory is not
possible. The approach we present has been started in [14]. Then, relying on the ideas of [25], it has been
developed in [15], where F was defined on an open subset of X (if & = 0). The need to consider a more
general case, when F is defined on a fractional space stems from applications, e.g., those discussed in the
beginning of this paper, where the right-hand side of a differential problem depends on the gradient of an
unknown function. This was already observed in [26], but K and F are assumed to be bounded there. These
assumptions are so strong that results of [26] are hardly applicable to differential systems (1.1). Therefore,
it is necessary to modify the approach from [15] accordingly.

Simple examples show that in order to get meaningful results one should impose some structural assump-
tions. We assume that

(D3) K C X is an L-retract ('9).

10Even thou gh our applications concern the convex K we decided to provide the construction in a more general situation having
the future reference on mind.
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Recall that a closed set K of a Banach space X is called an L-retract (see [8]) if there is 17 > 0, a continuous
map r: B(K,n) — K, where B(K,n) :={x € X | d(x,K) < n}, and L > 1 such that ||r(x) — x|| < Ld(x,K)
for any x € B(K,n). L-retracts constitute a broad subclass of neighborhood retracts containing many classes
of sets considered as constraint sets; in particular any closed convex set K C E is an L-retract; see [8] for
more details and other examples of L-retracts.

Moreover we assume that

(D4) Kis resolvent invariant, i.e., J,(K) C K for all 0 < & < hg, where hpw < 1;
(Ds) Fis tangent to K, i.e., F(u) € T (u) foru € UNK.

Let
C=Coin(A,F;UNK):={ucUNK|uecD(A)and Au=F(u)}.
The inclusion C C D(A) implies that C C XP for every B € [0,1]. We assume that
(Dg) Cisclosed in X%, C and F(C) are bounded in X.

Remark 4.11. (1) Assumption (D) holds if and only if C is compact in X, for every B € [0,1). Indeed,
if C and F(C) are bounded, then C is relatively compact in X* since C C {J;,(u+hF(u)) |u € C} C X* and
Jn: X — X% is compact by Lemma 4.3. For 8 € [et, 1), Cis closed in XPB, since XP X% is continuous, and
thus compact in X8 If B € [0, &), then C is compact in X# due to the continuity of the embedding X* c X5.

(2) Observe that C is always closed in U since F is continuous and A has the closed graph. Evidently if
K% C U, then C is closed in X%,

(3) Suppose that K is bounded. Then assumption (Dy4), along with (D) and (D3), implies that, for any
B €0,1), the set KP := KN XP is of finite homological type, i.e., for each g > 0 the vector space H,(KP),
where H,(-) stands for the singular homology functor with the rational coefficients, is finite dimensional
and H,(KP) = 0 for almost all ¢ > 0. To see this let O := B(K,n) and let ¢(x) := J, or(x), x € O, where
0 < h < hy is fixed. Then ¢ : O — KP is a well-defined continuous compact map. Let j : KF < O be the
embedding and ¢ := jo ¢ : O — O. In view of the so-called normalization property of the Leray—Schauder
fixed point index ¢ is a Lefschetz map (see [20, Theorem (7.1)]) and its generalized Lefschetz number A((ﬁ )
is defined. The commutativity of the following diagram

implies that @|p is a Lefschetz map (see [20, Lemma (3.1)]) and A(¢|xs) = A(9). We show below that

¢|p is homotopic to the identity id : KF — K& and, thus, the endomorphisms H. (¢ |xs) = H.(id) = idy, (ke)

are the Leray endomorphisms. Hence, the graded vector space H*(Kﬁ) is of finite type. In particular

the Euler characteristic x(KP) := Y>0(—1)?dimg H,(KP) is a well-defined integer number. Moreover

% (KP) = A(id) = A(id) = A($), where A(id) is the usual Lefschetz number, does not depend on 8 € [0, 1).
To show that ¢y is homotopic to the identity consider a map @ : KB x [0, 1] — KP given by

B(r.1) = Jin(x), forxe KP te(0,1],
X, forxe KB, r=0.
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In view of Lemma 4.3 (jv), ® is continuous on KB x (0, 1], so let us consider sequences x, — xo in KP and
t, \( 0. By Lemma 4.3 (ii) and (jjj), we have
[P (xn, 1n) — P(x0,0) g = [Ty, n%n — Xollg < [Vh,nXn — Jyn¥ollp + [|r,n%0 — X0l g
4.17) M
S muxn—xo”ﬁ+”Jtnhxo—)€0”ﬁ —>0, n — oo,
n
Evidently ® is a homotopy joining ¢ |gs to id.

Let us now present the steps of the construction.

Step I: Let F: U — X be a continuous extension of F. Note that F is defined on a closed subset of U, so
F exists in view of the Dugundji extension theorem.

Step 2: Fix 1 >0, L > 1 and a retraction r : Bx(K,n) — K such that ||r(x) —x|| < Ld(x,K) for x €
Bx (K7 n ) : _

Step 3: Since C is compact in X% and F is continuous, one can find an open bounded subset W C X% such
that

(4.18) CCWcCWcUN(Bx(K,n/2)NnX%),

and F(W) is bounded in X, where W is the closure of W in X%. Note that Bx (K, 1 /2) N X% contains C and,
since the embedding X* < X is continuous, Bx (K, n/2) N X% is open in X“.

Step 4: Since the set F(W) is bounded we may assume that ||hF (x)|| < 1 /2 for h € (0, h] and x € W. By
(4.18), for any x € W, d(x,K) < 1/2 and, thus, x+ hF(x) € Bx(K,n). Therefore and in view of (D) the
map ¢, : W — X%, where h € (0,hy], given by the formula

O (x) = Jyor(x+hF(x)), xeWw,

is well-defined. The map ¢, is compact due to the fact that A has compact resolvents and r maps bounded
sets into bounded ones. Moreover, if & > 0 is small enough, then Fix(¢y,) := {x € W | ¢(x) =x} C W.
Indeed, if x € Fix(¢), then x € W NK since J;,(K) C K. Hence F(x) = F(x) and x = J;,(r(x + hF(x))).
Suppose to the contrary that there are a sequences &, \, 0 and (x,) C dW NFix(¢,). Hence x, + h,A(x,) =
r(x, + h,F(x,)). Arguing as in the proof of [15, Lemma 3.3] (with obvious modifications) we gather that,
after passing to a subsequence if necessary, x, — xo € C N dW. This contradiction proves our assertion.

Step 5: Without loss of generality we may assume that ¢, is well-defined compact and Fix(¢,) C W
for any h € (0,ho]. This implies that for any such h, the Leray—Schauder fixed point index Indps(¢,, W) is
well-defined (see [20, Sections 7, 8]). Therefore, we are in a position to define the constrained topological
degree degi (A,F;U) of coincidence between A and F on U as follows:

(4.19) degg (A,F;U) := lim Indzs(¢y, W).
h—0t

We claim that the definition (4.19) is correct, i.e.,

it stabilizes, i.e., Indzs(@, , W) = Ind(¢p,, W) for sufficiently small &y, hy > 0,
it is independent of the choice of an L-retraction r,

it is independent of the choice of a bounded open neighbourhood W of C,
it is independent of the extension F.

These issues can be shown in a similar manner as in the proof of [15, Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6].

The definition (4.19) also does not depend on the choice of a constant d, where d is such that A; = A+dI
is positive and determines the norm || - ||q.4 on the fractional space X *. Indeed, if we take another d > —,
then the identity provides a (topological) homeomorphism between (X%, || -[|¢.4) and (X%, |||, 7) in view
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of Remark 4.2. The claim follows now immediately from the so-called commutativity property of the Leray—
Schauder index (see [20, Theorem (7.1)]). One gets in fact a stronger result.

Remark 4.12. The so-called contraction property of the Leray—Schauder index (see [21, Theorem (6.2),
§ 12]) implies that for all & € (0,ko), Indzs(¢n, W) = Indrs(@n|yxs, W NXP), where B € [a,1). This
implies that degg (A, F,U) does not depend on the particular choice a € [0, 1), namely, if B € [a, 1), then
degg (A, F;U) = degk (Flyrys ks U N XP).

By an admissible homotopy we understand a continuous map H: (U NK) x [0,1] — X, where U C X% is
open, such that H (u,t) € Tx(u) for allu € UNK, 1 € [0, 1], the sets C = [y, Coin(A,H(-,7);U NK) and
H(C x [0,1]) are bounded in X and C is closed in X .

Remark 4.13. Arguing as above we easily see C is compact in X* and one can find an open bounded
W C X%suchthat CCW CW CUN(Bx(K,n/2)NX%*) and H(W x [0,1]) is bounded in X. Then, for
sufficiently small & > 0 the map @, : W x [0,1] — X% given by @),(x,) := Jj, o r(x + hH(x,t)) for x € W,
t € [0,1], where H:U — X is a continuous extension of H, is well-defined compact and

{xeW|3re0,1], gp(x,t) =x} CW
provided ~ > 0 is sufficiently small, see [15].

Theorem 4.14. The degree defined by (4.19) has the following properties:
(Existence) If degk(A,F;U) # 0, then Coin(A,F;U NK) # 0.
(Additivity) If Uy, U, C U are open disjoint and Coin(A,F;U) C (U UU,) \ (U NU,), then

degg (A, F;U) = degg (A, F;Uy) + degg (A, F, U2).
(Homotopy invariance) If H : U x [0,1] — X is an admissible homotopy, then
degK(A7H('7O)7 U) = degK(AaH(’a 1)7U)

(Normalisation) If K is bounded, F : K — X and F(K%) is bounded in X, then for any open U C X* such
that K C U,
degk (A, F,U) = x(K).

Proof. (Existence) By the definition (4.19), given a sequence A, \, 0, we have Ind;s(¢,, ,W) # 0. The
existence property of the Leray—Schauder index implies the existence of a sequence (x,) in W such that
On, (xn) = Xy, 1.€., x, € D(A)NWNK and x,, + h,Ax, = r(x, + h,F(x,)) = r(x, + h,F(x,)). Hence

1
([ Axy —F(x,) || = . ([0 + BnAXy = x0 — B F () |
n

(4.20) d(x + hyF(x,),K)

hy ’
where in the last inequality we used the fact that r is L-retraction. Since x, € W NK, we get

4.21) d(x +h;tlF(xn)aK) _ d(x, +hnF(xn2la K) —d(xy, K) < |IF(x)|| <R,

n n
for a constant R such that sup, i ||F (x)|| = R. Equation (4.20) combined with (4.21) yields {||Ax,| },>1
is bounded. For any n > 1, x, = Jj, (%, + hoAx,), and so, by Lemma 4.3 (jj), the set {x, },> is relatively
compact in X%. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have x, — xp in X* and xo € W NK C U NK. By

(4.20), we have

= o (5) ~ G+ BB () < L

d(x, + h,F(x9),K)
hy

[[Ax, —F ()| < L + L[[F(x0) — F(xa)]|
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Letting n — oo, using the continuity and the tangency (Ds) of F, we see that lim,, . ||Ax, — F(x,)|| = 0.
Thus, Ax, — F(xp) and, since A is closed, xo € D(A) with Axyg = F(xo). Thus, xo € D(A) NU NK satisfies
Ax() = F(X()).

(Additivity) follows by the definition 4.19 from the additivity property of the Leray—Schauder index.

(Homotopy invariance) is a consequence of the homotopy invariance of the Leray—Schauder index, the
definition 4.19 and Remark 4.13.

(Normalization) Obviously, degk (A, F;U) is well-defined and its independence of U follows immediately
from the additivity property. Take an open W C X% such that K* CW C W C U N (Bx(K%,n/2)NX%) and
a continuous extension F : X* — X of F being bounded on W. Let i € (0, 4] be such that degy (A, F;U) =
Ind;s(¢n, W). Recall that ¢,(W) C K*. Hence, we may assume that ¢, : W — K. Denoting the embedding
K% < W by jand ¢, := jo¢y, : W — W, we see that ¢, is a Lefschetz map and

(4.22) Indzs(¢n, W) = Inds(@, W) = A(fp)

is the generalized Lefschetz number of ¢,. The argument is now similar to that from Remark 4.11 (3). We
have the commutative diagram

w2, Ke

Again, by [20, Lemma (3.1)], ¢;,|ge is a Lefschetz map and

(4.23) A(nlke) = M)

We now show that ¢p|k¢ is homotopic to the identity id : K* — K*. To this end, let us define ® :
K% x [0,1] — K% by

X, forxe K%, r=0.
By Lemma 4.3 (jv), ® is continuous on K x (0, 1]. Let x, — xo in K* and 7,, \ 0. Then

[P (xn, 1) — P(x0,0) || = |91, (Xn) — Xollee < S1(n) + S2(n),

@%0:{@mm forxe K 1€ (0.1],

where
Si(n) = Hjtnh or(x, + h,F(x,)) _Jtnh(xn + 12 hF (X)) ||, S2(n) = ”Jtnh(xn + t2hF (X)) — X0l -
By Lemma 4.3 (j), there is Cy, > 0 such that

Co
Si(n) < R ha)T (17 (%0 + 1ahF (X)) — (X + 1ahF () |
Ca Col
< Ld (x, + 1,hF(x,),K) < ¢ hl[F
(o) (1 — gy ) K) < e e b

ColL
g - -
(1—tyhow)' =@
since the sequence (||F(x,)||) is bounded. To estimate S»(n) note that

Sa2(n) < Mo (n + 12hF (00)) = Joyn () [ e =+ [, (0n) = X0l -

The first summand satisfies

||Jtnh(xn + tahF (x,)) — Jtnh(xn) o <

(tah) =¥ F (n)|| = 0, 11— oo,

Ca

HTQEFEWWFWWMW%Q n— oo,



CONSTRAINED ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS 27

and, as in (4.17),
Now it is clear that

(4.24) A(Pn|ka) = A(id) = A(id) = x (K*) = x(K).
In view of Remark 4.11 (3), (4.22), (4.23) and (4.24) we conclude the proof. O

JinXn — Xo|lo — 0 as n — oo,

Remark 4.15. If assumptions (D;) — (Ds) are satisfied and F is defined on K%, then degg (A,F;U) does
not depend on open U C X% such that K* C U. Therefore we may suppress it from the notation and write
degk (A,F). The normalization property implies in particular that degk (A,0) = x (K).

The following corollary is convenient to use in applications.

Corollary 4.16. Assume that K C X is closed convex and bounded, F : K% — X is continuous and tangent,
namely F(u) € T (u), for every u € K%, and let C := {u € K* | Au = tF(u) for somet € [0,1]}. If F(C) is
bounded, then there is ug € KN D(A) such that Aug = F(up).

Proof. The assumptions imply that a map H(u,?) : K* — X given by H(u,r) := tF(u) for u € K%, provide
an admissible homotopy joining F to the constant map 0. Then the assertion follows as an immediate
consequence of the existence, homotopy and normalization properties of the degree. U

Remark 4.17. If the operator A is m-accretive, then Corollary 4.16 is true if K is not bounded, but C is
bounded. It is an open problem to get this result without a provisional assumption of m-accretivity.
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