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Abstract

We derive an estimate for the minimal period of autonomous strongly damped hyper-
bolic problems. Our result corresponds to the works by Yorke [12], Busenberg et al. [2]
for ordinary differential equations as well as Robinson and Vidal-Lopez [9] and [10] for
parabolic problems. A general approach is developed for treating both hyperbolic and
parabolic problems. An example of application to a class of beam equations is provided.

1 Introduction

The known estimates for ordinary differential equations comes from Yorke who proved in [12]
that if T > 0 is the minimal period of a solution to an ordinary differential equation

u̇(t) = f(u(t)), (1)

where f : RN → RN is Lipschitz with constant L > 0, then T ≥ 2π/L. The same estimate was
showed in the infinite dimensional phase space by Busenberg et al. in [2] where (1) is considered
in a Hilbert space. For (1) in a general Banach space, the estimate T ≥ 6/L was proved therein.
A natural question arises if there is any period estimate in case of partial differential equations
and systems. In case of the abstract parabolic problems of the form

u̇(t) + Au(t) = f(u(t)), t > 0, (2)

where A is a self-adjoint positive operator in a separable Hilbert space X and a Lipschitz
function f : Xβ → X is defined on the fractional space Xβ with β ∈ [0, 1) (associated to the
operator A – see e.g. [7]), Robinson and Vidal-Lopez in [10] (see also [9]) obtained the following
lower bound

T ≥
(
21−β + (β/e)β/(1− e−1/2)(1− β)

)−1/(1−β) · L−1/(1−β). (3)

In this paper we shall revisit the parabolic problem, slightly improving the above estimate (3)
and deal with the minimal period for hyperbolic problems of the form

ü(t) + αAu̇(t) + Au(t) = f(u(t), u̇(t)), t > 0, (4)
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where A is as above and α > 0 is a damping coefficient. In the hyperbolic case we assume,
additionally, that A has compact resolvent, which means that the spectrum σ(A) consists of
positive λn, n ∈ N, such that λn → +∞ as n → +∞. The nonlinear term f : X1/2 ×X → X
(X1/2 is the fractional space determined by A) is Lipschitz, i.e. there exists L > 0 such that,
for any u1, u2 ∈ X1/2 and v1, v2 ∈ X,

‖f(u1, v1)− f(u2, v2)‖ ≤ L
(
‖u1 − u2‖21/2 + ‖v1 − v2‖2

)1/2
(5)

where ‖ · ‖1/2 stands for the norm in X1/2. It is an abstract model for many physical (systems
of) equations, including systems with the so-called strongly damped beam that is fixed at both
ends (see Section 6).

Let us make general comments on the hyperbolic case. When α = 0 there is no lower
bound for periods of periodic solutions of (4). Indeed, if e ∈ X \ {0} is the eigenvector for
A, corresponding to an eigenvalue λ > 0 and f(u, v) := L · u, with L < λ, then u(t) :=
sin(t

√
λ− L) · e is a well-defined periodic solutions of (4) with the minimal period 2π/

√
λ− L.

Therefore, if the eigenvalues of the operator A make an unbounded set, then we have a periodic
solution of (4) of arbitrarily small period. Another case where one can not expect any minimal
period estimate is when (4) is gradient-like, that is there exists a Lyapunov functional, i.e. a
functional that decreases/increases along nontrivial trajectories (see e.g. [6]). Then obviously
(4) has no nonstationary periodic solutions. However, like in the parabolic case, there are classes
of nonlinearities f for which hyperbolic partial differential equations with strong damping are
not gradient-like (see Section 6) and when periodic solutions occur. Note that also systems of
hyperbolic equations are not gradient-like if only the linear perturbation field f does not come
from a gradient field.

In order to study (4) we rewrite the problem as a system

{
u̇ = v
v̇ = −A(α · v + u) + f(u, v),

which in turn can be represented as the first order equation

ż = Az + F(z), t > 0, (6)

where z = (u, v) and the operator A : D(A) → X in X := X1/2 ×X is given by

A(u, v) := (v,−A(α · v + u)), (u, v) ∈ D(A), (7)

with D(A) := {(u, v) ∈ X | α · v + u ∈ D(A), v ∈ X1/2}. The nonlinear term F : X → X is
given by F(u, v) = (0, f(u, v)) and is also Lipschitz with the constant L if X is equipped with
the norm given by the scalar product 〈(u1, v1), (u2, v2)〉 = 〈u1, u2〉1/2+ 〈v1, v2〉. It is well-known
that −A is sectorial (see e.g. [5], [8] or [3]). One cannot apply the result by Robinson and
Vidal-Lopez from [10] due to the fact that A is not symmetric (as it is assumed therein), neither
a direct application of the idea sketched in remarks after the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [10] will
provide satisfactory estimates. In this paper we develop an approach that can be effectively
applied to the hyperbolic case.

We come up with a unified approach allowing to consider both parabolic and hyperbolic
partial differential systems/equations. We first consider a general operator A : D(A) ⊂ X → X
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being an infinitesimal generator of a C0 semigroup of bounded linear operators etA : X → X,
t ≥ 0, on a Banach space (X, ‖ · ‖X). Assume that (V, ‖ · ‖V) is a Banach space such that
(V1) D(A) ⊂ V ⊂ X;

(V2) V is embedded continuously into X;

(V3) e
tA(X) ⊂ V, for all t > 0, and the family {etA|V : V → V}t≥0, of operators

restricted to V, is a C0 semigroup of bounded linear operators on V.

We say that A has the uniformly half-bounded decomposition property, in short property
(UHBD), whenever there exists µ0 ≥ 0, M > 0 and a continuous m : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) such
that, for any µ > µ0, there exists a decomposition X = X

−
µ ⊕ X

+
µ into closed subspaces such

that

(Dµ,+) X
+
µ ⊂ D(A), AX+

µ ⊂ X+
µ and ‖Aw‖V ≤ µM‖w‖V, for all w ∈ X+

µ ;

(Dµ,−) A(X
−
µ ∩ D(A)) ⊂ X−

µ , ‖etAw‖X ≤ e−µt‖w‖X, ‖etAw‖V ≤ m(t)e−µt‖w‖X, for all
w ∈ X

−
µ and t > 0, and ‖etAw‖V ≤ e−µt‖w‖V, for all w ∈ X

−
µ ∩ V and t > 0;

(Dµ,0)
∫ t

0
m(s)e−µs ds < +∞ for all t > 0.

A continuous function z : (T1, T2) → V, T1 < T2, is said to be a mild solution of

ż = Az + F(z) (8)

if and only if, for any t, t0 ∈ (T1, T2) with t0 < t,

z(t) = e(t−t0)Az(t0) +

∫ t

t0

e(t−s)A
F(z(s)) ds. (9)

In this abstract setting we get the following result.

Theorem 1. Suppose that the generator A of a C0-semigroup of bounded linear operators in a

Banach space X satisfies (V1)–(V3) and has property (UHBD) with some Banach space V ⊂ X

and F : V → X is Lipschitz with constant L > 0. If there exists a nonstationary T -periodic

mild solution z : R → V of (8), then either T ≥ 1/µ0M or, for all µ ∈ (µ0, 1/MT ),

1 ≤ TL ·
[

K+
µ

1− µMT
+

K−
µ

µT

(
e−µTm(T ) +

∫ µT

0

m(s/µ) · e−s ds

)]
(10)

with K+
µ := ‖P+

µ ‖L(X,V) and K−
µ := ‖P−

µ ‖L(X,X), where P+
µ : X→ X+

µ and P−
µ : X→ X−

µ are the

projections.

The above estimate does not provide an explicit estimate for T , however in a special case we get
the following result, which applies in the case of damped hyperbolic problems (4) (see Theorem
4 below).

Corollary 2. If additionally to the assumptions of Theorem 1 we assume that µ0 > 0, m ≡ 1
and

K−
µ ≤ (1− µ0/µ)

−1, K+
µ ≤ (1− µ0/µ)

−1, for all µ > µ0, (11)

then the period of any nontrivial periodic solution of (8) satisfies the inequality

T ≥ 1/L
(
1 +

√
M(1 + µ0/L)

)2
.
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The proof of Theorem 1 and Corollary 2 is presented in Section 2.
In Section 3 we shall apply the above setting to the parabolic evolution problem (2) and

provide an estimate for the minimal period of parabolic systems.

Theorem 3. If u : [0, T ] → Xβ, β ∈ [0, 1) is a nonstationary periodic solution of (2) with the

period T > 0, then

T ≥ 1/(LKβ)
1/(1−β) (12)

where Kβ := minη∈(0,1) H(η) and H : (0, 1) → (0,+∞) is given by

H(η) :=
ηβ

1− η
+

Mβ

η

(
e−η + ηβ

∫ η

0

s−βe−s ds

)
(13)

with Mβ = (β/e)β if β ∈ (0, 1) and Mβ = 1 if β = 0.
Consequently, one has

T ≥ 1/L1/(1−β) ·
(
21−β + 2Mβ/e

1/2 +Mβ/(1− β)
)1/(1−β)

for β ∈ (0, 1), (14)

and,

T ≥ 1/4L for β = 0.

The above result improves (3) obtained by Robinson and Vidal-Lopez in [10] (see Remark 12).
In Section 4 we study the spectral properties of the hyperbolic operator A given by (7)

and in Section 5 we prove that A has the property (UHBD) with constants µ0 = 2/α and
M = 1+

√
2 (see Corollary 23) as well as the inequalities (11) hold (see Corollary 22). Therefore,

in view of Corollary 2, we get the following minimal period estimate for damped hyperbolic
equations, which is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 4. If u : [0, T ] → X is a nonstationary periodic solution of (4) with the period

T > 0, then

T ≥ 1/L

(
1 +

√
(1 + 1/

√
2)(1 + 2/αL)

)2

. (15)

We shall illustrate the result in case of a damped beam equation in Section 6.

2 General period estimate – proof of Theorem 1

Assume that the operator A and F : V → X is as in Theorem 1. Suppose that z : R → V is a
mild solution of

ż = Az + F(z) on R

with minimal period T > 0. In particular, z(t) = z(t + T ), for all t ∈ R, and one has the
Duhamel formula

z(t) = e(t−t0)Az(t0) +

∫ t

t0

e(t−s)A
F(z(s)) ds (16)

for any t0 ∈ R and all t > t0. This yields, for any t ∈ R,

z(t) = z(t + T ) = eTAz(t) +

∫ t+T

t

e(t+T−s)A
F(z(s)) ds,
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which, after change of variables in the integral, yields

(I − eTA)z(t) =

∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
F(z(t + s)) ds. (17)

Let us take µ > µ0 such that
µMT < 1 (18)

and use property (UHBD) to obtain the decomposition

X = X
−
µ ⊕ X

+
µ .

Remark 5. By (Dµ,+) and (Dµ,−), one has AP+
µw = P+

µAw for all w ∈ D(A) and AP−
µw =

P−
µAw for all w ∈ D(A) ∩ X−

µ .

We shall also need the following estimates.

Lemma 6. Under the above assumptions, for any µ > µ0 and T > 0, define Rµ,T : X−
µ ∩ V →

X
−
µ ∩ V by Rµ,Tu := u− eTAu, u ∈ X

−
µ ∩ V. Then

(i) ‖R−1
µ,Tw‖V ≤ (1− e−µT )−1‖w‖V for all w ∈ X

−
µ ∩ V,

(ii) ‖R−1
µ,Tw − w‖V ≤ e−µT (1− e−µT )−1m(T )‖w‖X for all w ∈ X

−
µ ∩ V.

Proof. (i) By (Dµ,−) we have eTA
X

−
µ ⊂ X

−
µ and

‖eTA‖
L(X−

µ ∩V,X−

µ ∩V) ≤ e−µT < 1, (19)

where in the closed subspace X−
µ ∩ V of V we consider the norm from V. Hence, we can infer

that the operator Rµ,T is invertible and

‖R−1
µ,T‖L(X−

µ ∩V,X−

µ∩V) ≤ (1− ‖eTA‖
L(X−

µ ∩V,X−

µ ∩V))
−1 ≤ (1− e−µT )−1. (20)

(ii) According to (i) and (Dµ,−), for any w ∈ X−
µ ∩ V, we get

‖R−1
µ,Tw − w‖V =

∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

k=1

ekTAw

∥∥∥∥∥
V

=

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k=0

ekTAeTAw

∥∥∥∥∥
V

=
∥∥R−1

µ,T e
TAw

∥∥
V
≤ (1− e−µT )−1

∥∥eTAw
∥∥
V

≤ (1− e−µT )−1e−µTm(T )‖w‖X,

which completes the proof.

Now choose τ ∈ (0, T ) and consider D : [0,+∞) → X given by

D(t) := z(t + τ)− z(t), t ≥ 0.

Clearly, D is a nonzero function as T is the minimal period of z and we have the following
estimates.
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Lemma 7. Under the above assumptions if µ0 < 1/MT , then, for any µ ∈ (µ0, 1/MT ),

(i) ‖P+
µD‖L∞(0,T ;V) ≤ TLK+

µ (1− µMT )−1‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V),

(ii) ‖P−
µD‖L∞(0,T ;V) ≤ K−

µ L

(
µ−1e−µTm(T ) +

∫ T

0

m(s) · e−µs ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V).

Proof. Observe that, in view of (16),

D(t) = z(t + τ)− z(t) = etAD(0) +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)A[F(z(s + τ))− F(z(s))] ds for all t ≥ 0.

Acting with P
+
µ on both sides, one gets

P
+
µD(t) = etAP+

µD(0) +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)A
P
+
µw(s) ds

with w(s) := F(z(s + τ))− F(z(s)). Since A is bounded on X
+
µ we get

(P+
µD)′(t) = AP

+
µD(t) + P

+
µw(t), for any t ≥ 0. (21)

On the other hand
∫ T

0

P
+
µD(s) ds = P

+
µ

(∫ T

0

z(s + τ) ds−
∫ T

0

z(s) ds

)
= 0,

which implies

P
+
µD(t) =

1

T

∫ T

0

P
+
µD(t) dr =

1

T

∫ T

0

(
P
+
µD(r) +

∫ t

r

(P+
µD)′(s) ds

)
dr

=
1

T

∫ T

0

(∫ t

r

(P+
µD)′(s) ds

)
dr.

Observe that X+
µ ⊂ D(A) ⊂ V, therefore

‖P+
µD(t)‖V ≤

∫ t

0

‖(P+
µD)′(s)‖V ds. (22)

By use of (21), (22) and (Dµ,+), we obtain, for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖P+
µD(t)‖V ≤

∫ t

0

‖AP+
µD(s)‖V ds+

∫ t

0

‖P+
µw(s)‖V ds

≤ µM

∫ T

0

‖P+
µD(s)‖V ds+K+

µ L

∫ T

0

‖D(s)‖V ds

≤ µMT‖P+
µD‖L∞(0,T ;V) + TLK+

µ ‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V)

and, in consequence,

‖P+
µD‖L∞(0,T ;V) ≤ TLK+

µ (1− µMT )−1‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V),
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which proves (i).
In order to show (ii), we use (17) and the invariance of X−

µ with respect to eTA to get

P
−
µD(t) = (I − eTA)−1

∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s) ds.

In view of (Dµ,−) and (Dµ,0), the integral

∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s) ds

which, by definition, is an element of the space X−
µ , is also convergent in the space V, since, by

use of (Dµ,−) and the Lipschitz property of F, we get

∫ T

0

‖e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s)‖V ds ≤

∫ T

0

m(T − s)e−µ(T−s)‖P−
µ [F(z(t + s+ τ))− F(z(t + s))]‖X ds

≤ K−
µ L

∫ T

0

m(T − s)e−µ(T−s) ‖D(t+ s)‖V ds

≤ K−
µ L

(∫ T

0

m(s)e−µs ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V) < ∞.

Hence, by Lemma 6 (ii) and (Dµ,−),

‖P−
µD(t)‖V ≤

∥∥∥∥(R
−1
µ,T − I)

∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s) ds

∥∥∥∥
V

+

∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s) ds

∥∥∥∥
V

≤ e−µT (1− e−µT )−1m(T )

∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s) ds

∥∥∥∥
X

+

+K−
µ L

(∫ T

0

m(s)e−µs ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V)

≤ e−µT (1− e−µT )−1m(T )K−
µ L

(∫ T

0

e−µ(T−s) ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V)+

+K−
µ L

(∫ T

0

m(s)e−µs ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V)

≤ K−
µ L

(
µ−1e−µTm(T ) +

∫ T

0

m(s) · e−µs ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V),

which ends the proof of (ii).

Proof of Theorem 1. Since

‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V) ≤ ‖P+
µD‖L∞(0,T ;V) + ‖P−

µD‖L∞(0,T ;V)

we see that, by use of Lemma 7,

‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V) ≤ TL ·
[

K+
µ

1− µMT
+

K−
µ

µT

(
e−µTm(T ) +

∫ µT

0

m(s/µ) · e−s ds

)]
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V)

Since ‖D‖L∞(0,T ;X) 6= 0, we obtain the assertion (10).
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Remark 8. In the proof of Lemma 7, another possibility is to use 6 (i) to get

‖P−
µD(t)‖V ≤ (1− e−µT )−1

∥∥∥∥
∫ T

0

e(T−s)A
P
−
µw(t+ s) ds

∥∥∥∥
V

≤ (1− e−µT )−1K−
µ L

(∫ T

0

m(s) · e−µs ds

)
‖D‖L∞(0,T ;V),

which is an alternative for the inequality (ii) in Lemma 7. Following the proof of Theorem 1
we get the following version of its assertion: if z : R → V is a nonstationary T -periodic mild
solution of (8), then either T ≥ 1/µ0M or, for all µ ∈ (µ0, 1/MT ),

1 ≤ TL ·
(

K+
µ

1− µMT
+

K−
µ

µT (1− e−µT )

∫ µT

0

m(s/µ) · e−sds

)
. (23)

This means that, if only we knew that

1

(1− e−µT )

∫ µT

0

m(s/µ) · e−sds ≥ e−µTm(T ) +

∫ µT

0

m(s/µ) · e−s ds,

i.e. equivalently ∫ T

0

m(τ) · e−µτ dτ ≥ m(T ) · (1− e−µT )/µ. (24)

then the estimate (10) implies (23). Observe that the (24) holds if m is decreasing, e.g. in the
parabolic case when m(η) = Mβη

−β with β ∈ (0, 1). This will imply that our estimates provide
stronger results for parabolic problems than those obtained in [10] – see Remark 12. In another
interesting case, with m being a constant function, one has an equality between both sides of
(24) and it is clear that (10) and (23) provide the same results.

Proof of Corollary 2. We assume that the assumption (11) holds. If T is the period of a non-
trivial T -periodic solution of (8), then either T ≥ 1/µ0M or the inequality, coming from (10),
holds

1 ≤ TL(1− µ0/µ)
−1 ·

[
(1− µMT )−1 + 1/µT

]
,

which, after setting η = µMT , yields

1− µ0MT/η ≤ TL
(
(1− η)−1 +M/η

)
.

Consequently
T ≥ 1/G(η) (25)

where G : (0, 1) → (0,+∞) is given by

G(η) := L/(1− η) + LM/η + µ0M/η = L/(1− η) + C/η

with C := M(L+ µ0). A direct computation shows that G attains the minimal value

G0 = (
√
L+

√
C)2
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at the point η0 =
√
C/(

√
L+

√
C). Now observe that either η0/MT ≤ µ0, which is equivalent

to the inequality

T ≥ η0/µ0M =
√
C/µ0M(

√
L+

√
C) = C/µ0M(

√
LC + C) = (1 + L/µ0)/(

√
LC + C)

or for µ = η0/MT we get, by use of (25),

T ≥ 1/G(η0) = 1/G0 = 1/(
√
L+

√
C)2 = 1/(L+ C + 2

√
LC).

Hence taking into consideration that

(1 + L/µ0)/(
√
LC + C) ≥ 1/(L+ C + 2

√
LC)

we see that T ≥ 1/(L+ C + 2
√
LC) = 1/L

(
1 +

√
M(1 + µ0/L)

)2
.

Remark 9. If instead of the global Lipschitzianity of F in Corollary 2 (comp. Theorem 1) we
assume that for any R > 0 there exists LR > 0 such that

‖F(z1)− F(z2)‖X ≤ LR‖z1 − z2‖V for all z1, z2 ∈ {z ∈ X | ‖z‖V ≤ R},

then we can slightly refine the assertion. Namely, if z : R → V is a T -periodic solution and R :=

max{‖z(t)‖ | t ∈ R}, then, due to Corollary 2, one has T ≥ 1/LR

(
1 +

√
M(1 + µ0/LR)

)2
.

3 Parabolic equations – proof of Theorem 3

Assume that A : D(A) → X is as in Section 1, i.e. A is a positive self-adjoint operator on
a separable Hilbert space X with the norm ‖ · ‖. Let Xβ with the fractional norm given by
‖u‖β = ‖Aβu‖, u ∈ Xβ, where Aβ is the fractional power of the operator A (see e.g. [7]). It is
well-known that −A generates an analytic C0-semigroup e−tA such that e−tA(X) ⊂ D(A) and

‖e−tA‖L(X,Xβ) ≤ Mβ/t
β for all u ∈ Xβ

with Mβ = (β/e)β if β ∈ (0, 1) and Mβ = 1 if β = 0. Let us collect below facts concerning
spectral properties of such operators that can be obtained by use of spectral theory for self-
adjoint operators (see Lemma 3.1 in [10]).

Proposition 10. Under the above assumptions, for any β ∈ [0, 1) and µ > 0, there exists a

decomposition X = X+
µ ⊕X−

µ with X+
µ ⊂ D(A) and such that:

(i) ‖Au‖ ≤ µ‖u‖, for all u ∈ X+
µ , and ‖P+

µ u‖β ≤ µβ‖u‖, for all u ∈ X;

(ii) ‖e−tAu‖ ≤ e−µt‖u‖, for all u ∈ X−
µ , and ‖e−tAu‖β ≤ e−µt‖u‖β for all u ∈

Xβ ∩X−
µ ;

(iii) ‖e−tAu‖β ≤ Mβt
−βe−µt‖u‖ for all t > 0 and u ∈ X−

µ .

As an immediate consequence we get the following conclusion.

Proposition 11. If X := X, V := Xβ with the fractional norm ‖ · ‖β and A := −A, then

A satisfies the assumptions (V1) − (V3) and has the (UHBD) property with µ0 = 0, M = 1,
K+

µ = µβ, K−
µ = 1, m(t) = Mβ/t

β, t > 0.
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The proof involves spectral calculus for positive self-adjoint operators in Hilbert spaces

Proof of Theorem 3. Assume that u ∈ C(R, Xβ) is a nontrivial T -periodic solution of (2) with
T > 0 (it is clear that u is also a mild solution). By Proposition 11, we may apply Theorem 1
and obtain for all µ ∈ (0, 1/T )

1 ≤ TL ·
[

µβ

1− µT
+

Mβ

µT

(
e−µT/T β +

∫ µT

0

(s/µ)−β · e−s ds

)]

= T 1−βL ·
[
(µT )β

1− µT
+

Mβ

µT

(
e−µT + (µT )β

∫ µT

0

s−β · e−s ds

)]
,

i.e.
1 ≤ T 1−βL ·H(µT )

where H : (0, 1) → (0,+∞) is given by (13). It is clear that 1 ≤ T 1−β · L ·Kβ.
Now in order to prove (14) taking µ > 0 such that µT = 1/2 we get 1 ≤ T 1−βL · H(1/2).

Finally note that, for β ∈ (0, 1),

H(1/2) ≤ 21−β + 2Mβ

(
e−1/2 + (1/2)β

∫ 1/2

0

s−β ds

)
(26)

= 21−β + 2Mβ/e
1/2 +Mβ/(1− β), (27)

which implies (14). If β = 0, then H attains minimum at η = 1/2 and

1 ≤ TL ·H(1/2) = T · 4L,

which ends the proof.

Remark 12. (i) If we apply in the above proof the inequality (23) instead of (10), then we get

1 ≤ TL ·
(

µβ

1− µT
+

Mβ

µT (1− e−µT )

∫ µT

0

(s/µ)−β · e−s ds

)

= T 1−βL ·
(

(µT )β

1− µT
+

Mβ

(µT )1−β(1− e−µT )

∫ µT

0

s−β · e−s ds

)
,

= T 1−βL · H̃(µT ),

where H̃ : (0, 1) → (0,+∞) is given by

H̃(η) :=
ηβ

1− η
+

Mβ

η1−β(1− e−η)

∫ η

0

s−β · e−s ds.

Observe that

H̃(1/2) = 21−β +
Mβ

(1/2)1−β(1− e−1/2)

∫ 1/2

0

s−β · e−s ds

< 21−β +
Mβ

(1/2)1−β(1− e−1/2)

∫ 1/2

0

s−β ds = 21−β +Mβ/(1− e−1/2)(1− β), (28)
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which allows us to deduce the estimate (3) that was provided originally in [10].
(ii) The estimate (12) is stronger than (3). Indeed, reasoning as in Remark 8, we see that

H̃(η) > H(η) for all η ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, in view of (28),

21−β +Mβ/(1− e−1/2)(1− β) > H̃(1/2) ≥ min
η∈(0,1)

H̃(η) > Kβ,

which shows the relation between the estimates.
(iii) To see that also (14) is stronger that (3) one can directly verify the inequality

21−β +Mβ/(1− e−1/2)(1− β) > 21−β + 2Mβ/e
1/2 +Mβ/(1− β)

that is equivalent to 4 > e.

4 Spectrum of hyperbolic operator

Let us assume that A : D(A) → X is a sectorial operator in a Banach space X and that the
so-called hyperbolic operator A = Aα : D(Aα) → X in X := X1/2 × X, where X1/2 is the
fractional space related to A, is defined by

A(u, v) := (v,−A(α · v + u)), (u, v) ∈ D(A). (29)

with
D(A) := {(u, v) ∈ X | α · v + u ∈ D(A), v ∈ X1/2}.

Without loss of generality we may assume that X is a complex space, so is X. Let us start
with the following observation.

Lemma 13. Suppose that (u, v), (g, h) ∈ X and ξ ∈ C. If ξ 6= −1/α then

(u, v) ∈ D(A) and (ξI −A)(u, v) = (g, h) (30)

if and only if w := u+ α · v ∈ D(A),

u =
1

1 + αξ
· w +

α

1 + αξ
· g, v =

ξ

1 + αξ
· w − 1

1 + αξ
· g (31)

and

(A− s(ξ)I)w =
ξ

1 + αξ
· g + h (32)

where the mapping s : C \ {−1/α} → C is given by

s(ξ) := − ξ2

1 + αξ
.

If ξ = −1/α then (30) is equivalent to the following condition

g ∈ D(A), u = −α · (−α2 · Ag + g − α · h) and v = −α · (α · Ag + h). (33)
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Proof. Suppose that (30) holds. Then, by the definition of A, w = u+ α · v ∈ D(A) and

ξ · u− v = g and ξ · v + Aw = h. (34)

Substituting u = w − α · v in the first equality of (34) one gets

ξ · w − (1 + αξ) · v = g (35)

and v = ξ(1+αξ)−1 ·w−(1+αξ)−1 ·g, i.e. the second part of (31). Applying it in u = w−α ·v,
one has u = (1 + αξ)−1 · w + α(1 + αξ)−1 · g, i.e. the first part of (31), and applying second
part of (31) in the second equality of (34) we arrive at (32).

Now suppose that w = u + α · v ∈ D(A) and both (31) and (32) hold. Then, obviously
v = α−1 · (w − u) ∈ X1/2 and a direct calculation shows that

(ξI −A)(u, v) = (ξ · u− v, ξ · v + Aw) = (g, −s(ξ) · w − ξ(1 + αξ)−1 · g + Aw) = (g, h),

which ends the proof of the first equivalence.
The proof of the second one is similar and therefore omitted.

Remark 14. Suppose B : D(B) → X is an arbitrary closed operator in a Banach space X.
Recall that 0 ∈ ρ(B) if and only if for any g ∈ X there exists a unique u ∈ D(B) such that
Bu = g.

The next result provides the characterization of the spectrum of A.

Proposition 15. The operator A defined by (29) has the following properties

(i) A is closed.

(ii) ρ(A) \ {−1/α} = s−1(ρ(A)).

(iii) σ(A) \ {−1/α} = s−1(σ(A)).

(iv) If ξ 6= −1/α, then Ker (ξI−A) = {(u, ξ · u) | u ∈ Ker (s(ξ)I −A)}.
Proof. (i) Suppose (un, vn) ∈ D(A), n ≥ 1, and (un, vn) → (u, v) and A(un, vn) → (g, h) in
X. It follows directly that un → u in X1/2, vn → v in X and that vn → g in X1/2 and
−A(un + α · vn) → h, which implies v = g ∈ X1/2 and that un + α · vn → u + α · v. By the
closedness of A, u + α · v ∈ D(A) and A(u + α · v) = −h. It means that (u, v) ∈ D(A) and
A(u, v) = (v,−A(u+ α · v)) = (g, h), which shows (i).

(ii) If ξ ∈ ρ(A) \ {−1/α}, then, in particular, for g = 0 and any h ∈ X, there is a
unique (u, v) ∈ D(A) such that (ξI − A)(u, v) = (0, h), which due to Lemma 13 means that
w := u + α · v ∈ D(A) is the only solution of (A− s(ξ)I)w = h, which, in view of Remark 14
means that s(ξ) ∈ ρ(A). On the other hand, if s(ξ) ∈ ρ(A) and we take any (g, h) ∈ X, then we
get a unique w ∈ D(A) satisfying (32). Then (u, v) given by (31) solves (ξI−A)(u, v) = (g, h).
The uniqueness of solutions comes immediately from the uniqueness of w. Hence, again by
Remark 14, we infer that ξ ∈ ρ(A).

(iii) Observe that, by use of (ii),

σ(A) \ {−1/α} = (C \ ρ(A)) \ {−1/α} =

= (C \ {−1/α}) \ (ρ(A) \ {−1/α}) = (C \ {−1/α}) \ s−1(ρ(A))

= s−1(C \ ρ(A)) = s−1(σ(A)).

(iv) follows directly from Lemma 13.
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Corollary 16. If A is an unbounded operator with σ(A) ⊂ (0,+∞), then

σ(A) \ {−1/α} = ξ−(σ(A)) ∪ ξ+(σ(A))

and

σp(A) = ξ−(σp(A)) ∪ ξ+(σp(A))

where if λ > (2/α)2

ξ−(λ) =
−αλ−

√
∆(λ)

2
= − 2

α
· 1

1−
√

1− (2/α)2/λ
,

ξ+(λ) =
−αλ +

√
∆(λ)

2
= − 2

α
· 1

1 +
√

1− (2/α)2/λ
,

if 0 < λ < (2/α)2

ξ−(λ) =
−αλ− i

√
−∆(λ)

2
= − 2

α
· 1

1− i
√

(2/α)2/λ− 1
,

ξ+(λ) =
−αλ+ i

√
−∆(λ)

2
= − 2

α
· 1

1 + i
√

(2/α)2/λ− 1

and if λ = (2/α)2

ξ−(λ) = ξ+(λ) =
−αλ

2
,

with ∆(λ) = (αλ)2 − 4λ. Moreover

(i) For any λ > 0, ξ−(λ) and ξ+(λ) are the roots of

ξ2 + αλξ + λ = 0, (36)

in particular

ξ−(λ) + ξ+(λ) = −αλ and ξ−(λ) · ξ+(λ) = λ.

(ii) σ(A) ⊂ {z ∈ C | Re z < 0}.

(iii) If λ > (2/α)2 then

ξ−(λ) < −2/α < ξ+(λ) < −1/α.

(iv) If 0 < λ < (2/α)2 then

−2/α < Re ξ±(λ) < 0.

(v) ξ−(λ) → −∞ as λ → ∞ and ξ− is decreasing on ((2/α)2,+∞).

(vi) ξ+(λ) → −1/α as λ → ∞ and ξ+ is increasing on ((2/α)2,+∞).

Proof. Observe that s−1({λ}) consists of ξ ∈ C solving (36), i.e. s−1({λ}) = {ξ−(λ), ξ+(λ)}.
Assertions (i)-(vi) are immediate.
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In order to estimate the norms of projections and A on eigenspaces we shall need the
following elementary fact.

Lemma 17. For any z ∈ C one has the following equalities

(i) max{|z · z1 + z2| | z1, z2 ∈ C, |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1} =
√

1 + |z|2;

(ii) max{|z1|2 + |2 · z · z1 + z2|2 | z1, z2 ∈ C, |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1} = (|z|+
√

1 + |z|2)2.

The following proposition will be crucial when computing the norms of projection onto
spectral decomposition components.

Proposition 18. Suppose that λ ∈ σp(A) \ {(2/α)2} and e0 be element of Ker (A − λI) with

‖e0‖ = 1. Then, for any u, v ∈ C,

u · (e0, 0) + v · (0, e0) = p−λ (u, v) · e−λ + p+λ (u, v) · e+λ (37)

with e
−
λ := (e0, ξ−(λ) · e0), e

+
λ := (e0, ξ+(λ) · e0), being the eigenvalues of A corresponding to

ξ+(λ) and ξ−(λ), respectively, and

p−λ (u, v) :=
ξ+(λ)u− v

ξ+(λ)− ξ−(λ)
, p+λ (u, v) :=

ξ−(λ)u− v

ξ−(λ)− ξ+(λ)
.

Let Xe0 := span {(e0, 0), (0, e0)}, P−
λ : Xe0 → C · e−λ and P

+
λ : Xe0 → C · e+λ be the projections,

i.e.

P
−
λ (u · e0, v · e0) = p−λ (u, v) · e−λ , P

+
λ (u · e0, v · e0) = p+λ (u, v) · e+λ

If λ > (2/α)2, then

‖P−
λ ‖ = ‖P+

λ ‖ = 1/
√
1− (2/α)2/λ (38)

and, if 0 < λ < (2/α)2, then

‖P−
λ ‖ = ‖P+

λ ‖ = 1/
√
1− λ/(2/α)2. (39)

Proof. The equality (37) can be verified by a direct algebraic computation.
By use of Lemma 17 (i) one has

‖P−
λ ‖ = max

{
‖P−

λ (u · e0, v · e0)‖X | ‖(u · e0, v · e0)‖X = 1
}

= max
{
|p−λ (u, v)| · ‖(e0, ξ−(λ) · e0)‖X | λ|u|2 + |v|2 = 1

}

= max
{
|(ξ+(λ)/

√
λ)z1 − z2| | |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1

}
·
√

λ+ |ξ−(λ)|2 · |ξ+(λ)− ξ−(λ)|−1

=
√

1 + |ξ+(λ)|2/λ ·
√
λ + |ξ−(λ)|2 · |ξ+(λ)− ξ−(λ)|−1.

Hence, if λ > (2/α)2 then ξ−(λ), ξ+(λ) ∈ R and, in view of (i) in Corollary 16, one gets

‖P−
λ ‖2 = (1 + ξ+(λ)

2/λ) · (λ+ ξ−(λ)
2)/(ξ+(λ)− ξ−(λ))

2

= λ−1 · (ξ+(λ)ξ−(λ) + ξ+(λ)
2) · (ξ+(λ)ξ−(λ) + ξ−(λ)

2)/∆(λ)

= (ξ−(λ) + ξ+(λ))
2/∆(λ) = (αλ)2/((αλ)2 − 4λ) =

1

1− (2/α)2/λ
.
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In the same way one computes the norm of P+
λ . When 0 < λ < (2/α)2, then ξ+(λ) = ξ−(λ)

and

‖P−
λ ‖2 = (1 + |ξ+(λ)|2/λ) · (λ+ |ξ−(λ)|2)/|ξ+(λ)− ξ−(λ)|2

= 4λ/(4λ− (αλ)2) =
1

1− λ/(2/α)2
.

As before, the computation for P+
λ is similar.

Proposition 19. Suppose that λ ∈ σp(A), e0 ∈ Ker (A − λI) with ‖e0‖ = 1 and Xe0 :=
span {(e0, 0), (0, e0)} and let Ae0 : Xe0 → Xe0 be the restriction of A to Xe0. Then

‖Ae0‖ = (2/α) · g
(
(2/α)2/λ

)

where g : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) is given by

g(r) :=
1 +

√
1 + r

r
, r > 0.

Proof. Observe that, for any u, v ∈ C,

A(u · e0, v · e0) = (v · e0,−A(u · e0 + αv · e0)) = (v · e0,−λ(u+ αv) · e0).

Hence, by use of Lemma 17 (ii),

‖Ae0‖2 = max{‖A(u · e0, v · e0)‖2X | ‖(u · e0, v · e0)‖X = 1}
= λ ·max{|v|2 + λ|u+ αv|2 | λ|u|2 + |v|2 = 1}
= λ ·max{|z1|2 + |λ1/2αz1 + z2|2 | |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1}
= λ(λ1/2α/2 +

√
1 + λ(α/2)2)2

= (2/α)2
(
λ(α/2)2 +

√
λ(α/2)2 + λ2(α/2)4

)2
= (2/α)2 ·

(
r−1 +

√
r−1 + r−2

)2

where r = (2/α)2/λ.

5 Spectral decomposition and property (UHBD) for hyper-

bolic operator

Assume that A : D(A) ⊂ X → X is a self-adjoint operator in a separable Hilbert space
X (endowed with the scalar product 〈., .〉 and norm ‖.‖) with the spectrum σ(A) consisting
of positive eigenvalues λk, k ≥ 1, of finite multiplicities such that (λk) is nondecreasing and
λk → ∞ as k → ∞. The corresponding eigenvectors we denote by ek, k ≥ 1. Then it is clear
(see Theorem 13.36 in [11]) that D(A) 6= X and therefore, in view of Lemma 13, −1/α ∈ σ(A).
In view of Corollary 16 we infer that

σ(A) = {−1/α} ∪
∞⋃

k=1

{
ξ−k , ξ+k

}
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where ξ−k := ξ−(λk), ξ
+
k := ξ+(λk). It is also clear that if ξ−k , ξ+k ∈ R then

ξ−k < −2/α < ξ+k < −1/α,

ξ−k → −∞ and ξ+k → −1/α. Moreover, the set σ(A) \ R is finite and

σ(A) \ R ⊂ {z ∈ C | −2/α < Re z < 0}.

Using the notation from Proposition 18 we define

e
−
k := e

−
λk

= (ek, ξ
−
k · ek), e

+
k := e

+
λk

= (ek, ξ
+
k · ek), k ∈ N \N0,

where N0 := {k ∈ N | λk = (2/α)2} (it is clearly a finite set) and

e
−
k := (ek, 0), e

+
k := (0, ek), k ∈ N0.

Observe that, in view of (37),

X =
⊕

k∈N

span {(ek, 0), (0, ek)} =
⊕

k∈N\N0

span
{
e
−
k , e

+
k

}
⊕X

0

and
X

0 :=
⊕

k∈N0

span
{
e
−
k , e

+
k

}
.

Obviously, for any k, l ∈ N such that k 6= l,

span
{
e
−
k , e

+
k

}
⊥ span

{
e
−
l , e

+
l

}
.

Proposition 20. For any (u, v) ∈ X

(u, v) =

∞∑

k=1

p−k (uk, vk) · e−k +

∞∑

k=1

p+k (uk, vk) · e+k in X

where p−k := p−λk
, p+k := p+λk

if k ∈ N \ N0 and p−k (z1, z2) := z1, p
+
k (z1, z2) := z2 if k ∈ N0 and

for any k ∈ N uk := 〈u, ek〉, vk := 〈v, ek〉. In consequence

X =
⊕

k∈N\N0

C · e−k ⊕
⊕

k∈N\N0

C · e+k ⊕ X
0.

Proof. Applying Proposition 18, for large k, we obtain

‖p−k (uk, vk) · e−k ‖2X ≤ 1/(1− (2/α)2/λk) · ‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X
= 1/(1− (2/α)2/λk)(λk|uk|2 + |vk|2).

The same estimate we get for ‖p+k (uk, vk) · e+k ‖2X. Since, 1/(1 − (2/α)2/λk) → 1 as k → ∞
and the series with terms λk|uk|2 + |vk|2 is convergent, we see that the series with the terms
‖p−k (uk, vk) · e−k ‖2X and ‖p+k (uk, vk) · e+k ‖2X are convergent as well.
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Now take any µ > 2/α and consider the spectral decomposition into

X = X
−
µ ⊕X

+
µ

corresponding to the spectral sets (see [4]) σ−
µ and σ+

µ given by

σ−
µ := {z ∈ σ(A) | Re z ≤ −µ}, σ+

µ := σ(A) \ σ−
µ .

The following proposition, being a straightforward consequence of Lemma 13, Corollary 16 and
Proposition 20, provides explicitly the components of the above decomposition.

Proposition 21. If µ > 2/α then

X
−
µ =

⊕

k∈N−

µ

C · e−k ,

X
+
µ =

⊕

k∈N\(N−

µ ∪N0)

C · e−k ⊕
⊕

k∈N\N0

C · e+k ⊕X
0.

where N−
µ := {k ∈ N | λk > (2/α)2, ξ−k ≤ −µ}.

Next we shall estimate the norms of the projections P
−
µ and P

+
µ in X onto X

−
µ and X

+
µ ,

respectively.

Proposition 22. If µ > 2/α then

‖P−
µ ‖L(X,X) ≤ (1− (2/α)/µ)−1 and ‖P+

µ ‖L(X,X) ≤ (1− (2/α)/µ)−1.

Proof. Let P
−
k := P

−
λk

◦ Pk where P
−
λk

: span {(ek, 0), (0, ek)} → C · e−k as in Proposition 18
and Pk : X → span {(ek, 0), (0, ek)} is the projection defined as follows: for any (u, v) ∈ X

Pk(u, v) := (uk · ek, vk · ek). Since all of the one dimensional components of X−
µ are orthogonal

with respect to each other and

1/
√

1− (2/α)2/λk ≤ 1/(1− (2/α)/µ) for k ∈ N−
µ ,

we infer that, for any (u, v) ∈ X,

‖P−
µ (u, v)‖2 =

∑

k∈N−

µ

‖P−
k (u, v)‖2 ≤

∑

k∈N−

µ

1/(1− (2/α)2/λk) · ‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X

≤ 1/(1− (2/α)/µ)2
∑

k∈N−

µ

‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X ≤ 1/(1− (2/α)/µ)2 · ‖(u, v)‖2
X
.

In order to estimate the norm of P+
µ observe that X+

µ can be split into four orthogonal parts

X
+
µ = X

+
µ,R ⊕X

+
µ,C ⊕X

+
µ,− ⊕X

0 (40)

where

X
+
µ,R :=

⊕

k∈N+

µ,R

span
{
e
−
k , e

+
k

}
, X

+
µ,C :=

⊕

k∈N+

µ,C

span
{
e
−
k , e

+
k

}
, X

+
µ,− :=

⊕

k∈N−

µ

C · e+k
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with

N+
µ,R := {k ∈ N | λk > (2/α)2, ξ−k > −µ},

N+
µ,C := {k ∈ N | 0 < λk < (2/α)2}.

Clearly, in view of the orthogonality of these components, for any (u, v) ∈ X,

‖P+
µ (u, v)‖2X = ‖P+

µ,R(u, v)‖2X + ‖P+
µ,C(u, v)‖2X + ‖P+

µ,−(u, v)‖2X + ‖P0(u, v)‖2
X

(41)

where P
+
µ,R, P+

µ,C, P+
µ,− and P

0 are projections onto the proper components. Therefore

‖P+
µ,R(u, v)‖2X =

∑

k∈N+

µ,R

‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X, ‖P+
µ,C(u, v)‖2X =

∑

k∈N+

µ,C

‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X

and
‖P0(u, v)‖2

X
=
∑

k∈N0

‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X.

Reasoning as in the case of P−
µ and using Proposition 18, we get

‖P+
µ,−(u, v)‖2X ≤ 1/(1− (2/α)/µ)2

∑

k∈N−

µ

‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X.

Now applying all the estimates for the components of (41) we get

‖P+
µ (u, v)‖2X ≤ 1/(1− (2/α)/µ)2

∑

k∈N

‖(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X = 1/(1− (2/α)/µ)2‖(u, v)‖2
X
,

which ends the proof.

Proposition 23. For any µ > 2/α the following properties hold

(i) X
+
µ ⊂ D(A), A(X+

µ ) ⊂ X
+
µ ;

(ii) A(X−
µ ∩D(A)) ⊂ X

−
µ ;

(iii) ‖A(u, v)‖X ≤ µ · (1 +
√
2)‖(u, v)‖X for any (u, v) ∈ X

+
µ ;

(iv) 〈A(u, v), (u, v)〉
X
≤ −µ‖(u, v)‖2

X
for all (u, v) ∈ X

−
µ ∩D(A) and, in consequence,

‖etA(u, v)‖X ≤ e−µt‖(u, v)‖X for any (u, v) ∈ X
−
µ .

Proof. (i) Note that the space X
+
µ is the closure of a sum of invariant spaces on which the

operator A is bounded with the norms estimated by the same constant. Then the completeness
of X and the closedness of A show that X

+
µ ⊂ D(A). The invariance is immediate.

(ii) Take any (u, v) ∈ X
−
µ ∩D(A). Then

(u, v) =
∑

k∈N−

µ

αk · e−k (42)
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where αk ∈ C, k ∈ N−
µ . In particular

u =
∑

k∈N−

µ

αk · ek and v =
∑

k∈N−

µ

αkξ
−
k · ek.

Since v ∈ X1/2 and u+ α · v ∈ D(A) we have, in view of Corollary 16 (i),
∑

k∈N−

µ

λk|αkξ
−
k |2 < +∞ and

∑

k∈N−

µ

λ2
k|1 + αξ−k |2|αk|2 =

∑

k∈N−

µ

|ξ−k |4|αk|2 < +∞. (43)

Observe also that

‖A(αk · e−k )‖2X = |αkξ
−
k |2‖(ek, ξ−k · ek)‖2X = (λk + |ξ−k |2)|ξ−k |2|αk|2,

which, in view of (43), implies the convergence of the series
∑

k∈N−

µ

A(αk · e−k ) in X.

Hence, by use of the closedness of A, we get

A(u, v) =
∑

k∈N−

µ

A(αk · e−k ) ∈ X
−
µ . (44)

This completes the proof of the invariance.
(iii) Take any (u, v) ∈ X

+
µ . Using (40), we have

P
+
µ,R(u, v) =

∑

k∈N+

µ,R

(uk · ek, vk · ek),

P
+
µ,C(u, v) =

∑

k∈N+

µ,C

(uk · ek, vk · ek),

P
+
µ,−(u, v) =

∑

k∈N−

µ

p+k (uk, vk) · e+k ,

P
0(u, v) =

∑

k∈N0

(uk · ek, vk · ek).

By the invariance and orthogonality of the components

‖AP
+
µ (u, v)‖2X = ‖AP

+
µ,R(u, v)‖2X + ‖AP

+
µ,C(u, v)‖2X + ‖AP

+
µ,−(u, v)‖2X + ‖AP

0(u, v)‖2
X
. (45)

Clearly, by use of Proposition 19 and the fact that g is decreasing and

(2/α)2/λk > 1− (1− (2/α)/µ)2 for all k ∈ N+
µ,R,

we obtain

‖AP
+
µ,R(u, v)‖2X =

∑

k∈N+

µ,R

‖A(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X

≤
[
(2/α) · g(1− (1− (2/α)/µ)2)

]2 · ‖P+
µ,R(u, v)‖2X

= µ2 ·
[
1 +

√
1 + ̺(2− ̺)

2− ̺

]2
· ‖P+

µ,R(u, v)‖2X

≤ µ2 · (1 +
√
2)2 · ‖P+

µ,R(u, v)‖2X
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where (0, 1) ∋ ̺ := (2/α)/µ. Next, again using Proposition 19 and the inequality

(2/α)2/λk > 1 for all k ∈ N+
µ,C

we have

‖AP
+
µ,C(u, v)‖2X =

∑

k∈N+

µ,C

‖A(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X ≤ [(2/α) · g(1)]2 ‖P+
µ,C(u, v)‖2X.

Furthermore, taking into considerations the inequality

0 ≥ ξ+k ≥ − 2

α
· 1

2− (2/α)/µ
for all k ∈ N−

µ ,

we get

‖AP
+
µ,−(u, v)‖2X =

∑

k∈N−

µ

∥∥A(p+k (uk, vk) · e+k )
∥∥2
X
=
∑

k∈N−

µ

|ξ+k |2
∥∥p+k (uk, vk) · e+k

∥∥2
X

≤ [(2/α)/(2− (2/α)/µ)]2 · ‖P+
µ,−(u, v)‖2X ≤ (2/α)2‖P+

µ,−(u, v)‖2X.

Observe also that, by use of Proposition 19, one has

‖AP
0(u, v)‖2

X
=
∑

k∈N0

‖A(uk · ek, vk · ek)‖2X ≤ [(2/α) · g(1)]2 · ‖P0(u, v)‖2
X
.

Combining the above inequalities together with (45) we arrive at the desired assertion.
(iv) Take any (u, v) ∈ X

−
µ ∩D(A). Clearly, there are αk ∈ C, k ∈ N−

µ , such that (42) holds.
In view of (44) and the orthogonality of the components, we have

〈A(u, v), (u, v)〉
X
=
∑

k∈N−

µ

〈
A(αk · e−k ), αk · e−k

〉
X
=
∑

k∈N−

µ

ξ−k ‖αk · e−k ‖2X ≤ −µ‖(u, v)‖2
X
,

which ends the proof.

Corollary 24. The operator A has property (UHBD).

Thus, we can apply directly Corollary 2 with µ0 := 2/α and M := 1 +
√
2 to derive the

estimate in Theorem 4.

Remark 25. We can refine our result by use of Remark 9. Instead of the global Lipschitzianity
of f , assume that, for any R,R′ > 0, there exists L = LR,R′ > 0 such that (5) holds whenever
‖u1‖1/2, ‖u2‖1/2 ≤ R and ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖ ≤ R′. Then if u : R → X1/2 is a T -periodic solution of (4),

then T ≥ 1/LR,R′

(
1 +

√
(1 + 1/

√
2)(1 + 2/αLR,R′)

)2

.
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6 Application to strongly damped beam equation

As an illustration, let us consider the following damped beam equation




utt + αutxxxx + βut + uxxxx = h(x, u, ut, ux, uxx), x ∈ (0, l), t ≥ 0,
u(0, t) = u(l, t) = 0, t > 0
uxx(0, t) = uxx(l, t) = 0, t > 0

(46)

where l > 0, α, β > 0 and h : [0, l]× R4 → R is a continuous function such that

|h(x, z1)− h(x, z2)| ≤ L|z1 − z2|

for some fixed L > 0 and all z1, z2 ∈ R4 and x ∈ [0, l]. Here | · | stands for either the Euclidean
norm (in R4) or the absolute value (in R). It is the so-called beam equation with strong damping
coming from Ball’s model for extensible beam coming from [1]. The boundary conditions above
can be replaced by u(0, t) = u(l, t) = 0 and ux(0, t) = ux(l, t) = 0, which corresponds to the
way the beam’s ends are fixed.

If we define A : D(A) → L2(0, l) with

D(A) := {u ∈ L2(0, l) | u ∈ W 4,2(0, l), u(0) = u(l) = 0, u′′(0) = u′′(l) = 0}
or D(A) := {u ∈ L2(0, l) | u ∈ W 4,2(0, l), u(0) = u(l) = 0, u′(0) = u′(l) = 0}

(depending on the boundary conditions) and

Au = u′′′′, u ∈ D(A).

The space X := L2(0, l) is equipped with the standard scalar product 〈u, v〉L2 :=
∫ l

0
u(s)v(s) ds

and the norm ‖u‖L2 :=
√

〈u, u〉L2, u, v ∈ X. The operator A (in both versions) has compact
resolvent and using its spectral representation one may show that A1/2u = −u′′, for u ∈ X1/2 =
D(A1/2) and ‖A1/4u‖L2 = ‖u′‖L2 for each u ∈ X1/4. The mapping f : X1/2×X → X we define
by

[f(u, v)](x) := h(x, u(x), v(x), ux(x), uxx(x))− βv(x), for a. e. x ∈ [0, l].

We denote eigenvalues of A by λk, k ∈ N. Observe that for all k ∈ N λk+1 ≥ λk > 0 and
λk → ∞. One can directly verify that for any u1, u2 ∈ X1/2 and v1, v2 ∈ X

‖f(u1, v1)− f(u2, v2)‖X ≤ L̃ · ‖(u1, v1)− (u2, v2)‖X1/2×X .

where L̃ :=
√
2L
(
1+max{λ1

−1/4 + λ1
−1/2, β/L}

)
. Hence, we can directly apply Theorem 4 to

see that if (46) has a nontrivial T -periodic solution then

T ≥ 1/L̃

(
1 +

√
(1 + 1/

√
2)(1 + 2/αL̃)

)2

.
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