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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

u(t) = f(u(t)), (1)

where f: RY — RY is Lipschitz with constant L > 0, then 7' > 27 /L. The same estimate was
showed in the infinite dimensional phase space by Busenberg et al. in [2] where () is considered
in a Hilbert space. For ([l 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

u(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 : X? — X is defined on the fractional space X? with 8 € [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 > (27 4 (8/e)’ /(1 — e 31— g)) /7 LD, (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

i(t) + ada(t) + Au(t) = Fu(t), alt)), t > 0, (4)
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where A is as above and a > 0 is a damping coefficient. In the hyperbolic case we assume,
additionally, that A has compact resolvent, which means that the spectrum o(A) consists of
positive \,,, n € N, such that \, — +00 as n — +oo. The nonlinear term f: X2 x X — X
(X1/2 is the fractional space determined by A) is Lipschitz, i.e. there exists L > 0 such that,
for any uy, us € X2 and vy, v9 € X,

1/2
1/ (w1, 01) = fug,v2)|| < L (llug — a7 )5 + [lor — vl ?) / (5)

where || - ||1/2 stands for the norm in X'/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 a = 0 there is no lower
bound for periods of periodic solutions of (). Indeed, if e € X \ {0} is the eigenvector for
A, corresponding to an eigenvalue A > 0 and f(u,v) := L -wu, with L < A\, then u(t) :=
sin(tv/A — L) - e is a well-defined periodic solutions of () with the minimal period 27 /A — L.
Therefore, if the eigenvalues of the operator A make an unbounded set, then we have a periodic
solution of () of arbitrarily small period. Another case where one can not expect any minimal
period estimate is when () 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
(@) 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 () we rewrite the problem as a system

{ U=
0=—Ala-v+u)+ f(u,v),
which in turn can be represented as the first order equation
i=Az+F(2),t>0, (6)
where z = (u,v) and the operator A : D(A) — X in X := X'/2 x X is given by
A(u,v) = (v,—A(a-v+u)), (u,v) € D(A), (7)

with D(A) := {(u,v) € X | a-v+u & D(A), v € X'/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 {(u, v1), (us, v2)) = (u1, u2), ;o + (01, 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) C X — X



being an infinitesimal generator of a Cj semigroup of bounded linear operators e : X — X,
t > 0, on a Banach space (X, || - [|x). Assume that (V,|| - ||v) is a Banach space such that
(1) D(A) CcVCX;

(V2) V is embedded continuously into X;

(V3) e®(X) C V, for all t > 0, and the family {e"*|y : V — V},50, of operators
restricted to V, is a Cj semigroup of bounded linear operators on V.

We say that A has the wuniformly half-bounded decomposition property, in short property
(UHBD), whenever there exists py > 0, M > 0 and a continuous m : (0, +00) — (0, +00) such
that, for any u > pg, there exists a decomposition X = X & X: into closed subspaces such
that

(Duy) XFC D(A), AXF C XF and [|[Aw|ly < pM ||lwlly, for all w € X

(D) AK; N D(A)) C Xz, [eullx < e lulls, [*ully < mthe#wl, for al
we X, and t > 0, and [|e"w|ly < e *|lw|y, for all w € X;; NV and ¢ > 0;

(Dyo) fot m(s)e " ds < oo for all t > 0.
A continuous function z : (71, 7) — V, T} < Ty, is said to be a mild solution of
z2=~Az+T(2) (8)
if and only if, for any t,tq € (17, T,) with ¢y < t,
¢
2(t) = eltT1R (1) +/ IR (2(s)) ds. 9)
to

In this abstract setting we get the following result.

Theorem 1. Suppose that the generator A of a Cy-semigroup of bounded linear operators in a
Banach space X satisfies (V1)—(V3) and has property (UH BD) with some Banach space V C X
and F : 'V — X is Lipschitz with constant L > 0. If there exists a nonstationary T-periodic
mild solution z : R — 'V of (), then either T'> 1/uoM or, for all pv € (po, 1/MT),

K: K, . wT
1<TL- H T e ’d 10
< 1= uMT + T (e m( )+/0 m(s/p) - e 3)} (10)
with K7 = [|PF ox,vy and K, = ||P, [|sx x), where PF X — XF and P, : X — X 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 () (see Theorem
@ below).

Corollary 2. If additionally to the assumptions of Theorem [ we assume that pg >0, m =1
and

K, < —po/w)™", K& <(—p/p)t, forall p> p, (11)

then the period of any nontrivial periodic solution of (&) satisfies the inequality
2
T>1/L (1 + /M1 + /LQ/L)) .
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The proof of Theorem [Il 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. Ifu:[0,T] — X?, 3 €[0,1) is a nonstationary periodic solution of (&) with the
period T > 0, then

T > 1/(LK,)Y07) (12
where Kg 1= minye(o,1) H(n) and H : (0,1) — (0, +00) is given by
g M n
H(n):= /A (e‘" + nﬁ/ s Pems ds) (13)
L=n 0

with Mg = (B/e)? if B € (0,1) and Mz =1 if 3 =0.

Consequently, one has
T > 1/LY00 (218 oy e+ My/(1— )" for B e (0,1), (14)

and,
T >1/4L for 5 =0.

The above result improves (B]) obtained by Robinson and Vidal-Lopez in [10] (see Remark [I2]).

In Section 4 we study the spectral properties of the hyperbolic operator A given by ()
and in Section 5 we prove that A has the property (UHBD) with constants pg = 2/« and
M = 14+/2 (see Corollary 23] as well as the inequalities (I[I]) 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 [l) with the period
T >0, then

T>1/L <1—|—\/(1—|—1/\/§)<1+2/(XL))2. (15)

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

2 General period estimate — proof of Theorem (Il

Assume that the operator A and F : V — X is as in Theorem [I Suppose that z : R — V is a

mild solution of
Z=Az+F(z) on R

with minimal period 7" > 0. In particular, z(t) = 2z(t +7'), for all ¢ € R, and one has the
Duhamel formula

2(t) = et R (1) + /t AT (2(5)) ds (16)

to

for any ¢y € R and all t > ¢y. This yields, for any ¢t € R,
T
St) = 2(t +T) = eT22(t) + / TR (5(5)) ds,
t
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which, after change of variables in the integral, yields

(I —e™™)z(t) = /o eT=AR(2(t + 5)) ds. (17)

Let us take p > po such that
uMT <1 (18)

and use property (UH BD) to obtain the decomposition
_x- +
X=X, 0X].

Remark 5. By (D, ) and (D, ), one has APfw = PFAw for all w € D(A) and AP w =
P Aw for all w € D(A) N X7

We shall also need the following estimates.

Lemma 6. Under the above assumptions, for any p > pg and T > 0, define R, 7 : X, NV —
X, NV by Ryru:=u— e u, u e X, NV. Then

(1) ||R;71Tw||v < (1 —e "y Ywl|y for all w € X, NV,

(17) ||R;%Fw —wlly <e (1 — e ")t (T) ||w|x for all w € X, NnVv.
Proof. (i) By (D,,~) we have ¢ X € X, and

||6TA||L(X;0V,X;OV) <e <1, (19)

where in the closed subspace X NV of V we consider the norm from V. Hence, we can infer
that the operator R, 7 is invertible and

”R;ITHL(X;W,X;W) <(1- ”eTA”L(X;mV,X;ﬂV))il <(1—erh)h (20)

(ii) According to (i) and (D, ), for any w € X NV, we get

o0
ekTAw — ekTAeTAw
= Ezpe ™l < (1— ey [T,

< (=) e (T)|lwllx,

1R, zw — wlly

which completes the proof. O

Now choose 7 € (0,7) and consider D : [0, +00) — X given by
D(t) :=z(t+7)—2(t), t > 0.

Clearly, D is a nonzero function as T is the minimal period of z and we have the following
estimates.



Lemma 7. Under the above assumptions if o < 1/MT, then, for any u € (po, 1/ MT),

(i) P Dl ooz < TLK, (1 — pMT) | Dl| o o,70),

(44) IP, D||goeo,rv) < K, L (,ule”Tm(T) + /0 ! m(s) - e He ds) | D|| 2o 0,75)-
Proof. Observe that, in view of ([I6]),
D(t) = z(t + 1) — 2(t) = " D(0) + /t eIAF(2(s + 7)) — F(2(s))]ds for all t > 0.
0
Acting with IP’;L on both sides, one gets
PYD(t) = etAIP’:D(O) + /t e(t_s)AIP’:w(s) ds
0

with w(s) := F(z(s + 7)) — F(2(s)). Since A is bounded on X} we get
(P;D)'(t) = AP; D(t) + P w(t), for anyt > 0. (21)

On the other hand

/OT P+ D(s) ds = P* </0T s +m)ds = /OT Ae) ds) -

PHD(t) = % /0 "Bt dr - % /O : (P;D(r) + / DY) ds) dr

_ %/OT (/:(IP:D)’(s) ds) dr.

Observe that X;f C D(A) C 'V, therefore

which implies

t
Py D)l < /0 | D) ()l ds. (22)
By use of [21)), 22) and (D, ), we obtain, for all t € [0, 77,
¢ ¢
IBEDWl < [ IARL DO vds + [ [Bfw(s)vds
0 0

T T
SMM/HWD@W@+KH/|W@W%
0 0
< uMT P} D||poco.r5v) + TLE || D L(0,rv)
and, in consequence,

[P Dl Lo o.73v) < TLK,H (1 — pMT) ™| D[ oo 0,050,
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which proves (i).
In order to show (ii), we use () and the invariance of X with respect to ™ to get

T
P,D(t) = (I — eTA)l/O eT=9)h P w(t+ s)ds.
In view of (D, _) and (D,), the integral
T
/0 eT-9)A P w(t+ s)ds

which, by definition, is an element of the space X/, is also convergent in the space V, since, by
use of (D, _) and the Lipschitz property of F, we get

T T
/o He(T’S)AP;w(t + s)||vds < /0 m(T — s)e’“(T’s) P, [F(z(t + s+ 7)) —F(2(t + 5))]llx ds
T
<KL /O m(T — $)e="T=) | D(t + )| ds

T
<K,L (/0 m(s)e H ds) | D] £oo(o,m3v) < 00.

Hence, by Lemma [ (ii) and (D, ),

T T
[P, D (@)l < H(R;lT - [)/ e P w(t + s)ds|| + / e TP w(t + s) ds
’ 0 \% 0 v
T
<e (1 —e ) 'm(T) ’ /0 e TP w(t + s)ds|| +
X
T
+ K, L (/ m(s)e " ds) | D|| oo (0,7:v)
0
T
< 1= DL ([ et ds) D]
0
T
+ K;L (/ m(s)eiﬂs dS) HDHLO"(O,T;V)
0
T

< s, (e () + [ ms) e as ) 1Dl
which ends the proof of (ii). O
Proof of Theorem[l. Since

I Dl o013y < Pk Dl e o,y + P Dl oo (o,3v)
we see that, by use of Lemma, [7]
K K (ur "
Dl p=rv)y <TL- s T e d D p0.1
Dl < TL- |y + ot (@) + [ s/ ds) | 101w

Since || D||r,rx) # 0, we obtain the assertion ([I0). O
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Remark 8. In the proof of Lemma [l another possibility is to use [dl (i) to get

T
P, D(t)|lv < (1 — e rH! /0 e(T_S)AIP’;w(t + s)ds

v

T
< (1-— e—MT)—lK;L (/ m(s) - e " ds) | D 2o (0.7:v)
0

which is an alternative for the inequality (ii) in Lemma [7 Following the proof of Theorem [II
we get the following version of its assertion: if z : R — V is a nonstationary 7-periodic mild
solution of (§)), then either 7" > 1/poM or, for all u € (po, 1/MT),

K K,

1<TL- (1 — ;MT T _“GWT) /OMT m(s/u) - e—Sds) . (23)

This means that, if only we knew that
1 wr uT
(1—enT) /0 m(s/p) - e *ds = e”"Tm(T) + /0 m(s/p) - e ds,
i.e. equivalently

/0 m(r) - e dr > m(T) - (1 — e T) /. (24)

then the estimate (I0) implies (23)). Observe that the (24)) holds if m is decreasing, e.g. in the
parabolic case when m(n) = Mgn=? with 3 € (0,1). This will imply that our estimates provide
stronger results for parabolic problems than those obtained in [I0] — see Remark I2l In another
interesting case, with m being a constant function, one has an equality between both sides of
[24)) and it is clear that (I0) and (23] provide the same results.

Proof of Corollary[d We assume that the assumption () holds. If 7" is the period of a non-
trivial T-periodic solution of (§), then either 7' > 1/ugM or the inequality, coming from (I0),
holds

1< TL(L = po/p) ™" - [(1 = pMT) ™ +1/uT],

which, after setting n = uMT, yields
1— poMT/n<TL((1—n)""+M/n).

Consequently
T >1/G(n) (25)

where G : (0,1) — (0, +00) is given by
G(n):=L/(1 =n)+ LM/n+ pM/n=L/(1—-n)+C/n

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

Go=(VL+VC)



at the point 79 = v/C/(V/L + v/C). Now observe that either 1y/MT < y, which is equivalent
to the inequality

T > no/poM = VC/uoM (VL +VC) = ClugM(VLC + C) = (1 4+ L/ o)/ (VLC + O)
or for 1 = ny/MT we get, by use of (23),
T>1/G(no) =1/Go =1/(VL+VO)? =1/(L + C + 2VLO).
Hence taking into consideration that

(1+ L/uo)/(WVLC +C) > 1/(L+C +2VLC)
we see that T > 1/(L+ C +2vVLC) = 1/L (1 +/M(1 +,u0/L)>

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

2

0

IF(z1) — F(20)||x < Lgl||z1 — 22|lv for all z1,20 € {z € X | |z|lv < R},

then we can slightly refine the assertion. Namely, if z : R — V is a T-periodic solution and R :=
2
max{||z(t)|| | ¢ € R}, then, due to Corollary 2] one has T'> 1/Lg (1 +M(1+ ,UO/LR)) :

3 Parabolic equations — proof of Theorem

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 X? with the fractional norm given by
|ulls = ||A%ul|, u € X, where AP is the fractional power of the operator A (see e.g. [7]). It is
well-known that —A generates an analytic Cy-semigroup e~*4 such that e *4(X) C D(A) and

||e_tA||L(X7X5) < Mg/t? for all u € X7

with Mg = (8/e)? if B € (0,1) and Mz = 1 if 8 = 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 8 € [0,1) and p > 0, there exists a
decomposition X = XI @ X with X7 C D(A) and such that:

(1) [|Au|| < pllu||, for all u € X;r, and ||P}ju||5 < pP||u||, for allu € X;

(i) le™ul| < e [ull, for all w € X, and |le”ullzg < e |ullg for all u €
X'NX,;
(iii) [le""ullg < Mgt~ Pe |ul| for allt >0 and u € X, .

As an immediate consequence we get the following conclusion.

Proposition 11. If X := X, V := X? with the fractional norm || - || and A := —A, then
A satisfies the assumptions (Vi) — (V3) and has the (UHBD) property with pg = 0, M = 1,
KF=pl, K, =1, m(t)=Mg/t°, t > 0.



The proof involves spectral calculus for positive self-adjoint operators in Hilbert spaces

Proof of Theorem[3. Assume that u € C(R, X?) is a nontrivial T-periodic solution of (2)) with
T > 0 (it is clear that u is also a mild solution). By Proposition [l we may apply Theorem [II
and obtain for all p € (0,1/7)

A M, uT
H B [ —uT B =B . ,=s
1<TL- —L(erT e %d

- ll —pT " pI (6 / +/o (s/u) e S)]

T M -
=T°L. { WI)_ | My (e‘“T + (MT)B/ se ds)] !
1—uT  uT 0

ie.
1 <T"PL-H(uT)

where H : (0,1) — (0, 4+00) is given by ([[3). It is clear that 1 < T'#. L. K.
Now in order to prove ([4) taking p > 0 such that uT = 1/2 we get 1 < T*PL - H(1/2).
Finally note that, for 8 € (0, 1),
1/2
H(1/2) <27 p oMy | /2 + (1/2)ﬁ/ s ds (26)
0
= 2P 4 2Mg /e + Mg/ (1 - ), (27)
which implies (I4). If 5 = 0, then H attains minimum at 7 = 1/2 and
1 <TL -H(1/2)=T- 4L,
which ends the proof. O

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

P M, "
K B -5 —s
1<TL- e %d

- <1 — T T = e i) /0 (8/)" € S)

T
_ TI—BL . (IMT>ﬁ + Mﬁ /M S_ﬁ . 6_8 dS
1t G e ), ’
=T"°L- FI(MT)a

where H : (0,1) — (0, +00) is given by

- B M n
H(n) = T4 il g / s e ds.
L—n  n=P(1—e) Jy

Observe that

2 -8 Mg Y2
H(1/2)=2" P .e %d
(1/2) =277+ <1/2>16<1—e1/2>/0 e

My

< 2176
T e

/1/2 s Pds=2""P 4 Mg/(1 — e V2)(1 =), (28)
) Jo ’ ’
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which allows us to deduce the estimate (3] that was provided originally in [10].
(i) The estimate (I2)) is stronger than (3)). Indeed, reasoning as in Remark [ we see that
H(n) > H(n) for all n € (0,1). Therefore, in view of (25),

21 L My /(1 —e V) (1= B) > H(1/2) > n(nn) H(n) > Kg,
ne(0,1

which shows the relation between the estimates.
(iii) To see that also (I4) is stronger that (B]) one can directly verify the inequality

2P 4 M/ (1 — eV (1 — B) > 21 P 4 2My /e'/? + Mg /(1 — B)

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 = A, : D(A,) — X in X := X2 x X, where X'/2 is the
fractional space related to A, is defined by

A(u,v) = (v, =Ala v +u)), (u,0) € D(A). (29)

with
D(A) :={(u,v) € X | a-v+ue€ D(A),ve X2}

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 £ € C. If £ # —1/a then
(u,v) € D(A) and (&1 —A)(u,v) = (g,h) (30)

if and only if w:=u+ a-v € D(A),

1 Q@ 19 1

— . . — Cw— . 1
“ 1+ aé w+1+a§ g0 1+ af v 1+ aé g (31)

and ¢
(A—s(&)[)w:1+a§~g+h (32)

where the mapping s : C\ {—1/a} — C is given by

_ &

s(§) = T4 ot

If ¢ = —1/a then BQ) is equivalent to the following condition

geD(A), u=-a-(—a*> Ag+g—a-h) and v=—a-(a-Ag+h). (33)
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Proof. Suppose that (30) holds. Then, by the definition of A, w =u+ a-v € D(A) and
Eu—v=g and &-v+ Aw=h. (34)
Substituting u = w — a - v in the first equality of ([B4]) one gets
Ew—(14+af) v=yg (35)

and v =(1+aé) b w—(1+af)"t g, ie. the second part of (BI)). Applying it in u = w—a-v,
one has u = (1 4+ a&)™ - w + a(l + a&)™' - g, i.e. the first part of ([BI)), and applying second
part of (BI]) in the second equality of (B4]) we arrive at (32)).

Now suppose that w = u + a -v € D(A) and both ([BI) and (32) hold. Then, obviously
v=a"'(w—u)€ X"Y? and a direct calculation shows that

(€1 = A)(u,v) = (§-u—v, v+ Aw)=(g, —s(§) w—E(1+ag)™ g+ Aw) = (g,h),

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

Remark 14. Suppose B : D(B) — X is an arbitrary closed operator in a Banach space X.
Recall that 0 € p(B) if and only if for any g € X there exists a unique v € 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.

(i1) p(A)\{=1/a} = s~ (p(A)).

(iii) o(A)\{-1/a} =57} (a(4)).

(iv) If £ # —1/a, then Ker (I — A) = {(u, & -u) | u € Ker (s(§)I — A)}.
Proof. (i) Suppose (u,,v,) € D(A), n > 1, and (un,v,) — (u,v) and A(u,,v,) — (g,h) in
X. It follows directly that u, — w in X2 v, — v in X and that v, — ¢ in X'/? and
—A(uy + - v,) — h, which implies v = g € X2 and that u, + o v, — u + o -v. By the
closedness of A, u+ a-v € D(A) and A(u + o - v) = —h. It means that (u,v) € D(A) and
A(u,v) = (v,—A(u+ o -v)) = (g, h), which shows (i).

(ii) If £ € p(A) \ {—1/a}, then, in particular, for ¢ = 0 and any h € X, there is a
unique (u,v) € D(A) such that (£ — A)(u,v) = (0, h), which due to Lemma [[3] means that
w:=u+a-v € D(A) is the only solution of (A — s(§)/)w = h, which, in view of Remark [I4]
means that s(§) € p(A). On the other hand, if s(§) € p(A) and we take any (g, h) € X, then we
get a unique w € D(A) satisfying (32]). Then (u,v) given by ([B1) solves ({1 — A)(u,v) = (g, h).
The uniqueness of solutions comes immediately from the uniqueness of w. Hence, again by

Remark [[4] we infer that £ € p(A).
(iii) Observe that, by use of (ii),

o(A)\ {=1/a} = (C\ p(A) \{-1/a} =
= (C\{~1/a})\ (p(A) \ {=1/a}) = (C\ {-1/a}) \ s (p(A))
=5 (C\ p(4)) = s (o(A)).
(iv) follows directly from Lemma [I3] O
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Corollary 16. If A is an unbounded operator with o(A) C (0,400), then

o(A)\{—1/a} = £ (a(A) Ui (o(A))

and

where if X\ > (2/a)?

—al — /AN 2 1
= 2 T 1— /1 (2/a)/X
¢ (}\)_—a)\Jr\/A()\)__g_ 1
e 2 A 14+/1-(2/a)/N
if 0 < A< (2/a)?
g()\)_—aA—i\/—A(A)__g‘ 1
o 2 o 1—i/2/a)2/A-1
¢ (}\)_—aA+i\/—A()\)__g_ 1
e 2 Ca 1+i/(2/a)/A -1
and if X\ = (2/a)? R
() =& () = ==,

with A(N) = (aX)? — 4\. Moreover
(i) For any A >0, £_(\) and £4.(\) are the roots of
4 aX+ =0, (36)

wn particular

E N +E ) =—ah and € ()& () = A
(ii) o(A) C {z € C | Rez < 0}.

(iii) If A > (2/a)? then
E-(N) < —2/a<&(N) < —1/a.

(iv) If 0 < X < (2/a)? then
—2/a < Re&i(N) <O0.

(v) £(N) = —00 as A — oo and &_ is decreasing on ((2/a)?, +00).
(vi) &4 (A) = —=1/a as A — oo and &, is increasing on ((2/a)?, +00).
Proof. Observe that s™'({\}) consists of ¢ € C solving [B6), i.e. s7'({\}) = {£_(N), & (N}

Assertions (i)-(vi) are immediate. O
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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

(1) max{|z-z1 + 2| | 21,20 €C, |21]* + |]* = 1} = /1 + |2[%

(i4)  max{|z|*+ 2221 + 2| | 21,22 €C, |21} + |2* = 1} = (|2| + V1 + |2]2)*

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

Proposition 18. Suppose that A € 0,(A) \ {(2/a)*} and eq be element of Ker (A — XI) with
lleoll = 1. Then, for any u,v € C,

u- (e9,0) +v-(0,e0) = py (u,v) - €5 +py (u,v) - €5 (37)

with ey = (eg,&_(N) - €p), € := (e, &+ (N) - €9), being the eigenvalues of A corresponding to
&+ (N) and E_(N), respectively, and

prluys) e STy S

IRSICVE SOV &) =& ()
Let X, := span {(eg,0), (0,e0)}, Py : Xo, = C- e and Py : X, — C- e be the projections,

1.€.

P (u-ep,v-e) =p,(u,v)- ey, Pj\L(u e,V €g) = pj\L(u,v) . ej\L

If A\ > (2/a)?, then

IPII = [Pl = 1/v/1 = (2/a)?/A (38)
and, if 0 < X\ < (2/a)?, then

IPXII = IPxl =1/v/1 =X/ (2/a). (39)

Proof. The equality (B7) can be verified by a direct algebraic computation.
By use of Lemma [I7] (i) one has

|P5 ]| = max {|P5 (u-eo,v-eo)lx | [[(u-eo,v- eo)l|x =1}
= max {|p} (v, v)| - [[(e0, &= (N) - €0)|Ix | Alul* + |[v|* =1}

= max {|(&: N/ VN1 — 2l | a1 + |zl = 1} - VAFTE P+ 164 () =& (V)7
= VIHENP/A- VAN e () =)
Hence, if A > (2/a)? then £_()), &, (\) € R and, in view of (i) in Corollary [I6l one gets
IPLIZ = (14 &2/ - A+ (V)6 () = € (V)
= A7 (G V) + ) - (G NN +E()D)/AW)

= (€0 + € /AW = (@AP/(@A) = 44) = 1.
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In the same way one computes the norm of P{. When 0 < A < (2/a)?, then &, () = £_())
and

P = X+ [ENF/A) - A+ [E-(N)/164(A) = €=M

=4/ (4) — (aN)?) = m

As before, the computation for P} is similar. O

Proposition 19. Suppose that X\ € 0,(A), eg € Ker (A — ) with |e] = 1 and X, =
span {(eg,0), (0,e0)} and let A., : X, = X, be the restriction of A to X.,. Then

1Al = (2/a) - g ((2/)*/X)
where g : (0, 4+00) — (0, +00) is given by

1++V1+7r
:777"

r

g(r): > 0.
Proof. Observe that, for any u,v € C,
A(u-eg,v-ep) = (v-eg,—A(u-eg+ av-ey)) = (v ey, —Au+ av) - e).

Hence, by use of Lemma [T (ii),

1A, |[* = max{[| A eo,v - eo)lx [ [|(u+eo,v - €0)|x = 1}
= X max{|v]> + Nu+ av|* | A|ul> + |v|* = 1}
= X-max{|z|* + |\ %z + 2 | |4+ |2)? =1}
= MA\20/2 4+ /1 + Ma/2)2)?
9 2
_ (2/@)2 ()\(a/2)2 + \/)\(a/2)2 4 )\2(a/2)4) = (2/a)2~ (7»*1 +Vr-l 4+ r72)

where 7 = (2/a)?/\. O

5 Spectral decomposition and property (UH BD) 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 o(A) consisting
of positive eigenvalues Ay, & > 1, of finite multiplicities such that (\) is nondecreasing and
A — 00 as k — 0o. The corresponding eigenvectors we denote by e, & > 1. Then it is clear
(see Theorem 13.36 in [11]) that D(A) # X and therefore, in view of Lemma[[3 —1/«a € o(A).
In view of Corollary [I6 we infer that

(e 9]

o(A)={-1/a}u| J{&. &}

k=1
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where & =& (M), & =& (\). Tt is also clear that if &, & € R then
& < —2/a <& < —1/a,
& — —ooand & — —1/a. Moreover, the set o(A) \ R is finite and
c(A)\RC{zeC | —2/a <Rez < 0}.

Using the notation from Proposition [I8 we define

e, =€y = (er, & -ex), ef

= e;\rk = (er, & -ex), ke€N\ N,
where N := {k € N | \; = (2/a)?} (it is clearly a finite set) and
e, = (e,0), e :=(0,e;), ke N

Observe that, in view of (37),

X = EB span {(ex,0),(0,ex)} = EB span {e;,ef } & X"

keN kEN\NO

and

XY= @ span {e; e }.

keNO
Obviously, for any k,l € N such that k # [,
span {e; , e/ } L span{e; e/ }.
Proposition 20. For any (u,v) € X

(u,v) = Zp,;(uk,vk) e, + Zp;(uk,vk) cef inX
k=1 k=1

where p, == py, Pl = p;\rk if k € N\ N° and p; (21, 22) := 21, D} (21,22) := 22 if kK € N and
for any k € N uy := (u, ey, v := (v, ex). In consequence

X= (P Ce & P C-ef @ X"

kEN\NO kEN\NO

Proof. Applying Proposition [I8], for large k, we obtain

ok (e, ve) - ;1% < 1/ (1= (2/a)*/ ) - [[(wn - ex, v - en) [l
= 1/(1 = (2/0)* /) (Arluxl* + o] ).
The same estimate we get for ||p; (ug,vi) - € ||%. Since, 1/(1 — (2/a)?/ ;) — 1 as k — oo

and the series with terms Ap|ug|* + |vx|? is convergent, we see that the series with the terms
|y (ur, vi) - € [|% and ||pf (ur, vg) - €] ||% are convergent as well. O
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Now take any p > 2/« and consider the spectral decomposition into
_x- +
X=X,®&X,
corresponding to the spectral sets (see [4]) o, and cr: given by
o, ={2€0(A) | Rez < —p}, of =0(A)\o,.

The following proposition, being a straightforward consequence of Lemma [I3], Corollary [I6 and
Proposition 20, provides explicitly the components of the above decomposition.

Proposition 21. If u > 2/« then

kEN;
Xi= @ Cea P CeaX
kEN\(N,; UNO) kEEN\NO
where N, :={k e N | \x > (2/a)? & < —u}.

Next we shall estimate the norms of the projections P, and P:; in X onto X and X:,
respectively.

Proposition 22. If u > 2/« then
1P llexx) < (1= (2/a)/w)™ and |P]llexx) < (1= (2/a)/p)~"

Proof. Let P, := P} o P, where P, : span{(e,0),(0,e;)} — C- e, as in Proposition
and Py : X — span{(ex,0), (0,ex)} is the projection defined as follows: for any (u,v) € X
Py.(u,v) := (uy - ex, vy, - ex). Since all of the one dimensional components of X are orthogonal
with respect to each other and

1—(2/a)?/ e <1/(1 = (2/a)/p) for k € N,

we infer that, for any (u,v) € X,

1P, (u, )" = Z 1Py (w,0)lIP < D7 1/(1 = (2/a)? /M) - [[(ux - en, vn - en)llx

< 1/(1— (2/e)/1)* Y Wwn - en v - en) i < 1/(1 = (2/a)/n)* - II(u, 0) |-

In order to estimate the norm of P;: observe that X;: can be split into four orthogonal parts

X=X oX i oX oX° (40)
where
Xig = @ span {e,, el }, X! := @ span {e, e/}, X! = @ C-ef
keNT, keN T keEN,

17



with
Nig:={keN | X > (2/a)’ & > —pu},
Nioi={keN | 0<\ < (2/a)’}.

22

Clearly, in view of the orthogonality of these components, for any (u,v) € X,
1P (w, 0)lx = P S (u,v) % + 1P c(w o) % + 1P _(u,v)|% + P (w,0)[%x (41)

where P 5, P, P, _ and PY are projections onto the proper components. Therefore

IPrew o)z = D lun-enve-elx, IPrclwo)lli= D l(ur-ew v en)llx

+ +
keNu,R keNu,C

and
IP(u, )% = D Nl ex, vr - ex) |1k

keNO

Reasoning as in the case of P, and using Proposition [[8] we get
1P (o) 5% < 1/(1 = (2/a)/m)® Y Il(uk - exs v - ) -
keNg

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

1P (u, 0) I < 1/(1 = (2/)/u)? ) Il (un - en, v - en)llx = 1/ (1 — (2/@) /1)l (u, 0) |k,

keN

which ends the proof. O
Proposition 23. For any p > 2/« the following properties hold
(i) X c DA), AX)) c X
(i) A(X, ND(A)) C X, ;
(ii) A (u,v)llx < - (1+V2)[[(u, v)lx for any (u,v) € X
(iv) (A(u,v), (u,v))x < —pll(u,v)|[% for all (u,v) € X N D(A) and, in consequence,

e (u, v)Ix < e [|(w,v)llx  for any (u,v) € X

Proof. (i) Note that the space X;: 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" C D(A). The invariance is immediate.

(ii) Take any (u,v) € X, N D(A). Then

(w,v) =Y op-ep (42)

keN,
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where oy, € C, k € N, In particular
u = Z ap-e, and v = Z oy, - e
kEN, keEN,

Since v € X2 and u + a - v € D(A) we have, in view of Corollary [ (i),

> Mlage )P < 400 and > AL+ ay Plal’ = D 16 Hlarl* < 4o

kEN; keEN, keEN;
Observe also that
1A (- ek = langi Pll(ens & - en)llx = O + 1€ 1) 16k P,

which, in view of (@3], implies the convergence of the series

Z Aoy - e, ) in X.

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

A(u,v) = Z Aoy -e;) € X,.
keN;

This completes the proof of the invariance.
(iii) Take any (u,v) € X;'. Using (0), we have

Prg(u,v) = Z (up, - ek, vk - €x),

+
kGNN’R

P:;(C(u,v) = Z (up, - ex, vk - ex),

+
keNH’(C

P;—;—(ua U) - Z p:(uka Uk) . e]—:;_a

keEN,
PY(u,v) = Z (ug - ek, vg - k).
keNO
By the invariance and orthogonality of the components

(43)

(44)

IAPS (u, )|k = AP 2 (u,v) [k + AP c(u, )k + AP _(u, v)[x + [|AP"(u,v)|[%. (45)

Clearly, by use of Proposition [I9 and the fact that ¢ is decreasing and
(2/a)? /A >1— (1 —(2/a)/p)? for all k € N;R,

we obtain

2
IAP] 2 (w0)lx = D 1A (w - ep, v - en)lx

< [(2/a) - g(1 = (1 (2/a) /)] 1P e (u.v) |k

1+ 14+ 0(2-0)

2—p

2
H,y

<pt (L V2P [P (u, ) |k
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where (0,1) 3 0 := (2/a)/p. Next, again using Proposition [[9 and the inequality
(2/a)?/A\, > 1 forall k € N:[’(C

we have

IAP; c(u o)k = D I1A(u- e v en)lix < [(2/a) - (O] [P c(u, )%

+
keNu,C

Furthermore, taking into considerations the inequality

Ozglj>—g !

o forall ke N,
STz T T

we get

IAPE (wo)lx = D [|AWE (ks 0e) - D)5 = D 1657 [[pf (uxs vn) - o |5

kEN; kEN,
< [(2/a)/(2 = (2/a)/w)]* - 1P} _(u,0) % < (/)P _(u, )%

Observe also that, by use of Proposition [[9 one has

IAP (u,0) % = > 1A (wr - ex, on - en) I < [(2/a) - g(D) - [P (u, )5

keNO

Combining the above inequalities together with (3] we arrive at the desired assertion.
(iv) Take any (u,v) € X; N D(A). Clearly, there are o, € C, k € N7, such that ([@2) holds.
In view of (@4]) and the orthogonality of the components, we have

(Alu,0), (w0))x = D (Alar-ep)an- o)y = D & llaw-epllx < —pll(u )k,
kEN,, kEN;
which ends the proof. O
Corollary 24. The operator A has property (UHBD).

Thus, we can apply directly Corollary B with 1 := 2/a and M := 1 + /2 to derive the
estimate in Theorem [l

Remark 25. We can refine our result by use of Remark[@ Instead of the global Lipschitzianity
of f, assume that, for any R, R' > 0, there exists L = Lp r > 0 such that (Bl holds whenever
Juill1/2, luzllie < R and |Jog]], |va|| < R'. Then if u: R — X'/2 is a T-periodic solution of (@),

then T > 1/Lpp (1 SV ERYNCIT z/aLR,R,))Q.
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6 Application to strongly damped beam equation
As an illustration, let us consider the following damped beam equation

Ut + QUtgzrr + But + Uzgrr = h(l‘, Uy Uty Ug,y uxx)a YIS (07 l), t Z 07
w(0,8) = u(l,t) =0, t>0 (46)
Uz (0, 1) = uge(1,1) = 0, t>0

where [ > 0, o, > 0 and h : [0,]] x R* — R is a continuous function such that
|h(z,21) — h(x, 29)] < L|z1 — 23]

for some fixed L > 0 and all z1, 20 € R* and z € [0,1]. Here |- | stands for either the Euclidean
norm (in R*) 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 [I]. The boundary conditions above
can be replaced by u(0,t) = u(l,t) = 0 and u,(0,t) = u,(l,t) = 0, which corresponds to the
way the beam’s ends are fixed.

If we define A : D(A) — L*(0,1) with

D(A) = {u € L*0,1) | uwe€ W*%0,1),u(0) =u(l) =0, u"(0) = u"(I) = 0}
or D(A):={ue L*0,1) | v W*0,1),u(0) = u(l) =0, «'(0) = v/(I) = 0}

(depending on the boundary conditions) and
Au=u"", uw e D(A).

The space X := L*(0,1) is equipped with the standard scalar product (u,v)p := fol u(s)v(s)ds
and the norm ||ul|z2 := /(u,u)r2, u,v € X. The operator A (in both versions) has compact
resolvent and using its spectral representation one may show that A2y = —u”, for u € X/? =
D(AY2) and ||AY4)|| 2 = ||u/|| g2 for each u € X/*. The mapping f : X/ x X — X we define
by
[f (u,v)](x) := h(z,u(z),v(x), U (), U (x)) — Bv(z), fora. e. x €]0,].

We denote eigenvalues of A by Az, £ € N. Observe that for all £k € N \yy; > A\ > 0 and
A — 00. One can directly verify that for any uy, us € X'/? and vy, v, € X

[ f (w1, v1) = flug, v2)|x < L- [ (ur, v1) — (U2, v2) || x1/25 x -

where L := \/QL(I + max{\ Y44\ V2 6/L}> Hence, we can directly apply Theorem [ to
see that if ([@0) has a nontrivial T-periodic solution then

T>1/L (1 + \/(1 + 1/\/5)(1+2/a2))2.
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