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GENERALIZED EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS AND GENERAL
DICHOTOMIES

NICOLAE LUPA AND LIVIU HORIA POPESCU

ABSTRACT. We introduce a special class of real semiflows, which is used to
define a general type of evolution semigroups, associated to not necessarily
exponentially bounded evolution families. Giving spectral characterizations
of the corresponding generators, our results directly apply to a wide class of
dichotomies, such as those with time-varying rate of change.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is known that if A is a bounded linear operator on a Banach space X, then
the asymptotic behavior of solutions z(t) = e*4zq of the autonomous equation

i = Az 1)

is completely determined by the spectrum of A, o(A) (for much more information
we refer the reader to [8, Chapter II] and [I0, Section 1.3]). For instance, the
differential equation (Il) is exponentially stable (i.e., there exist constants v > 0
and N > 1 such that [[e*4| < Ne™"* for every ¢t > 0) if and only if the spectrum
o(et4) lies in the open unit disk D = {\ € C : |\ < 1} or, equivalently, o(A)
is contained in the open left half of the complex plane (see [I0, Theorem 1.3.14]).
Consequently, the following statements are equivalent:
e the differential equation (1) admits an exponential dichotomy on X i.e.,
there exists a direct decomposition X = X @ X,,, into A-invariant closed
subspaces X and X, such that there are constants v > 0, NV > 1 satisfying

et z| < Ne Vx|, z € X,
and
ez > e “llal, = € X,
for all ¢ > 0;
e the semigroup {etA}tZO is hyperbolic, i.e., o(e!4) N'T =  for some (and

hence all) ¢t > 0, where T denotes the unit circle on C;
e the spectrum o(A) does not intersect the imaginary axis, o(A) NiR = 0.

The key to the proof of the above results lies in the spectral mapping property
U(etA) _ etcr(A), t>0,

which in this case is a simple consequence of Dunford’s functional calculus [9]
Theorem 2.9].
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For a general Cp-semigroup {S;},~, on X, generated by an unbounded linear
operator A, the situation is more complex. We recall that a Cy-semigroup on the
Banach space X is a family {S;},-, of bounded linear operators on X such that
the following properties are satisfied:

e Sy =1d (the identity on X);

o 5: 5 = Si4r, fort, 7> 0;

o S;ix »>zin X ast — 0F forall 2z € X.
The generator of a Co-semigroup {S¢},~, is the linear operator A, with domain
D(A), defined by -

D(A) = {x € X: lim w exists }

t—0t

and
Ar = lim M
t—0+
We refer the reader to the monograph of Engel and Nagel [10] for a brief history of
Co-semigroups (see also [27] for a short and very nice presentation of semigroups
and their recent applications).
For any Cy-semigroup, a spectral inclusion is always valid (see, for instance,

Theorem 2.3 in [32, Chapter 2]):
o(S;) D et"™ > 0.

, ¢ € D(A).

On the other hand, if we take a Cy-semigroup that cannot be extended to a group
(e.g., the left translation semigroup on the Banach space of all continuous functions
on R} vanishing at infinity), then 0 € o(S;) for all ¢ > 0, while evidently 0 does not
belong to €', Hence, to obtain a spectral mapping property, we must exclude 0
from the spectrum of S;. Even so, the spectral mapping theorem

a(Sy) \ {0} = €@ ¢t >0,

generally fails (see [T, Section 2.1.5] or [I0, pp. 270-275]). However, it is valid for
many classes of Cp-semigroups, such as eventually norm continuous semigroups (see
[10, Paragraph IV.3.10] or [31, Theorem 2.3.2]) and, consequently (see Diagram
(4.26) in [I0, p. 119]), eventually compact semigroups, eventually differentiable
semigroups, analytic semigroups, uniformly continuous semigroups |10, Corollary
IV.3.12]. Furthermore, some spectral mapping formula holds for the point and
residual spectrum (see [31, Theorems 2.1.2, 2.1.3]). Thus, the failure of the spectral
mapping theorem is determined by the approximate point spectrum. For a detailed
analysis of the spectral mapping theorem we refer the reader to [I0, Section IV.3]
or [31l Chapter 2].

In order to overcome the failure of the spectral mapping theorem, Latushkin
and Montgomery-Smith [I5] [16] proved that the hyperbolicity of {S;},-, can be
completely determined by the generator G of a Cy-semigroup {7;},~,, defined by

(Ttu)(s) = Stu(t - S),

on certain super-space E(X) of functions v : R — X. This semigroup is called
the evolution semigroup associated to {S;},~,. For instance, if E(X) is one of the
spaces Co(R, X) or LP(R, X), for 1 < p < oo, then the hyperbolicity of {S:},5,
on X is equivalent to the hyperbolicity of {T3},5, on E(X) or, equivalently, to
the invertibility of G (see [16, Theorem 2.5] or [7, Theorem 2.39]). Moreover,
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the evolution semigroup {7}, always satisfies the spectral mapping theorem in
E(X) even if the underlying semigroup {Si};>( does not have this property on X
[7, Corollary 2.40]. -

For a non-autonomous differential equation & = A(t)z the situation is much
more difficult then the autonomous case. It is known that if the associated Cauchy
problem

{ i(t) = A(t)x(t), t > s,

x(s) = zs,

is well-posed, then one can define an evolution family {U(t,s)},., on X such that
x(t) = U(t, s)x(s) for t > s (for more details on well-posed non-autonomous Cauchy
problems we refer the reader to [26] and the references therein).

Let now U = {U(t, s)},~, be an evolution family on X (not necessarily associated
to a non-autonomous differential equation) such that there exist constants o > 0
and K > 1 satisfying

|U(t,s)|| < Ke*®), for t > s, (2)

that is U is (uniformly) ezponentially bounded. Then, one can define a Cp-semigroup
{T},50 on Co(R, X) or LP(R, X), for 1 < p < oo, by

Tiu(s) =U(s,s — t)u(s — t), (3)

called the evolution semigroup associated to the evolution family I/ (see [10, Lemma
V1.9.10] or [7, Proposition 3.11]), and denote its generator by (G, D(G)).

The theory of evolution (semi)groups associated to an evolution family has a long
history going back to Howland [12] and Lovelady [I8]. Significant contributions to
this theory are due to Evans [I1], Neidhardt [30], Rau [35], B6], Van Minh [22] 23],
Latushkin and Montgomery-Smith [I5] [16], Latushkin and Randolph [17], Rabiger
and Schnaubelt [34], Rabiger, Rhandi, and Schnaubelt [33], and many others.

The spectra of the operators T; and the generator G of the evolution semigroup
{T}},~o have some important symmetry properties: o (T}) is rotationally invariant
for each t > 0, that is

Ao (Ty) = o (T}) for every A € C with |A| =1,

and the spectrum o(G) is invariant under translations along the imaginary axis,
respectively, i.e.,

o(G) = o(G) +iR.

Furthermore, the evolution semigroup is hyperbolic if and only if its generator is
invertible (see [16, Theorem 3.1] or [7, Theorem 3.13]). In particular, the evolution
semigroup satisfies the spectral mapping theorem.

On the other hand, the hyperbolicity of the evolution semigroup characterizes the
exponential dichotomy of the underlying evolution family (see Theorem [T below),
and thus the evolution semigroups method provides a strong tool to study the
exponential dichotomy of evolution families. More precisely, the evolution family
U admits a (uniform) exponential dichotomy if:

(a) there exist projections P(t) : X — X, ¢t € R, and write Q(¢) = Id — P(¢),
compatible with U, that is P(t)U(t,s) = U(t,s)P(s) and the restriction
Ug(t,s) : Q(s)X — Q)X of U(t, s) is invertible, for all ¢ > s;
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(b) there exist constants v > 0, N > 1 such that
|U(t, )P (s)|| < Ne™"=%) and ||Ug(s,t)Q(t)|| < Ne =%t >,
where Ug(s,t) = Ug(t,s)~ L.

The above mentioned result is now stated in the following theorem (see, for
instance, [7, Theorem 3.17 and Theorem 4.25] or [10, Theorem VI1.9.18]).

Theorem 1.1. Let U = {U(t,s)},~, be an exponentially bounded evolution family
on a Banach space X, let {Ti},~, ‘be the associated evolution semigroup on E(X)
defined by @), where E(X) is Co(R, X) or LP(R, X), for 1 < p < oo, and denote
G its generator. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) U admits an exponential dichotomy on X ;

(2) {Ti},~ is hyperbolic on E(X);

(3) o(G) NiR = Q. In this case, G is invertible and its inverse is given by

(G71H)(t) = —/I‘(t,s)f(s) ds, for all f € E(X) and t € R, (4)

R
where

U(t,s)P(s), t>s,
fg | UEOPE). 1>
_UQ(ta S)Q(S)v t<s,
is the Green function associated to the exponential dichotomous evolution

family U.

To our knowledge, formula () was first proved in this context by Latushkin and
Randolph [17].

Rébiger and Schnaubelt extended Theorem [[1] to a large class of X-valued
function spaces, including in particular Cp(R, X) and LP(R, X), for 1 < p < oo [34].
For an excellent survey on the theory of evolution semigroups and their applications
we refer the reader to the monograph of Chicone and Latushkin [7], where the
authors also developed a systematic theory of evolution semigroups induced by a
cocycle over a locally compact metric space acting on Banach fibers. More recently,
the evolution semigroups method was extended to nonuniform behavior (see, for
instance, [I} 21 5l [T9] 20]).

For non-autonomous differential equations, the classical concept of exponential
dichotomy may look as too restrictive, therefore it is important to search for more
general behavior, for instance considering dichotomies given by general growth
rates, an approach initiated to the best of our knowledge by Naulin and Pinto
[28,29]. In particular, the contraction and expansion can be of the form e Jo p(&)de
(see [13, 14, 21, 25]) or e"*® [3], including the usual exponential behavior and
polynomial behavior [4] 6] as special cases. These types of asymptotic behavior can
occur in the critical situations when all Lyapunov exponents are infinite (+00) or
they are all zero [3]. We also emphasize that some of these types of dichotomy were
connected to the important problem of linearization of dynamical systems, which
is of a great interest for geometry.

In this paper, we generalize the classical concept of the evolution semigroup
associated to an evolution family, hereby called the generalized evolution semigroup,
replacing the right translation semiflow p(t,s) =s—t, t >0, s € R, in formula (3)
with a general real semiflow. We point out that in our setting the evolution family
might not be exponentially bounded.
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The main purpose of generalizing the concept of evolution semigroup is to study
a wide class of dichotomies presented above. We prove that under some suitable
conditions, the evolution semigroup we consider is similar to the classical evolution
semigroup defined by (Bl). This enables us to apply well established results to
completely characterize a general type of exponential dichotomy of an evolution
family in terms of spectral conditions imposed to the generator of the corresponding
generalized evolution semigroup. We restrict our study to the case of the space of
all continuous functions vanishing at infinity.

Present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce the notion of
a real semiflow. We think the main result here is the one in Theorem 28] that
completely characterizes the non-degenerated real semiflows. The third section
deals with what we call as generalized evolution semigroups, associated to real
semiflows. In Theorem we prove that the generalized evolution semigroups
are Cp-semigroups on Cy(R, X). Furthermore, in subsection we show that
the generalized evolution semigroups of a certain type are similar to the classical
evolution semigroup, thus satisfying the spectral mapping theorem. In the last
section we analyze a wide class of exponential dichotomies with time-varying rates
of change, by using the generalized evolution semigroups previously constructed.

2. REAL SEMIFLOWS

In this section, we introduce a special class of real semiflows which will be used to
generalize the classical notion of the evolution semigroup associated to an evolution
family. To the best of our knowledge, the results in this section are completely new.

As usually, R denotes the field of real numbers and write R4 = [0, 00).

Definition 2.1. Let © be a locally compact metric space. A continuous mapping
p: Ry x © — O is called a semiflow on © if the following properties hold:

(i) ©o(0) = 0, for every 0 € O,
(ii) Pt 0 Pr = Pyr, forall t,7 >0,

where ¢ (6) = ¢(t,0), for t > 0 and 0 € ©. In this case, the function () is called
the transition map defined by ¢.

In particular, a semiflow ¢ : Ry x R — R (that is © = R) will be called a real
semiflow if in addition the following inequality holds:

wi(s) < s, forallt >0 and s € R. (5)
It is easy to observe that () implies
lim ¢(s) = —oo, for every t > 0. (6)
s—»—00
The orbit of s € R is the set 0(s) = {¢i (s): t > 0}. If o(s) = {s}, we say that

the orbit o (s) is trivial.
A classical example of real semiflow is the right translation semiflow, defined by

p(t,s) =s—t, fort >0 and s € R, (7)
with the orbits o(s) = (—o0,s], s € R.

Remark 2.2. For each s € R the function Ry 3 t — ¢ (s) € R is decreasing,
meanwhile for each ¢ > 0 the function R 5 s — ¢4 (s) € R is increasing.
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Proof. Indeed, for each fixed s € R, if t1,t2 > 0 with ¢; < t2, one has

Pto (8) = Pta—ta ((ptl (8)) < o (8)7
and thus the function t — ¢ (s) is decreasing. For the second statement, assume

that there exist si,s2 € R with s1 < sy such that ¢, (s1) > ¢4, (s2) for some
to > 0. Then,

Pto(52) < Pt (51) < 81 <s2= lim 4 (s2),
t—)0+
and hence there exists 1 € (0,tg) such that ¢, (s2) = s1. This yields
Pto (82) < Pto (Sptl (82)) = Pto+t1 (82)7
which contradicts the first statement above. O
For any fixed s € R, we set

w(s) = lim @ (s).

Notice that w(s) is a real number or w(s) = —oo, and
w(s) < i(s) <s, for allt > 0 and s € R. (8)
Moreover,
s1<s2inR = w(sy) <w(sz) in RU{—o0}. (9)
Hence, if w(s) = —oo for some s € R, then w(r) = —oo for every 7 € (—o0,s]. On

the other hand, if there exists s € R such that w(s) € R, then w(7) € R for every
T > s, thus w : [s,00) = R is well-defined. Furthermore, w is right continuous at s.
Indeed, since t — ¢;(s) is a decreasing function, we have

w(s) = inf @u(s).

It is well-known that the pointwise infimum of an arbitrary collection of upper
semi-continuous functions is upper semi-continuous. Thus,

limsup w(7) < w(s).

T—st

On the other hand, by (@) we have

w(s) < lim w(r) = limsup w(7).
T—st T—st

Therefore, 1im+ w(7T) = w(s), that is w is right continuous at s.
T—S

Now, let us observe that letting 7 — oo in the relation

r(91(8)) = Prie(s) = (- (8)),

we get

w(pe(s)) = w(s), t =0, (10)
and, in addition, using the continuity of the function ¢:(-), we obtain

pr(w(s)) = w(s), t > 0. (11)

On the other hand, letting ¢t — oo in the above relation, it results that

w(w(s)) = w(s). (12)
We stress that relations (I0)-(2]) are valid provided that w(s) € R. In particular,
(I0Q) shows that the restriction of w on the orbit o(s) is constant for each fixed s € R
with w(s) € R. In fact, w(r) = w(s) for every 7 € o(s).
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Definition 2.3. A non-degenerate semiflow is a real semiflow without trivial orbits
and, if contrary, we call it degenerate.

For instance, the right translation semiflow, defined in (@), is a non-degenerate
semiflow.

The next result gives some simple equivalent conditions for a real semiflow to be
non-degenerate.

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ : Ry xR — R be a real semiflow. The following statements
are equivalent:

(i) ¢ is non-degenerate;

(ii) tlim wi(s) = —oo, for every s € R;

— 00

(ili) @i (s) <s, for allt >0 and s € R;

(iv) For each s € R there exists ts > 0 such that ¢, (s) # s.
Proof. (i) = (ii) If there exists so € R such that tlim ¢t(so) is finite, which is

—00

equivalent to w(sg) € R, then ([ shows that the orbit o(w (so)) is trivial and
hence ¢ is degenerate, which contradicts (i).
(i) = (iii) Assume that there exists to > 0 and so € R such that ¢, (so) = so.
Then,
©nto (80) = S0, for all n € N,
and letting n — oo we get a contradiction. Implications (iii) = (iv) and (iv) = (i)
are trivial. 0

Using the equivalence (i) < (iii) in the previous lemma and the same type of
arguments as in Remark 2.2] one can easily prove that if ¢ : Ry x R — R s
a non-degenerate semiflow, then the function t — @ (s) is strictly decreasing for
each s € R and the function s — @4 () is strictly increasing for each t > 0.

The next result is of a significant importance. It states that any non-degenerate
semiflow is generated by a continuous, strictly increasing real function.

Theorem 2.5. A mapping ¢ : Ry x R — R is a non-degenerate semiflow if
and only if there exists a continuous, strictly increasing function p : R — R with
lim p(s) = —oo and
§——0Q
oi(s) = pHu(s) —t), for allt >0 and s € R. (13)

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is a non-degenerate semiflow. Let s,7 € R with s > 7.
According to Lemma 2.4] we have

—oo = lim ¢ (s) <7 < s = po(s),
t— o0
and thus there exists a unique number #(s, 7) > 0 such that o5 ,)(s) = 7. On the

other hand, since ¢((s) = s, we can consider t(s,7) = 0 whenever s = 7. Hence,
t(s,7) > 0 is the unique number which satisfies the identity

Pi(s,ry(8) =T, for s > . (14)
Let us first prove that
t(s,7) +t(r,n) = t(s,n), for s > 1 > .
Indeed, for s > 7 > 1 we have
Pr(s,r)+(rm) () = Ga(rany (e(s,)(5)) = @erm) (T) =1 = @r(s ) (5)-
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Define a function x4 : R — R, by

{ t(s,0), s>0,

t(0,s), s<0.
One can easily check that
t(s,7) = p(s) — p(r), for s > 7. (15)

Since t(s,7) > 0 whenever s > 7, the above identity yields that p is strictly
increasing. We now prove the continuity of u. Let s € R and choose a strictly
increasing sequence (s,) C R with s,, < s and s,, = s. Set t,, = u(s,,) and t = u(s).
Since p is a strictly increasing function, we get that (¢,) is strictly increasing and
thus there exists t' = nle t, <t.If s >0, then s, > 0 for sufficiently large n € N,

hence t,, = t(sn,0) and, by (I4), we have

o1, (8n) = ‘Pt(sn,O)(Sn) =0.

On the other hand, ¢, (sn) — ¢ (s) and thus ¢y (s) = 0. Since t = t(s,0) is the
unique number satisfying p(s) = 0, then ¢’ = ¢. If s < 0, then s, < 0 for every
n € N, consequently ¢, = —t(0, s,,) for n € N. Then, we have

01, (0) = @1(0,5,)(0) = 5n.
This yields ¢ (0) = s. We also have ¢_;(0) = ¢4(0,5)(0) = s, which implies that
t =t'. All above considerations shows that p is left continuous at s. Similarly, one

can prove that p is right continuous, therefore it is a continuous function.
Observe now that (I4) and (I3) imply

t(s,7) = p(s) — p(Pes,r(s)), for s = 7.
This yields
t = p(s) — p(pe(s)), for all ¢ > 0 and s € R. (16)
Since p is strictly increasing, there exists | = ngoo u(s) € RU{—oo}. If we

assume that [ is finite, then letting ¢ — oo in the identity

p(s) =t + p(ei(s))
and using Lemma [2.4] and the continuity of u, we get that u(s) = co + [, which is
false, thus lim p(s) = —oo. If we put
§——00

= 1Lm w(s) € RU{+oo},

then the function p : R — (—o0, ) is invertible, with continuous inverse, and by
[I6) we get (3.

Conversely, one can easily check that the identity (I3) defines a non-degenerate
semiflow. O

In the following, A denotes the set of all continuous, strictly increasing functions
w: R — (—o0,f) with
Sggloo u(s) = —oo and SEIEOO‘LL(S) =/( e RU{+o0}.
Theorem 28 shows that ¢ : Ry xR — R is a non-degenerate semiflow if and only
if there exits p € A such that (I3) holds. Furthermore, the following alternative
holds true: either all the maps s — @i(s), t > 0, are bounded, if u is bounded by
above, i.e., £ € R, or they are all unbounded, if ¢ = 4oc0.
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Example 2.6. Setting u(s) = —e™*, for s € R, we obtain the first situation above,
with £ = 0. On the other hand, if u(s) = sign(s)In(1 + |s|) or u(s) = s?"*1, for
some fixed n € N, we get £ = 400. In particular, for n = 0, that is u(s) = s, we
obtain the right translation semiflow.

3. EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS

In the following, X = (X, || -||) is a Banach space and B(X) denotes the Banach
algebra of all bounded linear operators on X. Furthermore, C(R, X) is the space of
all continuous X-valued functions u : R — X and by Cy(R, X') we mean the Banach
space of all functions in C(R, X) vanishing at +o00, endowed with the sup-norm

l[ulloc = sup [[u(s)],
seR
that is,
Co(R,X) = {u eCR,X): lim u(s)= 0},

|s]—o0
It is well-known that C.(R, X) = {u € C(R,X) : supp(u) is compact} is dense in
Co(R, X).
3.1. Generalized evolution semigroups. The main imperfection of the theory
of evolution semigroups defined by (B) is that it does not address to evolution
families which are not exponentially bounded, e.g.,

Ul(t,s)(x1,22) = (ess_tsxl, et3_53x2), for (z1,z2) € R%
In fact, in this case we get

Ttu(s) — (67352t+35t27t3u1(5 _ t) 6352t735t2+t3u2(8 _ t))
for t > 0, u = (u1,u2) € Co(R,R?), s € R. One can easily observe that {T};},-,
does not satisfy the semigroup inequality

T < Ke, t >0,

for some constants > 0 and K > 1. Therefore, it is not a Cy-semigroup on
Co(R, R?).

The aim of this section is to generalize the concept of the evolution semigroup
associated to a not necessarily exponentially bounded evolution family, replacing
the right translation semiflow in formula (B with a certain real semiflow.

Let ¢ : Ry x R — R be a real semiflow and U = {U(t,s)},-, be an evolution

family on X. By a (strongly continuous) evolution family on X we mean a collection
of bounded linear operators U (t, s), for t > s, acting on X, such that

o U(t,t) =1d, t € R;
o U(t,T)U(7,t0) =Ul(t,tg), t > 7 > to in R;
e for each x € X, the mapping (¢, s) — U(t, s)z is continuous on
A={(t,s) eR*: t>s}.
For any t > 0 and u € C(R, X), we define
Tiu(s) := U(s, pi(s))ulpi(s)), s € R. (17)

One can easily observe that Tyu € C(R,X), which yields that the mapping
T;: C(R,X) — C(R, X) is well-defined for each ¢ > 0. Furthermore, we have

TO = Id and TtTT = Tt+7-, for t,T Z 0.
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Remark 3.1. If ¢ is a degenerate semiflow, then evidently there exists sop € R
such that
Tiu (so) = u(so), for all u € C(R, X) and t > 0.

Conversely, if the above relation holds for some sg € R, then ¢ is degenerate.

Indeed, if we assume that the orbit o(sg) is non-trivial, then there exists ¢y > 0

with
$1 = 1, (80) < S0-
Thus,
U (s0,s1) u(s1) = Tyu(so) = u(so),
for all mappings v € C(R, X). For arbitrary z,z1,22 € X with 21 # x5, choose
u1, uz € C(R, X) such that
u1(s0) = 21, u2(so) = w2, and ui(s1) = ua(s1) = .
This yields
U (s0,51) 2 =21 and U (sg, $1) & = 2,

which contradicts x; # xo. Therefore, o(sg) is trivial and, consequently, ¢ is
degenerate.

Remark 3.2. If ¢ : Ry x R — R is a degenerate semiflow satisfying any of the
following three equivalent conditions:
(i) w is bounded by above,
(ii) w is constant in a neighborhood of 400,
(ili) there exist sequencest,, > 0 and s,, — oo for which (¢y,, (s,))nen is bounded
by above,

then {T}},.,, given by ({7), might not be a Cy-semigroup on Co(R, X).

Let us first prove that the above conditions are equivalent if ¢ is a degenerate
semiflow, which means that there exists so € R with w(sp) € R.

(i) = (ii) Suppose that there exists @ € R such that w(s) < «, for every s > s.
Then, for s > s¢ we get that w(s) € R and w(w(s)) < w(«). By ([[2), this yields that
w(s) < w(a), for every s > sg. On the other hand, for s > a we have w(s) > w(a).
Hence, w(s) = w(a), for every s > max{sp, a}, which proves (ii).

(i) = (iii) Assume that there exist & € R and 7 > s¢ with w(s) = « for every
s > 7. Thus, there exists 6 > 0 such that

pi(s) —a <1, forallt > 4§ and s > 7.

For each n € N choose t, > ¢ and s,, > 7 with s, — co. Then, ¢, (s,) < a+1 for
every n € N, that is (¢, (sn))nen is bounded by above.

(iii) = (i) Let ¢, > 0 and s, € R with s,, — 0o such that ¢, (s,) < « for every
n € N and for some a € R. Fix s > s¢. Since s, — o0, there exists ng € N such
that s, > s for every n > ng. Then, w(s,) > w(s) for n > ng. On the other hand,
from (8)) we get w(s,) < « and hence w(s) < « for every s > sq.

Now, set U(t, s) = Id, for t > s, and let ¢, \, 0 and s,, = +o00 such that
a—1< ey, (sn) < a, for all n € N and for some a € R.

Pick u € C(R, X) such that u(t) =& # 0 for t € (a« — 1, @). Since s, — +0o0 and u
has compact support, we get that u(s,) = 0 for large n € N. Then,

Ty, u(sn) = u(sn) = Ulsn, pr, (sn))uler, (sn)) — ulsn) = u(pr, (sn)) =& = 0,
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which proves that {7}},. is not a Cp-semigroup on Cp(R, X).

In the following result, we give conditions such that the family {73}, considered
in (I7) is a Cp-semigroup on Cyp(R, X).

Theorem 3.3. Assume that ¢ : Ry x R — R is a non-degenerate semiflow with

lim ¢(s) = 400, fort >0, (18)
§—00
or a (degenerate) real semiflow with lim w(s) = 4oo. If the evolution family
§—00
U={U(t,s)}s, satisfies inequality
U (s, 0:(s))|| < Ke®*, t >0, s € R, (19)

for some reals o > 0 and K > 1, then {1}, defined in (IT) is a Co-semigroup
on Co(R, X).

Proof. For u € Cyp(R, X), by ([[3), we have

ITeu(s)ll = [U (s, or(s)ulpe(s))Il < Ke[lu(p(s))ll-
Let us first remark that if lim w(s) = +oo, then, by (), we deduce that (18]
§—00

holds. Further, [@) and (I8]) imply u(p:(s)) — 0 as s — £oo, thus Tiu € Co(R, X)
and, consequently, T} : Co(R, X) — Cp(R, X) is well-defined for each ¢ > 0.
Since C.(R, X) is dense in Cy(R, X), it suffices to prove that
lim (T3, u(sn) —u(sn)) =0,

n—oo

for any ¢, — 0%, s, € R and fixed u € C.(R, X).

If s, = —o0, then ¢, (s,) = —oo, and if s, — +oo, then ¢y, (s,) — +o0.
Since u has compact support, in both situations we get T3 u(sp,) — u(s,) = 0 for
sufficiently large n € N.

It remains to assume that the sequence (s,,) is bounded and pick £ > 0. Then
there exists a finite set Ac = {n1,m2,...,mx} C R such that for any n € N there
exists &, € A, with

[u(sn) = &nll <n, (20)
where n = m

Having compact support, u is uniformly continuous, thus there exists §;(g) > 0

such that

[lu(s") —u(s")|| <n, if |8 — "] < 61(e). (21)
On the other hand, as A 5 (s,7) — U(s,7)z € X is continuous for each z € X,
then, setting © = n; € A., there exists d(g,7;) > 0 such that |s — 7| < d(g,m;)
implies
||U(87 T)T/i - 771'” <n,i=1k. (22)
Put
0(e) =min{d1(¢),d(e,m),...,d(c,m)}.
Since (sy,) is bounded, then ¢, (s,) — s, — 0, thus there exists N(¢) € N such
that
loe, (Sn) — sn| < d(g), for n > N(e), (23)

and, by (2], we get
[ur, (sn)) = u(sn)l| <, for n > N(e). (24)
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On the other hand, 22) and 23]) imply
U (sn: @1, (s0))&n = &nll <, for n = N(e). (25)
Finally, using inequalities (19), 20), @24]) and (25, for n > N(e) we have

[T, u(sn) — u(sn)|l < U (sn; @1, (sn))(u(@r, (sn)) — ulsn))ll
+ U (sns pr,, (50)) (u(sn) — &)
+ U (85, @1, (50))€n — &nll
+ 116 — ulsn)ll
< 2Ke™npy + 2.

Therefore, ||Tt,u(sn) — u(sn)|| < e for sufficiently large n, which completes the
proof. (I

The Co-semigroup {7}},~ given by Theorem will be called the generalized
evolution semigroup on Co(R, X) associated to the real semiflow ¢ and the evolution
family U.

Notice that if we put p:(s) = s — ¢ (in fact, the right translation semiflow), we
step over the well-known concept of the evolution semigroup on Co(R, X ) associated
to an exponentially bounded evolution family (see ([2) and (3).

Example 3.4. Setting

et (s) =

set, if s <0,
s, if s >0,

one can easily check that ¢ is a real semiflow with trivial orbits (in fact, o(s) = {s}
for all s > 0) and

—o0, if <0,
{s, if s > 0.
Furthermore, SILI& w(s) = +o00. Then, according to Theorem [33] the corresponding
family {7}, defined by (I7) is a Cp-semigroup on Co(R, X) provided that the
evolution family U satisfies condition ([[9)). This reduces in fact to
1U(s, DIl < Ke*®ED=0ED o U (s, 7)) < K(r/s)®,

for some constants a > 0 and K > 1, and all negative s > 7. For instance, the
evolution family

1+ |7
U(s,T) =

(5,7) 1+ s

satisfies the above inequality for « = K = 1.

Id, s > 7,

Remark 3.5. Let ¢ : R X R — R be a continuous function such that
p(t,s) <s, forallt>0and s € R, (26)

and set

Spt(s) = gD(t,S), s € R,
the transition map defined by ¢ > 0. If the family {T}},., given by formula (I7)
is a Cy-semigroup on Cy(R, X), then ¢ is a real semiflow provided that U(t,s) # 0
for all t > s.
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Proof. Indeed, it suffices to prove the relations (i) and (ii) in Definition 211 By
([26) we have that po(s) < s for every s € R. Assume that there exists sp € R such
that (o) < so. For arbitrary € X, x # 0, we choose u € C,(R, X) with
u(po(s0)) = = and u(sg) = 0.
Since Tou(sg) = u(se) = 0, we get
0 = Ul(so, ¢o(s0))u(eo(so)) = Ulso,po(so))z,
and thus U(sg, ¢o(so)) = 0, which is false. Then, ¢o(s) = s for every s € R. To
prove the second relation in Definition [2.I] one can easily check that
TtTT = Tt+7-, for t, T Z 0,

implies

Ul(s; r(#i(s))ulpr(p1(s))) = U(s, prir(s))ulprir(s)),

forallt,7 >0, s € R, u € Cy(R, X)), and, proceeding as above, one may prove that
Ot 0 Yr = Piyr, for all £, 7 > 0. .

Theorem shows that if ¢ is a non-degenerate semiflow, then there exists
u € A such that

Tyu(s) = U(s, 0= (p(s) = t))u(p™ (u(s) — 1), (27)
forall t >0, u € C(R, X), and s € R. On the other hand, (I8) is equivalent to
t= lim u(s) = +oo, (28)

and we will denote A the set of all u € A satisfying (28)). Furthermore, the
inequality (I9) becomes

|U(s,7)|| < Ke®HE&=1D) for s > 7. (29)

Therefore, we deduce a particular class of generalized evolution semigroups which
is emphasized in the next result.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that u € Ao and the evolution family U satisfies (29)
for some constants a > 0 and K > 1. Then the family {T}},~, given by 1) is a
Cy-semigroup on Cy(R, X).

If p: R — [0,00) is a continuous function such that the set {t € R : p(t) > 0} is
dense in R,

t 0
lim [ p(§)d§ =400 and t_l}r_n p(§) d§ = +o0, (30)

t—o0 0 t
(see [2I], Definition 4 (iii)] or [13, Definition 2.3]) and there exist constants o > 0
and K > 1 with
|U(s,7)|| < KeJ7 P& s> 7 (31)
then the function defined by

u(t) = / pl€)de, t € R,

belongs to A «, it is continuously differentiable and (29) holds. Inequality (BT is in
fact the hypothesis of p-bounded growth assumed in [25]. Notice that any evolution
family generated by a differential equation & = A(t)x, where R 3 ¢t — A(t) € B(X)
is continuous in uniform operator topology, satisfies 1)) for p(t) = || A(t)]|.
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3.2. Similar semigroups. In the following, let the assumptions of Corollary [3.6]
hold, that is ¢ : R — R is a continuous, strictly increasing function such that

Jm pu(s) =—ooand lim u(s) = +oo,

and the evolution family U satisfies (29).
Set
Vt,s)=U(u ' (t), ' (s)), for t > s.
One can easily check that V = {V(t,5)},- is an evolution family on X satisfying

|V (t,s)|| < Ke**=%) for t > s,
and thus V is exponentially bounded.

From the classical theory of evolution semigroups, we are able now to define the
evolution semigroup on Cy(R, X) associated to the evolution family V, that is a
Co-semigroup on Cp(R, X), given by

Sw(s) =V(s,s —thv(s—t),t >0,v e C(R,X),s €R,
and denote (A, D(A)) its generator.
We have
Siuls) = U~ (s), 1= s — 1))o(s — 1)
and so
Sev(u(s)) = U(s, n™ (u(s) — ) v(u(s) —t).
Letting v = uo pu~! € Cp(R, X) for u € Cy(R, X), we get
(Se(wo u™))(1(s)) = Uls, n™" (u(s) = )ulp™" (u(s) — 1)) = Tru(s).
Hence,
(Si(uopu™h) op = Tyu, for every u € Cy(R, X). (32)
Define now the operator
F:Co(R,X) = Co(R, X), Fu=mwuopu *
Obviously, F is an invertible, bounded linear operator on Cy(R, X ), with its inverse
Flw=vopu.
From ([B2) we have
Tyu = (S¢(Fu)) o p = F (S (Fu)), for every u € Cy(R, X),
and thus
T, =F 'S, F.
The above relation shows that {Si},5, and {Ti},5, are similar semigroups on
Co(R, X) (see [10, p. 59]). Hence, the generator G of the generalized evolution
semigroup {13}, is given by
Gu=(F'"AF)u=Amou " opu, (33)
with domain
D(G)={u€Co(R,X): uopu " € D(A)}. (34)
Furthermore, o(G) = o(A).
This result is of a significant importance because one can now simply deduce

the spectral mapping theorem for the generalized evolution semigroup, given by
Corollary B.0] from the classical theory of evolution semigroups.
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Corollary 3.7. Under the assumptions of Corollary [T8, let G be the generator
of the generalized evolution semigroup {T}},~,. The spectrum o(T;) is rotationally
invariant for t > 0 and the spectrum o(G) is invariant under translations along
the imaginary axis. Furthermore, the generalized evolution semigroup satisfies the
spectral mapping theorem

o (T)\ {0} =D fort >0,

and, consequently, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) o(Ty) N'T =0, for somet >0, and thus for all t > 0;
(2) 0 € o(GQ), that is G : D(G) C Co(R, X) — Co(R, X) is invertible, where
o(G) is the resolvent of G.

In the following result we connect the generator of the generalized evolution
semigroup to the solvability of an integral equation (see [23] Lemma 1] or [24]
Lemma 1.1]).

Proposition 3.8. Let u, f € Co(R, X). Then u € D(G) and Gu = —f if and only
if
u(t) = Ut syuls) + [ QU OS(E)de, for e s

Proof. Let uw € D(G) and f € Cy(R, X) such that Gu = —f. By B3)-B4) we get
v=uop ' € D(A) and Av = —fopu '

Lemma 1 in [23] implies

v(t) =V (¢, s)v(s) +/ V(t,7)f(ut(1))dr, t > s,

which is equivalent to

u(p~'(t) = U(u‘l(t),u‘l(S))U(u‘l(S))+/ Up™ " (), p (1) f (= (7))dr.

Replacing ¢t and s by u(t) and u(s), respectively, we get

n(t)
u(t):U(tvs)u(S)ﬂL/ Ut w (1) f(u (7))dr

u(s)
:Uwﬁwﬁ+/u%W@0ﬂ0%

which proves the desired formula. The converse can be proved by reversing all the
above arguments. ]

4. APPLICATIONS OF GENERALIZED EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS TO GENERAL
DICHOTOMIES

Using the framework constructed in the previous sections, we are able now to
completely characterize a wide class of dichotomies of an evolution family via its
corresponding generalized evolution semigroup.

We recall that a Cp-semigroup {7}},-, on a Banach space X is called hyperbolic
if B

a(Ty) N'T = B for some/all t > 0,
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where T = {A € C: |A| = 1}. It is well-known that the Cp-semigroup {7}},, is

hyperbolic if and only if there exists a projection P on X satisfying -
T{P = PTt, t Z 0,

and the following conditions hold:

e the map Ti|ox : QX — QX is invertible for each ¢t > 0, where Q = Id — P;
e there exists v > 0 and N > 1 such that

-V -1 —v
ITPa] < Ne "ol and || (T2) ™ Q|| < Ne™"|a],

for t > 0 and x € X, where (Ttg)_1 is the inverse of Ti|gx : QX — OX.

In fact, the structural projection P is the Riesz projection corresponding to the
operator Ty, and the spectral set o(T%,) N D,

1
P=— [ (A=Ty,)d\,

211 T

for some fixed ¢y > 0 (without loss of generality, one may consider ¢y = 1).

In the following, assume that p € Ao and U = {U(t,s)},, is an evolution
family on X satisfying 29). Let {T}},-, be the corresponding generalized evolution
semigroup given by Corollary 3.6 and denote (G, D(G)) its generator.

Proposition 4.1. If the generalized evolution semigroup {Ti},~, is hyperbolic,
having structural projection P, then

P(Bu) = fPu,

for all B € Cy(R) and u € Cop(R, X), where Cy(R) denotes the space of all bounded
continuous real-valued functions.

Proof. We first remark that
Range(P) = {u e (R, X): tli)rgo Tiu = O} .
Therefore, if 8 € Cp(R) and u € Cp(R, X), then ||TiPullcc — 0 as t — oo and
IT(BPu)(s)Il = 1B~ (1(s) = ODHITePu(s) ]| < IBlloc | TePulloo-
This yields that SPu € Range(P) and P(8Pu) = fPu. On the other hand, we have
-1
IP(8Qu)ll = [P (8T: (1) " Qu)|
-1
=[P (T8 )" )|
-1
[ ) )
for some function 8, € Cy(R), which depends on § and p, with ||Bullec < ||8]|co-
Let us estimate
,l, ~1 —ow
IP(BQu)lloc < Ne™[|Bllo | (T2)  Qulloo < N?e™"[|B]loc [[ulloc — 0,
as t = oo. Thus, P(SQu) = 0 and, consequently,

P(Bu) = P (BPu) + P (BQu) = BPu.
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An important consequence of the above result is that
Pu(s) = P(s)u(s), u € Ch(R, X), s € R, (35)

for some bounded, strongly continuous, projection-valued function P : R — B(X)
(see [10, Proposition 9.13]).

The following definition generalizes the classical notion of (uniform) exponential
dichotomy of an evolution family.

Definition 4.2. The evolution family U/ is said to admits a p-exponential dichotomy
if there exist projections P(t) : X — X, t € R, compatible with I/ and there exist
constants v > 0, N > 1 such that

U, 8)P(s)]| < Nem?0 =10 and [[Ug(s, Q)] < NemHO=#(),

for all t > s.

Notice that ||P(t)]] < N for every ¢t € R. Furthermore, as in [24] Lemma
4.2], one may prove that the mapping ¢t — P(t) is strongly continuous and thus
P(-) € Cp(R,Bs(X)), the space of all bounded and continuous functions from R
with values in B(X) endowed with the topology of strong convergence.

If 1 is continuously differentiable with p(s) = p/(s), the above inequalities are
replaced by

1U(t,s)P(s)|| < Ne™J: O and ||Ug(s,)Q(t)|| < Ne™¥J: PO,

for ¢t > s, and thus we extend the concept of a generalized exponential dichotomy
(firstly introduced, to our knowledge, by Martin in [2I] Definition 4]) to arbitrary
evolution families (see also [I3] [14] 25]). In particular, if u(s) = s, we step over the
usual exponential behavior. On the other hand, letting

wu(s) = sign(s)In(1 + |s|), s € R, (36)
we get the polynomial behavior on the real line.

The following question is natural and leads to the main goal of this section: what
is the connection between the existence of p-exponential dichotomy of an evolution
family and the hyperbolicity of the corresponding generalized evolution semigroup?

Before giving an answer to this question, we consider a simple example.

Example 4.3. Let u be the polynomial growth rate defined by ([B6l). Obviously,
the evolution family

Ult,s)(x1,x0) = (PO rO g, et D=1 50) for t > 5 and (1, 22) € R,

admits a u-exponential dichotomy. On the other hand, the generalized evolution
semigroup corresponding to U, given by

Tyu(s) = (e ur(n™" (u(s) — 1)), e'ua(u™ (u(s) — 1)),

for t >0, u = (ug,uz) € Co(R,R?), s € R, is hyperbolic. Furthermore, one may
show that the generator G of {1}, is

G(uy,uz)(s) = (—ul(s) — ﬁu’l(s),w(s) — ﬁu’z(s)) , s €R,

with its domain D(G) = {u € Co(R,R?) N CH(R,R?) : lim u'(s) =0}.
S—»L 00
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The following result characterizes the concept of p-exponential dichotomy of an
evolution family in terms of spectral properties of the generator of the corresponding
generalized evolution semigroup.

Theorem 4.4 (Dichotomy Theorem). The following statements are equivalent:

(a) U admits a p-exponential dichotomy;

(b) {T:},> is hyperbolic;

(c) o(G)NiR = (;

(d) G is invertible and, in particular, if p is continuously differentiable, then
its inverse is given by the formula

(G ) = - / W (ET(E ) (€) de. (37)

for all f € Co(R,X) and t € R, where T' is the Green function associated
tolU.

Proof. We emphasize that U/ admits a p-exponential dichotomy with respect to
projections P(t) if and only if the evolution family V defined in Paragraph
admits a (uniform) exponential dichotomy with respect to

Pu(t) = P(u™'(8)), t € .

Therefore, the equivalences (a) < (b) < (c) hold from ParagraphB:2land Theorem
[[T It remains to prove formula [B3T). For this pick f € Cy(R, X) and set

ut) = = [ OO de. t e

By Theorem [Tl we get

w(t)
ATH(fop ) (ult) = —/ V(u(t), 7)Pu(7) f(u™ (7)) dT

— 00

“+o0
+ / Vo, (1), 7)Qu(r) f (i~ (7)) dr
p(t)

n(t)
_ / Ut i (1) P(u~ () £ () dr

— 00

+oo
+ [ Vot QU ) () dr
n(t)

__ / W (U, &) P(€) F(£) de

— 00

+o00
+ /t W (UG (1 E)QE) F(€) de
=u(t), t € R.
This yields
AN fop Hop=u.

Thus, uo u~! € D(A) and, equivalently, u € D(G). On the other hand, by (33) we
have G=1f = A71(f o u=1) o u, which proves the desired formula. O



GENERALIZED EVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS AND GENERAL DICHOTOMIES 19

We emphasize that formula ([B5) provides the relation between the projection
P, that corresponds to the hyperbolic generalized evolution semigroup, and the
dichotomy projections P(t) given by Definition

Example 4.5. For any fixed continuously differentiable function u € A, and for
any projection P € B(X), we consider the evolution family
Ul(t,s) = et =m0 p 4 er=1(s) g,

where QQ = Id — P.
Even if one can easily observe that I/ admits a p-exponential dichotomy, the
purpose of this example is to show that the generator G corresponding to the

generalized evolution semigroup associated to U is invertible, without explicitly
constructing it. Pick f € Cop(R, X), f # 0, and set

mwzi/ [ (U (1O PF(E) de — E/ UL OQIE) de, t€R. (38)

One may check that the integrals in (B8] are convergent, thus u is well-defined. Let
€ > 0. Since . li$ f(t) =0, there exists d; > 0 such that
—+oco
||f(t)|| < Z? for every t € (—OO, _51) U (517 +OO)

On the other hand, from the convergence of the integral fooo e~8d¢, there exists
02 > 0 such that

t//
e~tdE < for every t',t" > ds.
fL et g Y :

Set § = max{d1,d2} and choose t > pu~!(u(8) + 8), which implies ¢t > J. Now, we
successively have

Ju(t)]| < [ 1 (€)e™ HO=rED| £ (&) de + /Oou’(&)e’(“(g”““”||f(§)||dé

t

-5 &
< [ w@e OO e d+ [ (e OO pey de

— 00

t [e’e]
+/ M/@e—(u(t)—u(&))||f(§)||d§+E/ 1 (€)e—HO=n(1) ge
4 4 t

IN

_5 J
2 [ e 0y [ jige 01O dg

—00 -4

e [t —((t)—p(€)) €
5 [ e e 4 S

4 4
t p(t)—p(=9)

<5 [ w@e @y [ e dr |l + 5 <6
—00 w(t)—p(d)

which shows that , 1121 u(t) = 0. Similarly, one may prove that hm u(t) = 0 and
— 100

thus u € Cy(R, X). Furthermore, for ¢t > s we get

u(t) — U1, s)u(s) = / WU (1.6 (€) de.

From Proposition B8 this yields that v € D(G) and Gu = —f. Therefore, G is
invertible and the evolution family &/ admits a p-exponential dichotomy.
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COMMENTS

Throughout this paper, all the results we obtain stand for Cy(R, X). Evidently
they can be extended similarly to the general context of nonuniform behavior, by
formally replacing the function space Cy(R, X') with the super-space C, introduced
in [2]. However we think that such an approach would significantly complicate
computations, without adding any essential merit for our main purposes.

On the other hand, we decided to develop our considerations in the case of
evolution families on the whole real line. We believe that the half-line situation can
also be treated similarly, with only a few modification (e.g., [24]), but this is not
our purpose.

OPEN PROBLEMS

Authors address the following open questions: What happens if the mappings
s+ @i(s), t > 0, are bounded, i.e. £ € R? Can we define in this case an evolution
semigroup on some appropriate Banach function space? If the answer is positive,
how can we apply it in the study of asymptotic behavior of the underlying evolution
family?
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