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PERIODIC SOLUTIONS FOR NONAUTONOMOUS SECOND
ORDER SYSTEMS WITH SUBLINEAR NONLINEARITY
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(Communicated by Jeffrey B. Rauch)

ABSTRACT. The existence and multiplicity of periodic solutions are obtained
for nonautonomous second order systems with sublinear nonlinearity by using
the least action principle and the minimax methods.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
Consider the second order systems
O ii(t) = VF(t,u(t)) ae. t € [0,T],
w(0) —u(T) =u(0) —a(T)=0

where T'> 0 and F: [0,T] x RN — R satisfies the following assumption:
(A) F(t,z) is measurable in t for every z € RY and continuously differentiable
in z for a.e. t € [0,7], and there exist a € C(RT, R*), b € L'(0,T; RT) such that

[E(t,x)| <a(lz)b(t),  |[VE@E2)| < a(lz])b(t)

for all z € RN and a.e. t € [0,T).
Suppose that the nonlinearity VF(¢,z) is bounded, that is, there exists g €
LY(0,T; RT) such that

IVE(t,z)] < g(t)
for all ¥ € RN and a.e. t € [0,7]. Mawhin-Willem [3] proved the existence of

solutions for problem (1) under the condition that

T
/ F(t,z)dt — 400
0

as |z| — oo or that

T
/ F(t,x)dt — —oc0
0

as || — oo. The recent related results are contained in [1, 2, 3, 5, 6]. In this
paper we suppose that the nonlinearity VF(¢,z) is sublinear, that is, there exist
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f,g € LY0,T; R*) and a € [0, 1] such that
(2) IVE(t, z)] < f()]2|* + g(t)

for all z € RN and a.e. t € [0,T]. Then the existence of periodic solutions, which
generalizes Mawhin-Willem’s results mentioned above, are obtained for the nonau-
tonomous second order systems with sublinear nonlinearity by using the least action
principle and the minimax methods. Moreover the multiplicity of periodic solutions
is also obtained. The main results are the following theorems.

Theorem 1. Suppose that (2) and assumption (A) hold. Assume that
T

(3) ol 2 [ F(tayde - o
0

as |x| — oo. Then problem (1) has at least one solution which minimizes the
function ¢ given by

T T
o= [l [ ) - B0l
0 0
on the Hilbert space HY defined by
Hi = {u:[0,T] — RN| u is absolutely continuous,
u(0) = uw(T) and @ € L*(0,T; RN)}

with the norm
1

T T 2
||u||:</0 |u(t)|2dt+/0 |u(t)|2dt> . ucH-

Remark 1. Theorem 1 generalizes Theorem 1.5 of Mawhin-Willem [3]. In fact, it
follows from Theorem 1 by letting « = 0. On the other hand, there are functions
F satisfying our Theorem 1 and not satisfying the results in [1, 2, 3, 5, 6]. For
example, let a = £ and

P = (371) kel + (o))
where h € L1(0,T; RN).

Theorem 2. Suppose that (2) and assumption (A) hold. Assume that
T

(4) |:U|_2°‘/ F(t,z)dt — —o0
0

as |z| — oo. Then problem (1) has at least one solution in Hr.

Remark 2. Theorem 2 generalizes Theorem 4.8 of Mawhin-Willem [3]. In fact, it
follows from Theorem 2 by letting o = 0. There are functions F' satisfying our
Theorem 2 and not satisfying the results in [1, 2, 3, 5, 6]. For example, let o = 1

2
and

Pt z) = <%T - t) o} + (h(t), @)

where h € L1(0,T; RN).
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Theorem 3. Suppose that (2), (4) and assumption (A) hold. Assume that there
exist > 0, > 0 and an integer k > 0 such that

1
() 5kt 1)?w?[z| < F(t,z) — F(t,0)
for all x € RN and a.e. t €[0,T)], and
(6) F(t,z) — F(t,0) < —%kzuﬂ(l +&)|z|?

for all |z| <& and a.e. t € [0,T], where w = 2%. Then problem (1) has at least two

distinct solutions in H;lp

Theorem 4. Suppose that (2), (3) and assumption (A) hold. Assume that there
exist 6 > 0 and an integer k > 0 such that

1 1
(7) _§(k + 1)2w2|x|2 < F(t,x) _ F(t,O) < —§/€2w2|x|2

for all |x| < 6 and a.e. t € [0,T]. Then problem (1) has at least three distinct
solutions in Hx.

Remark 3. There are functions F satisfying our Theorem 4 and not satisfying The-
orem 7 in [1] and its generalization in [6]. For example, let

2
(gT—t> 2%, 2> 1,
F(t,z) =
’ 1 1 3 9 1 ) )
—Zw2|x|2 + (5&]2 + §T — Zt> |£L’|4 — (sz + ET— Zt> |£L’|6, |£C| S 1,

for all ¢t € [0,T7.

2. PROOFS OF THE THEOREMS

For u € HL, let u = % fOT u(t) dt and @ = v — . Then one has

T T
a2, < 2 la(t)|* dt  (Sobolev’s inequality)
0
and
T T2 T
/ WP dt < — [ Ja()Pdt (Wirtinger's inequality).
0 4= Jo
It follows from assumption (A) that the functional ¢ on H}. given by
1 /7T T
o) =3 [P+ [ G - Fe ol
0 0

is continuously differentiable and weakly lower semicontinuous on H} (see [3]).
Moreover one has

T T
(@ (w),v) = / (alt), o(t)) dt + / (VE(t, u(t)), v(t)) di

for all u,v € Hi.. It is well-known that the solutions of problem (1) correspond to
the critical points of ¢.
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Proof of Theorem 1. Tt follows from (2) and Sobolev’s inequality that

T
/0 (F(t,u(t)) — F(t, )] dt

T 1
/ (VF(t,7 + sit)), i(t)) ds dt

//f Y@ + si(t)|°a(t |dsdt+// ()] ds dt

< 2(fa]* + [lallS) IIulloo/ flt dt+||U||oo/ g(t)dt

< Sl + 5P ( I f(t)dt> w2l [ s file [ o)

a+1

T T 2 T
i/o la(t)|* dt + Cy|a|*™ + Csy (/0 |u(t)|2dt> + O (/0 |u(t)|2dt>

for all w € Ht. Hence we have

N

1
2

1 T. ) T - - T . - T
cp(u)—§/0 [ (t)] dt+/0 [F(t,u(t)) — F(t, )]dt+/0 F(t,u)dt /O F(t,0)dt

a+1

1T T : T
21/0 la(t)|2 dt — C (/0 |u(t)|2dt> e (/0 |u(t)|2dt>
|2 —|—2a g = _ _ T
+ [Tl <|u| /OF(t,u)dt Cl> /OF(t,O)dt

for all w € H}. As ||lul| — oo if and only if ([u|* + f (t)]2 dt)2 — oo, the above
equality and ( ) imply that

1
2

p(u) — +oo
as ||u|| — oco. By Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.1 in [3] we complete our proof.
Proof of Theorem 2. First we prove that ¢ satisfies the (PS) condition. Suppose

that (uy) is a (PS) sequence for ¢, that is, ¢'(u,) — 0 as n — oo and {@(u,)} is
bounded. In a way similar to the proof of Theorem 1, we have

TVFt ), iin(t)) dt| < = L )2 dt + O], |
| @PC @) i < 5 [ 0P a el

a+1

T 2 T
o) (/ i (1) dt) e (/ i (1) dt)

1
2
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for all n. Hence one has

HanH > <<P/(un)van>
T T
:/ |un(t)|2dt+/ (VE(, un(t)), i (2) dt
0 0
T
>3 [l = il e

T o T
e (/0 |un(t)|2dt> yor (/O |un(t)|2dt>

2
for large n. It follows from Wirtinger’s inequality that

[l < (% + 1)% (/OT Iun(t)Ith>

for all n. Hence we obtain

T
(8) mmP2<Alw@Fﬁ>

for some C > 0 and all large n. By the proof of Theorem 1 we have

1
2

1
2

1
2

/ﬂﬂt mwﬁw—ﬂﬁ<1/ﬂ'mﬁﬁ+orﬁa
o ) Un y Un =4 0 Un 1|Un

T T
ver </O i (1)] dt) Ly (/0 i (1) dt)

for all n. It follows from the boundedness of {©(uy)}, (8) and the above inequality
that

a+1

1
2 2

Cy < ‘P(un)

1

T T
== U 2 U — w
= 2/0 | ()] dt+/0 [F'(t, un(t)) — F(t,u,)] dt

T T
+/ F(t,Un)dt—/ F(t,0)dt
0 0

3 T T
< Z/ |ty ()] dt + C1 [T |** + Cy / |, ()] dt
0 0

T % T T
+Cs </ Iitn(t)Ith> +/ F(t,ﬂn)dt—/ F(t,0)dt
0 0 0
T T
< [, <|ﬂn|‘2“/ F(t,ﬂn)dt+05> —/ F(t,0)dt
0 0

for all large n and some real constant Cy and Cs. The above inequality and (4)
implies that (|@,|) is bounded. Hence (u,,) is bounded by (8). Arguing then as in
Proposition 4.1 in [3], we conclude that the (PS) condition is satisfied.

a+1
2
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Let f[;lp be the subspace of H1 given by
H} = {u € H-u = 0}.
Then we have
9) p(u) — +00

as [Jul| — oo in IA{T}F In fact, by the proof of Theorem 1 one has

/ R () — F(e,0)) de
0

a+1

T T 2 T
gi/o la(t)|2 dt + Cs (/0 |u(t)|2dt> + Gy (/0 |u(t)|2dt>

for all u € ﬁ% It follows that

—l Tu 2 ! U —
p(u) = /O lu(t)] dt+/0 [F(t, u(t)) — F(t,0)] dt

2
1 T . 2 _ r @ 2 _ T o 2
Z/0 ()2 dt — Cs </O la(t)| dt) s </O la(t)| dt)

for all u € HL. By Wirtinger’s inequality, the norm

T
lull) = (/ |u<t>|2dt>

is an equivalent norm on H}. Hence (9) follows from the equivalence and the above
inequality.

On the other hand, one has
(10) p(u) = —oo

as |u| — oo in RN, which follows from (4). Now Theorem 2 is proved by (9), (10)
and the Saddle Point Theorem (see Theorem 4.6 in [4]).

Proof of Theorem 3. Let E = H1,

k
(11) Hy, = { Y (a cos jwt + by sin jwt)|a;,b; € RN, j=0,....k
=0

and ¢ = —p. Then ¥ € C1(E, R) satisfies the (PS) condition. By Theorem 5.29
and Example 5.26 in [4], we only need to prove

(¢1) liminf ||ul| =2¢(u) > 0 as u — 0 in Hg,

(12) (u) <0 for all u € Hj-, and

(¥3) ¥(u) — —o0 as [lu]| — oo in Hj.

Notice that

(SIS

a+1
2

D=

v

1
2

1
Ft,z) — F(t,0) = / (VE(, s2),2) ds
0
for all z € RN and a.e. t € [0,T]. By (2) we have

F(t,2) ~ F(1,0) < 1 4 g(t)Ja] < h(o)laf
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for all |z| > 6, a.e. t € [0,T] and some h € L'(0,T; RT) given by
5(1—2
h(t) =

t) + 07 2g(t).
AU 9(t)
Now it follows from (6) that

F(t,z) — F(t,0) < —%k%ﬂ(l +e)lz|® + h(t)|z|?

for all z € RN and a.e. t € [0,T]. Hence we obtain

T T T
() z—%/o |u(t)|2dt+%k2w2(1+a)/ |u(t)|2dt—/0 WD) dt
T

0

12 1 /7 1
(12) > 5&/ [a(t)]* dt + §k2w2(1+8)|ﬂlzT— IIUIlio/ h(t) dt
0 0

> Cs|lull® = Crlul®

for all u € Hy, where Cs = min{§, 3k*w?(1 +¢)T}, Cr = C3 fOT h(t)dt and C is a
positive constant such that

(13) [ullos < Cllul

for all u € H% (see Proposition 1.1 in [3]). Now (t1) follows from (12). For u € H,
one has

e 1 T
vlw) < =5 [ faPde+ 50+ 122 [P <o
2Jo 2 0
which is (¢2). At last (¢3) follows from (9). Hence the proof of Theorem 3 is

completed.

Proof of Theorem 4. From the proof of Theorem 1 we know that ¢ is coercive,
which implies that ¢ satisfies the (PS) condition. Let X5 be the finite-dimensional
subspace Hj, given by (11) and let X; = X5-. Then by (7) we have

1" 1 T
o(u) < —/ la(t))? dt — —k2w2/ lu(t)|> dt <0
2 Jo 2 0
for all u € Xy with [Ju] < C~14 and
1 /7 1 T
o) > 5/ ()2 dt — §(k+1)2w2/ lu(t)2 dt > 0
0 0

for all u € X; with ||ul| < C~14, where C is the positive constant given in (13).

The case that fOT[F(t,x) — F(t,0)]dt < 0 for some |z| < 4, implies inf p < 0.
Now our Theorem 4 follows from Theorem 4 in [1].

On the contrary we have fOT[F(t,x) — F(t,0)]dt > 0 for all |x| < §. Then it
follows from (7) that for every given || < § one has F(t,z) — F(t,0) = 0 for a.e.
t €10,7T]. Let

B(x) = {t € [0, T]|F(t,2) — F(£,0) £ 0}.
Then meas E(x) = 0 for all |z| < §. Given |zo| < § we have

1

o+ —em <
n
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for n > m, where {e;,|1 < m < N} is the canonical basis of RY. Thus we
obtain
F(t,zo + *e,,) — F(t,
(VF(t.0).en) = lim (t, zo nel) (t,20) _
for all t ¢ (U{E(zo + Len)|n > m,l <m < N})U E(xg), which implies that

VF(t,xo) =0 for a.e. t € [0,T], that is, x¢ is a solution of problem (1). Hence all
|z| < 0 are solutions of problem (1). Therefore Theorem 4 is proved.
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