arXiv:1406.3760v2 [math.DS] 1 Nov 2015

Spectral flow, crossing forms and homoclinics of Hamiltonian systems

Nils Waterstraat

Abstract

We prove a spectral flow formula for one-parameter families of Hamiltonian systems under homoclinic boundary conditions, which relates the spectral flow to the relative Maslov index of a pair of curves of Lagrangians induced by the stable and unstable subspaces, respectively. Finally, we deduce sufficient conditions for bifurcation of homoclinic trajectories of one-parameter families of nonautonomous Hamiltonian vector fields.

Dedicated to Jacobo Pejsachowicz * 11.10.1944

1 Introduction

We denote by I := [0, 1] the unit interval and we consider for λ ∈ I homoclinic solutions of Hamiltonian systems { Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0, (1)

where S : I × R → S(R^{2n} ) is a smooth family of symmetric matrices having uniform limits S_λ(±∞) := lim_{t→±∞} S_λ(t), and

J = ( 0 −I_n I_n 0 ) (2) is the standard symplectic matrix. Let us recall that the stable and unstable subspaces of (1) at t_0 ∈ R are given by

E^s_λ(t_0) = {u(t_0) : Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R; u(t) → 0, t → ∞} E^u_λ (t_0) = {u(t_0) : Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R; u(t) → 0, t → −∞}. (3) Clearly, there is a non-trivial solution of (1) if and only if E^s_λ(t_0) ∩ E^u_λ (t_0) ≠ {0} for some (and hence any) t_0 ∈ R.

The spectral flow is an integer-valued homotopy invariant for paths of selfadjoint Fredholm operators that was introduced by Atiyah, Patodi and Singer in [APS76] in connection with

12010 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 58J30; Secondary 37J45, 58E07 2N. Waterstraat was supported by the Berlin Mathematical School and the SFB 647 “Space–Time–Matter”.

spectral asymmetry and the η-invariant. Roughly speaking, it is the net number of eigenvalues (counted with multiplicities) which pass through zero in the positive direction when the parameter of the path travels along the unit interval. There are several different but equivalent definitions of the spectral flow with various degrees of generality that have appeared in the literature during the last decades. Here we just want to mention [BW85], [Fl88], [RS95], [FPR99], [BLP05], [Wah08], which is probably far away from being exhaustive. In what follows, we use the definition of [BLP05] which applies to any gap-continuous path of (generally) unbounded selfadjoint Fredholm operators on a separable Hilbert space. The differential equations (1) induce such operators A_λ, λ ∈ I, on L^2(R, R^{2n} ) having as domain H^1(R, R^n ), and such that the kernel of A_λ is given by the solutions of the corresponding equation (1). We explain below that the spectral flow of the resulting path A is defined, and heuristically, it counts in an oriented way the instants λ ∈ I for which the equations (1) have non-trivial solutions.

Let us recall that R^{2n} is a symplectic space with respect to the symplectic form ω induced by (2), i.e. ω(u, v) = ⟨Ju, v⟩_R2n, u, v ∈ R^{2n} . It is readily seen that ω(v(t_0), w(t_0)) vanishes for all t_0 ∈ R if v and w solve the differential equation Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R, and decay to zero at least in one of the limits t → ±∞. Consequently, E^s_λ(t_0) and E^u_λ (t_0) are isotropic subspaces of R^{2n} and since they are of dimension n under common assumptions that we introduce below, it follows that they actually are Lagrangian. The Maslov index assigns to any pair of paths of Lagrangian subspaces of a symplectic vector space an integer, which heuristically, counts nontrivial intersections between the spaces. There are several different constructions of the Maslov index in the literature, and here we just refer to [Ar67], [CLM94], and in particular to [RS93], which we use below for defining the relative Maslov index μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (t_0), E^s_· (t_0)) of the curves of Lagrangian subspaces induced by E^s_λ(t_0) and E^u_λ (t_0), λ ∈ I, for any fixed t_0 ∈ R. Our main theorem shows that the spectral flow of the path A of unbounded selfadjoint Fredholm operators on L^2(R, R^{2n} ) induced by the Hamiltonian systems (1) coincides with the Maslov index μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (t_0), E^s_· (t_0)) of the evolution of the unstable and stable subspaces (3). Let us point out that a related result was proven before under different assumptions by Chen and Hu in [CH07]. They suppose that the limits S_λ(±∞) are a single constant matrix, which allows to avoid some assumptions on the Hamiltonian systems (1) that we will require below. Here, however, we follow Pejsachowicz’ setting from [Pe08b] (cf. also [Pe08a]), who proved our main theorem under the additional assumption that S_0 = S_1 : R → S(R^{2n} ), i.e. when the parameter space is the unit circle S^1 instead of the unit interval I. In this case, the spectral flow of the corresponding closed path A is equal to the relative Maslov index μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (+∞), E^u_· (−∞)), where E^s_λ(±∞) and E^u_λ (±∞), λ ∈ I, denote the stable and unstable subspaces of the equations Ju^′(t)+S_λ(±∞)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R (cf. (20), (21)). Of course, since these equations are autonomous, E^s_λ(±∞) and E^u_λ (±∞) can be computed easily from S_λ(±∞). Pejsachowicz’ argument is inspired by the Atiyah-Singer index theorem and makes essentially use of the fact that the unit circle is topologically non-trivial. He introduces a symbol for Hamiltonian systems depending on the lower order terms and uses homotopy theory to conclude the equality of the spectral flow and the Maslov index. Consequently, these methods cannot be transfered to the setting that we are considering here, and in addition, our main theorem shows that the spectral flow of A will in general depend on the stable and unstable subspaces of the original non-autonomous equations Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R.

The proof of our main theorem is purely analytical and has some difficulties in its own. First, we use crossing forms for the computation of the spectral flow for paths A = {A_λ} of selfadjoint Fredholm operators on a Hilbert space H which have a constant dense domain D(A_λ) = W ⊂ H. We assume that W is a Hilbert space in its own right and that the canonical inclusion ι : W → H is continuous. The concept of crossing forms for the computation of the spectral flow was introduced by Robbin and Salamon in [RS95] under the additional assumption that ι is compact, so that in particular the spectra of the operators A_λ are discrete. Later on, Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht showed in [FPR99] that the spectral flow can also be computed by crossing forms for paths of bounded selfadjoint Fredholm operators, i.e. if W = H. However, both settings do not apply to our situation, since W = H^1(R, R^{2n} ) does neither coincide with H = L^2(R, R^{2n} ) nor is the embedding compact, and our first purpose is to establish crossing forms in the case of general spaces W and H as above. Second, from the theory of crossing forms, we will see that we can assume that our path A_λ is invertible except at one instant λ_0 ∈ I and that the spectral flow can be computed by means of a quadratic form on the kernel of A_{λ0} . This allows to reduce the computation of the spectral flow to operators that are defined on some L^2 space on a compact interval, which however, has to be done carefully in view of subsequent steps of our proof. Third, an originally unexpected term occurs in the middle of our proof that we need to treat by using perturbation methods [Ka76]. Finally, the equality of the spectral flow and the Maslov index can be traced back to the tools that were already introduced by Robbin and Salamon in [RS95].

Let us say a few words on former work on spectral flow formulas involving the Maslov index, where however, we do not claim to be exhaustive. The first theorem identifying the spectral flow of a differential operator with a Maslov index of which we are aware was proven by Salamon and Zehnder in [SZ92] for periodic Hamiltonian systems. Here the curves of Lagrangian subspaces for the Maslov index are induced by the monodromy matrices (cf. [RS93, Rem. 5.4]). A similar result was later shown by Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht in [FPR00] in the study of bifurcation theory, and recently the author generalised these theorems in [Wa15a] to families of periodic Hamiltonian system by considering index bundles for families of selfadjoint Fredholm operators. Finally, let us mention in passing that spectral flow formulas for Hamiltonian systems on a compact interval under non-periodic boundary conditions can be found, for example, in [RS95] and [CLM94]. More general, the spectral flow for boundary value problems of Dirac operators and its relation to the Maslov index in symplectic Hilbert spaces has been studied extensively. Here we only mention [Ni95], [Ni97], [KL04] and [BZ05].

Pejsachowicz applies his spectral flow formula in [Pe08b] to bifurcation of homoclinic solutions of families of nonlinear Hamiltonian systems parametrised by the circle, where he uses a bifurcation theorem for critical points of strongly indefinite families of functionals from his joint work [FPR99] with Fitzpatrick and Recht. In our final Section 5, we deduce from our spectral flow formula and the recent work [PW13] of Pejsachowicz and the author the following assertion: Let H : I × R × R^{2n} → R be a continuous map such that H_λ := H(λ, ·, ·) : R × R^{2n} → R is C^2 for all λ ∈ I and a usual growth condition is satisfied (cf. (47) below). We consider the family of systems { Ju^′(t) + ∇_uH_λ(t, u(t)) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0, (4)

where ∇_u denotes the gradient with respect to the variable u ∈ R^{2n} and we assume that ∇_uH_λ(t, 0) = 0 for all λ ∈ I. An instant λ_0 ∈ I is called a bifurcation point if there exists a sequence (λ_n, u_{λn} ) such that u_{λn} ≢ 0 satisfies the equation (4) for λ_n and u_{λn} tends to zero for λ → λ_0 in the C^1-topology. The linearisations of the equations (4) are of the form (1), and our bifurcation theorem states that non-trivial intersections of the stable and unstable subspaces E^u_λ (0) and E^s_λ(0) of (1) which give a non-vanishing Maslov index μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (0), E^s_· (0)) cause bifurcation of homoclinics for (4).

Our construction of the Maslov index is based on Abbondandolo and Majer’s investigations on infinite dimensional stable and unstable subspaces [AM03]. Accordingly, we shall extend our theory in a subsequent project to Hamiltonian partial differential equations as in [BD02].

The paper is structured as follows: In the second section we adapt the definition of the spectral flow from [BLP05] to a class of (generally unbounded) selfadjoint Fredholm operators that is suitable for studying homoclinics of Hamiltonian systems. Moreover, we generalise a perturbation theorem of Robbin and Salamon from [RS95] to this type of operators and show that the spectral flow can be computed by crossing forms. The third section briefly recalls the Maslov index for pairs of paths of Lagrangian subspaces in R^{2n} from [RS93]. In Section 4 we state our spectral flow formula and prove it in eight steps. Finally, in the fifth section we consider nonlinear Hamiltonian systems and apply our spectral flow formula to bifurcation of homoclinic trajectories. The paper has three appendices. Appendix A deals with elementary perturbation theory of quadratic forms and summarises well known facts that we use throughout the paper. Appendix B proves a technical lifting lemma for maps in the Lagrangian Grassmannian that we need in the proof of our spectral flow formula. Finally, Appendix C contains the proofs of two rather technical assertions regarding the spectral flow, which we separate from the second section for a better readability.

At last, let us introduce some notation that we shall use henceforth without further reference. We have already mentioned that I stands for the unit interval, however, the similar symbol I_X will denote the identity operator on a space X and we set for simplicity I_k := I_Rk for k ∈ N. We consider throughout smooth families {Ψ_λ}_{λ∈I} , where each Ψ_λ is a matrix valued function on the real line. We denote by Ψ^′_λ(t) the derivative with respect to the variable t ∈ R, whereas Ψ̇_λ(t) stands for the derivative with respect to the parameter λ ∈ I. We denote by Ψ_λ(t)∗ the transpose of Ψ_λ(t). Finally, let us point out that λ will usually be a parameter in I, except in Section 2 where it stands for an eigenvalue of a linear operator.

Acknowledgements

Parts of this work were introduced in a lecture series that the author gave at the Università degli studi di Torino in Italy in spring 2013. We are grateful to Anna Capietto and Alessandro Portaluri for inviting us to give these lectures, and to the audience for several valuable questions. Moreover, we would like to thank the anonymous referee for his careful reading of our manuscript and for pointing out to us an unnecessary assumption in our main theorems in Section 2, which has been removed.

2 The spectral flow and crossing forms

Let W, H be real Hilbert spaces with a dense and continuous inclusion W → H. We denote by L(W, H) the Banach space of all bounded operators, by GL(W, H) ⊂ L(W, H) the open subset of all invertible elements and by S(W, H) ⊂ L(W, H) the closed subset of all operators which are selfadjoint when regarded as operators on H with dense domain W . Finally, we denote by FS(W, H) the set of all Fredholm operators in S(W, H), and we recall that an operator in S(W, H) is Fredholm if and only if its kernel is of finite dimension and its image is closed. Note that if T is a selfadjoint operator on a Hilbert space H having the domain W , then W equipped with the graph norm of T is continuously embedded in H. Consequently, for a single selfadjoint operator T on H, the existence of a continuously embedded subspace W is clear by definition. Let us point out that there are two important special cases:

i) If W = H, we shorten notation as usual and write e.g. L(H) := L(H, H). Note that in this case all operators in S(H) are bounded, whereas elements of S(W, H) are never bounded as selfadjoint operators on H if W ≠ H.

ii) The inclusion W → H is compact. This assumption in particular implies that elements of S(W, H) have compact resolvents, i.e. the linear operator (λ − T )^{−1} : H → H is compact if λ − T ∈ GL(W, H) for a scalar λ.

In what follows we will use without further reference that if T ∈ S(W, H), then T + S ∈ S(W, H) for all S ∈ S(H).

2.1 The spectral flow

The aim of this section is to define the spectral flow for paths in FS(W, H), where we essentially follow [Ph96] in which the case W = H was considered. In [BLP05] the spectral flow was constructed in the more general case of paths of unbounded selfadjoint Fredholm operators that are continuous in the gap-topology and in particular may have varying domains. Let us point out that every path in FS(W, H) is also continuous with respect to the gap-topology (cf. [Le05, Prop. 2.2]), so that we introduce here just a special case of the former work [BLP05]. However, if we restrict to paths in FS(W, H), which is completely sufficient for the applications that we have in mind, the theory turns out to be as straightforward as in the bounded case. Moreover, as we show in the subsequent section, the computation of the spectral flow by means of crossing forms, which was figured out by Robbin and Salamon in [RS95] under assumption ii) and by Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht in [FPR99] under assumption i) from above, holds in FS(W, H) for general W and H. We denote for T ∈ S(W, H) by σ(T ) = {λ ∈ R : λ − T /∈ GL(W, H)} the spectrum of T and we recall that this is a non-empty closed subset of the real line, which is bounded if and only if W = H. Moreover, if W → H is compact, then σ(T ) is discrete. For a, b /∈ σ(T ), we set

P_{[a,b]}(T ) = Re ( 1 2πi ∫ Γ (λ − T^C )^{−1} dλ ) , (5)

where Γ is the circle of radius^{b−a}_2 around^{a+b}_2 and Re denotes the real part of an operator on a complexified Hilbert space (cf. eg. [Wa15b]). Let us recall from [GGK90, §XV.2], that if [a, b] ∩ σ(T ) consists solely of isolated eigenvalues of finite type, then

im P_{[a,b]}(T ) = ⨁ λ∈(a,b) ker(λ − T ). Even though the following lemma is folklore, we include it for the reader’s convenience since it plays a decisive role in the definition of the spectral flow.

Lemma 2.1. If T ∈ FS(W, H), then either 0 belongs to the resolvent set of T or it is an isolated eigenvalue of finite multiplicity.

Proof. Since the set of Fredholm operators is open in L(W, H), there exists ε > 0 such that λ−T is Fredholm of index 0 for all |λ| < ε. Consequently, for |λ| < ε, either λ − T is invertible or it has a finite dimensional kernel. It remains to show that 0 is not a limit point of σ(T ). Since T is selfadjoint and Fredholm, there is an orthogonal decomposition H = ker T ⊕ im T . If we set W^′ = ι^{−1}(im T ), where ι : W → H denotes the canonical inclusion, we obtain a decomposition W = ker T ⊕ W^′ into closed subspaces of W . The restriction T^′ of T to W^′ is an isomorphism onto the closed subspace im T of H. Since GL(W^′, im T ) ⊂ L(W^′, im T ) is open, there exists κ > 0 such that σ(T^′) ∩ (−κ, κ) = ∅. Let now 0 < |λ| < min{κ, ε} and let u = u_1 +u_2 ∈ ker T ⊕W^′ = W be an element of ker(λ−T ). Then 0 = λu−T u = λu_1 +λu_2 −T u_2 and so

λu_1 = (T − λ)u_2 = (T^′ − λ)u_2.

Since the left hand side of this equation is in ker T and the right hand side is in im T = (ker T )^⊥, we conclude that λu_1 = (T^′ − λ)u_2 = 0. Finally, from λ ≠ 0 and the injectivity of T^′ − λ, it follows that u = u_1 + u_2 = 0 and so λ /∈ σ(T ).

Next, we show that the projections (5) depend continuously on the operator T .

Lemma 2.2. For a, b ∈ R, a < b, the set

Ω_{[a,b]} = {T ∈ S(W, H) : a, b /∈ σ(T )} ⊂ S(W, H) is open, and the map

Ω_{[a,b]} → L(H), T → P_{[a,b]}(T ) (6) is continuous.

Proof. The fist assertion is an immediate consequence of the openness of GL(W, H). In order to show the continuity of the map (6), we note at first that for any T, S ∈ Ω_{[a,b]}

‖P_{[a,b]}(T ) − P_{[a,b]}(S)‖ ≤ b − a 2 max_{λ∈Γ} ‖(λ − T^C )^{−1} − (λ − S^C )^{−1}‖, (7)

where Γ denotes the circle of radius^{b−a}_2 around^{a+b}_2 . Moreover, the map

Γ × Ω_{[a,b]} ∋ (λ, T ) → (λ − T^C )^{−1} ∈ L(H^C ) (8)

is continuous. Let now T ∈ Ω_{[a,b]} and ε > 0. By the continuity of (8), for any λ^′ ∈ Γ there exists δ(λ^′) > 0 such that

‖(λ − S^C )^{−1} − (λ^′ − T^C )^{−1}‖ < ε b − a for all λ ∈ U(λ^′, δ(λ^′)) := {λ ∈ Γ : |λ − λ^′| < δ(λ^′)} and ‖S − T ‖ < δ(λ^′). We now take λ_1, . . . , λ_n ∈ Γ such that ⋃_n i=1 U(λ_i, δ(λ_i)) = Γ and we set δ := min_{1≤i≤n} δ(λ_i).

Now, for any λ ∈ Γ there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ n such that λ ∈ U(λ_i, δ(λ_i)) and hence we obtain for S ∈ Ω_{[a,b]}, ‖S − T ‖ < δ,

‖(λ − T^C )^{−1} − (λ − S^C )^{−1}‖ ≤ ‖(λ − T^C )^{−1} − (λ_i − T^C )^{−1}‖ + ‖(λ_i − T^C )^{−1} − (λ − S^C )^{−1}‖ < 2ε b − a . We conclude by (7) that ‖P_{[a,b]}(T ) − P_{[a,b]}(S)‖ < ε for all S ∈ Ω_{[a,b]} such that ‖S − T ‖ < δ.

The following corollary paves the way for the definition of the spectral flow.

Corollary 2.3. Let T_0 ∈ FS(W, H) be fixed.

i) There exists a positive real number a /∈ σ(T_0) and an open connected neighbourhood N ⊂ FS(W, H) of T_0 such that ±a /∈ σ(T ) for all T ∈ N,

N → L(H), T → P_{[−a,a]}(T ) is continuous, and the projection P_{[−a,a]}(T ) has constant finite rank for all T ∈ N.

ii) If N is a neighbourhood as in i) and −a ≤ c < d ≤ a are such that c, d /∈ σ(T ) for all T ∈ N, then T → P_{[c,d]}(T ) is continuous on N. Moreover, the rank of P_{[c,d]}(T ), T ∈ N, is finite and constant.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 there exists a > 0 such that [−a, a] ∩ σ(T_0) ⊂ {0}. Now we take as N the connected component of T_0 in Ω_{[−a,a]}. Since dim im P = dim im Q for any two projections P, Q ∈ L(H) such that ‖P − Q‖ < 1 (cf. [GGK90, Lemma II.4.3]), the rank of P_{[−a,a]}(T ) is locally constant on Ω_{[−a,a]}. Consequently, dim im P_{[−a,a]}(T ) = dim ker T_0 for all T ∈ N. The remaining assertions are immediate consequences of the previous lemma.

It is worth to point out that if c, d are as in the previous corollary, then σ(T ) ∩ [c, d], T ∈ N, consists of a finite number of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity (cf. [GGK90, §XV.2]), and consequently

im P_{[c,d]}(T ) = E_{[c,d]}(T ) := ⨁ λ∈[c,d] ker(λ − T ). (9)

Let now A : I → FS(W, H) be a continuous path. By Corollary 2.3, we conclude that for every t ∈ I there exists a > 0 and an open connected neighbourhood N_{t,a} ⊂ FS(W, H) of A_t such that ±a /∈ σ(T ) for all T ∈ N_{t,a} and the map N_{t,a} → L(H), T → P_{[−a,a]}(T ) is continuous. Moreover, all P_{[−a,a]}(T ), T ∈ N_{t,a}, have the same finite rank. Now the counterimages of the N_{t,a} under A define an open covering of the unit interval and, by using the Lebesgue number of this covering, we can find 0 = t_0 ≤ t_1 ≤ . . . ≤ t_n = 1 and a_i > 0, i = 1, . . . n, such that the maps [t_{i−1}, t_i] ∋ t → P_{[−ai,ai]}(A_t) ∈ L(H) are continuous and have constant finite rank. We define the spectral flow of A : I → FS(W, H) by (cf. (9))

sf(A) = n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,ai]}(A_{ti} ) − dim E_{[0,ai]}(A_{ti−1} ) ) . (10)

The reader can find a proof of the well-definedness in Appendix C, as well as a proof of the following homotopy invariance property iv). The other assertions of Lemma 2.4 are immediate consequences of the definition (10).

Lemma 2.4. i) If A^1, A^2 : I → FS(W, H) are two paths such that A^2_0 = A^1, then

sf(A^1 ∗ A^2) = sf(A^1) + sf(A^2).

ii) If A : I → FS(W, H) is continuous and A^′ is defined by A^′_t = A_{1−t}, then

sf(A^′) = − sf(A).

iii) If A : I → FS(W, H) is continuous and A_t invertible for all t ∈ I, then sf(A) = 0. iv) Let h : I × I → FS(W, H) be a continuous map such that h(I × ∂I) ⊂ GL(W, H). Then

sf(h(0, ·)) = sf(h(1, ·)).

2.2 Regular crossings and crossing forms

In this section we discuss a method for computing the spectral flow which was introduced in [RS95] and [FPR99], respectively. Here we follow essentially the lines of Robbin and Salamon [RS95], however, we will not assume that W is compactly embedded in H, so that in our case the spectra of the operators are not necessarily discrete. This requires some modifications in the proofs of [RS95], however, since spectra of selfadjoint Fredholm operators cannot accumulate at 0 (cf. Lemma 2.1), we can apply the former arguments locally in a neighbourhood of 0, which suffices for the computation of the spectral flow. Finally, let us point out that we in particular allow W to coincide with H, in which case Theorem 2.7 below was proven by Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht in [FPR99].

From now on we assume that A : I → FS(W, H) ⊂ L(W, H) is a continuously differentiable path. We denote by Ȧ_{t0} the derivative of A with respect to the parameter t ∈ I at t_0. Definition 2.5. An instant t_0 ∈ I is called a crossing if ker A_{t0} ≠ 0. The crossing form at t_0 is the quadratic form defined by

Γ(A, t_0) : ker A_{t0} → R, Γ(A, t_0)[u] = ⟨Ȧ_{t0} u, u⟩_H . A crossing t_0 is called regular, if Γ(A, t_0) is non-degenerate.

The aim of this section is to prove the following two theorems. Theorem 2.6. There exists ε > 0 such that

i) A + δ I_H is a path in FS(W, H) for all |δ| < ε;

ii) A + δ I_H has only regular crossings for almost every δ ∈ (−ε, ε).

The second theorem shows that the spectral flow of A can be easily computed if all crossings are regular. We refer to Appendix A for the used notations.

Theorem 2.7. If A has only regular crossings, then they are finite in number and

sf(A) = −m^−(Γ(A, 0)) + ∑ t∈(0,1) sgn Γ(A, t) + m^+(Γ(A, 1)). (11)

It is worth to point out that these theorems provide the following method for computing the spectral flow of a general differentiable path A having invertible endpoints. Since GL(W, H) is open, there exists δ_1 > 0 such that A_0 + δI_H and A_1 + δI_H are invertible for all 0 ≤ δ < δ_1. If we assume that δ_1 is less than ε in Theorem 2.6, we conclude by the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow, that A^δ := A + δI_H and A have the same spectral flow for all these δ. By Theorem 2.6 there exists 0 ≤ δ < δ_1 such that A^δ has only regular crossings, and so we can use (11) for computing the spectral flow of the original path A. Note that m^+(Γ(A^δ , 0)) and m^−(Γ(A^δ , 1)) vanish in this case.

We now begin our proof of Theorem 2.6. In what follows we denote by M_1 ∼ M_2 similarity of matrices M_1, M_2. Moreover, for quadratic forms q_1, q_2 defined on finite dimensional Hilbert spaces, we write q_1 ∼ q_2 if the representing matrices are similar (cf. Appendix A). As in [RS95], our argument is based on the following version of Kato’s selection theorem (cf. [Ka76, Thm. II.5.4& Thm. II.6.8]).

Theorem 2.8. Let m ∈ N and let A : I → M(m, R) be a C^1-path of selfadjoint matrices. Then there exists a C^1-path Δ of diagonal matrices

Δ(t) = diag(λ_1(t), . . . , λ_m(t)), t ∈ I,

such that A_t ∼ Δ_t, t ∈ I. Moreover, Γ(Δ − δ, t) ∼ Γ(A − δ, t) for all t ∈ I, δ ∈ R.

Note that the numbers λ_j (t), j = 1, . . . , m, are the eigenvalues of the matrix A_t. However, let us point out that Theorem 2.8 does not assert that there is a continuous family of invertible matrices Q such that A_t = Q^{−1}_t Δ_tQ_t for all t ∈ I, which is not true in general (cf. [Ka76, §II.5.3]).

Lemma 2.9. Let t_0 ∈ (0, 1) and a > 0 such that ±a /∈ σ(A_{t0} ) and σ(A_{t0} ) ∩ [−a, a] consists only of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity. Then there exists ε > 0 and C^1-functions

ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m : (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε) → W

such that {ξ_1(t), . . . , ξ_m(t)} is a basis of E_{[−a,a]}(A_t) for all t ∈ (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε).

Proof. We first recall that by Corollary 2.3, there is ε^′ > 0 such that ±a /∈ σ(A_t) and σ(A_t) ∩ [−a, a] consists only of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity for all t ∈ (t_0 − ε^′, t_0 + ε^′). In particular, P_{[−a,a]}(A_t) is defined for all t ∈ (t_0 − ε^′, t_0 + ε^′), and we note that P_{[−a,a]}(A_t) defines a path in L(H, W ) which actually depends C^1 on t. Indeed, if O ⊂ C is an open set such that O∩σ(A_t) = ∅ for all t ∈ (t_0 − ε^′, t_0 + ε^′), then the map

O × (t_0 − ε^′, t_0 + ε^′) ∋ (λ, t) → (λ − A_t)^{−1} ∈ L(H, W )

is C^1, and now differentiation under the integral sign shows the assertion (cf. [Ka76, Thm. II.5.4]).

The functions ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m : (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε) → W can now be constructed as follows: the operator

B_t := (I_H − P_{[−a,a]}(A_{t0} )) + P_{[−a,a]}(A_t) ∈ L(H)

is bijective for t = t_0 and because GL(H) ⊂ L(H) is open, there exists 0 < ε < ε^′ such that B_t is an isomorphism for all t ∈ (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε). Consequently, since B_t(im(P_{[−a,a]}(A_{t0} ))) ⊂ im(P_{[−a,a]}(A_t)) and both spaces are of the same dimension, we conclude that P_{[−a,a]}(A_t) maps im(P_{[−a,a]}(A_{t0} )) bijectively onto im(P_{[−a,a]}(A_t)) for t ∈ (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε). Now we take a basis ξ^0, . . . , ξ^m of E_{[−a,a]}(A_{t0} ) and define ξ_j (t) = P_{[−a,a]}(A_t)ξ^j for t ∈ (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε) and j = 1, . . . , m. The following lemma recasts Kato’s Selection Theorem 2.8 for operators in FS(W, H) and is essential for proving Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 2.7.

Lemma 2.10. Let t_0 ∈ (0, 1) and a > 0 such that ±a /∈ σ(A_{t0} ) and σ(A_{t0} )∩[−a, a] consists only of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity. Then there exist ε > 0 and a C^1-function Δ(t) of diagonal matrices such that Γ(Δ − δ, t) ∼ Γ(A − δ, t) for t_0 − ε < t < t_0 + ε and −a < δ < a.

Proof. We first recall that by Corollary 2.3 and Lemma 2.9, there exists ε > 0 and C^1-functions ξ_1, . . . , ξ_m : (t_0 −ε, t_0 +ε) → W such that ±a /∈ σ(A_t), σ(A_t)∩[−a, a] consists only of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity and {ξ_1(t), . . . , ξ_m(t)} is a basis of E_{[−a,a]}(A_t) for all t_0 − ε < t < t_0 + ε. Clearly, by using a Gram-Schmidt process, we may assume that these bases are orthonormal in H. We now define linear operators π_t : H → R^m by

π^∗_t u = m∑ j=1 u_j ξ_j (t) ∈ E_{[−a,a]}(A_t) ⊂ H, and obtain a C^1-path of selfadjoint matrices

B_t := π_tA_tπ^∗_t , t ∈ (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε), to which we may apply Kato’s Selection Theorem 2.8. Hence the task is now to show that Γ(A − δ, t) ∼ Γ(B − δ, t) for all t_0 − ε < t < t_0 + ε and −a < δ < a.

We first observe that π_tπ^∗_t = I_Rn which easily follows from the orthonormality of {ξ_1(t), . . . , ξ_m(t)}. Consequently, π^∗_t is injective and

B_t − δ = π_t(A_t − δ)π^∗_t . (12)

Since π_t is injective on im((A_t − δ)π^∗_t ) ⊂ E_{[−a,a]}(A_t), we conclude from (12) that π^∗_t induces an isomorphism

π^∗_t : ker(B_t − δ) → ker(A_t − δ). Finally, we obtain for u ∈ ker(B_t − δ)

Γ(B − δ, t)[u] = ⟨Ḃ_tu, u⟩_Rn = ⟨π_tȦ_tπ^∗_t u, u⟩_Rn + ⟨π̇_t(A_t − δ)π^∗_t u, u⟩_Rn + ⟨π_t(A_t − δ)π̇^∗_t u, u⟩_Rn = ⟨π_tȦ_tπ^∗_t u, u⟩_Rn + ⟨π̇_t(A_t − δ)π^∗_t u, u⟩_Rn + ⟨π̇^∗_t u, (A_t − δ)π^∗_t u⟩_H = ⟨π_tȦ_tπ^∗_t u, u⟩_Rn = Γ(A − δ, t)[π^∗_t u], which shows that Γ(Δ − δ, t) ∼ Γ(A − δ, t).

It is worth to note that Lemma 2.10 implies that the diagonal entries λ_j (t) of Δ(t) are the eigenvalues of A_t between −a and a. Moreover, the derivatives λ̇_j (t) for those j with λ_j (t) = δ are the eigenvalues of the crossing operator Γ(A − δ, t).

We are now in the position to prove Theorem 2.6. We choose as in the definition of the spectral flow a partition 0 = t_0 < t_1 < . . . < t_n of I and a_1, . . . , a_n > 0 such that σ(A_t) ∩ [−a_i, a_i] consists of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity and ±a_i /∈ σ(A_t) for all t ∈ [t_{i−1}, t_i], i = 1, . . . , n. By Lemma 2.10 we can cover the set n⋃ i=1 {(t, λ) ∈ [t_{i−1}, t_i] × [−a_i, a_i] : λ ∈ σ(A_t)} by finitely many graphs of C^1-functions λ_j , each defined on some subinterval [s_{j−1}, s_j ] of one of the intervals [t_{i−1}, t_i].

Since the set of Fredholm operators is open in L(W, H), there is 0 < δ̃ < min_{i=1,...n} a_i such that A_t + δ̃ is Fredholm for all t ∈ I. By Sard’s theorem, the complement of the set of common regular values of the functions λ_j in [−δ̃, δ̃] has measure zero. Finally, we see from Lemma 2.10 that δ ∈ [−δ̃, δ̃] is a common regular value of the functions λ_j if and only if A − δ I_H has only regular crossings, and the proof of Theorem 2.6 is complete.

It remains to prove Theorem 2.7. Let t_0 ∈ (0, 1) be a crossing, set m := dim ker A_{t0} and take a > 0 such that σ(A_{t0} ) ∩ [−a, a] = {0}. Let ε > 0 be as in Lemma 2.10 and

λ_1, . . . , λ_m : (t_0 − ε, t_0 + ε) → (−a, a)

corresponding C^1-functions representing the eigenvalues of A_t in (−a, a). Since t_0 is a regular crossing of A, we deduce that λ̇_j (t_0) ≠ 0, j = 1, . . . , m, and consequently, there exists 0 < η <^ε_2 such that λ_j (t) ≠ 0 for all t ∈ (t_0 − 2η, t_0 + 2η), t ≠ t_0, and j = 1, . . . , m. This in particular shows that regular crossings are isolated. Moreover,

sgn λ_j (t_0 + η) = − sgn λ_j (t_0 − η) = sgn λ̇_j (t_0), j = 1, . . . , m,

and hence

sgn Γ(A, t_0) = dim E_{[0,a]}(A_{t0 +η}) − dim E_{[0,a]}(A_{t0 −η}).

We leave it to the reader to check that by a similar argument

−m^−(Γ(A, 0)) = dim E_{[0,a]}(A_η ) − dim E_{[0,a]}(A_0) and m^+(Γ(A, 1)) = dim E_{[0,a]}(A_1) − dim E_{[0,a]}(A_{1−η} ),

where a and η are chosen similarly as before.

Now (11) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.4 i) and the definition of the spectral flow (10).

3 The Maslov index - a brief recapitulation

In this section we briefly recall the definition of the Maslov index for paths of Lagrangian subspaces of a symplectic space, where we follow [RS93]. In order to simplify the presentation, we only consider the symplectic space R^{2n} endowed with the standard scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ and the symplectic form ω(u, v) = ⟨Ju, v⟩, u, v ∈ R^{2n} , where J denotes the matrix (2).

At first, let us recall that the Grassmannian G_n(R^{2n} ) is a smooth n^2-dimensional manifold consisting of all n-dimensional subspaces of R^{2n} . Its topology can be described by the metric

d(V, W ) = ‖P_V − P_W ‖, where P_V and P_W denote the orthogonal projections in R^{2n} onto the subspaces V and W , respectively.

A subspace V ⊂ R^{2n} is called Lagrangian if dim V = n and the restriction of the symplectic form ω to V is trivial. The set Λ(n) of all Lagrangian subspaces of R^{2n} is a^1_2 n(n + 1)-dimensional smooth submanifold of G_n(R^{2n} ). If we fix some V ∈ Λ(n), then

Σ_k(V ) = {W ∈ Λ(n) : dim(V ∩ W ) = k}, 0 ≤ k ≤ n,

are connected^1_2 k(k + 1)-codimensional submanifolds of Λ(n) and

Λ(n) = n⋃ k=0 Σ_k(V ), Σ(V ) := n⋃ k=1 Σ_k(V ) = Σ_1(V ).

The latter set is called the Maslov cycle of V .

We now consider a smooth path γ : I → Λ(n) and assume that the endpoints of γ do not belong to Σ(V ). We say that λ_0 ∈ I is a crossing of γ if γ(λ_0) ∈ Σ(V ), i.e. γ(λ_0) ∩ V ≠ {0}. If W ∈ Λ(n) is transversal to γ(λ_0), then there exists a continuously differentiable family of linear maps φ_λ : γ(λ_0) → W , such that every element in γ(λ) ⊂ R^{2n} for |λ − λ_0| sufficiently small can be uniquely written as v + φ_λ(v) for some v ∈ γ(λ_0). The crossing form at a crossing λ_0 is the quadratic form defined by

Γ(γ, V, λ_0) : γ(λ_0) ∩ V → R, Γ(γ, V, λ_0)[v] = d dλ |_{λ=λ0} ω(v, φ_λ(v)). A crossing λ_0 is called regular if Γ(γ, V, λ_0) is non-degenerate, and heuristically, γ has only regular crossings if and only if it is transverse to Σ(V ). Since regular crossings are isolated, the Maslov index of γ with respect to V can be defined in this case by

μ_{Mas}(γ, V ) = ∑ 0<λ<1 sgn Γ(γ, V, λ). (13)

It is shown in [RS93, §2], that this definition extends to an integer valued homotopy invariant on the set of all paths in Λ(n) having endpoints in Λ(n) \ Σ(V ).

For later reference, we note an important special case in which the crossing forms can be computed explicitly (cf. [RS95, Rem. 5.34]). Let us assume that Ψ : I → Sp(2n) is a differentiable path of symplectic matrices, V = {0} × R^n ∈ Λ(n) and let us denote by Ψ_·V the path I ∋ λ → Ψ_λV ∈ Λ(n). If we write

Ψ_λ = ( a_λ b_λ c_λ d_λ ) ∈ Sp(2n), λ ∈ I, then

Ψ_λ({0} × R^n ) ∩ ({0} × R^n ) = {(0, d_λu) ∈ R^n × R^n : u ∈ ker b_λ}, and in particular, λ_0 ∈ I is a crossing if and only if ker b_{λ0} ≠ {0}. The crossing form at a crossing λ_0 turns out to be Γ(Ψ_·V, V, λ_0)[v] = −⟨d_{λ0} u, ḃ_{λ0} u⟩, where v = (0, d_{λ0} u) and b_{λ0} u = 0. We now introduce a quadratic form

q : ker b_{λ0} → R, q[u] = Γ(Ψ_·V, V, λ_0)[(0, d_{λ0} u)] = −⟨d_{λ0} u, ḃ_{λ0} u⟩, (14) and since d_{λ0} |_{ker bλ0} : ker b_{λ0} → Ψ_{λ0} ({0} × R^n ) ∩ ({0} × R^n ) is an isomorphism, we conclude that λ_0 is a regular crossing if and only if q is non-degenerate. Moreover, the contribution of λ_0 to the Maslov index of Ψ_·V in (13) is given by the signature of q. Finally, let us introduce the relative Maslov index for pairs of paths (γ_1, γ_2) : I → Λ(n) × Λ(n). The space R^{2n} × R^{2n} is symplectic with respect to the symplectic form induced by J × (−J). Clearly, every element in Λ(n) × Λ(n) belongs to Λ(2n). Moreover, the diagonal Δ ⊂ R^{2n} × R^{2n} is Lagrangian, and (γ_1(λ), γ_2(λ)) ∩ Δ ≠ {0} if and only if γ_1(λ) ∩ γ_2(λ) ≠ {0}. We define the relative Maslov index by μ_{Mas}(γ_1, γ_2) = μ_{Mas}(γ_1 × γ_2, Δ), where we assume that γ_1(0) ∩ γ_2(0) = γ_1(1) ∩ γ_2(1) = {0}, and we note the following two properties:

i) If h = (h_1, h_2) : I × I → Λ(n) × Λ(n) is such that h_1(0, τ) ∩ h_2(0, τ) = {0} and h_1(1, τ) ∩ h_2(1, τ) = {0} for all τ ∈ I, then μ_{Mas}(h(·, 0)) = μ_{Mas}(h(·, 1)).

ii) If Ψ : I → Sp(2n) is a path of symplectic matrices, then

μ_{Mas}(Ψ γ_1, Ψ γ_2) = μ_{Mas}(γ_1, γ_2), (15) where Ψγ_i : I → Λ(n) is the path (Ψγ_i)(λ) = Ψ_λγ_i(λ), i = 1, 2.

We call λ_0 ∈ I a crossing if γ_1(λ_0) ∩ γ_2(λ_0) ≠ {0} and we define the relative crossing form at a crossing λ_0 by Γ(γ_1, γ_2, λ_0) = Γ(γ_1, γ_2(λ_0), λ_0) − Γ(γ_2, γ_1(λ_0), λ_0).

As before, regular crossings are isolated and if (γ_1, γ_2) has only regular crossings, then

μ_{Mas}(γ_1, γ_2) = ∑ 0<λ<1 sgn Γ(γ_1, γ_2, λ). (16)

4 The main theorem

4.1 Assumptions and statement of the theorem

Let S : I × R → L(R^{2n} ) be a smooth family of symmetric matrices such that S_λ := S(λ, ·) : R → L(R^{2n} ) converges uniformly in λ to families S_λ(∞) = lim_{t→∞} S_λ(t), S_λ(−∞) = lim_{t→−∞} S_λ(t), λ ∈ I. Let us also assume that for Ṡ_λ, the derivative with respect to λ, there is a constant C_1 > 0 such that

‖Ṡ_λ(t)‖ < C_1, (λ, t) ∈ I × R. (17) We consider the family of Hamiltonian systems (1) from the introduction, i.e. { Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0, where J denotes the symplectic matrix (2). If u : R → R^{2n} is a solution of (1) for some λ ∈ I, then clearly u is smooth. Henceforth we assume A1) The matrices JS_λ(±∞) are hyperbolic, i.e. they have no eigenvalues on the imaginary axis.

Then there exist constants α, β > 0 such that

|u(t)| ≤ αe^{−β|t|}, t ∈ R, (18) and consequently, u and so u^′ = JS_λu are elements of L^2(R, R^{2n} ) (cf. [AM03, Lemma 1.1]). Let us recall that the space H^1(R, R^{2n} ) of all absolutely continuous functions in L^2(R, R^{2n} ) having derivatives in L^2(R, R^{2n} ) is a Hilbert space with respect to the scalar product ⟨u, v⟩_H1_{(R,R}2n_) = ⟨u, v⟩_L2_{(R,R}2n_) + ⟨u^′, v^′⟩_L2_{(R,R}2n_), u, v ∈ H^1(R, R^{2n} ).

In particular, every solution of (1) belongs to H^1(R, R^{2n} ), and we now define operators

(A_λu)(t) := Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t), λ ∈ I, (19) acting between the spaces W = H^1(R, R^{2n} ) and H = L^2(R, R^{2n} ).

We see at once that A is a continuously differentiable family in L(W, H), and moreover, it is an easy exercise to show that A_λ ∈ S(W, H), λ ∈ I. It is well known (cf. [RS95, Thm. 2.1]) that under the assumption A 1) each A_λ is Fredholm. Finally, one additional assumption is necessary in order to obtain a path in FS(W, H) having invertible ends: A2) The equations (1) admit only the trivial solution for λ = 0 and λ = 1.

Since selfadjoint Fredholm operators have a vanishing Fredholm index, A2) holds if and only if A_0 and A_1 are invertible. Hence if A1) and A2) are satisfied, then A is a path in FS(W, H) having invertible ends, and so its spectral flow is defined according to Section 2. Let us now assign a second integer to the equations (1) by using the Maslov index from Section 3. We define a two parameter family of matrix-valued maps Ψ_{(λ,t0)} : R → L(R^{2n} ), (λ, t_0) ∈ I × R, by { JΨ^′_{(λ,t0)}(t) + S_λ(t)Ψ_{(λ,t0)}(t) = 0, t ∈ R

Ψ_{(λ,t0)}(t_0) = I_{2n},

and we note that the stable and unstable subspaces of (1) at t_0 ∈ R can be written as

E^s_λ(t_0) = {v ∈ R^{2n} : Ψ_{(λ,t0)}(t)v → 0, t → ∞} E^u_λ (t_0) = {v ∈ R^{2n} : Ψ_{(λ,t0)}(t)v → 0, t → −∞}. Moreover, we define E^s_λ(±∞) := {u(0) : Ju^′(t) + S_λ(±∞)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R; u(t) → 0, t → ∞} = {v ∈ R^{2n} : lim_{t→∞} e^{tJSλ(±∞)}v = 0} (20) and E^u_λ (±∞) := {u(0) : Ju^′(t) + S_λ(±∞)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R; u(t) → 0, t → −∞} = {v ∈ R^{2n} : lim_{t→−∞} e^{tJSλ(±∞)}v = 0}. (21)

Among the many references about stable and unstable subspaces, we particularly want to mention the beautiful paper [AM03] which even treats the more general infinite dimensional theory. Here we will not need to know much about these spaces. Essentially, we only require that under the given assumptions, E^s_λ(t) and E^u_λ (t) define smooth families in the Grassmannian G(R^{2n} ), and

lim_{t→∞} E^s_λ(t) = E^s_λ(+∞), lim_{t→−∞} E^u_λ (t) = E^u_λ (−∞), λ ∈ I. (22)

Finally, let us note for later reference the elementary fact that for each λ ∈ I and t_0 ∈ R, the evaluation map

ker A_λ → E^u_λ (t_0) ∩ E^s_λ(t_0), u → u(t_0) (23)

is an isomorphism.

Lemma 4.1. The spaces E^s_λ(t), (λ, t) ∈ I × [0, ∞], and E^u_λ (t), (λ, t) ∈ I × [−∞, 0], belong to Λ(n).

Proof. Let us first recall that the dimension of an isotropic subspace of R^{2n} is at most n, and that an isotropic subspace is Lagrangian if and only if its dimension is equal to n. Now, if v, w : R → R^{2n} are solutions of the differential equation Ju^′ +S_λu = 0, then ω(v(t), w(t)) is constant for all t ∈ R. This clearly implies that ω(v(t_0), w(t_0)) = 0 if either v(t_0), w(t_0) ∈

E^u_λ (t_0) or v(t_0), w(t_0) ∈ E^s_λ(t_0) for some t_0 ∈ R. Since the same argument applies to the equations Ju^′ + S_λ(±∞)u = 0, we conclude that the spaces E^u_λ (t_0), E^s_λ(t_0), E^u_λ (±∞) and E^s_λ(±∞) are isotropic.

Note that E^s_λ(±∞) are the generalised eigenspaces of JS_λ(±∞) with respect to eigenvalues having negative real part, and E^u_λ (±∞) are the generalised eigenspaces of JS_λ(±∞) with respect to eigenvalues having positive real part (cf. [Am90, §12]). Since JS_λ(±∞) are hyperbolic by A1), we conclude that E^s_λ(+∞) ⊕ E^u_λ (+∞) = R^{2n} = E^s_λ(−∞) ⊕ E^u_λ (−∞). It follows that all these spaces are of dimension n and thus Lagrangian.

Finally, we deduce from (22) that dim E^s_λ(t) = dim E^u_λ (t) = n, t ∈ R, which shows that these spaces are Lagrangian as well.

In what follows we denote for t_0 ∈ R by E^u_· (t_0) and E^s_· (t_0) the paths E^u_λ (t_0), E^s_λ(t_0) in Λ(n) parametrised by λ ∈ I. From our assumption A2), the differential equations (1) only have the trivial solution for λ = 0, 1. Accordingly, E^u_0 (t_0) ∩ E^s_0 (t_0) = E^u_1 (t_0) ∩ E^s_1 (t_0) = {0} for all t_0 ∈ R by (23), and so the relative Maslov index μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (t_0), E^s_· (t_0)) is defined.

Lemma 4.2. μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (t_0), E^s_· (t_0)) = μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (0), E^s_· (0)) for all t_0 ∈ R.

Proof. We obtain from (23) that E^u_λ (t_0)∩E^s_λ(t_0) = {0} for all t_0 ∈ R and λ = 0, 1. Consequently,

h = (h_1, h_2) : I × I → Λ(n) × Λ(n), h(λ, τ) = (E^u_λ ((1 − τ) · t_0), E^s_λ((1 − τ) · t_0))

defines a homotopy such that h_1(0, τ)∩h_2(0, τ) = {0} and h_1(1, τ)∩h_2(1, τ) = {0}. The assertion follows by the homotopy invariance of the Maslov index.

Finally we can state our main theorem.

Theorem 4.3. If the assumptions A1) and A2) introduced above hold for the family of equations (1), then

sf(A) = μ_{Mas}(E^u_· (0), E^s_· (0)).

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.3

We divide the proof into eight steps.

Step 1: A simple deformation

Since by assumption the matrices S_λ(t) converge for t → ±∞ uniformly in λ, we can find for every ε > 0 a smooth family Ŝ : I × R → S(R^{2n} ) of symmetric matrices and T > 0 such that ‖S_λ(t) − Ŝ_λ(t)‖ < ε, (λ, t) ∈ I × R and Ŝ_λ(t) is (locally) constant in t for all |t| > T . Let us now consider for τ ∈ I the equations { Ju^′(t) + ((1 − τ)S_λ(t) + τŜ_λ(t))u(t) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0 (24)

and let us denote by h(λ, τ) the corresponding differential operators mapping W = H^1(R, R^{2n} ) to H = L^2(R, R^{2n} ). Since FS(W, H) ⊂ S(W, H) and GL(W, H) ⊂ L(W, H) are open, we can take ε > 0 above sufficiently small, such that h(I × I) ⊂ FS(W, H) and h(0, τ), h(1, τ) are invertible for all τ ∈ I. By the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow, we conclude that

sf(A) = sf(h(·, 0)) = sf(h(·, 1)).

Let us now denote by E^s_λ(0, τ) the stable subspaces and by E^u_λ (0, τ) the unstable subspaces of the equations (24), and consider the homotopy ĥ = (ĥ_1, ĥ_2) : I × I → Λ(n) × Λ(n), ĥ(λ, τ) = (E^s_λ(0, τ), E^u_λ (0, τ)).

Since ker h(0, τ) = ker h(1, τ) = {0}, we see by (23) that ĥ_1(0, τ) ∩ ĥ_2(0, τ) = {0} and ĥ_1(1, τ) ∩ ĥ_2(1, τ) = {0} for all τ ∈ I, and finally we obtain from the homotopy invariance of the Maslov index

μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (0, 1), E^u_· (0, 1)) = μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (0, 0), E^u_· (0, 0)) = μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (0), E^u_· (0)). Consequently, we can henceforth assume without loss of generality that there exists T > 0 such that S_λ(t) = S_λ(T ) for all t ≥ T and S_λ(t) = S_λ(−T ) for all t ≤ −T , λ ∈ I. This particularly implies that

E^s_λ(t_0) = {v ∈ R^{2n} : lim_{t→∞} e^{(t−t0)JSλ(T )}v = 0} = {v ∈ R^{2n} : lim_{t→∞} e^{(t−T )JSλ(T )}v = 0} = E^s_λ(T ), t_0 ≥ T

(25) and E^u_λ (t_0) = {v ∈ R^{2n} : lim_{t→−∞} e^{(t−t0)JSλ(−T )}v = 0} = {v ∈ R^{2n} : lim_{t→−∞} e^{(t+T )JSλ(−T )}v = 0} = E^u_λ (−T ), t_0 ≤ −T (26)

We now use Lemma B.3 to find smooth maps ϕ : I×I×[0, ∞) → Sp(2n) and ℓ_1, ℓ_2 : [0, ∞) → Λ(n) such that ϕ(0, λ, t)ℓ_1(t) = E^u_λ (−t) and ϕ(1, λ, t)ℓ_2(t) = E^s_λ(t). By (25) and (26), we can assume that ϕ(s, λ, t) is constant in t if t > T . Hence there is a constant C_2 > 0 such that 1 C_2 ‖ξ‖ ≤ ‖ϕ(s, λ, t)ξ‖ ≤ C_2‖ξ‖, ‖ϕ̇(s, λ, t)ξ‖ ≤ C_2‖ξ‖ (27) for all ξ ∈ R^{2n} and (s, λ, t) ∈ I × I × [0, ∞), where ϕ̇ denotes the derivative with respect to λ.

Step 2: Perturbations and regular crossings We consider the path A of selfadjoint Fredholm operators introduced in (19) and we set A^δ := A + δI_H as in Section 2. Since the operators A_0 and A_1 are invertible by assumption A2), there exists δ_1 > 0 such that A^δ_0, A^δ_1 are invertible for all |δ| < δ_1. Moreover, by the first part of Theorem 2.6, we can assume that A^δ_t ∈ FS(W, H) for all t ∈ I and all |δ| < δ_1. Finally, we use the second part of Theorem 2.6 to find 0 < δ < δ_1 such that A^δ has only regular crossings, and we note that the straight homotopy h : I × I → FS(W, H), h(λ, τ) = A_λ + τ · δI_H shows that sf(A) = sf(A^δ ). Let us now consider the equations

{ Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) + δ u(t) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0 (28)

which correspond to the operators A^δ . We denote by E^s_λ(0, δ) the stable subspaces and by E^u_λ (0, δ) the unstable subspaces of the perturbed equations (28), and we consider the homotopy

h = (h_1, h_2) : I × I → Λ(n) × Λ(n), h(λ, τ) = (E^s_λ(0, τ · δ), E^u_λ (0, τ · δ)).

Since h_1(0, τ) ∩ h_2(0, τ) = {0} and h_1(1, τ) ∩ h_2(1, τ) = {0} for all τ ∈ I by (23), we infer that

μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (0, δ), E^u_· (0, δ)) = μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (0, 0), E^u_· (0, 0)) = μ_{Mas}(E^s_· (0), E^u_· (0)).

The conclusion of this second step is that it suffices to prove Theorem 4.3 under the assumption that A has only regular crossings. Moreover, by Theorem 2.7 we can assume that there is only one crossing, which we henceforth denote by λ_0.

For the rest of the proof, we fix a basis {u_1, . . . , u_m} of ker A_{λ0} , which is orthonormal with respect to the scalar product of H = L^2(R, R^n ). Let us note the following estimate for later reference.

Lemma 4.4. If u ∈ ker A_{λ0} , then ‖u(t)‖ ≤ m max_{i=1,...m} ‖u_i(t)‖ ‖u‖_H , t ∈ R. Proof. Let α_i ∈ R be such that u = ∑_m i=1 α_iu_i. Since u_1, . . . , u_m is orthonormal in H, this in particular implies that ∑_m i=1 α^2_i = ‖u‖^2_H and we obtain for t ∈ R

‖u(t)‖^2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i=1 α_iu_i(t) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = m∑ i,j=1 α_iα_j ⟨u_i(t), u_j (t)⟩ ≤ m∑ i,j=1 |α_i||α_j |‖u_i(t)‖‖u_j (t)‖

≤ max i=1,...,m ‖u_i(t)‖^2 m∑ i,j=1 |α_i||α_j | ≤ m^2 max_{i=1,...,m} ‖u_i(t)‖^2‖u‖^2_H .

Step 3: Restriction to a finite time interval - the quadratic forms Q_1

By Theorem 2.7, we have

sf(A) = sgn Γ(A, λ_0),

where Γ(A, λ_0) is the non-degenerate quadratic form on ker A_{λ0} defined by

Γ(A, λ_0)[u] = ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} u, u⟩_L2_{(R,R}n_) = ∫_∞ −∞ ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt, u ∈ ker A_{λ0} . Our task in this step is to find a compact subinterval of R to which we may restrict the integration in the definition of Γ(A, λ_0).

Lemma 4.5. For every ε > 0 there exists η > 0 such that | ∫_∞ −∞ ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt − ∫_η −η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt| ≤ ε‖u‖^2_H , u ∈ ker A_{λ0} . Proof. We estimate

| ∫_∞ −∞ ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt − ∫_η −η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt| ≤ | ∫_∞ η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt| + | ∫_{−η} −∞ ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt| (29)

and now consider the first term on the right hand side. From (17), we obtain for any u ∈ H

| ∫_∞ η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt| ≤ C_1‖u‖^2_L2_{(η,∞)}. (30) Now let {u_1, . . . , u_m} be the basis of ker A_{λ0} that we defined in the second step of the proof, and let η be large enough such that C_1 ∑_m i=1 ‖u_i‖^2_{L2(η,∞)} <^ε_2 . Since every u ∈ ker A_{λ0} can be written as u = ∑_m i=1 α_iu_i, where ∑_m i=1 α^2_i = ‖u‖^2_H , we obtain from (30)

| ∫_∞ η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt| ≤ C_1‖u‖^2_L2_{(η,∞)} ≤ C_1 (_m ∑ i=1 |α_i|‖u_i‖_L2_{(η,∞)} )_2

≤ C_1 (_m ∑ i=1 |α_i|^2 ) (_m ∑ i=1 ‖u_i‖^2_L2_{(η,∞)} ) < ε 2 ‖u‖^2_H . Clearly, the assertion now follows by estimating the second term in (29) in a similar way and taking a larger η > 0 if necessary.

Hence there exists η_0 > 0 such that for all η > η_0 the quadratic form

Q_1 : ker A_{λ0} → R, Q_1[u] = ∫_η −η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt has the property

‖Γ(A, λ_0) − Q_1‖ < ‖L^{−1}_A ‖^{−1} < 2 ‖L^{−1}_1 ‖^{−1}, (31)

where L_A and L_1 denote the symmetric linear operators on ker A_{λ0} that represent the quadratic forms Γ(A, λ_0) and L_1 (cf. Appendix A). Note that by Lemma A.1, the first inequality in (31) in particular implies that Q_1 is non-degenerate and sgn Q_1 = sgn Γ(A, λ_0). Moreover, since the base functions u_i ∈ ker A_{λ0} , 1 ≤ i ≤ m, that we defined in the second step of the proof, decay to 0 exponentially for t → ±∞ (cf. (18)), we may assume that η is sufficiently large such that

max i=1,...,m ‖u_i(±η)‖^2 < 1 16m^2C^8_2

‖L^{−1}_A ‖^{−1}. (32)

Finally, by using the assertion of Lemma 4.5 in the special case that Ṡ_{λ0} is the identity, we obtain that (1 − ε)‖u‖^2_H ≤ ‖u‖^2_{L2([−η,η],R2n)} for all u ∈ ker A_{λ0} . Accordingly, for η sufficiently large, we have that

‖u‖_H ≤ 2 ‖u‖_L2_{([−η,η],R}2n_), u ∈ ker A_{λ0} . (33) From now on we let η > 0 be fixed such that (31), (32) and (33) hold.

Step 4: The operators A_λ and the quadratic forms Q_2 Note that in the previous step we have reduced the integration to a finite interval, however, the functions are still defined on the whole real line. The aim of this third step is to reduce the setting to functions that are defined on a finite interval.

Before we perform this reduction, we introduce a family of operators that we will also need below in a subsequent step of our proof. We consider the restriction map r : H^1(R, R^{2n} ) → H^1([−η, η], R^{2n} ), and set

A_λ := r |_{ker Aλ} : ker A_λ → L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ), which is an injective linear map. Indeed, A_λu = 0 means that u is a solution of Ju^′ + S_λu = 0 that vanishes on an open subset of the real line, which clearly implies u = 0 ∈ ker A_λ. We now introduce finite dimensional subspaces of L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ) by U_λ = {u ∈ H^1([−η, η], R^{2n} ) : Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ [−η, η], u(−η) ∈ E^u_λ (−η), u(η) ∈ E^s_λ(η)} ⊂ L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ). (34)

Lemma 4.6. The image of A_λ is U_λ, λ ∈ I.

Proof. We first note that im A_λ ⊂ U_λ since u(t) → 0, t → ±∞, for any u ∈ ker A_λ. Moreover, it is clear that any element in U_λ can be extended to a solution of (1) on R. Since solutions of (1) belong to H^1(R, R^{2n} ) (cf. (18)) and consequently to the kernel of A_λ, we conclude that A_λ is surjective onto U_λ.

Let us note for later reference that A_λ ≠ 0 if and only if λ = λ_0, and

‖A_{λ0} ‖ = 1. (35) Moreover, we conclude from (33) that

‖A^{−1}_{λ0} ‖ ≤ 2. (36) We now introduce a quadratic form by

Q_2 : U_{λ0} → R, Q_2[u] = ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} u, u⟩_L2_{([−η,η],R}n_) = ∫_η −η ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt, and note that Q_1[u] = Q_2[A_{λ0} u], u ∈ ker A_{λ0} . Since A_{λ0} : ker A_{λ0} → U_{λ0} is an isomorphism, we conclude that Q_2 is non-degenerate and sgn Q_2 = sgn Q_1.

Step 5: The operators ~A.

We defined maps ϕ : I × I × [0, ∞) → Sp(2n) in the first step of our proof, and we now set ψ : I × [−η, η] → Sp(2n), ψ(λ, t) = ϕ ( 1 2η (t + η), λ, η ) . Note that ψ(λ, −η)ℓ_1(η) = E^u_λ (−η) and ψ(λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = E^s_λ(η), and let us write for notational convenience ψ_λ(t) := ψ(λ, t). We now consider ~W := {u ∈ H^1([−η, η], R^{2n} ) : u(−η) ∈ ℓ_1(η), u(η) ∈ ℓ_2(η)}, ~H = L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ), and the family of operators ~A_λ : ~W → ~H, ~A_λu = Ju^′(t) + ~S_λ(t)u(t), where ~S_λ(t) = ψ_λ(t)^∗Jψ^′_λ(t) + ψ_λ(t)^∗S_λ(t)ψ_λ(t), (λ, t) ∈ I × [−η, η]. Note that ψ_λ(t)^∗Jψ_λ(t) = J implies

ψ^′_λ(t)^∗Jψ_λ(t) + ψ^∗_λ(t)Jψ^′_λ(t) = 0, λ ∈ I, (37) and hence ~S_λ(t)^∗ = ~S_λ(t). From ℓ_1(η), ℓ_2(η) ∈ Λ(n), we see that ~A is a path in FS(~W , ~H). For later reference, let ~Ψ_λ : [−η, η] → Sp(2n) denote the solution of the initial value problem { J ~Ψ^′_λ(t) + ~S_λ(t)~Ψ_λ(t) = 0, t ∈ [−η, η] ~Ψ_λ(−η) = I_{2n}.

(38)

Lemma 4.7. For each λ ∈ I, the map L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ) → L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ), u → ψ_λu defines an isomorphism B_λ between ker ~A_λ and the space U_λ introduced in (34), such that

‖B_λ‖ ≤ C_2 and ‖B^{−1}_λ ‖ ≤ C_2, λ ∈ I. (39) Proof. Let us assume that u ∈ ker ~A_λ, i.e. Ju^′(t) + ~S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, λ ∈ I, u(−η) ∈ ℓ_1(η), u(η) ∈ ℓ_2(η). We obtain (B_λu)(−η) ∈ E^u_λ (−η), (B_λu)(η) ∈ E^s_λ(η), as well as

J(B_λu)^′(t) + S_λ(t)(B_λu)(t) = Jψ^′_λ(t)u(t) + Jψ_λ(t)u^′(t) + S_λ(t)ψ_λ(t)u(t) = (ψ_λ(t)^∗)^{−1} (Ju^′(t) + ψ_λ(t)^∗Jψ^′_λ(t)u(t) + ψ_λ(t)^∗S_λ(t)ψ_λ(t)u(t)) = 0, t ∈ [−η, η].

Hence B_λu ∈ U_λ. A similar computation shows that B^{−1}_λ maps U_λ into ker ~A_λ, and finally, the estimates (39) follow from (27).

Since U_λ is isomorphic to ker A_λ by Step 3, we conclude that ~A_λ is invertible if and only if λ ≠ λ_0. Consequently, the spectral flow sf( ~A) is defined and λ_0 is the only crossing of ~A. The associated crossing form is

Γ( ~A, λ_0)[u] = ∫_η −η ⟨˙ ~S_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t) ⟩ dt, u ∈ ker ~A_{λ0} . We now define a quadratic form on ker ~A_{λ0} by

Q_3 : ker ~A_{λ0} → R, Q_3[u] = Q_2[B_{λ0} u], and note that Q_3 is non-degenerate and has the same signature than Γ(A, λ_0) by the previous steps of the proof. The following lemma shows that sf(A) = sf( ~A) (cf. Lemma A.1). Lemma 4.8. There is a quadratic form Q_4 on ker ~A_{λ0} such that

Γ( ~A, λ_0)[u] = Q_3[u] + Q_4[u], u ∈ ker ~A_{λ0} , and ‖L_4‖ < ‖L^{−1}_3 ‖^{−1}, where L_3 and L_4 denote the representations of Q_3 and Q_4, respectively. Proof. From

ψ̇_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ_{λ0} (t) + ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ̇_{λ0} (t) = 0, t ∈ [−η, η], (40)

we obtain for u ∈ ker ~A_{λ0} and t ∈ [−η, η]

⟨ ˙~S_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ^′_{λ0} (t)u(t) + ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ̇^′_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ + ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (t)^∗S_{λ0} (t)ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t) + ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Ṡ_{λ0} (t)ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t) + ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗S_{λ0} (t)ψ̇_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Ṡ_{λ0} (t)ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ + ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ^′_{λ0} (t)u(t) + ψ̇_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ_{λ0} (t)u^′(t) + ψ̇_{λ0} (t)^∗S_{λ0} (t)ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ + ⟨ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ̇^′_{λ0} (t)u(t) + ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Jψ̇_{λ0} (t)u^′(t) + ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗S_{λ0} (t)ψ̇_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t)⟩ = ⟨Ṡ_{λ0} (t)ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t), ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t)⟩ + ⟨J(B_{λ0} u)^′(t) + S_{λ0} (t)(B_{λ0} u)(t), ψ̇_{λ0} u(t)⟩ + ⟨J(ψ̇_{λ0} u)^′(t) + S_{λ0} (t)(ψ̇_{λ0} (t)u(t)), ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t)⟩.

Since the second term vanishes by the previous lemma, we obtain

Γ( ~A, λ_0)[u] = Q_3[u] + ∫_η −η ⟨J(ψ̇_{λ0} u)^′(t) + S_{λ0} (t)ψ̇_{λ0} (t)u(t), ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t)⟩ dt

= Q_3[u] + ∫_η −η ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (t)u(t), J(ψ_{λ0} u)^′(t) + S_{λ0} (t)ψ_{λ0} (t)u(t)⟩ dt − ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (η)u(η), Jψ_{λ0} (η)u(η)⟩ + ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (−η)u(−η), Jψ_{λ0} (−η)u(−η)⟩ = Q_3[u] − ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (η)u(η), Jψ_{λ0} (η)u(η)⟩ + ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (−η)u(−η), Jψ_{λ0} (−η)u(−η)⟩. Hence it remains to show that the representing operator L_4 of

Q_4 : ker ~A_{λ0} → R, Q_4[u] = −⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (η)u(η), Jψ_{λ0} (η)u(η)⟩ + ⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (−η)u(−η), Jψ_{λ0} (−η)u(−η)⟩ has the required bound.

We first estimate ‖L^{−1}_3 ‖^{−1} from below, where L_3 denotes the representing operator of the quadratic form Q_3, i.e. the uniquely determined selfadjoint operator on ker ~A_{λ0} such that Q_3(u) = ⟨L_3u, u⟩_L2_{([−η,η],R}2n_). From Q_3[u] = Q_1[A^{−1}_{λ0} B_{λ0} u], u ∈ ker ~A_{λ0} , we see that L_3 = (A^{−1}_{λ0} B_{λ0} )^∗L_1A^{−1}_{λ0} B_{λ0} , where L_1 : ker A_{λ0} → ker A_{λ0} denotes the representing operator of Q_1. In particular,

‖L^{−1}_3 ‖ ≤ ‖L^{−1}_1 ‖‖B^{−1}_{λ0} ‖^2‖A_{λ0} ‖^2 (41)

and the inverse of the right hand side is a lower bound for ‖L^{−1}_3 ‖^{−1}. Let us now estimate the norm of L_4. We obtain

|Q_4[u]| ≤ |⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (η)u(η), Jψ_{λ0} (η)u(η)⟩| + |⟨ψ̇_{λ0} (−η)u(−η), Jψ_{λ0} (−η)u(−η)⟩| = |⟨ψ_{λ0} (η)^∗Jψ̇_{λ0} (η)u(η), u(η)⟩| + |⟨ψ_{λ0} (−η)^∗Jψ̇_{λ0} (−η)u(−η), u(−η)⟩| ≤ ‖ψ_{λ0} (η)^∗Jψ̇_{λ0} (η)‖‖u(η)‖^2 + ‖ψ_{λ0} (−η)^∗Jψ̇_{λ0} (−η)‖‖u(−η)‖^2 ≤ C^2_2 (‖u(η)‖^2 + ‖u(−η)‖^2),

(42)

where we have used (27) in the last inequality. Let us now assume that ‖u‖_H = 1 and take ũ ∈ ker A_{λ0} such that B^{−1}_{λ0} A_{λ0}ũ = u. We obtain from (36) and (39)

‖ũ‖_H ≤ ‖B_{λ0} ‖‖A^{−1}_{λ0} ‖‖u‖_L2_{([−η,η],R}2n_) ≤ 2C_2, which implies that

‖u(±η)‖ ≤ ‖ψ_{λ0} (±η)^{−1}ũ(±η)‖ ≤ C_2‖ũ(±η)‖ ≤ mC_2 max_{i=1,...m} ‖u_i(±η)‖ ‖ũ‖_H ≤ 2mC^2_2 max_{i=1,...m} ‖u_i(±η)‖, by (27) and Lemma 4.4. Finally, we use (31), (32), (35), (39) and (41) to obtain from (42) and the previous inequality

‖L_4‖ ≤ 8m^2C^6_2 max ‖u_i(±η)‖^2 < 1 2C^2_2 ‖L^{−1}_A ‖^{−1} ≤ 1 C^2_2

‖L^{−1}_1 ‖^{−1} ≤ 1 ‖L^{−1}_1 ‖‖B^{−1}_{λ0} ‖^2‖A_{λ0} ‖^2

≤ ‖L^{−1}_3 ‖^{−1}.

Consequently, we now need to compute the spectral flow of ~A which is the topic of the next two steps.

Step 6: The operators A.

Since Sp(2n) is a connected Lie group, there is a smooth map φ : [−η, η] → Sp(2n) such that φ(−η)^{−1}ℓ_1(η) = φ(η)^{−1}ℓ_2(η) = {0} × R^n . We define

W := {u ∈ H^1([−η, η], R^{2n} ) : u(−η), u(η) ∈ {0} × R^n }, S_λ(t) := φ(t)^∗Jφ^′(t) + φ(t)^∗ ~S_λ(t)φ(t) and note that S is a family of symmetric matrices (cf. (37)). We now consider the family of selfadjoint Fredholm operators A_λ : W → L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ), u → Ju^′ + S_λ(t)u. As in Lemma 4.7, it is readily seen that for every λ ∈ [−η, η], the map C_λ : ker A_λ → L^2([−η, η], R^{2n} ), u → φ_λu is an isomorphism onto ker ~A_λ, and accordingly, the only crossing of the path A is λ_0. Since φ does not depend on the parameter λ, we obtain for the corresponding crossing form

Γ(A, λ_0)[u] = ∫_η −η ⟨ Ṡ_{λ0} (t)u(t), u(t) ⟩ dt = ∫_η −η ⟨ φ(t)^∗ ˙~S_{λ0} (t)φ(t)u(t), u(t) ⟩ dt = ∫_η −η ⟨˙ ~S_{λ0} (t)φ(t)u(t), φ(t)u(t) ⟩ dt = Γ( ~A, λ_0)[C_{λ0} u], u ∈ ker A_{λ0} ,

and consequently,

sf( ~A) = sf(A).

Step 7: The spectral flow of A We let Ψ_λ : [−η, η] → Sp(2n) be the solution of the initial value problem { JΨ^′_λ(t) + S_λ(t)Ψ_λ(t) = 0, t ∈ [−η, η] Ψ_λ(−η) = I_{2n},

(43)

and we write

Ψ_λ(t) = ( a_λ(t) b_λ(t) c_λ(t) d_λ(t) ) ∈ Sp(2n), t ∈ [−η, η]. The straightforward proof of the following lemma is left to the reader.

Lemma 4.9. u ∈ ker A_λ if and only if there exists v ∈ ker b_λ(η) such that u(t) = Ψ_λ(t)(0, v), t ∈ [−η, η]. In particular, we see from

Ψ_λ(η)({0} × R^n ) ∩ ({0} × R^n ) = {(0, d_λ(η)v) : v ∈ ker b_λ(η)}, that Ψ_λ(η)({0} × R^n ) ∩ ({0} × R^n ) ≠ {0} if and only if λ = λ_0. Hence, if λ_0 turns out to be a regular crossing of the curve Ψ_·(η)({0} × R^n ) with respect to {0} × R^n , then the corresponding Maslov index is given by the signature of the crossing form Γ(Ψ_·(η)({0} × R^n ), {0} × R^n , λ_0). The subsequent computation follows Lemma 7.2 in [RS95]: From the identity

JΨ^′_λ(t) + S_λ(t)Ψ_λ(t) = 0, t ∈ [−η, η], λ ∈ I, we infer the two equalities

Ψ^′(t)^∗J = Ψ(t)^∗S_λ(t) (44) and Ṡ_λ(t)Ψ_λ(t) + S_λ(t)Ψ̇_λ(t) = −JΨ̇^′_λ(t). (45)

If we multiply (45) on the left by Ψ_λ(t)^∗ and integrate over [−η, η], we obtain ∫_η −η Ψ_λ(t)^∗Ṡ_λ(t)Ψ_λ(t) dt = − ∫_η −η Ψ_λ(t)^∗JΨ̇^′_λ(t) dt − ∫_η −η Ψ_λ(t)^∗S_λ(t)Ψ̇_λ(t) dt = − ∫_η −η Ψ_λ(t)^∗JΨ̇^′_λ(t) dt − ∫_η −η Ψ^′_λ(t)^∗JΨ̇_λ(t) dt

= −Ψ_λ(η)^∗JΨ̇_λ(η) − Ψ_λ(−η)^∗JΨ̇_λ(−η) = −Ψ_λ(η)^∗JΨ̇_λ(η),

where we have used in the last equality that Ψ̇_λ(−η) = 0 since Ψ_λ(−η) is constant. Let us now take u ∈ ker A_{λ0} and v ∈ ker b_{λ0} (η) such that u(t) = Ψ_{λ0} (t)(0, v), t ∈ [−η, η], as in Lemma 4.9. We obtain

Γ(A, λ_0)[u] = ∫_η −η ⟨ Ṡ_{λ0} (t)Ψ_{λ0} (t)(0, v), Ψ_{λ0} (t)(0, v) ⟩ dt = ∫_η −η ⟨ Ψ_{λ0} (t)^∗Ṡ_{λ0} (t)Ψ_{λ0} (t)(0, v), (0, v) ⟩ dt = − ⟨ Ψ_{λ0} (η)^∗JΨ̇_{λ0} (η)(0, v), (0, v) ⟩ = − ⟨ JΨ̇_{λ0} (η)(0, v), Ψ_{λ0} (η)(0, v) ⟩ = ⟨ḋ_{λ0} (η)v, b_{λ0} (η)v⟩ − ⟨d_{λ0} (η)v, ḃ_{λ0} (η)v⟩ = −⟨d_{λ0} (η)v, ḃ_{λ0} (η)v⟩. It follows from Lemma 4.9 that the right hand side is a non-degenerate quadratic form on ker b_{λ0} , and by (14), its signature is the Maslov index of the curve Ψ_·({0} × R^n ) relative to {0} × R^n . Thus we have shown that sf(A) = μ_{Mas}(Ψ_·(η)({0} × R^n ), {0} × R^n ).

Step 8: The final argument We first note that it is easily seen from

(φ^{−1}(t))^′ = −φ(t)^{−1}φ^′(t)φ(t)^{−1} and φ(t)^{−1} = −Jφ(t)^∗J, t ∈ [−η, η], that the fundamental matrices ~Ψ introduced in (38) and Ψ introduced in (43) are related by

Ψ_λ(t) = φ(t)^{−1} ~Ψ_λ(t)φ(−η), t ∈ [−η, η], λ ∈ I. We obtain from (15)

μ_{mas}(Ψ_·(η)({0} × R^n ), {0} × R^n ) = μ_{mas}(φ(η)^{−1} ~Ψ_·(η)φ(−η)({0} × R^n ), {0} × R^n ) = μ_{mas}(~Ψ_·(η)ℓ_1(η), ℓ_2(η)).

Analogously, we have for ~Ψ and Ψ ~Ψ_λ(t) = ψ^{−1}_λ (t)Ψ_{(λ,−η)}(t)ψ_λ(−η), λ ∈ I, t ∈ [−η, η], and we conclude by using (15) again that

μ_{mas}(~Ψ_·(η)ℓ_1(η), ℓ_2(η)) = μ_{mas}(Ψ_{(·,−η)}(η)ψ_·(−η)ℓ_1(η), ψ_·(η)ℓ_2(η)) = μ_{mas}(Ψ_{(·,−η)}(η)E^u_· (−η), E^s_· (η)). Finally, Theorem 4.3 follows from Ψ_{(λ,−η)}(η)E^u_λ (−η) = E^u_λ (η), λ ∈ I, and μ_{mas}(E^u_· (η), E^s_· (η)) = μ_{mas}(E^u_· (0), E^s_· (0)), which was shown in Lemma 4.2.

5 Application to bifurcation of homoclinic solutions

Let H : I × R × R^{2n} → R be a continuous map such that H_λ := H(λ, ·, ·) : R × R^{2n} → R is C^2 for all λ ∈ I and its derivatives depend continuously on λ ∈ I. We consider the family of Hamiltonian systems { Ju^′(t) + ∇_uH_λ(t, u(t)) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0, (46) where ∇_u denotes the gradient with respect to the variable u ∈ R^{2n} , and J is the standard symplectic matrix (2). In what follows, we assume that

H_λ(t, u) = 1 2 ⟨S_λ(t)u, u⟩ + G(λ, t, u), (47) where S : I × R → S(R^{2n} ) is a smooth family of symmetric matrices as in Section 4.1, G(λ, t, u) vanishes up to second order at u = 0, and there are p > 0, C ≥ 0 and g ∈ H^1(R, R) such that |D^2_uG(λ, t, u)| ≤ g(t) + C|u|^p. Note that in particular ∇_uH_λ(t, 0) = 0 for all (λ, t) ∈ I × R, so that u ≡ 0 is a solution of (46) for all λ ∈ I. By definition, homoclinics are solutions (λ, u) of (46) such that u ≢ 0. The linearisation of (46) at the trivial solution u ≡ 0 is

{ Ju^′(t) + S_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ R lim t→±∞ u(t) = 0, (48)

where S_λ(t) is the Hessian of H_λ(t, ·) at the critical point 0 ∈ R^{2n} according to (47). In what follows, we assume without further reference that the family S_λ has limits for t → ±∞ as in Section 4.1.

Let C^1_0 (R, R^{2n} ) be the Banach space of all continuously differentiable R^{2n} -valued functions u such that u and u^′ vanish at infinity, where the norm is defined by ‖u‖ = sup_{t∈R} |u(t)| + sup_{t∈R} |u^′(t)|. Definition 5.1. We call λ^∗ ∈ I a bifurcation point for homoclinic solutions from the stationary branch if every neighbourhood of (λ^∗, 0) ∈ I × C^1_0 (R, R^{2n} ) contains a non-trivial solution (λ, u) of (46).

We denote by Σ the set of all λ ∈ I such that the linearised equation (48) has a non-trivial solution. We will explain below the obvious fact that the set of all bifurcation points is contained in Σ. The main theorem of this section reads as follows:

Theorem 5.2. Assume that H is of the form (47) and that A1) and A2) hold for the linearised equation (48). Let E^s_λ(0) and E^u_λ (0), λ ∈ I, denote the stable and unstable subspaces of (48).

i) If μ_{mas}(E^u_· (0), E^s_· (0)) ≠ 0, then there exists at least one bifurcation point λ^∗ ∈ (0, 1) for homoclinic solutions of (46).

ii) If Σ is finite, then there are at least ⌊ |μ_{mas}(E^u_· (0), E^s_· (0))| n ⌋

distinct bifurcation points in (0, 1), where ⌊·⌋ denotes the integral part of a real number.

Let us point out that Σ is finite, for example, if the corresponding path A in (19) has only regular crossings.

The proof of Theorem 5.2 weakens the assumption on the differentiability of the Hamiltonian H from Theorem 2.2 in [Pe08b] by using the recent work [PW13] of Pejsachowicz and the author. Concretely, here we merely suppose that H depends continuously on the parameter λ, whereas this was required to be smooth in [Pe08b].

Let us first recall the main theorem of [PW13]. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and f : I × H → R a continuous function such that each f_λ := f(λ, ·) : H → R is C^2 and its first and second derivatives depend continuously on λ ∈ I. In what follows, we assume that 0 ∈ H is a critical point of all f_λ, λ ∈ I. We call λ ∈ I a bifurcation point of critical points of f if every neighbourhood of I × {0} in I × H contains elements (λ, u) such that u ≠ 0 is a critical point of f_λ. The second derivatives D^2_0f_λ at the critical point 0 ∈ H are bounded symmetric bilinear forms and there exists a unique continuous path of selfadjoint operators L on H such that

D^2_0f_λ(u, v) = ⟨L_λu, v⟩_H , u, v ∈ H, λ ∈ I. (49) From the implicit function theorem, it is easily seen that L_λ∗ is not invertible if λ^∗ is a bifurcation point of critical points of f.

Let us now assume that L_λ is Fredholm for all λ ∈ I, so that the spectral flow of the path L : I → FS(H) of bounded selfadjoint Fredholm operators on H is defined (cf. Section 2). The main theorem of [PW13] reads as follows:

Theorem 5.3. If sf(L) ≠ 0 and L_0, L_1 are invertible, then there exists a bifurcation point λ^∗ ∈ (0, 1) of critical points of f from the trivial branch.

Moreover, if there is an a priori bound on the dimension of the kernels of the operators L_λ, then the number of bifurcation points can be estimated from below as follows (cf. [PW13, Thm. 2.1 ii)]).

Theorem 5.4. Assume that there exist only finitely many λ ∈ I such that ker L_λ ≠ 0. Then there are at least ⌊ | sf(L)| max_{λ∈I} dim ker L_λ ⌋

distinct bifurcations of critical points from the trivial branch I × {0}.

Let us now briefly recall the variational formulation of the equations (46) from [Pe08b, §4]. The bilinear forms b_λ(u, v) = ⟨A_λu, v⟩_L2 , u, v ∈ H^1(R, R^{2n} ), extend to bounded forms on the well known fractional Sobolev space H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ), which can be described in terms of Fourier transforms (cf. eg. [St95, §10]). Under the assumption (47),

f_λ : H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) → R, f_λ(u) = b_λ(u, u) + ∫_∞ −∞ G(λ, t, u(t)) dt are C^2-functionals such that f : I × H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) → R is continuous and all its derivatives depend continuously on λ ∈ I. A careful examination of f shows that the critical points of f_λ belong to C^1_0 (R, R^{2n} ) and are the classical solutions of the differential equation (46). Moreover, every bifurcation point of critical points of f is a bifurcation point of (46) in the sense of Definition 5.1. Finally, the second derivative of f_λ at the critical point 0 ∈ H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) is given by D^2_0f_λ(u, v) = b_λ(u, v) and the corresponding operators L_λ : H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) → H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) in (49) are Fredholm.

Let us now explain how Theorem 5.2 follows from Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 5.4. We first note that by the definition of the form b_λ, it clearly follows that ker L_λ = ker A_λ for all λ ∈ I, and moreover, the latter space is contained in C^1_0 (R, R^{2n} ). Since L_λ is Fredholm of index 0, we see that L_λ is invertible if and only if (48) has no non-trivial solution; i.e. λ /∈ Σ. This in particular shows that Σ contains the set of all bifurcation points of (46). Moreover, it follows from assumption A2) that the operators L_0 and L_1 are invertible. Our next aim is to prove that sf(L) = sf(A), which implies the first assertion of Theorem 5.2 by our main Theorem 4.3. By definition

⟨L_λu, v⟩_H 1_{2 (R,R2n)} = ⟨A_λu, v⟩_L2_{(R,R}2n_), u ∈ H^1(R, R^{2n} ), v ∈ H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ), (50)

which is enough to conclude the equality of sf(L) and sf(A) by the more general Theorem 2.6 of [Wa15a] for the index bundle of families of selfadjoint Fredholm operators (cf. also [Wa12]). Here, however, we want to use the approach from Section 2 for the computation of the spectral flow by crossing forms.

We denote by B : H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) → H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ) the unique selfadjoint operator such that ⟨u, v⟩_L2_{(R,R}2n_) = ⟨Bu, v⟩_H 1_{2 (R,R2n)} for all u, v ∈ H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ). For δ^′ > 0 sufficiently small, the selfadjoint operators L^δ_λ := L_λ + δB are Fredholm and have invertible ends for all 0 ≤ δ < δ^′, so that sf(L^δ) is defined and is equal to sf(L). By Theorem 2.6, we can take 0 ≤ δ < δ^′ such that A^δ = A + δI_H has only regular crossings and sf(A^δ ) = sf(A). We conclude from (50) and the definition of B that ⟨L^δ_λu, v⟩_H 1_{2 (R,R2n)} = ⟨A^δ_λu, v⟩_L2_{(R,R}2n_), u ∈ H^1(R, R^{2n} ), v ∈ H^{12} (R, R^{2n} ), which shows first that ker L^δ_λ = ker A^δ_λ, and second that Γ(L^δ, λ) = Γ(A^δ , λ), λ ∈ I. Since A^δ has only regular crossings, we see that the crossings of L^δ are regular as well. Consequently, we obtain from Theorem 2.7

sf(A) = sf(A^δ ) = ∑ λ∈(0,1) sgn Γ(A^δ , λ) = ∑ λ∈(0,1) sgn Γ(L^δ, λ) = sf(L^δ) = sf(L),

and the first part of Theorem 5.2 is shown.

The remaining assertion of Theorem 5.2 now follows from Theorem 5.4 if we can show that dim ker L_λ ≤ n for all λ ∈ I. Since ker L_λ = ker A_λ and ker A_λ is isomorphic to E^u_λ (0) ∩ E^s_λ(0) by (23), we obtain the required estimate from the fact that dim E^u_λ (0) = dim E^s_λ(0) = n (cf. Lemma 4.1).

Appendix

A Quadratic forms

Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space with norm ‖ · ‖. A quadratic form Q : H → R on H is a map for which there exists a bilinear form b : H × H → R such that Q(u) = b(u, u), u ∈ H. The set Q(H) of all quadratic forms on H is a Banach space with respect to the norm ‖Q‖ = sup_{‖u‖=1} |Q(u)|. For every Q ∈ Q(H) there is a unique selfadjoint linear operator L_Q : H → H such that

Q(u) = ⟨L_Qu, u⟩, u ∈ H. (51) Note that Q is non-degenerate if and only if L_Q is invertible, and moreover, ‖Q‖ = ‖L_Q‖. If H_1 is another finite dimensional Hilbert space and Q_1 ∈ Q(H_1), we write Q_1 ∼ Q if there exists a an isomorphism M : H_1 → H such that L_{Q1} = M^∗L_QM. Clearly, Q_1 is non-degenerate if and only if Q_2 is. The signature of a quadratic form Q is defined by

sgn Q = m^+(Q) − m^−(Q),

where

m^±(Q) = dim ⨁ ±λ>0 {u ∈ H : L_Qu = λu}.

Note that sgn Q_1 = sgn Q if Q ∼ Q_1. It follows from the continuity of eigenvalues (cf. [Ka76, II.5.1]) that the signature is constant on each connected component of the subspace of all nondegenerate quadratic forms. The following stability result is a simple consequence of the Neumann series (cf. [Ka76, I.4.4]).

Lemma A.1. If Q_1 is a non-degenerate quadratic form and Q_2 ∈ Q(H) is such that ‖L_{Q2} ‖ < ‖L^{−1}_{Q1} ‖^{−1}, then Q_1 + Q_2 is non-degenerate and sgn(Q_1 + Q_2) = sgn Q_1.

B On liftings in Λ(n)

We assume throughout that X, Y and B are paracompact Hausdorff spaces. Let us recall the following lifting property for fibre bundles (cf. [Br97, Thm. 6.4]):

Lemma B.1. Let p : Y → B be a fibre bundle and X a contractible space. Then for any continuous map f : X → B there exists a continuous map F : X → Y such that p ∘ F = f.

We now consider the fibre bundle p : Sp(2n) → Λ(n), where p assigns to A ∈ Sp(2n) the Lagrangian subspace Aℓ_0 ∈ Λ(n) for some fixed ℓ_0 ∈ Λ(n) (cf. [RS93, Rem. 1.4]). Before we prove the main result of this section, we show the following simple application of Lemma B.1.

Lemma B.2. Let X and Y be contractible spaces. If γ : X × Y → Λ(n) and ℓ_2 : Y → Λ(n) are continuous maps, then there exists a continuous map ϕ : X × Y → Sp(2n) such that ϕ(λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = γ(λ, η), (λ, η) ∈ X × Y. Proof. By Lemma B.1, for every ℓ_1 ∈ Λ(n) there exist φ : Y → Sp(2n) such that φ(η)ℓ_1 = ℓ_2(η) for all η ∈ Y and ~ϕ : X × Y → Sp(2n) such that ~ϕ(λ, η)ℓ_1 = γ(λ, η). Now we set ϕ(λ, η) := ~ϕ(λ, η)φ(η)−1 ∈ Sp(2n), and obtain ϕ(λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = ~ϕ(λ, η)ℓ_1 = γ(λ, η), (λ, η) ∈ X × Y.

Our main result of this section reads as follows.

Lemma B.3. Let X and Y be contractible spaces and γ_1, γ_2 : X × Y → Λ(n) two continuous maps. Then there exist continuous maps ϕ : I × X × Y → Sp(2n) and ℓ_1, ℓ_2 : Y → Λ(n) such that ϕ(0, λ, η)ℓ_1(η) = γ_1(λ, η), ϕ(1, λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = γ_2(λ, η), (λ, η) ∈ X × Y. Proof. Since X is contractible, there exists p ∈ X and a continuous map f : I × X → X such that f(0, λ) = p and f(1, λ) = λ for all λ ∈ X. We set ℓ_1(η) = {0} × R^n ∈ Λ(n) and take a map ϕ_1 : X × Y → Sp(2n) such that ϕ_1(λ, η)ℓ_1(η) = γ_1(λ, η) for all (λ, η) ∈ X × Y . We define ℓ_2(η) := ϕ_1(p, η)^{−1}γ_2(p, η) ∈ Λ(n). By the previous lemma, there exists a map ~ϕ_2 : X × Y → Sp(2n) such that

~ϕ_2(λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = ϕ_1(p, η)^{−1}γ_2(λ, η), (λ, η) ∈ X × Y. (52)

Note that by definition ~ϕ_2(p, η) maps ℓ_2(η) to ℓ_2(η) so that

~ϕ_2(p, η)^{−1}ℓ_2(η) = ℓ_2(η). (53)

Now we set ϕ_2(λ, η) := ~ϕ_2(λ, η)~ϕ_2(p, η)^{−1} and claim that ϕ : I × X × Y → Sp(2n), ϕ(t, λ, η) = ϕ_1(f(1 − t, λ), η)ϕ_2(f(t, λ), η) has the required properties. Indeed, ϕ(0, λ, η)ℓ_1(η) = ϕ_1(λ, η)ℓ_1(η) = γ_1(λ, η) and from (52) and (53) it follows that

ϕ(1, λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = ϕ_1(p, η)~ϕ_2(λ, η)~ϕ_2(p, η)^{−1}ℓ_2(η) = ϕ_1(p, η)~ϕ_2(λ, η)ℓ_2(η) = γ_2(λ, η) for all (λ, η) ∈ X × Y .

Finally, let us point out that all results of this section also hold in the smooth category. For example, if X and Y in Lemma B.3 are smooth manifolds and γ_1, γ_2 smooth maps, then the maps ϕ and ℓ_1, ℓ_2 can be chosen smooth as well.

C Properties of the spectral flow

The aim of this section is to show the well-definedness and the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow, where we adapt Phillips’ arguments from [Ph96] for bounded operators. We begin by showing the well-definedness.

Lemma C.1. The right hand side in (10) depends only on the continuous map A. Proof. The proof will be divided into three steps.

At first, we consider t_1, . . . , t_{n−1} and a_1, . . . , a_n as in (10) and take a further instant t^∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that t_{i−1} < t^∗ < t_i for some i. If we now use the two maps [t_{i−1}, t^∗] ∋ t → P_{[−ai ,ai]}(A_t), [t^∗, t_i] ∋ t → P_{[−ai,ai]}(A_t) instead of [t_{i−1}, t_i] ∋ t → P_{[−ai,ai]}(A_t) for the computation of (10), then the sum does not change because the two new appearing terms cancel each other out.

In the second step, we consider the case in which we do not change the partition of the interval but instead the numbers a_i. Let [c, d] ⊂ [0, 1] be any subinterval and t → P_{[−a1,a1]}(A_t), t → P_{[−a2 ,a2]}(A_t) two continuous maps as in (10) which are defined on [c, d]. We assume without loss of generality that a_1 ≥ a_2. Since a_1, a_2 /∈ σ(A_t) for all t ∈ [c, d], we obtain by (9)

dim E_{[0,a1]}(A_t) − dim E_{[0,a2]}(A_t) = dim E_{[a2,a1 ]}(A_t) = dim im P_{[a2,a1]}(A_t) which is constant on [c, d] by Corollary 2.3. We conclude that dim E_{[0,a1]}(A_d) − dim E_{[0,a1]}(A_c) = (dim E_{[0,a2]}(A_d) + dim E_{[a2 ,a1]}(A_d)) − (dim E_{[0,a2]}(A_c) + dim E_{[a2 ,a1]}(A_c)) = dim E_{[0,a2 ]}(A_d) − dim E_{[0,a2]}(A_c).

Finally, let us consider the general case in which we have two partitions t_0, . . . , t_n and t^′_0, . . . , t^′_m having associated numbers a_1, . . . , a_n and a^′_1, . . . , a^′_m, respectively, as in (10). We build the union of both partitions in order to obtain a third one {t^{′′}_0 , . . . , t^{′′}_{m+n}} which is finer than t_0, . . . , t_n and t^′_1, . . . , t^′_m. By our first step of the proof, we obtain n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,ai ]}(A_{ti} ) − dim E_{[0,ai]}(A_{ti−1} ) ) = m+n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,bi]}(A_t′′_i ) − dim E_{[0,bi ]}(A_t′′_{i−1} ) )

m∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,a}′_{i]}(A_t′_i ) − dim E_{[0,a}′_{i]}(A_t′_{i−1} ) ) = m+n∑ i=1 ( dim E_{[0,b}′_{i]}(A_t′′_i ) − dim E_{[0,b}′_{i]}(A_t′′_{i−1} ) ) , for suitable b_1, . . . , b_{m+n} ∈ {a_1, . . . , a_n} and b^′_1, . . . , b^′_{m+n} ∈ {a^′_1, . . . a^′_m}. Now the same partition is used in the sums on the right hand sides and we see from the second step of our proof that they actually agree.

The following assertion is an immediate consequence of the definition of the spectral flow (10).

Lemma C.2. Let N ⊂ FS(W, H) be a neighbourhood of some T_0 ∈ FS(W, H) as in Corollary 2.3 i). If A^1, A^2 : I → FS(W, H) are continuous and

A^1(I), A^2(I) ⊂ N, A^1_0 = A^2_0, A^1 = A^2_1,

then

sf(A^1) = sf(A^2).

Now we are ready for proving the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow.

Lemma C.3. Let h : I × I → FS(W, H) be a continuous map such that h(I × ∂I) ⊂ GL(W, H). Then

sf(h(0, ·)) = sf(h(1, ·)).

Proof. Since h([0, 1] × [0, 1]) ⊂ FS(W, H) is compact, we can find a finite open covering

h([0, 1] × [0, 1]) ⊂ n⋃ i=1 N_i, where the N_i ⊂ FS(W, H) are open sets as in Corollary 2.3 i). Accordingly, for each N_i there exists a_i > 0 such that −a_i, a_i /∈ σ(T ) for all T ∈ N_i, the map

N_i ∋ T → P_{[−ai ,ai]}(T ) ∈ L(H) is continuous and all P_{[−ai ,ai]}(T ) are projections of the same finite rank. Let ε_0 > 0 be a Lebesgue number of the open covering

[0, 1] × [0, 1] = n⋃ i=1 h^{−1}(N_i),

and note that now the image of each subset of [0, 1] × [0, 1] of diameter less than ε_0 is entirely contained in one of the h^{−1}(N_i).

Let us take instants 0 = t_0 < t_1 < . . . < t_m = 1 such that |t_i − t_{i−1}| <^{ε0√}_2 , 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Then for each pair 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, h([t_{i−1}, t_i] × [t_{j−1}, t_j ]) is contained entirely in one of the N_k. From Lemma C.2 and Lemma 2.4 i)-ii), we obtain for any h |_{[ti−1 ,ti]×[tj−1 ,tj ]}

sf(h(t_{i−1}, ·) |_{[tj−1 ,tj ]}) = sf(h(·, t_{j−1}) |_{[ti−1 ,ti]}) + sf(h(t_i, ·) |_{[tj−1 ,tj ]}) − sf(h(·, t_j ) |_{[ti−1,ti]}). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 2.4 iii) that

sf(h(·, 0) |_{[ti−1 ,ti]}) = sf(h(·, 1) |_{[ti−1,ti]}) = 0, i = 1, . . . , m. By using Lemma 2.4 i) once again, we have

sf(h(t_{i−1}, ·)) = m∑ j=1 sf(h(t_{i−1}, ·) |_{[tj−1 ,tj ]})

= m∑ j=1 ( sf(h(·, t_{j−1}) |_{[ti−1,ti]}) + sf(h(t_i, ·) |_{[tj−1 ,tj ]}) − sf(h(·, t_j ) |_{[ti−1,ti]}) )

= m∑ j=1 sf(h(t_i, ·) |_{[tj−1 ,tj ]}) = sf(h(t_i, ·)),

and consequently,

sf(h(0, ·)) = sf(h(t_0, ·)) = sf(h(t_m, ·)) = sf(h(1, ·)).

References

[Ab01] A. Abbondandolo, Morse theory for Hamiltonian systems, Chapman & Hall/CRC Research Notes in Mathematics, 425. Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2001

[AM03] A. Abbondandolo, P. Majer, Ordinary differential operators in Hilbert spaces and Fredholm pairs, Math. Z. 243, 2003, 525–562

[Am90] H. Amann, Ordinary differential equations - An introduction to nonlinear analysis, de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics 13, Walter de Gruyter & Co., Berlin, 1990

[Ar67] V.I. Arnold, A Characteristic Class Entering in Quantization Conditions, Func. Ana. Appl. 1, 1967, 1–14

[APS76] M.F. Atiyah, V.K. Patodi, I.M. Singer, Spectral Asymmetry and Riemannian Geometry III, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 79, 1976, 71–99

[BD02] T. Bartsch, Y. Ding, Homoclinic Solutions of an infinite-dimensional Hamiltonian System, Math. Z. 240, 2002, 289–310

[BW85] B. Booß-Bavnbek, K. Wojciechowski, Desuspension of splitting elliptic symbols.

I, Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 3, 1985, 337–383

[BZ05] B. Booß-Bavnbek, C. Zhu, General spectral flow formula for fixed maximal domain, Cent. Eur. J. Math. 3, 2005, 558–577

[BLP05] B. Booß-Bavnbek, M. Lesch, J. Phillips, Unbounded Fredholm Operators and Spectral Flow, Canad. J. Math. 57, 2005, 225–250

[Br97] G. Bredon, Topology and Geometry, Corrected third printing of the 1993 original, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 139, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997

[CLM94] S.E. Cappel, R. Lee, E. Miller, On the Maslov Index, Comm. Pure Appl. Math.

47, 1994, 121–186

[CH07] C.-N. Chen, X. Hu, Maslov index for homoclinic orbits of Hamiltonian systems, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 24, 2007, 589–603

[FPR99] P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, L. Recht, Spectral Flow and Bifurcation of Critical Points of Strongly-Indefinite Functionals-Part I: General Theory, Journal of Functional Analysis 162, 1999, 52–95

[FPR00] P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, L. Recht, Spectral Flow and Bifurcation of Critical Points of Strongly-Indefinite Functionals Part II: Bifurcation of Periodic Orbits of Hamiltonian Systems, J. Differential Equations 163, 2000, 18–40

[Fl88] A. Floer, An Instanton Invariant for 3-Manifolds, Com. Math. Phys. 118, 1988, 215-240

[GGK90] I. Gohberg, S. Goldberg, M.A. Kaashoek, Classes of Linear Operators Vol. I, Operator Theory: Advances and Applications Vol. 49, Birkhäuser, 1990

[Ka76] T. Kato, Perturbation Theory of Linear Operators, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften 132, 2nd edition, Springer, 1976

[KL04] P. Kirk, M. Lesch, The Eta-Invariant, Maslov Index, and Spectral Flow for Dirac Type Operators on Manifolds with Boundary, Forum Math. 16, 2004, 553–629

[Le05] M. Lesch, The Uniqueness of the Spectral Flow on Spaces of Unbounded Self-adjoint Fredholm Operators, Cont. Math. Amer. Math. Soc. 366, 2005, 193– 224

[Ni95] L. Nicolaescu, The Maslov index, the spectral flow, and decompositions of manifolds, Duke Univ. J. 80, 1995, 485–534

[Ni97] L. Nicolaescu, Generalized Symplectic Geometries and the Index of Families of Elliptic Problems, Memoirs AMS 128, 1997

[Pe08a] J. Pejsachowicz, Bifurcation of homoclinics, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136, 2008, 111–118

[Pe08b] J. Pejsachowicz, Bifurcation of Homoclinics of Hamiltonian Systems, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 136, 2008, 2055–2065

[PW13] J. Pejsachowicz, N. Waterstraat, Bifurcation of critical points for continuous families of C^2 functionals of Fredholm type, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl. 13, 2013, 537–560

[Ph96] J. Phillips, Self-adjoint Fredholm Operators and Spectral Flow, Canad. Math.

Bull. 39, 1996, 460–467

[RS93] J. Robbin, D. Salamon, The Maslov index for paths, Topology 32, 1993, 827–844

[RS95] J. Robbin, D. Salamon, The spectral flow and the Maslov index, Bull. London Math. Soc. 27, 1995, 1–33

[SZ92] D. Salamon, E. Zehnder, Morse Theory for Periodic Solutions of Hamiltonian Systems and the Maslov Index, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 45, 1992, 1303–1360

[St95] C.A. Stuart, Bifurcation into spectral gaps, Bull. Belg. Math. Soc. Simon Stevin 1995, suppl., 59 pp.

[Wah08] C. Wahl, A new topology on the space of unbounded selfadjoint operators, K-theory and spectral flow, C^∗-algebras and elliptic theory II, 297–309, Trends Math., Birkhäuser, Basel, 2008

[Wa12] N. Waterstraat, A K-theoretic proof of the Morse index theorem in semi- Riemannian Geometry, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 140, 2012, 337–349

[Wa15a] N. Waterstraat, A family index theorem for periodic Hamiltonian systems and bifurcation, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 52, 2015, 727–753, arXiv:1305.5679 [math.DG]

[Wa15b] N. Waterstraat, On bifurcation for semilinear elliptic Dirichlet problems on shrinking domains, Springer Proc. Math. Stat. 119, arXiv:1403.4151 [math.AP]

Nils Waterstraat Institut für Mathematik Humboldt Universität zu Berlin Unter den Linden 6 10099 Berlin Germany E-mail: waterstn@math.hu-berlin.de