arXiv:2412.19271v1 [math.DS] 26 Dec 2024

Local and Global Bifurcation for Periodic Solutions of Hamiltonian Systems via Comparison Theory for the Spectral Flow

Joanna Janczewska, Maciej Starostka and Nils Waterstraat

Abstract

We obtain local and global bifurcation for periodic solutions of Hamiltonian systems by using a new way to apply a comparison principle of the spectral flow that was originally introduced by Pejsachowicz in a joint work with the third author. A particular novelty is the study of global bifurcation, which to the best of our knowledge has not been done via the spectral flow.

1 Introduction

We consider Hamiltonian systems { Ju^′(t) + ∇_uH(λ, t, u(t)) = 0, t ∈ [0, 2π] u(0) = u(2π), (1) where J denotes the standard symplectic matrix

J = ( 0 −I_n I_n 0 ) (2) and H : R × R × R^{2n} → R is C^2. We assume that H(λ, t, u) is 2π-periodic with respect to t, that ∇_uH(λ, t, 0) = 0 for all (λ, t) ∈ R × R and consider bifurcation of periodic solutions from the trivial one u ≡ 0. Such problems have been studied by various methods for several decades and are well presented, e.g., in the monographs [4], [13] and [18]. In 1999 Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht showed in [9] that the spectral flow, which is an invariant from global analysis, yields a novel and promising way to find bifurcation points of critical points of families of functionals. In their subsequent work [10] they applied their findings to the Hamiltonian systems (1). The spectral flow was invented by Atiyah, Patodi and Singer in 1976 for studying spectra of elliptic differential operators on manifolds in [2] and quickly became a valuable invariant in various settings in analysis, geometry and mathematical physics [6], [24]. Since the work [9] it has been applied to study bifurcation problems for different kinds of differential equations by various authors. Pejsachowicz and the third author invented in [15] a comparison principle that can be used to estimate the spectral flow, and which allows to find bifurcation points for (1) just from the eigenvalues of the family of Hessians of the Hamiltonian H at 0 ∈ R^{2n} . The aim of this paper is threefold. Firstly, we give a rather short and novel proof of a bifurcation

12010 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 37J20; Secondary 37J45, 58J30

criterion for (1) that is based on the comparison principle and was essentially already obtained by different methods in [15]. Secondly, we refine this new proof to find bifurcation of (1) under far less restrictive assumptions on the eigenvalues of the family of Hessians of the Hamiltonian H at 0 ∈ R^{2n} . Let us emphasize that we here need to make an additional assumption on H, so that this second part is not a direct generalisation of the first one. Finally, we use the method from the previous part to consider global bifurcation of (1), which is of particular interest as an example of Böhme [5] indicates that there is little hope to find global bifurcation by variational methods. Actually, the possibility of a global bifurcation was not even mentioned in the original work [9] by Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht, and we are not aware of any reference in the literature except [3], where the authors explicitly state that the spectral flow seems to be unable to provide global bifurcation results. Our final aim is to show that this statement is despite Böhme’s example too pessimistic. Here we recap Fitzpatrick and Pejsachowicz’ construction of the parity, which can show bifurcation for non-linear operator equations in Banach spaces. In Hilbert spaces the parity is linked to the spectral flow and thus opens up the way to find global bifurcation points for critical points of families of functionals. We are not aware of any reference in the literature for the obtained Theorem 3.4, but we are sure that its statement is folklore. Finally, we combine this theorem with the comparison methods from the previous parts and obtain global bifurcation for planar systems (1) just from the eigenvalues of the Hessians of the Hamiltonian H at 0 ∈ R^{2n} .

The paper is structured as follows. In the next section we recall the variational formulation from [18] to find solutions of (1), give the central definitions and state our main theorem. The following Section 3 deals with the proof of this theorem and is divided into four parts. Firstly, we recall the construction of the parity and its application to bifurcation for nonlinear operator equations in Banach spaces. Secondly, we recap the spectral flow and how it is used to find bifurcation points of critical points of families of functionals in Hilbert spaces. Section 3.3 joins the parity and the spectral flow in Proposition 3.3 and yields Theorem 3.4 on global bifurcation of branches of critical points. As already mentioned above, we are not aware of any reference in the literature for this theorem, but consider it as folklore. The final Section 3.4 deals with the proof of our main theorem, which consists of three parts.

2 The Main Theorem

Let H : R × R × R^{2n} → R be C^2 and assume that H(λ, t, u) is 2π-periodic with respect to t and ∇_uH(λ, t, 0) = 0 for all (λ, t) ∈ R × R. Let us consider as in (1) the Hamiltonian systems { Ju^′(t) + ∇_uH(λ, t, u(t)) = 0, t ∈ [0, 2π] u(0) = u(2π),

where J denotes the standard symplectic matrix (2), and note that under the given assumptions u ≡ 0 is a solution of (1) for all λ ∈ R.

Definition 2.1. Let λ_− < λ_+ be two real numbers.

(i) There is a (local) bifurcation point λ_0 ∈ [λ_−, λ_+] for (1), if in every neighbourhood of (λ_0, 0) in R × C^1(S^1, R^{2n} ) there is an element (λ, u) such that u ≠ 0 is a solution of (1).

(ii) Let S denote the closure of

{(λ, u) ∈ R × C^1(S^1, R^{2n} ) : u is a solution of (1)} \ R × {0} in R × H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ), and let T be the connected component of S ∪ [λ_−, λ_+] × {0} containing [λ_−, λ_+] × {0}. Then there is a global bifurcation from the interval [λ_−, λ_+] if either T is unbounded or T contains a point (λ^∗, 0) such that λ^∗ /∈ [λ_−, λ_+].

Before stating the main theorem of this work, we now briefly recap the analytical setting for finding solutions of (1) by variational methods, where we follow the presentation of [10] and [18]. The Hilbert space H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) consists of all functions u : [0, 2π] → R^{2n} such that

u(t) = c_0 + ∞∑ k=1 (a_k sin kt + b_k cos kt),

where c_0, a_k, b_k ∈ R^{2n} , k ∈ N, and ∑_∞ k=1 k(|a_k|^2 + |b_k|^2) < ∞.

The scalar product on H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) is defined by

⟨u, v⟩_H 1_2 = ⟨c_0, c̃_0⟩ + ∞∑ k=1 k(⟨a_k, ã_k⟩ + ⟨b_k, b̃_k⟩),

where c̃_0 and ã_k, b̃_k denote the Fourier coefficients of v ∈ H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ). Let Q : H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) × H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) → R (3) be the unique continuous extension of the bounded bilinear form Q̃(u, v) = ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨Ju^′(t), v(t)⟩ dt defined on the dense subspace H^1(S^1, R^{2n} ) of H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ), which consists of all absolutely continuous functions u : S^1 → R^{2n} having a square integrable derivative. We consider the map ψ : R × H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) → R, ψ_λ(u) = 1 2 Q(u, u) + ∫_{2π} 0 H(λ, t, u(t)) dt. It is a standard result (see [18], [6]) that ψ is C^2 if there are constants a, b ≥ 0 and r > 1 such that |∇_uH(λ, t, u)| ≤ a + b|u|^r, |D_u∇_uH(λ, t, u)| ≤ a + b|u|^r, (λ, t, u) ∈ R × R × R^{2n} . Moreover, ⟨∇_uψ_λu, v⟩_H 1_2 = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨∇_uH(λ, t, u(t)), v(t)⟩ dt, v ∈ H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ), and consequently, the critical points of ψ_λ are the weak solutions of the Hamiltonian system (1). In particular, u ≡ 0 ∈ H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) is a critical point of ψ_λ, whose Hessian is given by ⟨L_λu, v⟩_H 1_2 = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨A_λ(t)u(t), v(t)⟩ dt, where A_λ(t) is the Hessian matrix of H_λ(t, ·) : R^{2n} → R at 0. Note that the kernel of L_λ is made by the solutions of the linear equation

{ Ju^′(t) + A_λ(t)u(t) = 0, t ∈ [0, 2π] u(0) = u(2π). (4) We now let μ_1(λ, t) ≤ · · · ≤ μ_{2n}(λ, t) be the eigenvalues of the matrices A_λ(t) for λ ∈ R and t ∈ [0, 2π]. For two fixed real numbers λ_− < λ_+ we set

α_± := inf_{t∈[0,2π]} μ_1(λ_±, t) (5)

as well as

β_± := sup_{t∈[0,2π]} μ_{2n}(λ_±, t). (6)

Finally, we define for any real numbers μ, ν ∈ R Δ(μ, ν) = { |{i ∈ Z : μ < i ≤ ν}|, if μ ≤ ν −|{i ∈ Z : ν ≤ i < μ}|, if ν ≤ μ, where |{·}| stands for the cardinality of a set. Now our main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 2.2. Let H : R × R × R^{2n} → R be a family of Hamiltonians as above and α_±, β_± as in (5) and (6). Assume that (4) only has the trivial solution for λ = λ_±.

(i) If β_− < α_+ and Δ(β_−, α_+) > 0, or β_+ < α_− and Δ(α_−, β_+) < 0, then there is a (local) bifurcation point of (1) in (λ_−, λ_+).

(ii) If α_− < 0 < β_−, A_{λ−} is autonomous, and either β_− < α_+ or β_+ < α_−, then there is a (local) bifurcation point of (1) in (λ_−, λ_+).

(iii) If n = 1 in (ii), i.e. (1) is planar, and

Δ(α_−, β_+) − Δ(β_−, α_+) = 1, (7)

then there is a global bifurcation of (1) from the interval [λ_−, λ_+].

Let us emphasise that a proof of (i) is implicitly contained in [15, §8], albeit here we use a different argument. Nevertheless, the essential novelties of our work are (ii) and (iii). Note that (ii) allows the gap between β_∓ and α_± to be arbitrarily small under additional assumptions on A_{λ−} , whereas the gap in (i) might need to be rather large to find bifurcation. To the best of our knowledge, (iii) is the first result that shows global bifurcation by a spectral flow argument.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.2

As announced in the introduction, the proof of (iii) requires various preliminaries which however yield an abstract theorem on global bifurcation that is of independent interest. Thus we firstly recap the parity and the spectral flow as well as their relevance in bifurcation theory in the next two subsection. Afterwards we join these two notions and introduce an abstract global bifurcation theorem. In the fourth subsection we finally consider the Hamiltonian systems (1) and show Theorem 2.2.

3.1 The Parity and Global Bifurcation

Let us first recap the definition of the parity, where we mostly follow [8]. Let E be a real Banach space of infinite dimension and let Φ_0(E) denote the open subset of L(E) of all Fredholm operators of index 0 with the norm topology. Let L : [a, b] → Φ_0(E) be a path such that L_a and L_b are invertible. Fitzpatrick and Pejsachowicz showed in [7] that there is a parametrix for L, i.e., a path M : [a, b] → GL(E) such that M_λL_λ = I_E + K_λ for some path K : [a, b] → K(E) of compact operators. As I_E + K_λ are invertible for λ = a, b, the Leray-Schauder degree of these operators is defined and given by

deg_{LS}(I_E + K_λ) = (−1)^{k(λ)}, (8)

where k(λ) denotes the algebraic multiplicity of the number of eigenvalues less than −1 of K_λ. We now define σ(L, [a, b]) as the unique element in Z_2 = {0, 1} such that

deg_{LS} (I_E + K_a) deg_{LS} (I_E + K_b) = (−1)^{σ(L,[a,b])}.

It was proved in [7] that this element of Z_2 does not depend on the choice of the parametrix M and Fitzpatrick and Pejsachowicz introduced σ as the parity of the path L in the latter reference. Moreover, they showed that the parity has the following properties:

(P1) If L_λ ∈ GL(E) for all λ ∈ [a, b], then σ(L, [a, b]) = 0.

(P2) If c ∈ [a, b] such that L_c ∈ GL(E), then σ(L, [a, b]) = σ(L, [a, c]) + σ(L, [c, b]).

(P3) If h : [a, b]×[0, 1] → Φ_0(E) is a homotopy such that h(a, s), h(b, s) ∈ GL(E) for all s ∈ [0, 1], then σ(h(·, 0), [a, b]) = σ(h(·, 1), [a, b]). (P4) If E = E_1 ⊕ E_2 for two closed subspaces of E such that L_λ(E_i) ⊂ E_i for all λ ∈ [a, b], i = 1, 2, then σ(L, [a, b]) = σ(L |_{E1} , [a, b]) + σ(L |_{E2} , [a, b]). Note that by (P2) and (P3) the parity induces a homomorphism σ : π_1(Φ_0(E)) → Z_2, which is bijective under an additional assumption:

(P5) If GL(E) is contractible with respect to the norm topology, then

σ : π_1(Φ_0(E)) → Z_2

is an isomorphism.

Consequently, by Kuiper’s Theorem, σ in particular induces an isomorphism if E is a Hilbert space.

The main motivation for introducing the parity is bifurcation theory of nonlinear operator equations. Below we will make use of the following theorem that basically can already be found in [7], but which in this generality firstly appeared in [14].

Theorem 3.1. Let X, Y be real Banach spaces and G : R × X → Y a C^1-map with G(λ, 0) = 0 for all λ ∈ R. Suppose that the derivatives D_0G_λ of G_λ : X → Y at 0 ∈ X are Fredholm of index 0, and that there are λ_− < λ_+ such that D_0G_{λ±} ∈ GL(X, Y ) as well as σ(D_0G_·, [λ_−, λ_+]) = 1. Let S denote the closure of G^{−1}(0) \ R × {0} in R × X and T the connected component of S ∪ [λ_−, λ_+] × {0} containing [λ_−, λ_+] × {0}. Then either T is non-compact or T contains a point (λ^∗, 0) with λ^∗ /∈ [λ_−, λ_+].

Note that if G is proper on any bounded subset of R × X, then the non-compactness of C implies that C is unbounded in R × X.

3.2 The Spectral Flow and Bifurcation of Critical Points

Let us now consider a real separable Hilbert space H and denote by Φ_S (H) the subset of L(H) of all selfadjoint Fredholm operators with the norm topology. We follow the definition of the spectral flow from [16] (see also [6, §4.1]) and note at first that if 0 is in the spectrum of a selfadjoint Fredholm operator, then it is an isolated eigenvalue of finite multiplicity. This allows to find a partition a = λ_0 < λ_1 < · · · < λ_N = b and numbers a_i > 0, i = 1, . . . , N such that the spectral projection χ_{[−ai,ai]}(L_λ) has constant finite rank for λ ∈ [λ_{i−1}, λ_i] and i = 1, . . . N. Then the spectral flow of L : [a, b] → Φ_S (H) is defined by

sf(L, [a, b]) = N∑ i=1 (dim im(χ_{[0,ai ]}(L_{λi} ))) − dim im(χ_{[0,ai]}(L_{λi−1} ))) ∈ Z, (9)

and it was shown by Phillips in [16] that it neither depends on the choice of the numbers λ_i nor the a_i. The spectral flow has the following properties:

(S1) If L_λ ∈ GL(H) ∩ Φ_S (H), then sf(L, [a, b]) = 0.

(S2) If c ∈ [a, b], then sf(L, [a, b]) = sf(L, [a, c]) + sf(L, [c, b]).

(S3) If h : [a, b] × [0, 1] → Φ_S (H) is such that h(a, s), h(b, s) are constant for all s ∈ [0, 1], then

sf(h(·, 0)) = sf(h(·, 1)).

If h(a, s), h(b, s) are non-constant, then the homotopy invariance also holds as long as h(a, s), h(b, s) are invertible for all s ∈ [0, 1] (cf. [21]).

(S4) If H = H_1 ⊕ H_2 for two closed subspaces of H that reduce L_λ, λ ∈ [a, b], then

sf(L, [a, b]) = sf(L |_{H1} , [a, b]) + sf(L |_{H2} , [a, b]).

Atiyah and Singer showed in [1] that Φ_S (H) consists of the three path components

Φ^+_S (H) = {T ∈ Φ_S (H) : σ_{ess}(T ) ⊂ (0, ∞)},

Φ^−_S (H) = {T ∈ Φ_S (H) : σ_{ess}(T ) ⊂ (−∞, 0)},

Φ^i_S (H) = Φ_S (T ) \ (Φ^+_S (H) ∪ Φ^−_S (H)),

where σ_{ess}(T ) = {λ ∈ R : λ − T /∈ Φ_S (H)} denotes the essential spectrum of T ∈ Φ_S (H). The components Φ^±_S (H) are contractible as topological spaces and on them the spectral flow of a path L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} is given by sf(L) = μ_{Morse}(L_a) − μ_{Morse}(L_b) if L_λ ∈ Φ^+_S (H), sf(L) = μ_{Morse}(−L_b) − μ_{Morse}(−L_a) if L_λ ∈ Φ^−_S (H). (10)

A proof of these formulas can be found, e.g., in [6, Prop. 4.3.1] or [21]. By the properties (S2) and (S3), the spectral flow induces a homomorphism between π_1(Φ^i_S (H)) and the integers, which is actually an isomorphism by [2]:

(S5) The spectral flow induces an isomorphism

sf : π_1(Φ^i_S (H)) → Z.

Pejsachowicz, Fitzpatrick and Recht showed in [9] that the spectral flow can be used to find bifurcation of critical points from a trivial branch for one-parameter families of functionals. Their main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Let f : [a, b] × H → R be a family of functionals such that every f_λ : H → R is C^2 and its first and second derivatives depend continuously on (λ, u) ∈ [a, b] × H. Assume that (∇f_λ)(0) = 0, λ ∈ [a, b] and that the Hessians L_λ := D^2_0f_λ at the critical point 0 ∈ H are all Fredholm operators. If L_a, L_b ∈ GL(H) and sf(L, [a, b]) ≠ 0, then there is a bifurcation of critical points from the trivial branch [a, b] × {0} ⊂ [a, b] × H, i.e., there is some λ^∗ ∈ (a, b) such that in every neighbourhood U of (λ^∗, 0) ∈ [a, b] × H, there is some (λ, u) such that u ≠ 0 is a critical point of f_λ.

Note that by (10) the classical theorem which shows that a change in the Morse index yields bifurcation if the latter are defined, is an immediate corollary of Theorem 3.2. Also other well known theorems in variational bifurcation theory can be obtained from Theorem 3.2 as explained in the introduction of [9]. However, global bifurcation has never been studied by the spectral flow and it follows from a well-known example of Böhme [5] that there is no hope to get results in an abstract generality as in Theorem 3.2, i.e., there are examples of equations where a change of the Morse index only yield local but no global bifurcation.

3.3 Spectral Flow, Parity and Global Bifurcation

Note that if H is a Hilbert space, then Φ_S (H) ⊂ Φ_0(H) by the well-known fact that kernels of selfadjoint operators are perpendicular to their range. Consequently the parity and the spectral flow are both defined for paths in Φ_S (H). The following proposition explains the relation between these two invariants and a proof of it was outlined by Fitzpatrick, Pejsachowicz and Recht in [9, Prop. 3.10]. Their argument is pretty much based on their particular construction of the spectral flow and uses Galerkin approximations as well as the so called cogredient parametrix that they introduced to transform paths in Φ_S (H) into some normal form. Here we propose a different proof in the spirit of [12] and [21] that uses (P 5) and (S5) and which is independent of the particular construction of the spectral flow.

Proposition 3.3. Let L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} be a path in Φ_S (H) such that L_a, L_b ∈ GL(H). Then

sf(L, [a, b]) mod 2 = σ(L, [a, b]) ∈ Z_2. (11)

Proof. Let us first note that we only need to show (11) for paths in Φ^i_S (H). Indeed, if L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} is a path in Φ^±_S (H), we consider L^0 = {L^0_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]}, where L^0_λ : H ⊕ H ⊕ H → H ⊕ H ⊕ H is defined by L^0_λ(v, u, w) = v + L_λu − w. As H is of infinite dimension, it follows that L^0_λ ∈ Φ^i_S (H), and moreover we obtain from (P4) and (S4) that σ(L^0, [a, b]) = σ(L, [a, b]) as well as sf(L^0, [a, b]) = sf(L, [a, b]).

As next step, we recall the well-known fact that GL(H) ∩ Φ^i_S (H) is path connected, which can be shown by functional calculus as follows. Let P_0 be some proper orthogonal projection, i.e., the kernel and range of P_0 are both of infinite dimension. For T ∈ GL(H) ∩ Φ^i_S (H), we set T_s = T |T |^{−1}((1 − s)|T | + sI_H ), where |T | = √ T^2 and s ∈ [0, 1]. As |T | is positive, invertible and commutes with T , T_s is in GL(H) ∩ Φ^i_S (H) for all s ∈ [0, 1] and connects T to T_1 := T |T |^{−1}. The operator T_1 is orthogonal and selfadjoint and thus a symmetry, i.e., T_1 = T^∗_1 = T^{−1}_1 . Consequently, T_1 = 2P − I_H for an orthogonal projection which is proper as T_1 ∈ Φ^i_S (H). Now as P and P_0 are proper, there is an orthogonal operator O ∈ L(H) such that P = O^∗P_0O (cf. e.g. [6, Prop. 5.1.7]). This already shows that GL(H) ∩ Φ^i_S (H) is path connected since every orthogonal operator on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space can be connected by a path of orthogonal operators to the identity I_H , which was shown by Putnam and Wintner in [17] and also follows from Kuiper’s Theorem.

Let now Ω_0(Φ^i_S (H)) be the set of all paths in Φ^i_S (H) having invertible endpoints. Then the parity and the mod 2-reduction of the spectral flow, which we henceforth denote by sf_2, define maps

σ, sf_2 : Ω_0(Φ^i_S (H)) → Z_2

that induce homomorphisms between π_1(Φ^i_S (H)) and Z_2. As the fundamental group of Φ^i_S (H) is infinitely cyclic and Hom(Z, Z_2) = Z_2, there only is one non-trivial homomorphism between these groups. Now by (S5), sf_2 is non-trivial on π_1(Φ^i_S (H)). Moreover, a closed path in Φ^i_S (H) with non-trivial parity can be constructed as follows (cf. [20, Theorem 3.1]). Let {e_k}_{k∈Z} be a complete orthonormal system of H. We denote by P_0 the orthogonal projection onto the span of e_0 and by P_± the orthogonal projections onto the closures of the spans of {e_k}_{±k∈N}, respectively. Consider the paths of operators

L_λ = P_+ − P_− + λ P_0, λ ∈ [−1, 1],

and the constant path M_λ = P_+ − P_− + P_0 ∈ GL(H). Then

M_λL_λ = I_H − (1 − λ)P_0, λ ∈ [−1, 1],

and thus M is a parametrix for L. It follows from (8) that

deg_{LS}(ML_1) = deg_{LS} (I_H ) = 1 and deg_{LS} (ML_{−1}) = deg_{LS}(I_H − 2P_0) = −1,

which means that σ(L, [−1, 1]) = −1. As GL(H) ∩ Φ^i_S (H) is path connected, we can concatenate L and a path in the latter set that connects the endpoint of L to the initial point of L. By (P 1) and (P 2) this yields a closed path in Φ^i_S (H) having a non-trivial parity. Consequently, σ and sf_2 coincide on π_1(Φ^i_S (H)).

Now let L be an element of Ω_0(Φ^i_S (H)) and let L^′ be a path of operators in GL(H) ∩ Φ^i_S (H) that connects the endpoint of L to its initial point. Then by (P1), (P2), (S1) and (S2)

σ(L) = σ(L^′) + σ(L) = σ(L^′ ∗ L) = sf_2(L^′ ∗ L) = sf_2(L^′) + sf_2(L) = sf_2(L),

and thus σ and sf_2 coincide on Ω_0(Φ^i_S (H)), which proves the proposition.

The following theorem is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.3. We are not aware of any reference for the theorem, but guess that its statement is folklore.

Theorem 3.4. Let f : R × H → R be C^2 and such that ∇f_λ = L_λ + C(λ, ·) for a path L = {L_λ}_{λ∈R} in Φ_S (H) and a compact map C : R × H → H such that C(λ, 0) = 0 as well as D_0C(λ, ·) = 0 for all λ ∈ R. Let S denote the closure of {(λ, u) ∈ R × H : (∇f_λ)(u) = 0} \ R × {0} in R × H, λ_− < λ_+ and let T be the connected component of S ∪ [λ_−, λ_+] × {0} containing [λ_−, λ_+] × {0}. If L_{λ±} ∈ GL(H) and sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) is odd, then there is a global bifurcation from the interval [λ_−, λ_+], i.e., either T is unbounded or T contains a point (λ^∗, 0) such that λ^∗ /∈ [λ_−, λ_+].

Proof. By the remark below Theorem 3.1 we only need to show that ∇f = L + C : R × H → H is proper on any bounded subset of R × H. As in the construction of the parity in Section 3.1, there is a parametrix for L, i.e., a continuous map T : R → GL(H) such that T_λL_λ = I_H + K_λ for some family of compact maps K = {K_λ}_{λ∈R}. Now if A ⊂ H is compact and (λ_n, x_n)_{n∈N} a sequence in (∇f)^{−1}(A) ⊂ R × H, then

L_{λn} x_n + C(λ_n, x_n) =: y_n ∈ A,

which yields

x_n = T_{λn} y_n − K_{λn} x_n − T_{λn} C(λ_n, x_n). If (λ_n, x_n)_{n∈N} is bounded, then (λ_n)_{n∈N} has a convergent subsequence. The continuity of T as well as the compactness of the set A and the operators K and C now shows the existence of a convergent subsequence of (λ_n, x_n)_{n∈N}. Thus the intersection of (∇f)^{−1}(A) with any bounded subset is compact as a closed and relatively compact subset of R × H.

3.4 Proof of the Main Theorem

Let us firstly note that by the compactness of the embedding H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) → L^2(S^1, R^{2n} ), the selfadjoint operators L_λ are Fredholm, i.e. L_λ ∈ Φ^i_S (H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} )) (see [22, Lemma 3.1]). Moreover, ∇ψ_λ = L_λ + C(λ, ·), where C : R × H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) → H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) is compact according to [18, Prop. B 37]. Thus we are in the setting of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.4. Let us also note that it is sufficient to show the existence of local and global bifurcation in H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) as every weak solution of (1) is in fact classical (see, e.g., [6, §12.3]).

To show (i), we firstly recall the comparison property of the spectral flow, which was shown by Pejsachowicz and the third author in [15].

Theorem 3.5. Let a, b ∈ R, a < b, and L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} as well as M = {M_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} paths in Φ_S (H) such that the difference L_λ − M_λ is compact for all λ ∈ [a, b]. If

L_a ≥ M_a and L_b ≤ M_b, (12)

then sf(L, [a, b]) ≤ sf(M, [a, b]).

Here ≤ in (12) denotes the common partial order on the set of all selfadjoint operators given by T ≤ S ⇐⇒ ⟨(S − T )u, u⟩ ≥ 0, u ∈ H. We now introduce in the setting of Theorem 2.2 two paths M = {M_λ}_{λ∈[λ−,λ+]}, N = {N_λ}_{λ∈[λ−,λ+]} of totally indefinite selfadjoint Fredholm operators in H^{12} (S^1, R^{2n} ) by

⟨M_λu, v⟩_H 1_2 = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨B_λu(t), v(t)⟩ dt ⟨N_λu, v⟩_H 1_2 = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨C_λu(t), v(t)⟩ dt, (13)

where Q is the bilinear form introduced in (3),

B_λ = β_−I_{2n} + λ − λ_− λ_+ − λ_−

(α_+ − β_−)I_{2n},

C_λ = α_−I_{2n} + λ − λ_− λ_+ − λ_−

(β_+ − α_−)I_{2n}

(14)

are straight-line paths in Mat(2n, R) and α_± and β_± are as defined in (5) and (6). Note that by the definition of α_± and β_± we immediately see that

M_{λ−} ≥ L_{λ−} , M_{λ+} ≤ L_{λ+} as well as N_{λ−} ≤ L_{λ−} , N_{λ+} ≥ L_{λ+} .

As M_λ − L_λ as well as N_λ − L_λ are compact by the Rellich embedding theorem (see again [22, Lemma 3.1]), we obtain from Theorem 3.5

sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≤ sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≤ sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) and thus by Theorem 3.2 we only need to show that sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) > 0 or sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) < 0 under the given assumptions.

Henceforth we make use of a method to compute the spectral flow that was invented by Robbin and Salamon in [19]. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} a path in the normed space of bounded operators L(H), which we assume to be continuously differentiable with respect to the operator norm. We also assume that each L_λ is selfadjoint and Fredholm. A parameter value λ^∗ is called a crossing of L if ker(L_λ∗ ) ≠ {0}, and the crossing form of a crossing is the quadratic form on the finite dimensional space ker(L_λ∗ ) defined by Γ(L, λ^∗)[u] = ⟨L̇_λ∗ u, u⟩, u ∈ ker(L_λ∗ ), where L̇_λ∗ denotes the derivative of the path L at λ = λ^∗. A crossing is called regular if Γ(L, λ^∗) is non-degenerate. The following theorem was shown in [19] (see also [23]).

Theorem 3.6. Let L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} be a path in Φ_S (H) as above.

(a) The crossings of L are isolated if they are regular, i.e., if λ^∗ is regular, then L_λ is invertible for any λ ≠ λ^∗ that is sufficiently close to λ,

(b) If L has only regular crossings, then there are only finitely many crossings and the spectral flow of L can be computed by sf(L, [a, b]) = −m^−(Γ(L, a)) + ∑ λ∈(a,b) sgn(Γ(L, λ)) + m^−(−Γ(L, b)), (15)

where sgn denotes the signature and m^− the Morse-index of a quadratic form.

(c) there is some ε > 0 such that the perturbed path L^δ = {L_λ + δI_H }_{λ∈[a,b]} has only regular crossings for almost every δ ∈ (−ε, ε).

Now (15) in Theorem 3.6 yields a rather straightforward proof of (i) in Theorem 2.2. We just need to note that

Γ(M, λ)[u] = 1 λ_+ − λ_− ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨(α_+ − β_−)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt Γ(N, λ)[u] = 1 λ_+ − λ_− ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨(β_+ − α_−)u(t), u(t)⟩ dt. As β_− < α_+ and β_+ < α_− by assumption, it follows that Γ(M, λ) is positive definite on ker(M_λ), whereas Γ(N, λ) is negative definite on ker(N_λ). Thus there is a bifurcation for (1) if either ker(M_λ) ≠ {0} or ker(N_λ) ≠ 0 for some λ ∈ [λ_−, λ_+]. Those kernels are given by the solutions of the equations { Ju^′(t) + B_λu(t) = 0, t ∈ [0, 2π]

u(0) = u(2π), { Ju^′(t) + C_λu(t) = 0, t ∈ [0, 2π] u(0) = u(2π),

and now it follows from (14) by a simple computation that there is a non-trivial kernel if there is some λ ∈ [λ_−, λ_+] such that either B_λ or C_λ is an integral multiple of the identity matrix I_{2n}. The latter happens for the path B if and only if Δ(β_−, α_+) > 0 and for C if and only if Δ(α_−, β_+) < 0. This finishes the proof of (i). Let us note for later reference that we actually have shown by Theorem 3.6 that

sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) = 2nΔ(β_−, α_+), and sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) = 2nΔ(α_−, β_+). (16)

Next we consider (ii) in Theorem 2.2 and firstly define a homotopy h : [0, 1] × [λ_−, λ_+] → Φ^i_S (H) by ⟨h(s, λ)u, v⟩ = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨((1 − s)A_λ(t) + sB_λ)u(t), v(t)⟩dt. Note that indeed h(s, λ) ∈ Φ^i_S (H), as h(s, λ) − L_λ is compact for any (s, λ) ∈ [0, 1] × [λ_−, λ_+]. By the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow (S3), it follows that the spectral flow of the loop made by restricting h to the boundary of the square [0, 1] × [λ_−, λ_+] vanishes. Thus we obtain by the concatenation property (S2) that

sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) = sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) + sf(h(1, ·), [λ_−, λ_+]) − sf(h(·, λ_+), [0, 1]) = sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) + sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) − sf(h(·, λ_+), [0, 1]),

where the negative sign in the final term comes from reversing the orientation of the path and is a direct consequence of the definition (9). We now aim to show that the latter sum is strictly greater than 0 under the given assumptions. The following auxiliary result was shown in [15, §7]. Here we include a new and pretty straightforward proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 3.7. Let L = {L_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]} be a path in Φ_S (H) that is C^1 with respect to the norm of L(H). If L_λ ≥ L_μ for all λ, μ ∈ [a, b], λ ≥ μ, then sf(L, [a, b]) ≥ 0.

Proof. As L_λ ≥ L_μ for all λ, μ ∈ [a, b], λ ≥ μ, we first note that Γ(L, λ)[u] = ⟨L̇_λu, u⟩ ≥ 0 for all λ ∈ [a, b]. It follows from the definition of the spectral flow in (9) that sf(L, [a, b]) = sf(L^δ , [a, b]) for any sufficiently small δ > 0, where L^δ = {L_λ +δI_H }_{λ∈[a,b]} (see [11, Lemma 2.1]). By Theorem 3.6 (c) we now can choose such a δ > 0 in a way that moreover L^δ only has regular crossings. Now Γ(L^δ , λ) = Γ(L, λ) and as the latter is positive semi-definite and non-degenerate on every ker(L_λ + δI_H ), we finally see from (15) that sf(L, [a, b]) = sf(L^δ , [a, b]) ≥ 0.

Now we firstly note that by the previous proposition

sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≥ 0 and − sf(h(·, λ_+), [0, 1]) ≥ 0,

and thus by Theorem 3.2 it is sufficient to show that sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) > 0. The path h(·, λ_−) is given by ⟨h(s, λ_−)u, v⟩ = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨((1 − s)A_{λ−} + sB_{λ−} )u(t), v(t)⟩dt, and thus

Γ(h(·, λ_−), s)[u] = ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨(B_{λ−} − A_{λ−} )u(t), u(t)⟩dt. (17) To proceed, we firstly need to make a brief digression and recall that crossing forms were originally introduced by Robbin and Salamon in [19] for computing the spectral flow of paths of unbounded selfadjoint operators A = {A_λ}_{λ∈[a,b]}, where each A_λ is defined on a dense domain D ⊂ H which is moreover supposed to be a Hilbert space in its own right that is compactly embedded into H. Theorem 3.6 verbatim holds in this setting (see [23]) and we now aim to apply it to the path of differential operators

A_s : H^1(S^1, R^{2n} ) ⊂ L^2(S^1, R^{2n} ) → L^2(S^1, R^{2n} ), (A_su)(t) = Ju^′(t) + ((1 − s)A_{λ−} + sB_{λ−} )u(t).

As already used in the proof of Proposition 3.7, the spectral flow is invariant under perturbations by a sufficiently small positive multiple of the identity (see [11, Lemma 2.1]). Consequently, for almost every sufficiently small δ > 0, we have that sf(A, [0, 1]) = sf(A^δ , [0, 1]), where the path A^δ = {A_s + δI_H }_{s∈[0,1]} has only regular crossings and its spectral flow is given by (15). As B_{λ−} = β_−I_{2n}, we see that

Γ(A, s) = Γ(A^δ , s) = ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨(B_{λ−} − A_{λ−} )u(t), u(t)⟩dt (18) is positive semi-definite. Now the kernel of A_s is given by the solutions of the boundary value problem { Ju^′(t) + ((1 − s)A_{λ−} + sB_{λ−} )u(t) = 0, t ∈ [0, 2π] u(0) = u(2π).

As α_− < 0 < β_− by assumption, we see that there has to be some s ∈ (0, 1) such that the matrix (1 − s)A_{λ−} + sB_{λ−} has a non-trivial kernel, which shows that the differential operator A_s has a non-trivial kernel by a constant solution. As B_{λ−} is a scalar multiple of the identity matrix I_{2n} it follows that also A^δ_s has a non-trivial kernel for any sufficiently small δ > 0 for some s ∈ (0, 1). This ultimately shows that

sf(A, [0, 1]) = sf(A^δ , [0, 1]) > 0, (19)

where δ > 0 is moreover chosen in a way such that A^δ has only regular crossings. Now we come back to the path h(·, λ_−) in our homotopy and firstly note that h(0, λ_−) is invertible by the assumptions of Theorem 2.2. The operator h(1, λ_−) is invertible if and only if β_− is not an integer. If β_− is an integer, we consider instead β_− + ε for an arbitrary 0 < ε < 1 such that β_− + ε < α_+. This does not affect the previous arguments and thus we can assume without loss of generality that the path h(·, λ_−) has invertible endpoints. By the homotopy invariance of the spectral flow (S3), we have that sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) = sf(h̃, [0, 1]), where ⟨h̃_su, v⟩ = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨((1 − s)A_{λ−} + sB_{λ−} + δI_{2n})u(t), v(t)⟩dt and δ > 0 is sufficiently small. Now ker(h̃_s) = ker(A^δ_s) and Γ(h̃, s) = Γ(A^δ , s) for any s ∈ [0, 1]. Thus if δ > 0 is suitably chosen such that A^δ only has regular crossings, then this also is the case for h̃ and we finally obtain from (15) that

sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) = sf(h̃, [0, 1]) = sf(A^δ , [0, 1]),

which proves the first case in (ii) by (19).

Now we assume that β_+ < α_− and consider the path N = {N_λ}_{λ∈[λ−,λ+]}. As above, the homotopy h : [0, 1] × [λ_−, λ_+] → Φ^i_S (H) given by ⟨h(s, λ)u, v⟩ = Q(u, v) + ∫_{2π} 0 ⟨((1 − s)A_λ(t) + sC_λ)u(t), v(t)⟩dt shows that

sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) = sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) + sf(h(1, ·), [λ_−, λ_+]) − sf(h(·, λ_+), [0, 1]) = sf(h(·, 0), [0, λ_−]) + sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) − sf(h(·, 1), [0, λ_+]).

(20)

Now the rest of the argument is very similar to the case of M. By Proposition 3.7 it follows that

sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≤ 0 and − sf(h(·, λ_+), [0, 1]) ≤ 0.

Moreover, using crossing forms, we verbatim see that sf(h(·, λ_−), [0, 1]) < 0 if α_− < 0 < β_−. Consequently, sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) < sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≤ 0, which again shows the existence of a bifurcation point by Theorem 3.2.

It remains to show (iii) on global bifurcation. Our aim is to firstly obtain a general estimate for the spectral flow of L in any dimension 2n of (1), which then yields the announced global bifurcation for planar systems. We consider once again the paths M and N defined in (13), but we adjust in two consecutive steps the previously assumed relations between the numbers α_± and β_±. From the proof of (ii), we already know that 0 ≤ sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) < sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) if β_− < α_+. The latter and (7) imply that now β_+ > α_−. If we modify N by assuming that β_+ > α_− and repeat the argument in (ii), then the only change in (20) is that now sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≥ 0. Thus we obtain from (16) that

0 ≤ sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) = 2nΔ(β_−, α_+) < sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) < 2nΔ(α_−, β_+) = sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]).

If n = 1, i.e. the system (1) is planar, and Δ(α_−, β_+) − Δ(β_−, α_+, ) = 1 as required in (7), then sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) is odd, which implies the existence of a global bifurcation from the interval [λ_−, λ_+] by Theorem 3.4.

In a second step, we keep the original assumption β_+ < α_− on N, but now modify M by assuming that α_+ > β_−. If we repeat the above argument, this yields

sf(M, [λ_−, λ_+]) = 2nΔ(α_+, β_−) < sf(L, [λ_−, λ_+]) < 2nΔ(β_+, α_−) = sf(N, [λ_−, λ_+]) ≤ 0.

Thus again we obtain in the planar case a global bifurcation if Δ(β_+, α_−) − Δ(α_+, β_−) = 1. This finishes the proof of (iii).

References

[1] M.F. Atiyah, I.M. Singer, Index Theory for skew–adjoint Fredholm operators, Inst.

Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 37, 1969, 5–26

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

[3] P. Amster, P. Benevieri, J. Haddad, A global bifurcation theorem for critical values in Banach spaces, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 198, 2019, 773–794

[4] T. Bartsch, A. Szulkin, Hamiltonian systems: periodic and homoclinic solutions by variational methods, Handbook of differential equations: ordinary differential equations. Vol. II, 77–146, Elsevier B. V., Amsterdam, 2005

[5] R. Böhme, Die Lösung der Verzweigungsgleichungen für nichtlineare Eigenwertprobleme, (German) Math. Z. 127, 1972, 105–126

[6] N. Doll, H. Schulz-Baldes, N. Waterstraat, Spectral Flow - A functional analytic and index-theoretic approach, De Gruyter Studies in Mathematics 94, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2023

[7] P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, The fundamental group of the space of linear Fredholm operators and the global analysis of semilinear equations, Fixed point theory and its applications (Berkeley, CA, 1986), 47–87, Contemp. Math. 72, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1988

[8] P.M. Fitzpatrick, J. Pejsachowicz, Orientation and the Leray-Schauder theory for fully nonlinear elliptic boundary value problems, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 101, 1993, no. 483

[9] 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

[10] 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

[11] M. Izydorek, J. Janczewska, N. Waterstraat, The Maslov index and the spectral flow - revisited, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 5, 2019

[12] M. Lesch, The uniqueness of the spectral flow on spaces of unbounded self-adjoint Fredholm operators, Spectral geometry of manifolds with boundary and decomposition of manifolds, 193–224, Contemp. Math., 366, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005

[13] J. Mawhin, M. Willem, Critical point theory and Hamiltonian systems, Applied Mathematical Sciences 74, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1989

[14] J. Pejsachowicz, P.J. Rabier, Degree theory for C^1-Fredholm mappings of index 0, J. Anal. Math. 76, 1998, 289–319.

[15] 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

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

39, 1996, 460–467

[17] C.R. Putnam, A. Wintner, The connectedness of the orthogonal group in Hilbert space Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 37, 1951, 110–112

[18] P.H. Rabinowitz, Minimax methods in critical point theory with applications to differential equations, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics 65, 1986

[19] J. Robbin, D. Salamon, The spectral flow and the Maslov index, Bull. London Math.

Soc. 27, 1995, 1–33

[20] R. Skiba, N. Waterstraat, The Index Bundle for Selfadjoint Fredholm Operators and Multiparameter Bifurcation for Hamiltonian Systems, Z. Anal. Anwend. 41, 2023, 487–501

[21] M. Starostka, N. Waterstraat, On a Comparison Principle and the Uniqueness of Spectral Flow, Math. Nachr. 295, 785–805

[22] N. Waterstraat, A family index theorem for periodic Hamiltonian systems and bifurcation, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 52, 2015, 727–753

[23] N. Waterstraat, Spectral flow, crossing forms and homoclinics of Hamiltonian systems, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 111, 2015, 275–304

[24] N. Waterstraat, Fredholm Operators and Spectral Flow, Rend. Semin. Mat. Univ.

Politec. Torino 75, 2017, 7–51

Joanna Janczewska Institute of Applied Mathematics Faculty of Applied Physics and Mathematics Gdańsk University of Technology Narutowicza 11/12, 80-233 Gdańsk, Poland joanna.janczewska@pg.edu.pl

Maciej Starostka Institute of Applied Mathematics Faculty of Applied Physics and Mathematics Gdańsk University of Technology Narutowicza 11/12, 80-233 Gdańsk, Poland maciej.starostka@pg.edu.pl

Nils Waterstraat Martin-Luther-Universität Halle-Wittenberg Naturwissenschaftliche Fakultät II Institut für Mathematik 06099 Halle (Saale) Germany nils.waterstraat@mathematik.uni-halle.de