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POLYNOMIAL STABILITY
OF EVOLUTION OPERATORS
IN BANACH SPACES

Mihail Megan, Traian Ceausu, Magda Luminita Ramneantu

Abstract. The paper considers three concepts of polynomial stability for linear evolution op-
erators which are defined in a general Banach space and whose norms can increase not faster
than exponentially. Our approach is based on the extension of techniques for exponential
stability to the case of polynomial stability. Some illustrating examples clarify the relations
between the stability concepts considered in paper. The obtained results are generalizations
of well-known theorems about the uniform and nonuniform exponential stability.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be areal or complex Banach space and B(X) the Banach algebra of all bounded
linear operators on X. Let A be the set defined by

A={(ts)eRy t> s}

We recall that an operator-valued function ® : A — B(X) is called an evolution
operator on X if:
e1) ®(t, t) = I for every t > 0;
e2) ®(t, s)D(s,tg) = P(t, to) for all (¢, ), (s,t0) € A.

In the examples considered in this paper we consider evolution operators on X
defined by

A — B(X), O(,s)z= @x

where u : Ry — [1,00).

279



280 Mihail Megan, Traian Ceausu, Magda Luminita Ramneantu

An evolution operator ® : A — B(X) with the property
e3) that there exists a nondecreasing function ¢ : R, — [1,00) such that

|P(t,s)|| < @(t—s) forall (¢,5)€A,

is called with uniform growth.
We recall three exponential stability concepts given by

Definition 1.1. The evolution operator ® : A — B(X) is called:

(i) uniformly exponentially stable (and denote u.e.s.) if there are N > 1 and a > 0
such that
e |0t s)zl| < Ne® |z
for all (¢,s,2) € A x X;
(ii) nonuniformly exponentially stable (and denote e.s.) if there exist @ > 0 and a
nondecreasing function N : R, — [1, 00) such that

et e(t, s)a| < N(s)||

for all (¢,s,2) € A X X;
(iii) exponentially stable in the Barreira-Valls sense (and denote B.V.e.s.) if there
are N > 1, 8> a > 0 such that

e*M|@(t, s)z| < Ne*|||

for all (¢,s,2) € A x X.

The concepts of uniform exponential stability and nonuniform exponential stability
are well-known and the concept of exponentially stable in the Barreira-Valls sense has
been considered in the works of L. Barreira and C. Valls, as for example [2]| and [3].

Remark 1.2. It is obvious that
u.e.s. = B.V.e.s. = e.s.

The converse implications are not valid (see [8]).
A particular class of evolution operators is defined by

Definition 1.3. The evolution operator ® : A — B(X) is called strongly measurable,
if for all (s,z) € Ry x X the mapping defined by ¢ — ||®(¢, s)z|| is measurable on
[s,00).

Characterizations for exponential stability properties of strongly measurable evo-
lution operator with uniform growth are given in [1,6,7] for w.e.s, respectively in [4,8]
and [10] for e.s, respectively in [2,3,8] and [9] for B.V.e.s.

Another class of evolution operators is introduced by

Definition 1.4. An evolution operator ® : A — B(X) is called x-strongly mea-
surable, if for all (t,2*) € Ry x X* the mapping defined by s — || ®(t,s)*z*|| is
measurable on [0, ¢], where by X* we denote the dual space of X.
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Characterizations for exponential stability properties of *-strongly measurable evo-
lution operators with uniform growth are known as “Barbashin-type theorems” and
are given in [1,5] for w.e.s., respectively in [5,8,10] by e.s., respectively in [8] and [9]
for B.V.e.s.

In this paper we consider three concepts of polynomial stability and our main
objectives are to extend the techniques from exponential stability theory to the cases
of polynomial stabilities and to establish relations between these concepts.

2. NONUNIFORM POLYNOMIAL STABILITY

Let ® : A — B(X) be an evolution operator on X.

Definition 2.1. The evolution operator @ is called (nonuniform) polynomially stable
(and denote p.s.) if there are a > 0, tgp > 0 and a nondecreasing function N : Ry —
[1,00) such that

(¢, s)zl| < N(s)|]]
for all (¢,s,2) € A x X with s > .
Proposition 2.2. If the evolution operator ® : A — B(X) is e.s. then ® is p.s.

Proof. If ® is e.s. then there are a > 0, ty > 0 and a nondecreasing function N :
R, — [1,00) such that

@, s)z| < e[| @(t, s)z| < N(s)l|z|
forall t > s > tg and all x € X. This shows that ® is p.s. O

The following example shows that the converse of Proposition 2.2 is not valid.

Example 2.3. (Evolution operator which is polynomially stable and is not exponen-
tially stable.)
The evolution operator

s+1
T
t+1

®:A— BR), Ot s)r=

satisfies the inequality
Ho(t, s)e] < 5o

for all (¢,s,2) € A x R with s > t; = 2. Hence ® is p.s. If we suppose that @ is e.s.
then there exist a > 0 and a nondecreasing function N : Ry — [1,00) such that

e (s+1)< (t+1)N(s)

for all (t,s) € A. For t — oo, we obtain a contradiction.
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Theorem 2.4. Let : A — B(X) be a strongly measurable evolution operator with
uniform growth. If there are v > 0, tg > 1 and M : Ry — [1,00) such that

/'ﬂwm@ﬂMSM@mn

for all (s,z) € Ry x X with s > to, then ® is polynomially stable
Proof. Let x € X. If t > s+ 1 and s > tg, then using the monotony of the function

t
* * €
f:R+—>R+, f(t):?v

where R% = (0, 00), we have that
t
Pl )l = [ Ol dr <
t—1
t
< / P B, 7| B, )| dr <
t—1

t
<o) [ I s)alldr <
t

-1

IN

t

W(l)ey/ T ®(7, s)z|| dr < M(s)p(L)e|lz] <
< M(s)p(1)es™|[zf| = N(s) |||

For t € [s,s+ 1) we have

@ (@, s)z| = 17577 D(t, s)z| <

< P15 a] <
< e(De?s ||zl < N(s) [|=]].
So
tY[@(t, )] < N(s)|z|
for all (t,s,2) € A x X with s > ¢, which shows that ® is p.s. O

Remark 2.5. In the case when the constant « given by Definition 2.1 satisfies the
condition o > 1 and the converse of Theorem 2.4 is valid (it is sufficient to consider
7€ (Oa = 1))

A particular case of polynomial stability is when the function N is constant. Thus
we obtain a new stability concept studied in the next section.

3. UNIFORM POLYNOMIAL STABILITY

Let ® : A — B(X) be an evolution operator on X.
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Definition 3.1. The evolution operator @ is called uniformly polynomially stable
(and denote w.p.s.) if there are o > 0, ty > 0 and N > 1 such that

1| (t, s)z]| < N[l

for all (t,s,2) € A x X with s > to.

Remark 3.2. It is obvious that if ® is uniformly polynomially stable then it is poly-
nomially stable. The converse is not true (see Example 4.3).

Proposition 3.3. If the evolution operator ® : A — B(X) is uniformly expotentially
stable then it is uniformly polynomially stable

Proof. If ® isu.e.s. and t > s > ty > 1 then there are N > 1 and « > 0 such that
| @(t, s)a|| < s || B(t, 5)z]| < Ns* |

and hence ® is u.p.s. O

Example 3.4. (Evolution operator which is uniformly polynomially stable and it is
not uniformly exponentially stable.)
The evolution operator

O: A — B(R), Pt s)x=
has the property
t2|®(t, s)x| < 25%|z]

for all (¢,s,2) € A x R with s > to = 1, which shows that ® is u.p.s. If we suppose
that ® is u.e.s. then there are N > 1, a > 0, such that

(82 +1)e*t < N(t? +1)e**
for all (t,s) € A. For s =0 and t — oo, we obtain a contradiction and hence ® is not
u.e.s.

From the proof of Theorem 2.4 it results in a sufficient condition for uniformly
polynomially stable given by

Corollary 3.5. Let @ : A — B(X) be a strongly measurable evolution operator with
uniform growth. If there exist M,tg > 1 and v > 0 such that

| Pl sl dr <

for all (s,x) € Ry x X with s > tg, then ® is uniformly polynomially stable.

Remark 3.6. As in Remark 2.5, the converse of Corollary 3.5 is valid in the case
when the constant « given by Definition 3.1 is strictly greater than 1.

Another sufficient condition for u.p.s. is given by
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Theorem 3.7. Let ® : A — B(X) be a *-strongly measurable evolution operator
with uniform growth. If there are M,~,ty > 1 such that

t t v
[ (%) 1enyiar < o)

for all (t,s,x*) € A x X* with s > to then ® is uniformly polynomially stable.
Proof. Let (z,2*) € X x X*. If t > s+ 1 and s > to > 1 then

(5) terswmn= [ (2) () eyt s

T S

¢ 8!
t * ok *
< 2l [ () 196070 dr < Mol
where N = 2YMp(1). For t € [s,s + 1), with s > t; we have

(£) 12512l < 2o(wlel < NaL

Finally, it results that
[ @(t, s)z]| < Ns7|z|
for all (¢,s,2) € A x X with s > ¢, which implies that ® is w.p.s. O

4. POLYNOMIAL STABILITY IN THE BARREIRA-VALLS SENSE

Another particular case of polynomial stability is given by

Definition 4.1. The evolution operator ® : A — B(X) is called polynomially stable
in the Barreira-Valls sense (and denote B.V.p.s.) if there are N > 1, « > 0, 5 > «
and tg > 0 such that:

o, s)z] < Ns|lal

for all (t,s,2) € A x X with s > to.
Remark 4.2. It is obvious that

u.p.s. = B.V.p.s. = p.s.

The following two examples shows that the converse implications are not valid.

Example 4.3. (Polynomial stable evolution operator which is not polynomially stable
in the Barreira-Valls sense.)
Consider the evolution operator

D: A — BR), P, s)x=
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where u : Ry — [1,00) satisfies the conditions u(n) = €™ and u(n + 1) = €? for
every n € N*. Firstly, we have that

HO(t, s)2] < su(s)la| = N(s)|z]

for all (¢,s,2) € A x R with s > to = 1. this shows that ® is p.s. If we suppose that
® is B.V.p.s. then there are N > 1, a > 0, 8 > « and ty > 0 such that:

t*2u(s) < Nu(t)s? 2
for all (t,s) € A with s > to. Then for s =n and t = n + % we obtain

1
-8 -2 2
n® Pe™(1+ ﬁ)a < Ne

which for n — oo yields a contradiction.

Example 4.4. (Evolution operator which is polynomially stable in the Barreira-Valls
sense and it is not uniformly polynomially stable.)
Consider the evolution operator

(5+ 1)2 (t+ l)cosln(t+1)
(t + 1)2 (S + l)cos In(s+1) x

®: A — B(R), P(t,s)x=

which satisfies

t(s+1)3
t+1

for all (t,s,2) € A x R with s > tg = 1. It results that ® is B.V.p.s. Suppose that ®

is w.p.s. Then there are N > 1, a > 0 and tg > 0 such that

t®(t, s)z| < |z < 85%|2]

ta(s+ 1)2(t—|— 1)cosln(t+1) < Nsa(t+ 1)2(8+ 1)cosln(s+1)

for all t > s > to. From here for t = —1 4 exp(2n7) and s = —1 + exp(2nm — ) it
results T

[—1 4 exp(2nm)]* exp(2n — 1) < N[—1 + exp(2n7 — 5)]“,
which for n — oo yields a contradiction. Finally, we conclude that ® is not w.p.s.

A sufficient condition for B.V.p.s. is given by

Corollary 4.5. Let ® : A — B(X) by a strongly measurable evolution with uniform
growth. If there exist M > 1,0 > ~v > 0 and tg > 1 such that

/’ﬂmm@wMSMﬂm

for all (s,z) € Ry x X with s > tg, then ® is polynomially stable in the sense of
Barreira-Valls.

Proof. Tt results from the proof of Theorem 2.4 for M (s) = Ms°. O
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Remark 4.6. As in the case of polynomial stability the converse of the preceding
corollary is valid in the case when the constant « given by Definition 3.1 is strictly
greater than 1.

Example 4.7. (Evolution operator which is polynomially stable in the sense of
Barreira-Valls and it is not exponentially stable in the sense of Barreira-Valls.)
The evolution operator

®: A — B(R), P s)x=

verifies the inequality
t|®(t, s)z| < 25%|z]

forall t > s > tp =1 and all z € R, which shows that ® is B.V.p.s. Suppose that ®
is B.V.e.s. Then it is e.s. and there exist &« > 0 and N : Ry — [1,00) such that

s34+ 1) < (13 + 1)N(s)
for all t > s > 0. From here, for s fixed and t — 0o we obtain a contradiction.

Another sufficient condition for B.V.p.s. is given by

Theorem 4.8. Let ® : A — B(X) be a *-strongly measurable evolution operator
with uniform growth. If there are M > 1 ;6 > ~v > 0 and tg > 1 such that

t t vy
/() 1Bt 7y 2" | dr < Ms||z"|
s T

for all (t,s,z*) € A x X* with s > tg, then ® is polynomially stable in the sense of
Barreira-Valls.

Proof. Tt is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.7. Let (z,2*) € X x X*. We observe
that fort > s+ 1> s > ty we have

(t> o290 = | . (t) (Z)7 (0t B(r, 1) dr <

t t 8l
2oWllell [ (1) (e, 7)7ar <
2o(1)M el Ja* | = Nl

IA

A

and hence
t|@(t, s)x]| < N+ [|z]).

For t € [s,s+ 1), with s > ¢y, we have

Ol sz < Oplel = (£) w)slel <

2p(1)s"||lz]| < Ns7*)|z].

IN
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Finally, we see that

e (t, s)z| < Ns7*|z]]

for all (t,s,x2) € A x X with s > tg, which implies that ® is B.V.p.s. O

Remark 4.9. Theorem 4.8 can be considered as a variant of the classical Barbashin
theorem ([1]) for polynomial stability in the Barreira-Valls sense.
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