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In R™ consider the linear hyperbolic equations

u™) = Z Pa(ma)u(a) + Z Pa(ma)u(a) + q(x), 1)
aegEm acOm™m
and
ul™) = po(z)u + q(), (2)
where n > 2, & = (z1,...,2n) €R", m = (m1,...,mn) € Z} and a = (a1,...,an) €

Z% are multi-indeces , and
o1t tan,,
ozt ... 0z

We make use of following notations and definitions.

Z4 is the set of all nonnegative integers; Z7} is the set of all multiindices a =
(Otl,...,Oén); ”a” =ar1+--+an; 0= (0770) GZS,L-'

The inequalities between the multiindices o = (a1, ...,an) and B = (1,...,0n) are
understood componentwise.

It will be assumed that m > 0.

we) —

If for some multiindex o = (a1, ...,an) we have aj; =+ = oy, =0 (i1 < -+ < 'ig),
and Qgyyee ey Og >0 (.71 < < jnfk)7 {jlv"'vj’ﬂ*k} = {17"'7n}\{il7"'7ik}7
then by @ (by ) denote the vector (z;,, ...,z ) € RF (the vector (z;,,...,2;, .)€

R™=*). If & > 0, then in equation (1) by pa(2a) we understand a constant function.
A multiindex o € 27 will be called even, if all its components are even.
A multiindex e € Z7 will be called odd, if ||| is odd.
By £&™ and O™, respectively, denote the sets of all even and odd multiindices not

exceeding m and different from m, i.e.,
EMm ={aeZi\{m}:a<m, o1,...,a, are even},
om = {ani\{m}:aSm, a1+ -+ ap is odd}.

By 8™ denote the set of nonzero multiindices o = (a1, ..., an) whose components
either equal to the corresponding components of m, or equal to 0, i.e.,

8™ ={a#0:0a;€{0,m} (i=0,...,n)}.

Let w = (w1,...,wn) € R™ b a vector with positive components. Then by Q denote
the rectangular box [0,w1] X - -+ X [0,ws] in R™. Moreover, for an arbitrary multiindex
a, similarly as we did above, introduce the vectors wa = (wiy,...,w;i,) € R and
w® = (wj,,...,wj,_,) € R"* and the rectangular boxes Qo = [0,w;;] X -+ X [0,w;, ]
in R¥ and Q® = [0,w;,] x -+ X [0,w;, _,]in Rk,
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We say that a function z : R® — R is w—periodic, if
z(x1, ..., xj +wj,...,xn) =2(x1,...,2n) (G=1,...,n).

It will be assumed that the functions po (x € €™ U O™) and ¢, respectively, are
weq—periodic and w—periodic continuous functions.

Letl=(l1,...,ln) € Z% . By C* denote the space of continuous functions v : R® — R,
having continuous partial derivatives u(®) (a < l).

By a solution of equation (1) (equation (2)) we will understand a classical solution,
i.e., a function u € C™ satisfying equation (1) (equation (2)) everywhere in R™.

In the case, where n = 2, m; = mg =1 (n = 2, m1 = mo = 2) sufficient conditions for
existence and uniqueness of (w1, ws)—periodic solutions of equation (1) are given in [1-3,
6-8] (in [9, 10]). In the general case the problem on w-periodic solutions to equations
(1) and (2) are little investigated. In the present paper optimal sufficient conditions of
existence and uniqueness of w—periodic solutions to equation (1) (equation (2)) are given.
Similar results for higher order nonlinear ordinary differential equations were obtained
by I. Kiguradze and T. Kusano [5].

We consider equations (1) and (2) in two cases, where m is either even, or odd.
Also note that equations (1) and (2) do contain partial derivatives with even or odd
(according to the above definitions) multiindices only (e.g., neither of m and o can
equal to (1,1,1,1)).

Theorem 1. Let m be even, and let

(1)

[l + el
2 Pa(a) <0 for z€eR™ aa€&™, 3)

R™\ Ipo = R", (4)
where Ip, = {@& € R™ : po(x) = 0}. Then equation (1) has at most one w-periodic

solution.

Theorem 2. Let m be odd, and let there exist j € {1,2} such that along with (4) the
inequality
(1) 15 p(@a) <0 for mER® ace™ (5)
holds. Then equation (1) has at most one w-periodic solution.
Theorems 1 and 2 almost immediately follow from the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let u € C™ be an w—periodic function. Then

llex]|

/ 0@ (@) u(@) da® = (—1)'5" / (%) @) dz® for ace™,
Qe Qe
/ uw(®) (@) u(x)dz® =0 for acO™.
Qa
One can easily prove the lemma using integration by parts and taking into consider-
ation w-periodicity of w.

Proof of Theorem 1. All we need to prove is that if g(x) = 0, then equation (1) has only
a trivial w-periodic solution. Indeed, let ¢(x) = 0, and let u be an arbitrary w-periodic
solution of equation (1). After multiplying equation (1) by w and integrating over the
rectangular box 2, by Lemma 1 and condition (3), we get

/(|u(%)(m)|2+ > Ipa(@a)l|ul%) @)]?) de = 0. (6)
Q acEm

(4) and (6) immediately imply that u(z) =0. O

We omit the proof of Theorem 2, since it is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.
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Theorem 3. Let m be even, and let

[l o) Ilmll -
0< () F po@) < O B T, =R ™
Wyt ewn
Then equation (2) has at most one w-periodic solution.
To prove the theorem along with Lemma 1 we need the following

Lemma 2. Let m be even, and let u € C™ be an w—periodic function. Then

/Q‘u(%)(m)fdmg %/ﬁ‘u(m)(m)‘zdm. (8)

This lemma immediately follows from Wirtinger’s inequality ([4], Theorem 258).

Proof of Theorem 3. Assume the contrary: let g(¢) = 0 and equation (2) have a nontrivial
w-periodic solution u. Then we have

ul™ (@) = po(x)u(w) 9)
and
™) (@)|* = [po(a)u(=)|*. (10)
Multiplying (9) by wu, integrating over 2, by Lemma 1, we get
[ mo@llu@) de = [ ul#) @) de. (1)
Q Q
Integrating (10) over Q and assuming that u(x) Z 0 , by condition (8), we get

Al
/Q|u(m)(m)‘2dm=/g\po(m)u(m)‘2dm<w7n(f_)“wmn/Q\po(m)|\u(m)|2dm. (12)
1 n

On the other hand, from (8) and (11) we get the inequality
‘ I AL S B WS P
[ o@luta)? da < Ao | uem) @) aa,

which contradicts to (12). The obtained contradiction completes the proof of the theorem.

O

Remark 1. In Theorem 3 condition (7) is optimal and it cannot we weakened: strict
inequality cannot be replaced by an unstrict one. Indeed, consider the equation

ul™) =, (13)
where [ is a constant. If
o) lm |l
0<i< (fl)m%,
wy e wy

then by Theorem 3 equation (13) has only a trivial solution. However, if

(2m)lm
l=(-)" e (1=0
" o o (20

then it is obvious that the function

u(x) = sin (2—7rx1> - -sin (2—7ra:n) (u(z) =1)

w1 Wn,

is a nontrivial w-solution of equation (13).

Below we formulate existence theorems.



Theorem 4. Let m be even, and let along with (3) the inequalities

[l ||+l ex]|
(-1 / Pa(@a) dda <0 for aeS™, (14)
Q

/ po(x)de #0
Q
hold. Then equation (1) has one and only one w-periodic solution.

Theorem 5. Let m1 be the only odd component of the the multitnder m, and let
there exist j € {1,2} such that along with (5) the inequalities

(—1)j+@/ Pa(®a)dra <0 for o€ S™, (15)
Qo

 [w2 wn
(—1)1/ / po(z1,x2,...,2zn)dxe...dey <0 for z1 €R
0 0

hold. Then equation (1) has one and only one w-periodic solution.

Remark 2. In Theorems 4 (Theorem 5) condition (14) (condition (15)) is essential and
it cannot be weakened. If for at least one o € 8™ pqa (o) = 0, then equation (1) may
not have an w-periodic solution. To verify this, consider the equation

w22 Z (2200 4 (2.0.2) 4 (022) _(0.20) _ ,(002) 4 n2 )y 1. (16)

In the case, where n = 3, m1 = mg = m3 = 2 and w1 = wa = w3 = 7, this equation
satisfies all of the conditions of Theorem 4, except condition (14). For e = (2,0,0) we
have pa (z2,x3) = 0. As a result equation (16) has no (m, 7, w)—periodic solution. Assume
the contrary: let equation (16) have a (m, 7, m)—periodic solution u. By Theorem 1, it is
unique, and therefore is independent of x9 and x3. Hence u satisfies the equation

sin?(z1)u — 1 = 0.

But the latter equation has only a discontinuous solution. The obtained contradiction
proves that equation (16) has no (m, 7, m)—periodic solution.

Theorem 6. Let m be even, and let

Lml 27 Imll
wi e wp

Moreover, let po and ¢ € C™. Then equation (2) has one and only one w-periodic
solution.

Theorem 7. Let m be even, and let
(-1) el po(x) <0 for xeR™ (18)

Moreover, let po and ¢ € C™. Then equation (2) has one and only one w-periodic
solution.

Theorem 8. Let m be odd, and let there exist a number j € {1,2} such that
(=1 po(x) <0 for xcR". (19)

Moreover, let po and ¢ € C™. Then equation (2) has one and only one w-periodic
solution.

Remark 3. In Theorems 6, 7 and 8 the requirement of additional regularity of functions
po and ¢ is sharp. If this condition is violated, then equation (2) may not have a w-—
periodic classical solution. Indeed, consider the equation

u™) = po(z2,...,2n) U — P3(x2,. .., Tn),
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where m is even, and po(x2,...,%n) is an arbitrary continuous (w2, ...,wp)—periodic
function satisfying (18). By Theorem 3, this equation has at most one solution. Hence

(@) = po(@2, - -, Tn).
But u is a classical solution if and only if pg € C™.

Remark 4. In Theorems 6, 7 and 8, respectively, the strict inequalities (17), (18) and
(19) cannot be replaced by unstrict ones. To verify this, consider the equation

u™) = po(w2,...,an)u—1,
where m is odd and po(z2, ..., zyn) is an smooth (wa, ... ,wy)—periodic function such that
po(z2,...,2n) > 0, po(z2,...,2n) # 0. By Theorem 2, this equation has at most one

solution. Therefore u is a solution of the equation
po(z2,...,zn)u—1=0.
But the latter equation has a continuous solution if and only if

po(z2,...,xn) >0 for (z2,...,z,) € R™L
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