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SYSTEMS OF DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS
WITH FULLY NONLINEAR BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

H.B. THOMPSON

We give sufficient conditions involving f, g and € in order that systems of dif-
ferential equations of the form y" = f(z,y,9’), z in [0,1]} with fully nonlinear
boundary conditions of the form g((y(0),y(1)), (¥'(0),%'(1))) = 0 have solutions
y with (z,4) in € C [0,1] x R®. We use Schauder degree theory in a novel
space. Well known existence results for the Picard, the periodic and the Neumann
boundary conditions follow as special cases of our results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we obtain existence results for solutions of second order systems of
ordinary differential equations with fully nonlinear boundary conditions which include
the Picard, the periodic and Neumann boundary conditions as special cases.

In Section 2 we consider the problem

(1.1) y' = flz,,9) z€0,1]

with the fully nonlinear boundary conditions

(1.2) g((y(0), (1)), (¥'(0),4'(1))) = 0.

The Picard (also called Dirichlet) boundary conditions correspond to the special case
g%((¥(0),y(1)); (¥'(0),4'(1))) = y(0) — A =0 and

g ((y(0),¥(1)); (¥'(0),4'(1))) = y(1) - B =0,

while the Neumann boundary conditions correspond to the special case
9°((y(0),9(1)); (' (0),4'(1))) = ¥'(0) — A = 0 and

g (((0),5(1)); (' (0),4'(1))) = ¢'(1) - B =0,

and the periodic boundary conditions correspond to the special case

9°((y(0), y(1)); (4 (0),4(1))) = y(0) — y(1) = 0 and

91 ((y(0),3(1)); (' (0),4'(1))) = ¥'(1) = ¥'(0) = 0.
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A solution y is a twice continuously differentiable, R™ valued function satisfying (1.1)
everywhere and the boundary conditions (1.2). Our proofs are based on Schauder degree
theory and ideas introduced by the author in [10]. There is an extensive literature on
two point boundary value problems related to the class of problems we consider. Qur
results extend some of those of Bebernes and Schmitt [1], Habets and Schmitt (5],
Gaines and Mawhin [3], Knobloch [6], Knobloch and Schmitt [7], Lan [8], Granas,
Guenther and Lee [4], and the author [11]. Gaines and Mawhin [3] were the first to
consider second order systems in the present context.

For the convenience of the reader we include the following notation.

For a bounded open subset T of [0,1] x R™, let 8T denote the boundary of T, let
T denote its closure and for = € [0,1] let T(x) denote its z—cross section and 0T (z)
denote the boundary of T'(z). Thus T(z) = {y € R": (z,y) € T}. By the boundary of
T we mean the curved boundary so that we exclude the sets {0} x7'(0) and {1} xT(1).
Let y = (y1, - ,¥n) € R™, yT denote the transpose of y, I denote the identity on R™
so I{(y) =y for all y, I~ denote the mapping given by I~ (y) = (y1, —y2,..., —Yn) for
all y, B, ={y € R": |y| < r}, and B(z,r)={y € R": [y —z| <r}. Also if A and
B are subsets of R" we denote by C™(A, B) the set of functions from A to B with
continuous m-—th order partial derivatives endowed with the usual maximum norm. If
A is a bounded open subset of R™, p € R™, G € C(A;R") and p ¢ G(A) we denote
the Brouwer degree of G on A at p by d(G, 4,p).

Let £ be a bounded open subset of [0,1) x R™. If 0 € §(z) for all z € [0, 1], then
we define L: [0,1] x R® - R by

for (z,y) €

(1.6) L(z,y) = { inf{k > 0: (z,y/k) € R}, otherwise.

Thus L > 1 and (z,y/L(z,y)) belongs to the boundary of € for all (z,y) not in 2.
When y is a function of z uniquely determined from the context we shall abbreviate
L{z,y(@)) to L(x).

2. NONLINEAR BOUNDARY CONDITIONS AND COMPATIBILITY
We consider problem (1.1) together with the fully nonlinear boundary conditions
(1.2).
DEFINITION 2.1: We call © an admissible bounding set for (1.1) if it is a bounded
open subset of [0,1] x R™ with the following properties:

(1) [0,1] x {0} C ;
(2) $€(z) is star shaped with respect to the origin for all = € [0, 1];
(3) the mapping L(z,y) defined by (1.6) is Lipschitz continuous on [0, 1]xR"™;
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(4) for each point (¢,u) € 02 with ¢ € [0, 1] there is neighbourhood N and
a continuously differentiable function r: N — R. such that

(a) NN C {(z,y) € N: r(z,y) < 0} and

(b) r(t,u)=0,
(c) if t € (0,1), then r: N —» R is twice continuously differentiable

and
s (t, 1, p) = oz (t,u) + 2rL (6, u)p + p ryy (8, w)p + rL (¢, u) f(t, u,p) > 0,

for all p € R™ such that r'(t,u,p) = (¢, u) + rZ’(t, u)p = 0;
(5) there is a continuous vector field n: [0,1] x R® — R™ such that

for all (t,u) € 9Q with t € [0,1].

Set A = £2(0) x £(1).
REMARK 2.2. It is easy to see that (5) of Definition 2.1 is satisfied if 9€2 is smooth

and L is uniformly Lipschitz continuous.
In place of (1) of Definition 2.1 we can allow

{(z,¢(z)): z €[0,1]} cQ
for some ¢ € C?[0,1], with the appropriate changes in the other assumptions.
It is not difficult to show that Definition 2.1 is equivalent to [11, Definition 3.1}.
DEFINITION 2.3: We call f admissible for (1.1) if it satisfies
(1) feC([0,1] x R* x R™;R"),

(2) 11 < ¢(|pl), where [*°s/¢(s)ds = co and
3) |fl<2C (ny + |p|2) + K, where C, K are non—negative constants.

Let G:1{0,1] x [0,1] — R be the Green’s function for (1.1) together with the
homogeneous boundary conditions A =0 = B in (1.3). Thus

Gl 1) z(l—t), forO0<z<t
z,t) =
(1-z)}, for0<t<

Let w(z, A, B) = A(1 — z) + Bz.

NN

1
1

z
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DEFINITION 2.4: We call the vector field ¥ = (wo,wl) € C(Z; RZ”) strongly
inwardly pointing on A if for all (C,D) € A

(2.1) '(0,C,4°(C, D)) < 0, for C € 092(0) and associated function r.
(2.2) r’(l,D,d;l(C,D)) >0, for D € 092(1) and associated function r.

We call ¥ inwardly pointing if the strict inequalities are replaced by weak inequalities.

In what follows where there is a strongly inwardly pointing vector field ¥ on A
clearly defined from the context G will denote the vector field defined by

(2.3) G(C. D) = ¢((C, D); (C, D)) for all (C, D) € A.

DEFINITION 2.5: Let g € C(A x R?;R?"). We say g is strongly compatible
with € if
(2.4) d(G, A,0) #0,

for any strongly inwardly pointing vector field ¥ on A and

(2.5) 9((C, D), (p,q)) #0
for all (C, D, p,q) € A x R?" satisfying either

(C,D) € 8920) x Q1), 7'(0,C,p) <0, or
(C,D) € Q(0) x dQ(1), +(1,D,q)> 0 or
(C, D) € 39(0) x 92(1), +(0,C,p) <0, r'(1,D,q) > 0.

We say g is compatible with € if there is a sequence g; € C{(A x R*™;R?) strongly
compatible with € and converging uniformly to g on compact subsets of A x R?".

REMARK 2.6. If g is (strongly) compatible with €2 then the Brouwer degree (2.4)
is independent of the strongly inwardly pointing vector field ¥. To see this, for
strongly compatible g let ¥;, i = 1,2, be two such vector fields. Setting ¥(C, D, ) =
6%, (C, D) + (1 — )¥4(C, D) and H(C, D,8) = g((C, D); ¥(C,D,6)) on A x [0,1], it
follows that H is a homotopy for the Brouwer degree (2.4).

REMARK 2.7. Let € be admissible for (1.1), then there exists a strongly inwardly
pointing vector field ¥ on Q. This can be seen as follows. Since L(z,y) is Lipschitz
and r and 2 satisfy (4) in the definition of admissible, if

(2.6) U(C, D) = k(-n(0,C),n(1, D)),

for all (C,D) € A, then ¥ is a strongly inwardly pointing vector field on A for any
sufficiently large positive constant k.
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REMARK 2.8. Let © be admissible for (1.1). Moreover assume there is a continuously
differentiable function r: [0,1] x R™ — R satisfying (4) and (5) of Definition 2.1 such
that © = {(z,y) € [0,1] x R™: r(z,y) < 0}. Let € >0, > 0 and let ¥ = (y% 9')
be defined for all (C, D) € 992(0) x 9€2(1) by

~(r:(0,C) +€)ry(0,C) (ra(1, D) + n)ry (L, D))_
nOOF T (D)

(2.7) ¥(C,D) = (

Extend ¥ to a continuous R?" valued function on A, then ¥ is a strongly inwardly
pointing vector field on A. Moreover, if (2.5) holds for all inwardly pointing vector
fields we may use (2.7) when computing the Brouwer degree (2.4).

Moreover since £2(z) is starshaped with respect to 0 and L{z,y) is Lipschitz it
follows that ry(i,y)Ty > 0 for all (4,y) € 0N for ¢ =0,1. Thus, as in Remark 2.7, if

V(C,D) = k(-r4(0,C),r,(1,D)), or
¥(C, D) = k(—C, D)

for all (C,D) € A, then ¥ is a strongly inwardly pointing vector field on © for any
sufficiently large positive constant k.

Also, in this case (2.5) holds if G # 0 for all strongly inwardly pointing vector
fields. To see this let (C, D, p,q) € 0A x R?" satisfy C € 8Q(0) and r'(0,C,p) < 0.
First assume D € €2(1). Since 7'(0,C, p) is a continuous function of E € 9€2(0), there
is § > 0 such that r'(0, E,p) > 0 for all E € B(C,26) and B(D,25)N0Q(1) =0. Let
¥ be a strongly compatible vector field on A and let

o |E - C|y°(E,D)/6+ (1 - |E—C|/8)p, for (E,D)e B(C,6)NA
wE.0)=1 |
Y(E, D), otherwise.
. |E - C|yY(E,D)/§+(1—|E—C|/8)q, for(E,D)e B(C,6)NA
wEo=1 " |
Y'(E,D), otherwise.

Thus (43,%;) is a strongly compatible vector field on A with (¥3(C, D),yi(C, D)) =
(p,q). Then ¢{(C,D),(p,q)) # 0 follows. The case D € 9Q(1), C € Q(0) and
r(1,D,q) > 0 follows by a similar argument. The case C € 8Q(0), D € 9Q(1)
r(0,C,p) < 0, r'(1,D,q) > 0 follows by the above choice of ( 2,1/);) where 6 > 0 is
chosen such that r'(0, E,p) < 0, r'(1, F,q) > 0 for all E € B{C,2¢) and F € B(D, 26).

In the case € is an admissible bounding set given by r € C'([0,1] x R*;R) as
in Remark 2.8, the compatibility conditions for the Picard, Neumann, and periodic

boundary conditions become

(2.8) A€ Q0), BeQ(1),
(2.9) r(0,C)=0=1'(0,C,4) <0, 7(1,D)=0=1'(1,D,B) > 0,
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and
Q(0) = 2(1),
(210 r,(0.0) = C)ry(1,0),
r(0,C) 2 t(C)rz(1,C), t(C) >0, C € 9(0) = 00(1),
respectively.

We prove this in the case of periodic boundary conditions. First we need the
following lemma.

LEMMA 2.9. Let
J(C,D) = (C - D,J(C,D)) for all (C,D) € A,

where J € C(_A_; R"). If Q = Q0)N QL) and j € C(@; R") is defined by j(P) =
J(P,P) for all P € Q, then d(J, A,0) = d(j, Q,0).

Proor: Let K = {£2(0)\ Q} x {©(1) \ Q}. Then K is closed and J # 0 for all
(C,D) € K. Since @ x @ = A\ K, by the excision property of degree

d(J,4A,0)=d(J,Q x Q,0).
Setting (W, Z) = I(C,D) = (C — D,C + D),
JoT™HW,Z) = (W,5(W + 2)/2,(Z - W)/2)),

then
d(J,Q xQ,0)=d(J T, I(Q x Q),0)

and the result follows by the reduction property of degree. a

LEMMA 2.10. Let Q be an admissible bounding set given by r € C* ([0,1] x R™;
R) as in Remark 2.8. Then periodic boundary conditions are (strongly) compatible if
and only if (2.10) holds.

PROOF: Let ¥ be a strongly inwardly pointing vector field on A.

Assume that (2.10) is satisfied, let g = (g% g*) be given by (1.5) and (C, D) € 0A.
If G(C,D) = 0 then C = D € 8Q(0) = 80(1) and ¥°(C,D) = ¥*(C, D) so that
0 > r'(0,C,%°(C, D)) > t(C)r'(1,D,¢*(C,D)) > 0, a contradiction. Thus G # 0
on 0A. Now H(C,D,6) = (1—20)G(C,D) +20(G°(C, D), D), for 6 € [0,1/2] and
H(C,D,8) = (2 —260)(G°(C, D), D) + (26 — 1)(C, D), for 6 € [1/2,1]. Since H is a
homotopy for Brouwer degree d(G(-), A,0) = d(H(-,0),A,0) = d(H(-,1),A,0) =1 #
0. Thus G is strongly compatible and hence compatible.
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Assume now that g is given by (1.5) and that ¢ is strongly compatible with €2.
We show that (2.10) is satisfied. First we show that €2(0) = £2(1). Assume that
0(0) # 2(1). Let ¥ be a strongly inwardly pointing vector field on A. Thus

G(C,D) = (C - D,¢°(C, D) — ¢*(C, D)) # 0 for all (C, D) € dA.

Setting Q@ = Q(0) N (1) and j(P) = ¥°(P, P) — (P, P) for all P € Q, by Lemma
2.9 we have d(G, A,0) = d(j,Q,0) # 0. Without loss of generality we may assume that
Q(0) # Q. We construct a strongly compatible vector field ¥ with d(j,Q,0) =0, a
contradiction, and then ©(0) = ©Q(1). Without loss of generality we may assume that
e1 =(1,0,...,0) € Q(0)NOQ, where Q) is the boundary of Q. Since £2(0) is an open
set we may choose &y € (0,89/2) such that B(ej,dp) C ©(0). Set A =1—§y/2. By
Remark 2.8 we may choose k > 0 such that (—kC, kD) is strongly inwardly pointing
on A. Let #(P) be the angle between P and e; and Xjs be the cone

Ks = {P € R™: 8(P) <sin~!(8)}.

Let Ss = KsN{P € R™: |P| > A} N Q where § > 0 is chosen sufficiently small that
|P| > (4+A)/5 for all P€9QnNSs. Thus Cy = (1 + A)ey/2 € Ss. Set
1, if IC—€1|<(50/2
’)’t(C) = 0, if IC - €1| 2 (50
1-—-2(|C — ey — 60/2)/ds, otherwise,

and 7,(C) = 1(C)[(C — C) — C(C - C»).C/ |C|*]. Let 1(C) = 7-(C)C where v, is
continuous and satisfies
©) 3 —sin (6(C))/6, if 8 <sin~t(d), |C| = (3+A)/4
TN, if 6 > sin=" (36) or [C| < (14 A)/2.

Set ¥(C,D) = (—kC + (=1)"*en(C) + 1. (C), kD) where ¢ > 0 is chosen sufficiently
small that ¥ is strongly inwardly pointing on A.
It follows from the additivity and excision properties of degree that

d(]anO) = d(JyQ \§5,0) + d(]a 8570)'

Also d(j,Q\g,s,O) = (—1)" since 0 € Q \ S5 and j is homotopic to —I there.
Also d(4,55,0) = (-1)™"! since (2+Ae1/3 € S5, and j(P) is homotopic to
I~ — {2+ A)ey/3 if n is even while j(P) is homotopic to I — (2+ A)ey/3 if n is odd.
Thus d(j,Q,0) = 0, a contradiction, and €Q(G) = Q(1). Thus r,(0,C) = t(C)ry(1,C)
for C € 9Q2(0) = 0(1), where t = t(C) > 0 is continuous.
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We show that r(0,C) > t(C)rz(1,C), t(C) > 0, for all C € 92(0) = 9Q(1).
Assume the result is false. Without loss of generality we may assume that e; € 9Q(0) =
0(1) and r;(0,e1) < t(er)rz(1,e1). Again we set Q = ©(0) N Q(1) = 2(0) = Q(1).
The result follows by an argument similar to the previous one in view of the following.
The key to the previous argument was constructing ¥ on 9@ such that j{(C) =
K(C)C + (=1)"en,(C), where € > 0 is sufficiently small and k(C) is continuous and
satisfies
k(C) <0, if@(C)>sin~!(8) and
k(C) >0, if 8(C) < sin™! (§).
Since r;(0,e;) < t{e1)rz(1,e;1) and t and r, are continuous we may choose dy > 0 and
I such that for all C € 0Q N B(ey, o),
r2(0,C) + ry (0,C)({ + 80)C < 0, and
75(1,C) + r4(1,C)Y( — 60)C > 0.
As in Remark 2.8 we may choose k& > 0 such that
72(0,C) — r4(0,C)kC < 0, and
72(1,C) +ry(1,CYkC > 0,
for all C € 8Q.
Set ¥}(C, D) = w1,5(D)D, where w, s is defined by

-6 +sinf(D), if 0 < 6 <sin™! (6)
w1,6(D) = < 1(26 —sinf(D))/6 + k(sin (D) — 8)/8, if sin™! (§) < 6 < sin~! (26)
k, otherwise,
Set $2(C, D) = wp 6(C)C + (=1)"*'en,(C), where wg 5 is defined by
l if 0 < 6 <sin™? (6)
wo,6(C) = ¢ 1(26 — sinf(C))/6 — k(sin8(C) — 6)/6, if sin~! (§) < 6 < sin~! (26)
—k, otherwise.

Set ¥s(C, D) = (v3(C, D), ¢§(C,D)) for all (C,D) € dA. 1t follows that ¥ is the
restriction to JA of a strongly inwardly pointing vector field on A for ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small and § € (0,60/2).

By choosing § > 0 small enough we may extend ¥s to A as in the previous
argument, to obtain the contradiction that d(j, @,0) = 0. Thus r;(0,C) 2 t(C)r;(1,C)
for all C' € 92(0). Thus r satisfies (2.10) as required.

The proof that the Picard, respectively Neumann, boundary conditions are com-
patible if and only if (2.8), respectively (2.9), is satisfied is simpler, follows similar lines
and hence is omitted.
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REMARK 2.12. Let n = 1 and suppose there exist lower and upper solutions a and
a(z) < B(z) for all z in [0,1]. Set Q = {(z,y): a(z) < y < B(z),z € [0,1]}, then
©Q is an admissible bounding set for (1.1) since we may set

r(z,y) = (y — a(2))(y - B(z)).

Then conditions (2.8), (2.9), and (2.10) become

(211) a(0) < A< B(0), o(1) <B<BQ),
(2.12) o'(0) 2 A2 B(0), o' (1)<B<AQ)
and

(2.13) a(0) = a(1), B(0) = B(1),
(2.14) a'(0) = a'(1), F(0)<p(Q),
respectively.

REMARK 2.13. It is not difficult to construct examples to show that some compati-
blity assumptions of this kind are necessary to guarantee existence. In the following
two examples g is not strongly compatible since condition (2.4) fails. In the first
there is a solution y of (1.1) and (1.2) satisfying (z,y(z)) € € = {(z,y) € R%: z ¢
[0,1], af{z) < y(z) < B(z)} where o and (3 are upper and lower solutions for (1.1)
given below (see [10]). In the second example there are no such solutions. We choose
R >0 and g € C([—R, R}> x R%; R?) such that G((C, D); (P,Q)) = G((C, D); (5, T))
for all ((C,D);(P,Q)),((C,D);(S,T)) € [-R,R]2 x R%, G # 0 on 8(—R,R)” and
d (g, (R, R)Z, O) = 0; G is independent of the choice of strongly inwardly pointing
vector field ¥. Let f be identically zero and —a = R = (3. For this choice of f, a,
and § it is easy to see that €2 is an admissible bounding set for (1.1).

For the first example we choose G so that g((C, D); (P,Q)) = 0, for some (C, D) €
(—R, R)2. For the second example we choose G so that g # 0 for any (C,D) €
(-R,R)%.

3. THE MAIN RESULT

THEOREM 3.1. Let f be admissible, @ be an admissible bounding set for (1.1)
and let g € C(A x R?*";R?") be compatible with Q. Then problem (1.1) and (1.2)
has a solution y with (z,y) € Q, for all x € [0,1].

Proor: We assume first that r > 0 when r = 0 = r'. We use Schauder

degree theory and need the following farmly of functions to construct a homotopy.
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Choose R > 0 and ¢ € (0,1) such that By, C Q(z) C Bg forallz € [0,1]. Let
h € C(R™;[0,1]) satisfy

0, iflyl<e
h(y) = .
1, if ly| > 2,

3.1) (=, y,p) = Af(z,9,p) + (1 = Mh(y) |f|n(z,y) and
(32) g/\(xvyap) = L(x,y)f)‘(x, y/L(.’E,y),p/L(ﬂ), y))

where L is given in (1.6). Thus g, is continuous, fy = g, in € x R™ and it suffices

to find a solution y of (3.2) and (1.2) with A = 1 and (z,y) € Q. Let Il = {y ¢

C'([0,1];R™): |y| < R and |y’'| < M}, where M is chosen below. Let £ =TI x A.
For y € C([0,1}; R™), we set

1
T(9x(¥))(@) = — /0 Gz, ar(t, u(t), o/ (1)) dt.
If (y,C,D) € ¥ is a solution of

(3.3) (y(z) - T(91(y))) — w(=,C, D), g((C, D); (¥'(0),4'(1))) = 0,

we show that (z,y) € Q. Thus, by the definition of T and gy, problem (1.1) and (1.2)
has a solution y with (z,y) € Q if and only if (y,C, D) is a solution of (3.3) in X. We
choose M as follows. By continuity, L < ! on [0,1] x By, for some ! > 1. Set

€= sup{ln(:z:,y)l : (112, y) € Q}

Thus |ga] € cd(lp]) and |ga| < 2(C + ¢/e) (ny + |p|2) + K%, for all (z,y) € 2. By
Hartman {9, Lemma 5.2, p.429] there is M such that solutions y of

1"

¥’ =gz, y,¥') €[0,1]

and (1.2) with (z,y) € Q satisfy |y'| < M. To show that (3.3) has a solution we use
Schauder degree theory. Define H;: [0,1] x & — C([0,1]; R™) x R™ for i = 1,2,3, by

Hl(Av (y3 C? D))(!L‘) = (y(:):) - T(gl('y))(m) - 11)(11), Ca D)v 'S(yv C’ Dv A))
HZ()H (y7 Ca D))(.’E) = (y(.’L‘) - T(g,\(y))(l‘) - w(z, Ca D)a g(C) D)) and
H3(’\7 (y)C’ D))(.’E) = (y(x) - A(Tl(.QO(y))("I“) - w(x, C’ D))’ g(Ca D))

where S(y,C, D, \) = g((C, D); A(y'(0),%'(1)) + (1 — A)¥(C, D)).
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We show that either there is a solution to our problem or the above functions H;
define homotopies.

Suppose Hi(A,(y,C, D)) = 0 has a solution (y,C,D) € dX. By the choice of
M, |yl < M. Suppose y € OII. By the choice of R there is t € (0,1) such that
ly(t)] = R and L(t) > 1. As L(0) =1 = L(1) and L is continuous, there is tg €
(0,1) such that L has a maximum lp < ! say, at to. Let 2(z) = y(z)/lo. Thus
(r,2) € Q for all z € [0,1] and (to,y(to)) € 0. Thus r(to,2) = 0, r'(tg,2,2') = 0
and r'"¢(t9,2,2') > 0, a contradiction, and y ¢ OII. Since y(0) = C, y(1) = D and
(C,D) € A it follows that (z,y) € @ for all z € [0,1]. Suppose y(0) = C € 9Q(0).
If A =1, then (y,C, D) is a solution to our problem, as required. If 0 < A < 1, then
r(0,C) = 0 and r/(0,C,y') < 0 so r'(0,C, A\y'(0) + (1 — A)y°(C, D)) < 0, and thus
g((C,D); A(¥'(0),¥'(1)) + (1 — A\)¥(C, D)) # 0, a contradiction. A similar argument
shows that y(1) = D ¢ 092(1). Thus Hy(A, (y,C, D)) # 0 for any (y,C,D) € 0%.

Suppose Hj(A, (y,C, D)) = 0 has a solution (y,C,D) € 9%. Suppose y € JII.
Since |y'| < M, Jy(t)] = R for some t € (0,1). As above L has a maximum I > 1 at
to € (0,1) and by setting z(z) = y(z)/lo we again get a contradiction, r(tg,z) =
0, r(to,2,2") = 0 and 7%, (to,2,2') > 0, since 7,(0,2)(n(to, 2)h(z)|f(to, 2, 2")| —
f(to,2,2")) = 0, by condition (5) of the definition of admissibility of €. Now
G(C,D)#0 on A so Hy #0 on 9%,

Suppose H3(\, (y,C, D)) = 0 has a solution (y,C, D) € %. By the above argu-
ments it suffices to show that there is no ¢t € (0,1) such that |y(t)] = R. If such a ¢
exists then A > 0, y(t)Ty/(¢) = 0 and v'(&)% + v () y(@) = v'()* + A |f| ()| > 0,
since‘n(t,y/l)Ty > |y|, where | = L(¢,y(t)) > 1. This is a contradiction, so Hz # 0 on
ox.

By the homotopy invariance of Schauder degree

d(H;{},-),%,0) = constant
for all A € [0,1] and ¢ = 1,2,3. In particular,
d(Hy(1,-), %, 0) = d(Hz(A,-), 5, 0)
= d(H5(0,-), X£,0) = 1.
Thus there is solution in ¥ of Hy(1,(y,C, D)) =0, and by the above arguments y is
the required solution of (1.1) and (1.2).
If rs 2 0 when r = 0 = r’, consider the sequence of problems where f is replaced

by f+ y/n. By the above argument there exists a sequence of solutions y, of these
which will have a subsequence, convergent to the required solution. 1]

Theorem 3.1 includes some well known results for the Picard, the periodic and
the Neumann boundary conditions as special cases; see for example, Bebernes {2], Be-
bernes and Schmitt [1], Habets and Schmitt [5], Gaines and Mawhin [3], Knobloch (6],
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Knobloch and Schmitt [7], Lan [8] and Mawhin [9]. In particular [11, Theorems 3.2,
3.4 and 3.6] follow immediately from Theorem 3.1; see [11] for more detailed comments.
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