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Logistic elliptic and parabolic problem for the
fractional p-Laplacian

Loic Constantin? Carlos Alberto Santos! Guillaume Warnault*

Abstract. In this paper we prove existence, uniqueness of weak
solutions of the following nonlocal nonlinear logistic equation

(=A)pux = duj —b(z)uy inQ,
uy =0 in (RN\Q),
uy > 0 in .

We also prove behavior of uy with respect to A, underlining the effect
of the nonlocal operator. We then study the associated parabolic
problem, proving local and global existence, uniqueness and global
behavior such as stabilization, finite time extinction and blow up.

1 Introduction

We study the following nonlocal logistic problem in 2 a bounded regular domain
of R%, d > 2,
(=A)su = Au? —b(x)u" inQ,

u=0 in (RN\Q), (Ex)
u >0 in £,

where:

e the operator (—A); is the p-fractional Laplacian defined, up to a constant,
for some p € (1,+00) and s € (0,1) by:

u(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) —u
u(z) Tg)l_ycgép) (y))dy

(—~A)Su(x) =2 PV. /

Rd

where P.V. stands for Cauchy principal value;
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e the parameters always satisfy ¢ > 0, r > p—1 and A > 0;

e the function b # 0 is bounded and nonnegative such that b=({0}) =: Qg
where Qg is C11-open set and |Qg| > 0.

In this paper, we show existence, uniqueness of a weak solution of . We
also show qualitative behavior of the solution depending on the parameter A >
0. We then study the associated parabolic problem where we show existence,
uniqueness and qualitative behavior.

The study of nonlocal operators has recently attracted increasing attention
due to their occurrence in a wide range of physical phenomena characterized
by long-range interactions. Elliptic and parabolic equations involving theses
operators, arise in diverse fields such as finance, physics, fluid dynamics, image
processing, stochastic processes of Lévy type, phase transitions, population
dynamics, optimal control and game theory (see e.g. [13, 27, [30]). Logistic
equations have been vastly studied for their applications in mathematical biology.
Indeed logistic equations can describe population dynamics, where the solution
represent population density. In this optic, taking the term b = 0 on 2 can
be seen as representing a negative effect on the population only on a subset of
where the population lives.

The elliptic problem

{(—A);u = f(z,u) inQ,
u=0 in (RN\Q),

have been studied for different source term in the literature see e.g. [8| [T}, 17
21]. As for the logistic problem the local case s = 1,p = 2 has been studied in
[23, 25] where the authors study the case ¢ = 1 to find existence, uniqueness and
behavior depending on A. The logistic problem for the fractional p-Laplacian
has been in [19] for b = 1 getting existence, nonexistence and uniqueness results.
In this article we treat the questions of existence, uniqueness and qualitative
behavior of the solution depending on the parameter \. More precisely we use
the mountain pass Theorem to show existence of a weak solution and then using
a Picone type inequality we prove uniqueness as well as a comparison principle
in the subhomogeneous case. We finish the study of the elliptic problem by using
different methods to obtain qualitative behavior depending on the parameter .
The main difference between [23] 25] and our work in the case ¢ = p — 1 is the
behavior of uy depending on A, in fact in [23] 25] the authors find blow up on
Qo and convergence to a degenerate solution on Q\Qg, where in our case the
nonlocal operator gives blow up on 2. We then study the parabolic problem

associated to :

Opu + (—A)Su = Au? — b(z)u"  in Qr,

p
u=0 in(O,T)XQC, (P)
u>0 inQT7 *
u(0) = ug in £,



where Qr = (0,T) x , up € Wy () N L>®(Q) is nonnegative and A >
0. Parabolic problems involving the fractional p-Laplacian have been vastly
studied in the literature, see e.g. [I}, @l 26] 29]. The parabolic logistic equation
has also been studied in the local case s = 1,p = 2, e.g. [4] the authors
study global behavior of the parabolic logistic equation for g non-smooth.
Up to our knowledge the parabolic logistic equation has never been studied
for the fractional p-Laplacian case. We show in this paper existence of a
bounded weak solution using a discretization method similarly as in [J] and
uniqueness utilizing Gronwall’s Lemma. Next, in the subhomogeneous case,
using comparison principle and a sub-supersolution technique we show convergence
of the solution of the parabolic problem to the solution of . Finally using
energy method as well as Sattinger stable and unstable sets we show extinction
and blow up of our solution.

1.1 Preliminaries and main results

We first present the functional settings, for additional references we refer for
instance [6, 12]. The fractional Sobolev space WP (R?) is defined as:

_ p
WsP(RY) = c LP(RY Mdd < ;
(RY) {u RO)| [ dedy < oo

associated with the natural norm:

|u(z) — u(y)[” v
- P 1) = wy)™
|wllwerre) = (/Rd |ulPdx + /Rded o — gl dxdy | .

The reflexive Banach space WP () is defined by W* () = {u € W*P(R?) | u =
0 on RN\Q}, with the Banach norm

1
[u(@) — u(y)[? B
s, = 7(1 d
el » </Rfl><Rd o —glatsr V)

d

equivalent to [|ul|ys.»(ra). For sp < dandm € [1, 7£-], we have the continuous

embedding Wi?(Q) — L™(Q) and if m < dﬁ—’;p the embedding is compact
(see e.g. [12, Coro. 7.2]). For sp > d, we have the compact embedding

WP (Q) < L™(Q) for all r € [1, +00).

By the definition of the fractional p-Laplacian, we have for any u,v € W;?(Q):

(= [, o) = P al) —u0) =00 gy,

R xR |z — y|dtsp
Let A\ (w) be the first eigenvalue for a general bounded regular domain w

‘|U||€V5’p(w)
/\1(w) = i pio
veWs?@\o} [[vll7, )
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then we have that w — A;(w) is decreasing in the sense that for £ C Q9 such
that [Q2\Q1] > 0 we have A1(Q1) > A1(Q2).

In this work, We consider the notion of weak solution of problem defined
as follows:

Definition 1.1 (Weak solution). We call a weak solution of a positive
function uw € WP (Q) such that for any ¢ € Wi (2)

(~A)u, ) = /Q(/\uq ~ b(2)u" ) da (1.1)
For ¢ < p— 1, we define the set

~f (0,40) ifg<p—1
Aq_{ (A (2), () ifg=p—1.

We recall the existence theorem involving the set A, :

Theorem 1.2. Problem admits a unique weak solution uy iff A € Aq.
Furthermore, for any A\, i € Ay, uy belongs to C*(RY) satisfying uy > cd(-, Q)
in Q0 and for X < u, we have uy < uy, in Q.

The existence and the regularity come from Theorem 1 and Lemma 2.3 in [21]
and from the Hopf Lemma [I1] Th. 1.5]. The comparison principle is etablished
by Proposition [2.2

We extend the previous existence result considering the superlinear case.

Theorem 1.3. Let g € (p— 1,p* — 1) and r < q. For any A\ > 0, admits
at least a weak solution belonging to C*(R?).

Remark 1.4. The case r < q is not studied in the article [19] but the proof of
Theorem still holds for positive functions b € L>=(£).

The next result provides the uniform behaviour of the sequence (uy) as A goes
to the boundaries of Ay:

Theorem 1.5. Let the sequence (ux)aea, defined by Theorem (1.4 Then:

(i) (ux)a blows up uniformly on compact subsets of Q (i.e. for any K compact
subset of Q, ming uy — +00) as A — sup A, under the additional condition
p=2ifqg<p-1
More precisely, the sequence (uy)x blows up uniformly on compact subsets
of Qg in any case without additional hypothesis.

(i1) (ux)x converges uniformly to 0 as A — inf A,.

For ¢ = p — 1, this results differs from the local case. In [23], the authors
study the problem involving the Laplacian operator, they obtain the blow-
up only in € and the convergence to the minimal large positive solution of a
singular problem on Q\. Similar results are also obtained in the case of the
p—Lapacian operator see [14].



In our case, the nonlocality of the operator which considers the far effects implies
that the blow-up in Q\Qp.

We now state the result on the associated parabolic problem where we
consider the class of weak solutions in the following framework

Xr ={ve L™(Qr)| 0w e L*(Qr)} N L>(0, T; W5 ()
and

Definition 1.6 (Weak solution). A nonnegative function v € Xr is a weak
solution of (P, if u(0,-) =wug a.e. in Q such that for any t € [0,T]:

At/gﬁtuqbdzd7'+/0t<(—A);u,¢> dT:/Ot/Q(Auq_b(l')ur)(ﬁdxdr, (1.2)

for any ¢ € L'(0,T; W5*(Q)) N L*(Qr)-
We define the operator A : v — Av = (=A)5v + b(x)[v|""'v and its domain
D(A) ={v e WyP(Q)NL>(Q) | Av € L=(Q)}.

Remark 1.7. By Proposition 2.1 of [9], the operator A satisfies the comparison
principle i.e. for any u, v € W*P(RY) such that u < v a.e. in R\Q and

(Au, o) < (Au, @)
for any p € WP (), ¢ > 0. Then u <wv a.e. in .

We have the following theorem of existence, uniqueness and regularity.

Theorem 1.8. Let ug € WP (Q) N L>(Q). Then, there exists T > 0 and
u e C([0,T7),WyP(Q)) such that for any T" < T, u is a weak solution of ([Py))
on Qr. Additionally we have

o ifg<1or (q € (0,p—1] and X < supAq) then the solution u is global
r.e. T =400,

e if g > 1, then the weak solution is unique,

e ifg>1 and ug € D(A) then u € C([0,T],C%(Q)).

Remark 1.9. When q > 1, the uniqueness of the weak solution gives as for [9,
Th. 1.5] the existence of mazimum life time of the solution:

Tinaz = sup{T > 0| u is the weak solution u of (P,]) on Qr}.

And if Trnax < 00 then ||ul|pe () — 00 ast = Trnax-



Theorem 1.10. Let ¢ < p—1 and X € A,. Let ug € W5(Q) N L>(Q) such
that ug > ed(-, QC)S for some Q C Q a enough regular open subset. In addition
if g =p—1 we assume Qo C Q. Let u be the global solution of obtained
by Theorem [1.8 Then, u(t) — uy as t — +oo in L™(Q) for any m < oc.
Additionally if ¢ > 1 and up < Cd(-,2°)* then u(t) — uy as t — +oo in
L (Q).

Theorem 1.11. Let ¢ =p —1, QcQa regular open subset and uy such that
u > cd(-, Q). If X > X\ () then limg 1, [[u(t)| L) = +o0.

Lemma 1.12. Let g =p—1, A > A\1(Qo) and ug € W' (Q) nonnegative such
that ug > Cd(-,Q6)°. If p < 2 then |Jul|2(q,) — 00 as t — oo where u is the
solution of (Py) and if p > 2 then Tyae < +00.

We define on W3 () the energy functional

Bolv) = 2 [0lyg) — g I
and set the following condition on ug:
Jvg € WP (Q0) N L™ (Qp) such that ug > vg and Ey(vg) < 0. (H)
Theorem 1.13. Let A >0, ¢ > p—1, ug € WP (Q)NL>(Q) and u the solution

of then

(i) If ¢ > 1 and holds then Ty < +00,

(i) if =1 and holds then ||ul|2(q,) — +00 ast — +o0,
(i1i) if ¢ < 1 and holds then sup g ooy [t/ Lo (0q) = +00,

(iv) if ¢ <1 and ||lug||L~(q) small enough then there exists to < oo such that
u(t) =0 for all t > ty.

In order to generalize the last theorem in the case ¢ < p* — 1 we define the
unstable set

V ={veW;*(Q) | Eo(v) <m,I(v) <0},
q+1

where m = inf,cyye 2 () (0} SUPp>0 Eo(v0) and I(v) = ||v||€V§,p(QU)—/\||vHLq+1(QO).
We also define the following functionnals and set:

- 1 -
E(U) = E(HU”%;”’(Q) - AH“H?@(Q))? I(U) = HU”{;V;W(QO) - )\H’UH%-:il(Qo)?

W ={veW:P(Q) | E(v) <m,I(v)>0}n{0}.
Then we can define the following conditions on ug:

Jug € VN L*=(p) such that ug > vo, (H1)

Jug € W N L®(Q) such that vy > uo. (H2)



Theorem 1.14. Let A >0, ¢ > p—1, ug € WP (Q)NL>(Q) and u the solution
of problem (P,)) then

If ¢ > 1 and (H1) holds then T q. < 400,
if ¢ =1 and (HI) holds then |lul|r2(q,) — +00 ast — +o0,
if g <1 and (HI) holds then sup(g o) llull Lo () = +00,

let (H2) holds then Tiax = +00 and uw — 0 in L"(Q) for all v < oo as
t — 4o00.

Let us summarize the results and main contributions to the literature.

e Theorem generalizes the existing existence Theorems of the elliptic
logistic equation for other powers.

° Theoremproves the qualitative behavior of the solution of depending
on A highlighting the differences between the local and nonlocal cases. In
fact, for ¢ = p— 1, in the nonlocal case we obtain the uniform blow up on
the entire space 2. In the local case the authors obtain uniform blow up
only on 2y and convergence on 2§ to the bounded solution of a degenerate
solution.

e for the parabolic problem, Theorems to generalize the parabolic
p-fractional equation that has been studied for different source types (see
e.g.[1, 9 26, 29]). They also generalize the parabolic logistic equation that
has been mainly in the local linear case in [3, [4].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we prove the results
on the elliptic problem. In particular we prove the qualitative behavior of the
solution depending on A in Section Section |3]is dedicated to the parabolic
problem. More precisely we prove Theorem [I.8] in Section and Theorems
to[[ 14l in Sections and 3.3

2 The elliptic problem

We start with a comparison principle for problem .

Definition 2.1 (Sub- and supersolution). We say that u is a subsolution (resp.
supersolution) of if u is a nonnegative function belonging to W*P(Q) such
that uw < 0 (resp. u > 0) in RN\Q and satisfies for any ¢ € W5P(Q), ¢ > 0:

(-85u.0) < [ (T = bu)ods, (resp. )
Q

Proposition 2.2. Assume ¢ < p — 1. Let u,v € W3P(Q) such that u,v €
[cd(-, €)%, Cd(-,Q2°)°] and are respectivly super and subsolution of (E)). Then
u>v ae in .



Remark 2.3. Proposition[2. still works for b =0, thus we have a comparison
principle for the subhomogeneous equation: (—A);u = Au? where ¢ <p—1.

Proof. Defining u. = u+e¢, ve = v+eand U, = (ue — uz—gl)_, o, = (ve— U%P
in Q and ¥ = & = 0 in RV\Q where f,, f_ are respectively the positive and
negative part of f such that f = f_ + fi. Under the conditions on u and v, we
have that U, ®. € L>(Q) N WP(Q). Using ¥, < 0 and u is supersolution, as

well as ¥, > 0 and v is subsolution, we get:

(=A)pu, Vo) + ((=A)pv, Oc)
<I

- /{ L D T O ) (2.1)
We have
(—A)5u, Ue)+((—A)5v, Pe) = /{ . W (z,y) dedy+2 /{ it W (z,y) dzdy
where using the notation (£)P~! = [t|[P~2¢:
W(w.9) = (@) = ve) ™ (0 = —50)(@) = (0 = —E)0)
+ () = )P (0 = 50 (@) = (0 = —E0) () = 0.
by [7, Proposition 4.2] and
W (2.9) = (&) = ()P~ (= 25) (@) + (00(e) = )P~ (0 = —55) o)

B <(l - Z:%)p_l N (1 N Z:Eii)p_l) (WP () — vP(x)) > 0

since the mapping s — (1 — s)P~! is decreasing on R* and ngg < ngg;

{u < v} x {u > v}, hence I, > 0. Under the conditions on u,v the dominated
convergence Theorem yields as € — O:

on

I. — AuP — oP)(ud™PTE — 7Py _p(yP — oP)(u" TP — 0" P da,
{u<v}

Assume that |[{u < v}| > 0, the integral I. is negative for € small enough since
q < p—1 < r, which is absurd, thus we have that « > v a.e. in Q. O

Proof of Theorem[I.3 We use the mountain pass Theorem see for instance [2|
Th 2.4]. We define, for any v € W (Q):

!

J(v) .

olPon o — 2 qoprtt o [ g
Wi P (Q) g+1 q+1 o r+1



Then J € CH(WP(Q),R) and

J'(u)v = ((=A)yu,v) — )\/Q Ju|T  uw da + /Q blu|" v d.

Since ¢ + 1 < p* and b > 0, we have for some C' > 0:

1A
P s A q+1—p
J) 2 vl » @) (p Cq+1||U|W5’p(”>) ’

and from ¢ + 1 > p, we deduce that J(0) = 0 is a local minimum.
Let ¢ € Wy(), then

1 A
_ 4D P _ 4q+1 q+1
J(tg) =t pII¢HWDs.p<Q) t qul||¢||q+1 <0

for t big enough, with continuity there exists to > 0 such that J(¢tg) = 0.

Let now show that J satisfies the Palais-Smale condition. Let (uy), C Wy7* ()
with |J(u,)| < C and |J'(u,)| — 0 when n — co. We have in particular, for n
big enough:

|J/(un)-un| < ||“n||W§*”(Q)7
giving
1 r
gy + a2 - /Q b < fuallwery. (22)

and with J(u,) bounded:

1 P |un|r+1 A q+1
]5||Un||w(-;m(g) + Qb rrl S ¢+ m“un”qﬂ- (2.3)
Combining ([2.2)) and (2.3):
qg+1 qg+1 -
(2 D [ bl < funllwgro) = C.

p 2 -
)”un”Wd“*p(Q) + (7“ 1

with ¢ + 1 > p and ¢ > r we have u,, bounded in W;*(Q) and u, — w in
W5P(2) up to a subsequence. Using the compact embeddings and ¢, < p* —1
we have:

—)\/ | |7 Yy (1, — 0) +/ bl " g (U, — 1) — 0,
Q Q
with J'(u,).(un —u) — 0 we have ((=A)pun, u, —u) — 0 and combined with
un, — u in WyP(2) we have:
(=A)pun — (—A)ju, uy — u) — 0,

which gives u,, — u in W;?(2). Thus J verifies the Palay-Smale condition and
there exists a weak solution u € Wy (Q).



Using [I7, Th 3.1] we have that u is bounded and with [I8, Th 2.7] u € C*(R%).
We now show that u > 0 in 2. With J(u) < 0 we have that u # 0. And with
[lu(z)] = |u(y)|] < |u(z) — u(y)| we have J(Ju|) < J(u) thus the critical value
of J given by the mountain pass is attained for a nonnegative u. We also have
(=A)su > —||bl[so|ul|ZP T uP~! then using [T, Th. 1.4] we have u > 0 in

. O

2.1 Asymptotic behavior

In this section, we establish Theorem [I.5] Subsection gives the proof of
(i). The second point is obtained by Theorem We also study the behaviour
of the sequence of solutions in the superlinear case in subsection [2.1.3

2.1.1 As XA —supi,

We first show uniform blow up on compact subset of g when A — sup A, using
a method similar as in [23]. For this, for the case ¢ = p — 1, we introduce an
auxiliary eigenvalue problem: let p > 0,

(=A)5tu = Ah =t — pb(z)gh ™t in Q,
Yu =0 in (RN\Q), (Qn)
Y, > 01in Q,

We first have:

Theorem 2.4. For any p > 0, there exist A\, € (0,A1(0)) and a positive
function 1, € WP () N L>(Q), and |[¢,||Le) = 1, such that

T +u/ bluwlP dz
Q

= Wl + 1 [ W7 o

Ay =

inf
weWF?(Q),[|wllLr)=1

Moreover, the sequence (Y, \,), converges to (1,04, M1(0)) in C(Q) X R as
p — +00 where Y1 o, is the normalized eigenfunction associated to A (o).

Proof. The existence of (¢, A,), is given by Theorem 3.4 in [I0]. Moreover
Remark 3.5 and Lemma 3.2 of [I0] imply ¥, > 0 on Q and from [15, Theorem
3.2], we get that ¢, € L>(Q).

By definition of X,, the sequence (\,), is nonincreasing and for any w €
WP (Q0) € W5P(Q), |[wll Ly 0y = 1, we have

R /Q Bt l? dr = Ny < [l = 01y

By taking w the first eigenfunction associated to A1 (o), we have A, < A1(Qyp).
We also deduce that the sequence (¢,,), is bounded in W;?(Q) and

/ by, dz — 0 as pp — oo. (2.4)
Q

10



Then, up to a subsequence, there exist ¢ € Wi (Q) and Ao € (0, A1(Q0)] such
that ¢, — ¢ in W;"*(©) and by compact embedding v, — ¢ in LP(Q2), a.e. in
Qand A\, — A as p — +o00.

Furthermore implies that [, bp? = 0 thus ¢ = 0 on Qf and ¢ € W5 ().
For any pu > 0, (=A)y, < Al(Qo)wﬂ*I in 2 and noting that Theorem 3.2
in [I5] is still valid for positive subsolutions as 1, this yields that (v,), is
uniformly bounded in L*°(Q2).

From [I8, Th 2.7], we deduce that (¢,,),, is uniformly bounded in C*(R?) and
hence (¢,,), is equicontinuous in C'(K) for any K compact set of R? and thus
Ascoli-Arzela Theorem gives, up to a subsequence, 1, — 1 on C Q).

Also, since 9, is bounded in W;*(£2) we have

0, (ay) = DO =W 0y )

|x — y|(d+817)/1)/

bounded in L¥’ (R1xR%). Using compact embedding we get pointwise convergence
and thus we can identify:

T) — p—2
w, e (0(a) = ().

in L” (R4 xR?). Which gives ((—=A)3,, ¢) — ((—A)31, ¢) for any ¢ € WP (Q).
Finally, taking ¢ € W3 () we have:

(“A)Yn ) = Ay /Q g,

and using passing to the limit ;4 — oo, we have A\, — A, and get:

(“A)30,8) = Aso /Q g,

by Theorem 3.7 in [10] since |[¢b,|[zr(q) = 1 we deduce that Ao = A1(£2) and

Y =110,
We now show that A, < Ai(€y), first assume A, = A1(€o) for some p. Then,
1., satisfies:

11,00 [3y0 0y + M/Qbhﬁmo [P dz = M (Q0) = M.

Hence 11,0, is a nonnegative solution of (Q,)) and ¥ g, > 0 a.e. in Q by [10]
Th. 2.9] which contradicts 1.0, € Wy* (Qo). O

We have the following result of uniform blow up on .

Theorem 2.5. The sequence (uy)x blows up uniformly on compact subsets of
Qo as A = sup Aq.

11



Proof. Consider first the case ¢ = p — 1, then sup A, = A1 (o).
Let ¢ > 0, taking 1, and A, defined by Theoremand renormalizing 1,, such

that |[1,]lec = 1, we define u, = s 1, which satisfies
(—A)puy = Auuh " — bufeh

Since r > p — 1 and |[¢,]|oc = 1, we get for any A close enough to A (o) i.e.
)\# <A< )\1(90)

(=A)puy < Auf " — buf (2.5)
hence u, is a subsolution.
Thus, Propositionimplies that uy > ,ur*i'ﬂ Yy a.e. in Qfor XA € [Ny, A1(Qo)).
Hence taking p goes to +00, Theorem insures the conclusion of the proof in
the case g = p — 1.
Consider now the case ¢ < p — 1, then supA,; = +00. Let V be the unique
solution of the following problem

(—A);V =V? in QQ,
V=0 in(RN\Q),
V >0 in Q.

The solution V is obtained by minimization and satisfies V' > Cd(-,€§)*® for
some constant C' > 0 (see for instance Theorem 4.3 in [9]).
Define, for any A > 1, vy = ATV

Since the solution uy of is a supersolution of (—A)jw = Aw? in Qp, Remark

implies that uy > vy a.e. in Qg. Hence uy > vy > ONv=T=2 d(-,Q§)® and we
conclude the blow-up of uy on the compact subsets of . O

Theorem 2.6. The sequence (uy)x blows up uniformly on compact subsets of
Q as A — sup Ay under an additional condition p > 2 if ¢ <p — 1.

Proof. Let K be a compact subset of €2, there exists w C g verifying @ C Qg
and £ = d(w, K) > 0.
Let n < 3 min(d(K,99), k), we consider the finite family (z)) C K such that
K c UB(xy,r) where r < 2.
For any k, we consider O = B(xg,2r) C  and we have that d(w, Q) > 0.
We define vy = uy — ux1, then by [20, Lemma 2.8], vy satisfies in the weak
sense on WP (O)

(=A)jua + bvy = Auf + ha (2.6)

where, for any z € O, we have, using the notation (t)P~1 = |¢|P~2¢

ha(z) = 2/ (ua(@))P~1 = (ur(z) —ua(y))*~" dy.

|z — y|*Tep

First, for ¢ = p — 1, we choose a > 0 a suitable parameter independent of A
small enough such that for any = € O, we have

(14 a)(ur(2)P~" = (ur(z) — ua(y))P "
|z — y|dter

A2 (z) + by () > 2 / dy,  (2.7)

w

12



Noting that, for any to > 0, t > 0, (14 a)t?~! — (t —to)?~* > ¢,th ™" where the
constant ¢, depends on a and p. Hence, we obtain , for any z € O

-1 (ur()P~* : -1

where C' depends on w, s, p, d, O.
Now consider the case ¢ < p — 1 where p > 2. The inequality (A.1]2) implies
directly that for any x € O

ha(z) > C(inf uy)P~L.

Hence, the inequality holds for ¢ < p—1 and p > 2.

Thus by Theorem we deduce in any case that the right hand side in
can be chosen large enough in O as A — sup A,.

Consider now w € Wy (2) N L>(§) the positive solution of

(-Apw=1 in0O,
w=0 in (RN\O),

satisfying w > Cd(-, O°)® for some constant C (see [II, Theorem 1.5]).
Then, setting wr = Rw, we have that for any R > 0 and for A close enough to
sup A, for any p € W5*(0), ¢ >0

(~Bune) + [ bueds< [ (R1+Cplem ) do
o o
(2.9)
< () + [ bfpdo
o
Taking ¢ = (wg — vy)+, we deduce that

Uy = U) > WR > CRd(,OC)S in O

where C' > 0 is independent of R.
Finally, we deduce from the previous inequality, for any k, for any R > 0 then
for A close enough to sup Ay,

inf wuy > C’kR
B(z,r)

and hence, by construction, we have that u) blows up uniformly on the compact
set K. 0

2.1.2 As A —infA,

Theorem 2.7. The sequence (uy)x converges uniformly to 0 as A — inf A,.
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Proof. From Proposition for A close to inf A,, we have that the sequence
(uy)x is bounded in L*>(€2).

We deduce taking the test function u) in , that the sequence (uy)y is aslo
bounded in Wy?(Q). Then, up to a subsequence and for some u € W;?(Q2),
uy — u in WyP(Q2) and by Sobolev embedding and interpolation we have the
convergence in L™ (Q) for any m > 1. Moreover Theorem 1.1 in [20] and Ascoli-
Arzela theorem gives uy — u in C(Q).

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem we get that u is a weak solution of

(=A)ju+bu” = (inf Ag)u? in Q
u=0 in R4\Q.

In the case ¢ < p—1, i.e. inf A; = 0, w = 0 is the unique solution by Proposition
2.11in [9] and for ¢ = p—1, i.e. inf A, = A (), Theoremimplies u=0. O
2.1.3 Forg>p-—1

In this subsection, we get the asymptotic behavior for the superlinear case.

We set 3, C R the set of A such that admits a weak solution. We denote
that for ¢ < p—1, ¥; = A; by Theorem and for r and ¢ as in Theorem
we have X, = (0, +00).

Theorem 2.8. Let ¢ > p — 1. Assume that inf ¥, = 0, then the sequence
(|[uxlloo)rex, goes to oo as A — 0.

Proof. Let (A,) be a minimizing sequence of ¥,. It suffices to show that
any subsequences of (u,) := (uy,) are unbounded. For that, we argue by
contradiction assuming that there exists (A,/) such that ||u,||cc < M for any
n/. Taking u,, as test function in , this yields

gy < e | ki < e M |
Q

Hence, for n’ large enough we obtain a contradiction with the Poincaré inequality
since u,s Z 0. O

3 The parabolic problem

3.1 Existence and properties of solutions

In this section, we prove Theorem We start by proving the local existence.

Theorem 3.1. Let ug € W5*(Q) N L>(Q) and let ¢ > 0. Then, there exists
T, € (0,+00] such that, for any T < Ty, (P)) admits a weak solution on Qr
belonging to C([0,T], L™(Q)) for any m € [1,+0c0).

Proof. The proof follows the ones of Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.2 in [9]
adapting some points. For the convenience of the readers, we only give the
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idea of the proof and the important points which are necessary for the other
proofs. First, we replace the operator (—A); by the operator A which satisfies
maximum principle by Remark [[.7] and defining, for some R > 0, the truncated
problem
Ou + Au = Amin(R,u)? in Qr,
u=0 1in (0,7) x Q°,

P
vw>0 inQr, (Pa.r)
u(0) = up in .
We also consider the associated discretization scheme of (Py gl):
% + Au, = Amin(R,u,—1)?  in ,
Up =0 in RI\Q, (3.1)

Up >0 in

where At = L for some N € N*. The sequence (u,,) is well defined and bounded

in L°°(§2), more precisely, we have for 1 <n < N

lwn |l oo ) < lluollpoe ) + AT RY. (3.2)

—tn—1

Then we define the functions ua; = u, and ta; = —F5= (Un — Up—1) + Up_1
defined on [(n — 1)At,nAt) for 1 < n < N which satisfy

dvting + Auar = i, (- — At) in Qr.

As in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [9], we obtain estimates of the sequences
(uat)ar and (@ar)ar which imply the convergence in suitable spaces.

Hence, for any T' > 0 and for any R, we get a weak solution of the problem
(in the sense of Definition[I.6) ug € C([0,T], L™(R2)), for any m € [1, +00) limits
of (uat)atr and (ar)ar and satisfying

lurllLe(@r) < [luollLe (@) + ATRY. (3.3)

The previous inequality comes from .

Finally, as in the proof of Corollary 3.2 of [9], we deduce the existence of T, =
T.(q, uo, A) such that for suitable R > 0, [|ug||z=g,) < R for any T' < T, and
hence upg is a weak solution of on Qr. O

Remark 3.2. Note that, by construction, ug is a mild solution of (Px,gl-

Remark 3.3. As in Corollary 3.2 of [9], we have that T, = +o0co when g < 1
and T, = % when q = 1.

Theorem 3.4. Let ug € Wy*(2) N L>(Q). Assume g € (0,p — 1] and A <
supAg. Then, for any T > 0, admits a weak solution on Qr belonging to
c([0,T], L™(Q)) for any m € [1,+00).
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Proof. The proof is close to the one of Theorem 1.4 in [9]. For this reason, we
skip it but we only precise the main changes.

First, we establish the existence of a weak solution ug of . As in the
proof of Theorem 1.4 in [9], it is sufficient to prove that ug is uniformly bounded
independently in Q7 of T and R. For that, it suffices to obtain a uniform bound
of the sequence (u,,) defined by (3.1).

Let A € A, such that A > X and let @ be the solution of (&5) in 0O>0
where the function b is extended by a positive function b on O\Q such that
b=1({0}) = Qo. The function @ € WP (O) is well defined by Theorem [1.2] since
sup A4 only depends on €.

Then, the function © = a@ with o > 1 is a supersolution of in Q by
Proposition [2.2] and since ¢ <p —1 < r, .

Moreover, by Theorem % > C'in Q hence for o large enough we have u > ug
a.e. in © and we choose R = || L (q)-

Hence by induction argument, we have for any ¢ € W3 (Q2), ¢ > 0.

Uy — U _ . Up—1 — U
/5.2 AL pdxdt + (Au, — Au, p) = L A pdxdt

+ A/(u%_l —ul)pdxdt <0,
Q

and we deduce that for any n
0 < u, <@ and then [|ugl||L~(@.) < [Tl Le(o)- (3.4)
Then, with the choice of R, up is a weak solution of [Py]in Q7 for any T > 0. O

Remark 3.5. For any g > 0, we have a comparison principle about the solutions

obtained by Theorem[3.1] and[3.4} Indeed it arises from the discretization scheme,
Remark[1.7 and an induction argument.

Proposition 3.6. Let ug € W3P(Q)NL>(Q). Assume either q € (0,p—1] and
A <supAy orq < 1. Then, there exists ugiop € LiS.((0,400), L>(2)) such that

loc

Uglob 15 a weak solution of (Ph)) on Qr for any T > 0.

Proof. Let T € (0, %) fixed and independent of ug. By Theorem , and
Remark for any ¢ < 1or g <p—1and XA < supA,, there exists a weak
solution u; of on Q7. By Definition uy (T, ) belongs to L>(2) N
W5P () hence we apply either Theorem (3.1)) or Theorem with the initial
condition uq (7T, -) and we get a weak solution uy of on Q.

Then we proceed by induction argument to construct a sequence (u,) C X7
such that, for any n € N*, u,, is a weak solution of on Q7 with the initial
data un,(0) = up—1(T).

We conclude defining w0 as follows ugiop = tUny1(- — nT, -) on [nT, (n+ 1)T} X
Q. O

Remark 3.7. Forq € (0,p—1] and A < sup A, ugiop belongs to L>([0,00) X 2).
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Now we deal with the question of the uniqueness. We get the following result:

Proposition 3.8. Let ug € WP (Q) N L>®(Q) and let T > 0. Assume q > 1.
Then, (P»)) admits at most a weak solution in sense of Definition .

Proof. Let u, v be two solutions of (P,)) on Q7. We take ¢ = u — v in ([1.2]) we
have for any ¢t < T

%H(u - v)(t)||2L2(Q) < /0 /Q/\(uq —v?)(u — v)dadr.

and since u, v € L>®(Qr) and the mapping y — y? is locally Lipschitz in R we

have .
1
Sl = 0Ol <0 [ [ 1u= )l er

finally we conclude applying the Gronwall Lemma. O

We introduce the energy functional given by for any v € W (Q):

bvr+1
B() = Slollygn) ~ 31015 + [ 7o do

Then, we obtain

Proposition 3.9. Let ug € Wg* () N L>®(Q) and let T > 0. Let u the weak
solution of (P,)) in Qr given by Theorem 07’. Then, u € C([0,T), WP (Q))
and

/tI/Q|8tu|2do:dt+E(u(t1)):E(u(to)), (3.5)

for any to,t1 € [0,T) such that t1 > to. Additionally if ¢ > 1, and ug € D(A)
we have u € C([0,T],C°(Q2)).

Proof. Let tg € [0,T"). Proposition 3.4 of [9] implies that for any ¢ € (t,T)

//|8tu|2dxdt—|—fHu()||Wsp
t
< ;”u(tO)HZ{;VOSP(Q) + 10 /Q()\Uq - bUT)at'LL dl’dt,
thus
/ /|8tu| dudt + B(u(t)) < Eu(ty)), (3.6)
to

We have u € L*(0,T; Wy"*(2)) N C([0,T], L™(2)) for any m € [1,+00) thus
the mapping t — wu(t) is weakly continuous from [0, T to W5 (Q).

Hence from and taking t, — tg where t, > ty for any n, we deduce that
limsup,,_, o [[utn)llwer @) < [lulto)llwsr @) and from the weak continuity, we
finally get that the right continuity of w in ¢y and thus for any ¢ € [0,T).
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Let h > 0 small enough, choosing as test function mpu(-,-) = % in
(1.2) first on [0, ¢g] and then on [0, ¢], this yields subtracting the both equations
and by convexity of %H . ||€Vs,p(m:

0

t 1 tth
Oyutpu dodt + —/ le]|Z s o
/to /Q hp Ji Wo ()

1 to+h » t
> — lell% 50 o0 At + / / (Au? — bu")rpu dadt.
hp to Wo () to JQ

Since dyu € L*(Qr), u € L®(Qr) N L>(0,T; WP () and by dominated
convergence, we pass to the limit in the previous inequality as h — 0. Hence
we have for any ¢ € (to,T)

t
1
/to [ 10w+ o)y o
1 t
> Culto) gy + [ Ot = bu) O dade,
p 0 to JQ

which give the equality in and also in .

Finally, in (3.5), for t, — t with ¢, < t we deduce that limsup [utn)lwer @) =
[u()||ws»@) and plugging with the weak continuity we establish the right
continuity of u. Thus u € C([0,T), W5 ()).

We now take ¢ > 1 and ug € D(A) and show that u € C([0,7],C°(Q)). We
consider the discretization scheme given by at the range n — 1 and n then
Proposition implies

||un - unleLOO(Q) < (1 + CAt)\)HUn,1 - un72||L°C(Q);

where the constant C' is independent of n.Using discrete Gronwall’s Lemma, we
get for any n € N*

[t — 1]l L) < [Jur — ol oo (@)e“™

Since ug € D(A), applying again Proposition we have

||Un - un_1||Loo(Q) < AtHA’U,g - AUO”LOO(Q)@C)\T = C(UO,T)At. (37)
Hence, plugging (3.2)),(3.4) and (3.7]), we deduce that for any n € N*
s r Up — Up—1
[(=A)punll L) < Allun—1ll7 oy + 1bun 2o (0) + || At o) < C,

and (uy,), is bounded in C*(R?) by Theorem 2.7 in [I8].

The Ascoli Theorem implies up to a subsequence, for any ¢ € [0,7], uat(t)

converges to u(t) in L°°() and @ia.(t) converges u(t) in C°(€Q).

Since holds for any n, (0;tiat)a: is uniformly bounded in L*>°(Q7) hence

there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of At such that for any ¢, to € [0, T
[@ae(t) = tae(s)l|L=() < Clt — s|,

thus passing to the limit as At — 0, we conclude that u € C([0,T],C°(Q)). O
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Remark 3.10. Ifp >2,q € [1,p—1], A <supAq anduy € D(A v
,C0

) NWeP(Q),
then using a compactness argument we can get u € C([0,T],C°(Q)).

Finally we summarize to establish Theorem [1.8

Proof of Theorem[I.8 The existence of a solution of ((P,)) is given by Theorem
the regularity by Proposition [3.9] The first point comes from Proposition
[3:6] and the uniqueness from Proposition [3.8] O

3.2 Qualitative behavior

Lemma 3.11. Let ¢ < p—1 and A € (0,supA,) and let (uo,n) be a bounded
sequence of WP (2) N L>=(Q) such that ug,, — ug in L*(Q). Then, for any
T >0, up to a subsequence, the sequence of solutions (Uy,) of in Qr (with
Un(0) = ug,) converges to U solution of in Qr (with U(0) = wup) in
C([0,T], LY(Q)).

Proof. Using the supersolution of the proof of Theorem the sequence (U,,)
is bounded in L*(Q7). As in the proof of Theorem and using the uniform
L bound we have from (3.6]):

1O 22y + 10w 0 vy < €L+ 0l )

using a compactness argument, we get convergence of U, and with a method
similar as [9, Step 4 and 5, Th. 3.1] we get that, up to a subsequence, U,, — U
in C([0,T], L*(2)). O

Proof of Theorem[I.10} Let O,, D € a sequence of open subsets such that
|0,\Q] — 0. Let vp,, € Wy*(0,,) a supersolution of (£,]) constructed as
in the proof of Theorem @ such that vg, > up in Q and let v,, the global
solution of over O, x (0,00) obtained by Theorem with 7,,(0) = g n,
then by construction with the discretized scheme the function ¢ — 7, (¢) is
nondecreasing.

Let wy € WP (Q2)NC*(R?) be the solution of in Q D Q sastifying for some
constant ¢ > 0 wy < cd(z,° Q).

We define u, = ewy hence for € small enough uy < wug a.e. in Q.

Let u be the global solution of the global solution of obtained by Theorem
with u(0) = .

We show that u is nondecreasing using the discretization scheme with

R = |lug|| oo (). Using r > p — 1 > q we have for any ¢ € W (Q), ¢ > 0:

Uy — Y

0 At

pdr + (Auy, p) = / Augep dz > (Auy, ¢),
Q
and using u; > 0 on Q\Q we have by a comparison principle that u; > wug.

By indection we have w,, > u,,_; and taking At — 0 we have u nondecreasing.
Using Proposition we have u € [u,T,] for all n. Thus u,?,, — u.,, W, a.e.
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when ¢ — oo and in L*(Q) for any s by dominated convergence theorem. We
now use semigroup theory arguments to show u_ ., = uy.

We introduce S(t,vg) := v(t) where v is the solution of Theorem We have
that S(t,uy) — u., and with (3.5):

1 A
_ p _ q+1
BO) 2 B() > 30y — 37117
which gives (S(t,ug)): bounded in L>(Q) N W, (). Using Lemma we
have:

S(t, le S(Tn,ugy)) = S(t, Uy )-
We have for n € N: S(t+nT,vo) = S(t,S(nT,vg)). And since u € C([0, 00, L*(Q)):

U, = lim S(t+Tn,uy) =S, im S(Tn,uy)) = S(t,uy)
n—oo

o0 n—oo

which means that u., is a nonnegative stationary solution of (£,) and by
uniqueness, u., = uy. Similarly, we obtain w, is the solution of on O,.
We now show that w,, — u) when n — oco. We have that w,, is bounded in
L>°(0) and in Wy?(O) where O a bounded domain such that O,, C O. Thus
for all ¢ € WP (Q) C WP (O,,) we have:

(~A)wn, &) = / (ot — bul)o,

Q
and passing to the limit we have w, — wuy in L°(0) for all s < oco. Since
u € [u,W,], we have for all n: w, > lim;_,o u > u) almost everywhere, which
gives pointwise convergence. Finally with the L>°(€) bound we get u tends to
uy in L#(2) for all s as t goes to oco.

We now take ¢ > 1 and ug < Cd(-,Q°)%. Using Cd(-,Q°)* we can take Q = Q
in the supersolution build in the proof of Theorem then using Theorem (1.2
we have g, u, € D(A). Using Proposition |3.9 we have u(t),u(t) € C°(Q) and
using Dini’s Theorem we have w(t), w(t) — uy in L>®(Q). O

Remark 3.12. For the case ¢ = p — 1, A < A (Q) we obtain the same result
as in Theorem [1.10, but for uyx = 0. As we can take 0 as a subsolution, the
condition ug > cd(-,§2°)® is not necessary.

Proof of Theoren{I.11 When ¢ < 1 we have a global solution and when ¢ > 1,
using Corollary we can assume T,qs = +00.
We set u, = ew where w is the positive eigenvalue solution of:

(—A)3w =\ (QuwP™! inQ,
w-0 in (RA\Q).

As in the proof of Theorem [I.10] we have u; > u, and using:



we have u; # 0 on Q\Q. We have, as for Theorem u a nondecreasing
susbolution such that u < w.

Assuming lim; o [|u(t)|| L (@) = +oo false and with u nondecreasing we have
lu| Lo (q..) < C. Thus, as for Theorem we have u — uy which contradicts
Theorem [L.2l O

To obtain a more accurate estimate of blow up for the case A > A1(€g) we first
study the following problem

O+ (=A)yv = Av? in (0,T) x Qo,
v=0 in(0,T) % Qf, (3.8)
v(0) = v in Qo,

where vy € WP (Q0)NL>(€) nonnegative. As for Theorem|[3.1]and Proposition
(13.8)) we have:

Theorem 3.13. There exists a weak solution of for a certain T > 0. And
for p < 2 we have a global solution. Also for p > 2 we have uniqueness of the
weak solution and for all p > 1 a comparison principle on the solutions given
by the discretization holds.

Remark 3.14. As we have a comparison principle on the solutions given by an
elliptic comparison principle and the discretization of problems (P.]) and (3.8)
then for simplicity we will only consider this type of solution in the following.

We define on Wy? (o)

1 o A _ q+1
E(](U) = EH’UHW;’]D(QO) - g+ 1 - Hv”Lqul(Qo)'

Lemma 3.15. Let ¢ =p—1, A > A\ () and vy € Wy () nontrivial such
that Eo(vo) < 0. Then if p < 2 we have ||[v(t)||12(q,) —+ o0 when t — oo. In
addition if p > 2 then Tyax < +00.

Proof. For the case p < 2, using the energy inequality we have:
10:0]1Z2(q,) + Eo(v(t)) < Eo(vo),
and so, taking the test function v and integrating in space we have:
Fiv(t)72(00) = —PEo(v(t)) = —pEo(vo),

thus by integrating we have ||v(t)||2L2(QO) — 0.
For the case p > 2 one can see [24, Th. 3.5] or [I6l Th. B] and adapt the
method for s < 1. O

Proof of Lemma[I.13 Using ug > Cd(-,Q§)* we can find vy < ug such that
Ey(vg) < 0, for example, taking vg be a solution of the eigenvalue problem

(—A)3v0 = A1 ()8~ on Qo,
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we then have that if p < 2 then ||v(t)|\2LQ(QO) — oo as t — oo and if p > 2
then Tinee < +o0o where v is the solution of (3.8). Finally using a parabolic
comparison principle for the problem (3.8)) we have the result. O

Proof of Theorem[I.13 Let vy € W;P(Qo) N L>®(Q) as in and v the
solution of (3.8). We have as for [9, Th 1.8]

e If ¢ > 1 and Eg(vg) < 0 then T, < 400,
e if ¢ =1 and Ey(vo) < 0 then ||v][2(q,) — 400 as t — +o0,
e if ¢ <1 and Ep(vo) < 0 then sup(y ;o) [|[v]l L~ (0,) = +o00.

Thus proof of (i) — (4i7) follows directly from and Remark principle for
the equation (3.8)). To prove (iv) we set v solution of :

O+ (—A)yv = Av? in (0,T) x Q,
v="0 in(0,T) x Q°,
v(0) = ug in Q,
then using [0, Th 1.8] we have ¢ty < oo such that v(¢) = 0 for all ¢ > ty. Using

again a parabolic comparison principle we have v > w, thus concluding the
result. O

3.3 Caseqe(p—1,p*—1]

In order to prove Theorem and generalize Theoremin the case A(t) := A
andge (p—1,p*—1)forsp>Norqge (p—1,p*—1] for sp < N. We use in
this section a Sattinger type method utilizing stable and unstable set to show
quantitative behavior in the case ¢ € (p — 1,p* — 1). We define stable set

W = {veW;?(Qo) | Eo(v) <m,I(v)>0}n{0},
and the unstable set:
V ={veW5*"(Q) | Eo(v) <m,I(v) <0},
q+1

where m = invaW[f’p(Qo)\{O} Supg~q Eo(vh) and I(v) = ||v||€vos,pm0)—/\||UHLQ+1(QO).
By straightforward computations we have:

—p g+1
p q+1

HUHP S,p
where S, = inf, cyyer (o) {0} W Also supyso Eo(v8) = E(v6*) where

(Wl
0" = | —2—~ and I(6*v) = 0. (3.9)

+1
)‘HUHquH(QO)
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Theorem 3.16. Ifvy € VN L>®(Qq) then v(t) €V for allt < Thar and
o if g > 1 then The < 400,
o if g =1 then ||[v]|12(q,) — +00 ast — 400,
o if ¢ <1 then sup( ]| Lo (29) = +00,

Proof. We first show that if vg € V' then v(t) € V for all t < T},,4.. Using
we have that Eo(v(t)) < Ep(vg) < m, also if there exists ¢ such that I(v(t)) > 0
then using Propsosition [3.9) we have v € C([0,T]; W7 (o)) and there exists to
such that I(v(tg)) = 0 thus using the definition of m we have Ey(v(tg)) > m
which is absurd thus v(t) € V.

We have using Ey(v(t)) nonincreasing:

1
50Vl () = —PEo(v) + A(1 = i1 1)||U||‘2ﬁ1 Qo)
> —pEo(vo) + A1 — ﬁ)”””ﬂL Q) (3.10)
> —pm(l—7)+ A1~ ﬁ)llvll‘iﬁl(goy

where 7 =1 — Ey(vg)/m € (0,1). Also using (3.9) we have:

i v0* p «1q+1
P = f  Ey(00") = -MN1—- —— 9%
pm pﬁew}g}p(ﬂo) 0(06") ( q—i—l) eW&p Hv 145 )

and using 6* < 1, we have for all v € W (Qy):

M1 - ||t _ P et
AL q-l-l) GWW(Q )Ilve [Tati(0y) = —A(1 s )|\U||Lq+1(ﬂo). (3.11)

Finally combining (3.10]) and ( we have:

+1
atnvn%zmo) > ol %L -

by setting the continuous function Y (t) = [lv(¢)||2. 2(0,) We have for ¢ > 1:
Y'(t) > cY(t)7, (3.12)

when ¢ = 1 we have v = 1 and we obtain Y (¢) — +oo by integrating (3.12)).
For ¢ > 1 we have v > 1 and assume T},,, = +00. By integration we have

YITV(t) < =Cly = 1)t +Y'77(0),

giving Y (¢) < 0 for ¢ big enough, which is absurd. We finish with the case ¢ < 1,
we assume [[v]| e (qq) < C. Then Y (¢) < C*~ ‘1||11\|Lq+1(Q ) giving:
Y'(t) > cY (t),

which gives a contradiction by integrating. O
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Theorem 3.17. And if vo € W, sp > d then Typar = +00 and v — 0 in L"(9)
for allr < 00 as t — +oo.

Proof. Similarly as for Theorem we have that if vg € W then v(t) € W
for all ¢t < Typez- We already have T),,, = +00 for ¢ < 1, we now show that
Tiaz = +o0o for ¢ > 1. Using Ey(v) < m and I(v) > 0 we have that v is
bounded in W;P(Qp) and using sp > d we have that v is also bounded in
L>(Qp) uniformly in ¢. Finally using Corollary we have T, = +00. We
now show that v(¢t) — 0. First using the WJ""(Qo) N L>(2p) bound we have
v(t) = w in L"(Qp) for all r < co. We have using v € W

1 1 1
Eo(v) = EI(U) + (]; - m)HUHgE >0,

also Ep(v) nonincreasing in time thus Eo(v) — ¢ > 0 when ¢ — co. And using
(3.5) we deduce j;t—H |dsv]|3 — 0 wich gives w is a solution of:

(~A)w = X,
then I(w) =0 and if w # 0

m < Ep(w) < liminf Fy(v) < m,
which is absurd. O

Similarly as in the proof Theorem [1.13] we can use the conditions on 1y and
Theorems [3.16] and to prove Theorem [I.14]

A Appendix

Property A.1. [22, 28] There exist c1,cq positive constants such that for any
&,meRL:

_ 2
lep=2¢— sl <o { eI P2 @
T g L )
“26 _ |p|P~2n).(6 —n) > — _ (A1]2
E[P72E = P~ n)(E—n) = e = I:I)Q*” ifp<o. A 1]

Proposition A.2. The operator A is accretive in L () in the sense of [J,
Definition 3.1].

Proof. We take A > 0 and u,v € D(A) such that u+AAu = f and v+ Av = g.
Using u,v € WP () N L>=(Q) we have, using (A.1[1)), ¢ = |[u —v[97 (u —v) €
WyP(Q) N L>(Q) for all ¢ > 1. We have by direct computation:

(Au — Av, ¢) > 0,
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and so taking the test function ¢ in:

u—v+Au—Av=f —g,

gives

1
||u_v||%-:’1_+l(ﬂ) = /Q(f_g)(lS < Hf_9||L<1+1(Q)||u_U”%H(Q)’

which gives, when ¢ — o0, [[u — v| =) < ||f — gllL~(n) giving accretivity in

L>(Q). O
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