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ON FRACTIONAL P-LAPLACIAN PARABOLIC PROBLEM
WITH GENERAL DATA

B. ABDELLAOUT*, A. ATTAR*, R. BENTIFOUR* & 1. PERALf

ABSTRACT. In this article the problem to be studied is the following

ut + (=Aju = f(z,t) inQr=Qx(0,T),
P) u = 0 in (RN \ Q) x (0,7T),
u > 0 in RN x (0,7),
u(z,0) = wuo(x) in Q,

where 2 is a bounded domain, and (—A;) is the fractional p-Laplacian oper-
ator defined by

|u, ) — uy, )P~ (u(x, t) — u(y, t))

d
RN |z —y|NHPe Y

(=Ap) u(z, t) := PV

with 1 <p < N, s € (0,1) and f,uo are measurable functions.

The main goal of this work is to prove that if (f,uo) € L*(Qr) x LY(Q),
problem (P) has a weak solution with suitable regularity. In addition, if fo, uo
are nonnegative, we show that the problem above has a nonnegative entropy
solution.

In the case of nonnegative data, we give also some quantitative and quali-
tative properties of the solution according the values of p.

1. INTRODUCTION.

This work deals with the following parabolic problem
ug + (=Ap)u = f(z,t) inQpr=Qx(0,T),

u > 0 in RY x (0,7)
(1.1) w = 0 in (RY\ Q) x (0,7),
u(z,0) = wug(r) inQ,

where  is a bounded domain, s € (0,1),1 < p < N and

(Bt = [ U )~ ul)

is the fractional p—laplacian operator which is, in particular, non local. The data
f and ug are measurable functions under suitable hypotheses that we will precise
in each instance.

For the local p—laplacian operator there are a large number of references in the
literature. Among all of them we refer to [19] where the author proved the existence
of an entropy solution for all data in (f,uo) € L*(Qr) x L*(€2). The case of general
measure data was studied in [6], [7], where the existence of renormalized solution
is obtained.
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Respect to the non local operator, the case p = 2 has been analyzed in [14].
Using duality and approximation arguments, the authors proved the existence and
the uniqueness of the solution that belongs to a suitable fractional Sobolev space.
The case with Hardy potential and under "natural” condition on (f,u) has been
studied in [2].

In [20] and [I6] for p # 2 and f = 0, the authors obtained the existence of energy
solution for all ug € L?(Q2), explaining the asymptotical behavior with respect to
properties of the corresponding Barenblatt type solution (for p > 2).

The main goal of this paper is to consider the case p # 2 with more general data
(f,uo) € LY(Qr) x LY(Q). We will prove the existence of a weak solution obtained
as limit of approzimations (SOLA) that belongs to a suitable fractional Sobolev
space. Moreover if the data are nonnegative we will prove that a such solution is
an entropy solution.

It is worthy to point out that the stationary problem has been studied in [13]
and [I]. We will use the functional results explained in [I] and some techniques
there.

More precisely, the paper is organized as follow.

In Section 2] we will give some concepts in which the solutions are considered
and some functional tools and algebraic inequalities that will be used along of the
paper.

Section [ is devoted to prove the existence of a weak solution for all data
(f,uo) € LY (Q7) x LY(Q2). The idea is to proceed by finding a solution as limit of
approximations.

Section Ml is devoted to introduce the concept of entropy solution and to prove
that a SOLA is an entropy solution.

In the last section we analyze some qualitative properties of the solutions related
to the extinction in finite time and the finite speed of propagation, that is different
to the local case.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND FUNCTIONAL SETTING

In this section we give some functional settings that will be used below, we refer
to [10] and [4] for more details.

Let s € (0,1) and p > 1, assume that Q C IRY | the fractional Sobolev spaces
W#P(Q), is defined by

wer () = {o e 1@ / [ 10(2) = o) < +00)

dxdy
|z — y|NFPs

[llwer @) = (/ |¢(:c)|pd;v % //|¢ |”du)l.

In the same way we define the space W'P(Q) as the completion of C5°(€2) with
respect to the previous norm. In the case where @ = RY, we have the next
Sobolev inequality

where dv = It is clear that W*P(Q) is a Banach space endowed with

the norm

Theorem 2.1. (Fractional Sobolev inequality) Assume that 0 < s <1 and p > 1
are such that ps < N. Then there exists a positive constant S = S(N,s,p) such
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that for all v € OSO(BN)
|pd dy > S Ps ”
> s :
/RN/RN |x—y|N+P5 y > (/RN|U(CU)| :v) ,

N—ps

See [I§] for a elementary proof.
We also will use the following extension result.

where pt =

Lemma 2.2. Assume that Q@ C RY is a regular domain, then for all w € W*P(Q),
there exists © € W*P(IR™) such that Wiq = w and

[[@|yep(myy < Cllw|lwsr gy,
where C = C(N, s,p, ) > 0.
See [I0] for the proof.

Remark 1. If Q is bounded reqular domain, by the Poincaré inequalily we can
endow W () with the equivalent norm

o [¢(z) — ¢(y)I” v
lellwgr = ( [ [ SR C dedy).
For w € Ws’p(BN), we define the fractional p-Laplacian as

lw(z) — w(y)[P~*(w(z) - w(y))dy_

(—A)Yw(z) = P.V. P

p

RN

It is clear that for all w,v € W*?(IR"), we have

(o =L [ [ 1) ) el i),

|z —y| Ve

Now, if w,v € W3*(Q), we get

(aguny = & ] Lnte) el () —wl) @) — o),

o=y

where Do = RY x R™ \ CQ x CQ.

It is easy to check that (=A)2 : WP (Q) — W=7 (Q). Notice that W~ (Q)
is the dual space of WP ().

Let define now the corresponding parabolic spaces.

As in the local case, the space L?(0,T; W;*(£2)) is defined as the set of function
¢ such that ¢ € LP(Qr) with ||¢[| L0, r;we () < 00 where

1
1@l Lr0,75ws 7 () / // (x,1) )|pdydt)p
Dgq

It is clear that L?(0, T; WP (€2)) is a Banach spaces whose dual space is L? (0, T; W~

For simplicity of typing and for any measurable function u, we set

U(Ia Y, t) = |’U,($, t) - u(ya t)|p72(u(17, t) - u(yv t))

We introduce the notions of solution to be use later.

Q).
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Definition 2.3. Assume (f,uo) € LP (0, T; W57 (Q)) x L*(Q). We say that u
is an energy solution to problem (L)) if u € LP(0,T; W5*(Q)) NC([0,T], L3()),
uy € LY (0,T; Wy ™ pl(Q)), u(z,.) — g strongly in L2(Q) as t — 0 and for all
ve LP(0,T; VVOS P(Q)) we have

/Out, v)dt + = ///DQ (z,y,t)(v(z,t) — (y,t))dudt_/QTf(a:,t)vda:dt

Notice that the existence of energy solution follows using classical argument for
monotone operator. See [I5].

For data (f,ug) € LY(Qr) x L(Q), we need to precise the sense in which the
solution is defined.

Definition 2.4. Assume (f,uo) € L*(Qr)x LY(Q), we say that u is a weak solution
(or distributional solution) to problem (L)) if for all v € C§°(r) we have

_//QT uvtd:cdt+% /OT //DQ Uz, y,t)(v(z,t) —v(y,t))dv dt = /QT Fla, t)vdadt.

In the local case a stronger notion of solution, entropy solution, is introduced
in order to get uniqueness, see [19]. We will extend this notion to the fractional
framework in Section 4.

Definition 2.5. We say that v € Ty""(Qr) if Ti(u) € LP(0,T; WP () for all
k > 0 where

s, i s| < k;
2.1 T, =
21) k(s) k2 s >kl
s
Some apriori estimates will be proved in the classical Marcinkiewicz space M?(Qr),
that for the reader convenience, we define below.

Definition 2.6. Let u be a measurable function, define
D, (k) = p{(z,t) € Qp : |u(z,t)] > k}.

We say that u is in the Marcinkiewicz space M1(Qp,dp) if ®,(k) < Ck~1.
Notice that LY(Qr) C M(Qp) for all g > 1.

The following elementary algebraic inequalities can be proved using suitable
rescaling argument.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that p > 1, (a,b) € (IRT)? and o > 0, then there exist
c1,C2,c3,c4 > 0, such that

(2.2) (a+b)* <cra® + c2b®
and
(2.3) la—bP~2(a — b)(a® — b®) > c3la” 7 — b7 |P.

If moreover a > 1, then under the same conditions on a,b,p as above, we have

(2.4) la+ b Ya — bJP < cala” 5

3

where ¢4 > 0 is independent of a and b.
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Assume now that a,b € IR and p > 1, then

(2.5) la = b[P"%(a — b)(Ti.(a) — Ti(b)) > |Ti(a) — Ti(b)[”
and
(2.6) la = bP~%(a = 0)(Gr(a) — Gx(b)) > |Gr(a) — G(b)|P

where G (s) = s — Ti(s).

3. EXISTENCE OF A WEAK SOLUTION
The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (f,ug) € L*(Qr) x L*(Q), then problem (LI has a
weak solution u such that Tj(u) € LP(0,T;W3P(Q)) for all k > 0. Moreover, for

all g < 1\7(171\[—7}3:-175 and for all s; < s, we have
lu(z, t) — u(y,1)|?
(3.1) / // dy dx dt < M.
axa |z — y|N+q51

Ifp>2— %, thenue LP(O,T; Wg*()) for all 1 < q < XL ang for all
s1 < S.

To prove Theorem Bl we proceed by approximation. Define f,, = T, (f) and
o = Thn(ug), then (fr, uon) € L°(Qr)x L°(Q) and (fn, uon)  (f, uo) strongly in
LY () x LY(9). Let u, be the unique solution to following approximated problem

Unt + (=A%)u, = folz,t) in Qp,
(3.2) u, = 0 in RM\Q x (0,7),
Un(x,0) = wugp(z) in Q.

Notice that the existence of u, follows using a direct modification of the classical
result of [15]. Let us begin by proving the next a priori estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Consider the sequence {uy}, defined as above, then ||un||Mp1 ) <

C for alln, where py = p—1+ . In particular, for all q < 1+ %5y, we have
||U£_1||Lq(szT) < C for all n.

Proof. Taking Ty (uy) as a test function in the problem ([B.2), it follows that

//QT Unt Tk (un (2, 1)) do dt+// $) (2, 6) [T (un (2, 1))] do dt

Qr
:/Q Jn(@, 0) [Tk (un (2, t))] do dt < Ck.

Integrating by part, we reach that

T
/QG;C(un(x,T)) dx + %/0 //DQ Un (2, y,6) [Tk (un (2, 1) — Tr(un(y, t))]dv dt

< ck—|—/ O (uon(x)) de < ck—!—k/ |ug(z)| dx
Q Q
< Cik,

where (o) = /OU Ty (7)dr.
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Thus, using inequality (23] and the above estimate, it follows that
1 T
sup / O (un(z,t)) dr + —/ // | Tk (un (2, 1)) — Ti(un(y, t))|Pdv dt < Mk.
telo,7] Ja 2 Jo Dq

Then, up to a subsequence, there exists a measurable function u such that T} (u,,) —
Ty (u) weakly in LP((0,7); WP (Q2)) and u,, — u a.e in Q7.
By the Sobolev inequality, we get

[ ([ mtnten

T
: / //D Tt (2,£)) — Ti(uan (9. 1) P dt < Mk

/ ) ([ mtuntann

5

Let 1 < r < p¥ and define r; = (%)( —1),ro=1- p*, where r = rq + ro.
Fix t; < T, then

. L
P dx) RN

Hence

1
Pidx) "dt < o(ME)YP

t1 t1
/ (T (2, )| dt g/ / (Tt (2, )| [t (2, )| e dlt
0 Q 0
1

< /Otl (/ | T (wn (2, ) [P5 dx)pi(/ﬂ|un(a:,t)|’”2(%)’ dx)l_% .

t1 . fa Y ” ph 1--1
< / ( [Ti(un(e, )7 da) ™ ( R / (e, O dr)
0

1
sup / [t (2, t)|dx / / T (w (2, 1)) [P5 da:) " dt
te 0,T) 0
1

SC/ (/ [T (n (2, D) dz)™ dt < eMET < Ok
0 RN
Thus
// (Tt (2, )" da dt < OB
Qr

Now, using the fact that |[{|u,| > k}| = [{|Tk(un)| = k}|, we obtain that
FTO{(0,t) € Or : [u] > k} < // T (un (2, )" da dt < TCR.
Qr

Hence
@, {(2,1) € Ut |up| >k} < CE~ %) < Ok,

where a = 141 [%] Letting r1 — p, it follows that a« — 14 [%]

plps=1)
= *
Thus @, {(x,t) € Qp : |u,| > k} < CM% k=P where p1 =p— 1+ & Hence
[[tn ]| pme1 () < C for all n, and the result follows.
By the previous estimates and using the Vitali lemma it holds that u2=! — yP~!

strongly in L9(Qp) for all ¢ < 1+ DN 1)N -
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We prove now that the sequence {uy, },, is bounded in a suitable fractional Sobolev
spaces, more precisely we have the following result.

Lemma 3.3. Let {u,}, defined as above, then for all ¢ < py = M;DN;_}_);FPS and for
all s1 < s, we have

n t n b a
(3.3) / // [un(@,t) = unW, )1
axQ |z — y[NFas

In particular, if p > 2]@’::, then {uy}n is bounded in L1(0,T; W5 1(Q)) for all

N —
1< q<p2= 7(pNi)s+ps .
Proof. In what follows, we denote by C,C7,Cs, ..., any positive constants that are

independent of {uy}, and can change from one line to another.
We follow closely the argument used in [I]. Define

1

) = G

where a > 0 to be chosen later, then using w,, as a test function in [B.2)), we get

T T
/ / Untwy, (2, 1) dx dt+/ // Uy (z,y, t)wy (z, t)dv dt
0o Jo 0 Dg
< // | f (2, t)|wy, dadt < C.
Qr

Integrating by part we find that,

Ut (2, )wp (2, 1) do dt = [ wb(x,T) dv — [ ug,(z)dr
Qr Q Q

1 1 1
— dx if 1
+1+a/n[<u¢<x,T>+1>a+1 (u%(@ﬂ)&ﬂ} viarl,

and
// Unt (2, ) wy (x,t) de dt = / ul(z,T) dx — / ug, (z) dx
Qr Q Q
/ [1og( (2, T) + 1) — log(uty(z) + 1)} de if o = 1.
Q
Hence, in any case, since sup [tn (2, t)|dz < C for all n, it follows that

te[0,7] JQ

// Unt (2, D) wy (x,t) doe dt > / ul(x,T) dz — C.
Qp Q

We deal now with the term

T
/ // [ (2, 1) — (4, )P (un (2, 1) — un(y, t))w, (2, t)dv dt.
0 Dq
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Let v, = u; 4 1 and define V, (z,y,t) = (vn(x,t) — v, (y,t)). Taking into consider-
ation that

ot () = 10y, P2 (e, 8) = 1, 0) (0 (2, 8) + 1) = (1 (3,8) +1)7) =
(1) = s (y, P2 (0 (€)= 1 0) (0 (0, 0) + 1) = (i (9, 1) + 1)) =
Va3, P2Vl 1) (w3, 8) = 03 (5:1))

it follows that
T
/ / / 1 (2, £) — 2 (1 D)7 (2t (2 £) — (3 ) 0 (2 )t >
Dq

[ o S

Using inequality (Z3]) and by 34), it holds,

(3.4)

+a—1

— 4
q

Fix ¢ < p2 and s < sp, then there exists ¢; < ¢ such that s; s. Therefore we

get
t t)]?
[ It
QxQ |x—y| 4

/ // Va2, 4, 0|7 (v (@,t) + v (y,8)°7F (val@, va(y,1)* |z — yl(q_lh)sdxdydt
QxQ

[z —yle (ua(@, Doaly, 1) (vnle,t) +oaly, )" o —ylV

P q
/ // |V fL' y7 ]\|[+(i’ﬂ(‘r t) +’U’ﬂ(y7t))a d:vdydt) P
axe = y[NP (o2, thon (y, 1))
p(q Q1)S

/ // ’Un 2, t) +un(y, 1) (vn(x,t) + vn(y, )) |z — y] d:vdydt)%
QxQ

e e

Tl

a—1
)

T — IN“S(vn(x t)on(y,t)*

p(q Q1)

/ // vn x, t)vn(y, t))” )p 7|z —yl dx dy dt)*
axo \(n(@,t) +on(y, 1)* |z —y|V '

Using inequality (24) and by X)), it follows that

Vi (@, y, )P (0 (@, 1) + va(y, 1)~
/ //Q><Q |I_y [N Fps (v, (z, t)vn(yy,t))a d:vdydt)

Y R Y, ;
/ // o e ot e W ) <€

Tl
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V q
/// Vi, y,t |dxdydt
axq [T —y[Ntas

e p=gq
/ // vn S 5) e t) Foalp )T, a) 7.
QxQ Un z,t) +vn(y,t) |$C—y|N*—pS(pq—q1)

So we obtain

Using inequality (22), we reach that

v, ton(y,t) 1
n 7t n 7t < C n ,t n ,t at
(oalart) 40 ) (DT 000) 40 000)
< CrogtH(w,t) + Covp T (y, b).
Then
NE
// |V‘ijv’ W g dy at
axQ |~”U — y[Ntas
a+1)q (a+1)q
w77 (z,t)dx dy dt w77 (y,t)dx dy dt
< Cl N_PS(q q1) N_ps(q q1) )
QxQ |:1; J— y| P—q QxQ :1; p—q

Since {2 is a bounded domain, we get the existence of R > 0 such that Q CC Bg(0).
Hence

(a 1q

w0 (x,t)dx dydt pfq dy
/ [/ N— pS(q Q1) / / JJ t)dx dt/ N_psla=a1)
Qx Br(0 BRr(0) |.’II — y| T pa

|z —yl

To compute the last integral, we follow closely the radial computations in [T1]
and [12]. We set r = |z| and p = |y|, then x = ra’,y = py’, where |2/| = |¢/| = 1.
Define k = % and 0 = % it follows that

R
,t)dxdydt

[ L i< [, o |

QxQ |x—y| BR(O) )

Setting o = B, then
r

R
t)dx dy dt r r

/ // (@, xN yg S/ / vr(z,t)|x|? do dt/oN’lKg(g) do.
QxQ |517— | 0 JBr(0) )

where

dHn—l(y/) T 2 g SinN72(€)
3.7) Ky(o) = =2 dc.
(3.7) 6(0) | ,|/1 2/ — oy |N—0 B _1)/0 (1 —2UCOS(§)+02)N;9 ¢
y'|=

a ()
W=

y'|=1
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Therefore we conclude that
(3.8)

t)dz dy dt
/ // |I TN z / / (z,t)|z|’ dz dt/aNflKg(a) do
z—
QxQ J
/ / (z,t)|z|® dz dt/aNflKg(U) do.
BR 0)\BR 0

Recall that r = |x|, then if 2 € Br(0 )\Bn( ), it holds £ < 3. Hence taking into
consideration that # > 0 and the behav1or of Ky near 1, we reach that

RlEY

<% »Im

O\ﬁlm

3
oV 1Ky (o) do < /JNflKg(J) do = C.
0

Now, for = € Bx (0),

where a > 0 to be chosen later. It is clear that

& 00
/O'N_l_aKg(O') do < /O'N_l_aKg(O') do.
3

3

o0

Choosing a > 6, it follows that /aNfl*aKg(a) do = Cy < co. Now, going back

3
to (EB) it holds

(3.9
/ // (x,t)dx dy dt
Q0 |$— |N o
<C’1/ / vf (z,t)|x)? da dt—l—CgR“/ / of (z,t)]x)°~ dx dt
BR(O) BR

Recall that k = %, since ¢ < (p*]lv)#, we can choose o > 0 such that

k < p—1+4 %, Hence, taking into consideration the result of Lemma [3.2] choosing
a very close to 6 and using Holder inequality, we deduce that

(a+1)q

n'" (z,t)dx dy dt
/ // N_Psla—a1) S C.
QxO |x_ | pP—q
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In a symmetric way, we can show that
(Ot+1)q
e t)dy dx dt
/ // (. Ddy de db o,
N_pS(q a1)
QxQ |x f— y| P—q

Going back to (3.6 and taking into consideration the previous estimates, we con-
clude that

ut q
[ // ) W
(3.10) QxQ |5U —y| a5
' n t n ) 4
/ // [on (e, fjfy O 4y 4w ar < c.
QxQ |z — y|NHas:

1

In the same way and usin (1 -
' U @+ e

) as a test function in B2, it
follows that

|t ( Uy, (y, )]
(3.11) / //QXQ |$ — y|N+q51 dy dz dt < C.

Combining the estimates (BI0) and (BI1), we reach that

|un z, t un(yu )|q
[ e

Hence we conclude. O

To prove that u € C([0,T], L*(Q2)), we need the next lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let {uy}, be defined as above, then {u,}, converge strongly to u in
C([0, 7], LY(Q)).

Proof. Let m,n € IN, then for all ¢ € LP([0,T]; W;*(2)),

//QT (Un = um)e(x, )2, t)da dt

—l—//Q <(—A;) up(z,t) — (—A7) U (2, 1), o, t))dxdt
// — f)pdadt.
Qr
Let ¢(x,t) = T1(un — um)joq(z,t), with t < T, setting ; = Q x (0,1), we get
//Q (un — wm)r (2, 7), Tt (up — um ) (z, 7))dx dr
//Q ) tn (2, 7) = (=A7) um (2, 7), T1 (un — Up,))drdr
/Q, fn = fm) (@, 7)1 (U — um) (2, 7) dedr < //QT — fm|dxdr.

It is clear that

/ /QT<<“n =)o 7), T, = )0 ) dr = [ (O~ 7)o

Q
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Now, by inequality (23] we obtain that

//Q (=Ap) un(z,7) = (=A}) um (2, 7), Ti (un — um))dzdr > 0.

Thus
J[@l(un — Up)|(z, t)dx < Q/[@ 1(un (x,0)dx + //QT — fmldz dr.

Recall that ©1(0) < |o|, thus, for all t < T,

/[61( _U’m I t /|u0n _u0m|d«r+// fm|d$d7'
Qr

Denote by, ,,, the right hand side, thus

/ |tup — um|2(:1:, t)dx +/ [ty — wm | (2, t)dx < 2by, 4.

[wp =t | <1 [wn =t |>1

Since

/ [t — um|(x, t)de = / [t — U |(x, t)dx —|—/ — U |(x, t)dx
Qr [Up =t | <1 \un um\>1

IN

(/ [y, — U | (2, 1) d;v) 1Qr|2 + 2by.m
Iun_u7n|<1

< 1297 BbE 0 + 200,

taking into consideration that the sequences {f,}, and {ug,}, converge strongly

in L'(Qr) and L'(Q) respectively, we conclude that by, ,, — 0 for n,m — oo.
Therefore we conclude that {u,}, is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T], L*(2)) and

then u,, — u in C([0,T7], L*(Q)). O

We summarize the previous Lemmas as follows:
e ueC(0,7], L1(Q)),
o Ti(u) € LP(0,T; WP (Q)), wp~! € L7 (Qr) for all o < FEUEES and
o Ti(uy) — Ty(u) weakly in LP(0,T; WP (Q)).

It is clear that u,, — u a.e. in Qp, then, since u, = 0 a.e. in (R" \ Q) x (0,7), we
get u =0 a.e. in (RN \ Q) x (0,T).
Recall that

Un(:Z?, Y, t) = |un(a:, t) - un(ya t)|p72(’u,n(:17, t) - un(y, t)) and

U(Ia Y, t) = |’U,($, t) - u(ya t)|p72(u(xa t) - u(yv t))

Since €2 is a bounded domain, then by the result of Lemma and using Vitali’s
Lemma, we reach that

U, — U strongly in L'((Q x Q) x (0,T),dv dt).
Proof of Theorem [3.1].
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Let ¢ € C5°(Q2r) and define ®(z,y,t) = o(z,t) — ¢(y,t), taking ¢ as a test
function in [B.2), it follows that

(3.12) //QT unef(2, ) dwdi + 5 / //DQ (2,5, )@, y, t)dv dt

funlx, t)d(x,t) dx dt.
Qr

// UntP(x, t) de dt = // un (2, t) dx dt.

QT QT

—// un@r(z,t) do dt — —// ugi(x,t)dedt as n — cc.
QT QT

In the same way we have

/ folz, t)p(x, t) de dt — / fz,t)p(x, t) dx dt as n — oco.
Qr Qrp

We claim that

(3.13) / // (z,y,t) — Uz, y,t))q)(a:, y,t)dv dt — 0 as n — oo.
Dq

Since u, — u a.e. in Qp, then

Uﬂ(xvyat)q)(xayvt) U(xvyat)q)(xayvt)
%
|z —y|[NFPe |z — y|Ntes

It is clear that

Hence

a.e. in DQT = DQ X (O,T)

Using the fact that u(z,t) = u,(z,t) = ¢(z,t) = 0 for all z € (RN\Q) x (0,T), we

reach that
T
/ / / (Un(z,y,t) = U(z,y,t))®(x,y, t)dv dt = 0.
0o JRrRM\QJRN\Q

/OT //L)Q(Un(x,y,t) ~ Uz, y, ) ®(z, y, t)dv dt
_/OT//QXQ(Un(x,y,t)—U(a:,y,t))fb(x,y,t)dydt
+/OT/]RN\Q/Q(Un(x,y,t)_U(x,y,t))@(x,y,t)dudt

T
+ / / / Uy ) — U,y )@ (2, y, t)dv dt
0 JaJRrV\Q
=0+ 1+ Is.

Since U,, — U strongly in L*((Q x Q) x (0,T),dvdt), then I; — 0 as n — oco.
We deal now with I5. It is clear that in (2 x Bg\Q) x (0,7, we have

(Un(@,y,t) = Uz, y, )@ (2, y, )| < (lun (2, 6P~ + |ulz, )" )] d(x, 1)].

Since

Thus

1
sup — <
{z€Suppep, ye Br\Q} |,T - |N+ps ’
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then

(Un(xv Y, t) - U(JJ, Y, t))q)(xv Y, t)

o=y Clun .0+ futa O )0, 0)

= Qn(xvyat)
Notice that Q, — Q strongly in L'((2 x Br\Q) x (0,7)) with
Q(z,y,t) = 2lu(z, )P~ |(x, 1)].

Therefore, using the Dominated convergence Theorem we reach that Is — 0 as n —
o0. In the same way we obtain that I3 — 0 as n — oo. Hence the claim follows.
As a conclusion and passing to the limit in (3I2) there results that

_//QT u(bt(:z:,t)dxdt+%/0T //QT U,y ) (z, y, t)dv dit
_ / [ s ote

Hence we conclude. ]

IN

Remark 2. The same existence result holds also if (f,ug) € M (Q7) x MH(Q),
the set of Radon measures on Qr and € respectively.

4. NONNEGATIVE SOLUTIONS OBTAINED AS LIMIT OF APPROXIMATION ARE
ENTROPY SOLUTIONS

We state now the definition of entropy solution inspired from [19].

Definition 4.1. Let (f,ug) € L*(Q7) x LY(Q) be nonnegative functions. We say
that u € C([0,T); L*(Q)) is an entropy solution to the problem ) if u € TP (Qr)

and
(1) Setting

\ R, = {(:v,y,t) € R*™ x (0,7): h+1 < max{|u(z,t)|, [u(y,t)|}

-y with wmin{|u(z, )], [u(y, O]} < b or u(w, uly, t) < 0}
then

(4.2) ///R (e, ) — u(y, 6)P " dv dt = 0 as h— .

(2) For all v € LP((0,T); W*P(Q)) N L*>=(Qr) N C([0,T]; LY(Q)) with v, €
) LP((0,T); W57 (Q)) we have

T
/Gk(u —v)(x,T)dx — /0 (v, Ti(u — v))dt

Q
T
5 //D U,y )[Tilu(a, 1) — ol 1) — Tiuly, £) — oy, 1)) ldv di

< /Gk(uo(x) —v(z,0))dx + / fTi(u — v)dadt,

Q
Q r
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where O (o) :/ Tk (a)da.
0

We will prove that for nonnegative data (f,ug) € L'(Qr) x L'(Q), the weak
solution obtained in the previous Section, is an entropy solution in the sense of
Definition [l Notice that, as a by product, we recover the proof that any solution
as limit of approximations is an entropy solution, as in the local case.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that (f,ug) € L' (Qr) x L*(Q) are nonnegative functions,
then the weak solution to problem (1)) obtained in Theorem[31l is an entropy non
negative solution in the sense of Definition [{.]]

PrOOF. We have just to show that the weak solution obtained in Theorem BT
satisfies the conditions (£.2) and (£3]) stated in Definition 1] Tt is clear that, in
this case, the sequence {u,}, of solution to the approximating problems [B.2) is
increasing in n and then u, T v a.e in Qp.

Let us begin by proving estimate ([@2]). Since u,u, > 0, then the set R, defined
in (@) is reduced to

Ry, = {(:E,y,t) € R*N x(0,T) : h+1 < max{u(z,t), u(y,t)} with min{u(z,t),u(y,t)} < h}.
Using T1(Gr(uy)) as a test function in (B2)), it follows that

// UntTh (Gh(un(x,t))) da dt

/ / /D (2,9, O[T (G (un (3, £))) — T2 (G (i, 1)) dt
fn(x, )T (G (un(z,t))) dedt < // Sz, t)dx dt.

Qr Qrn{un,>h}

Notice that

Uy Ty (G (un (2, 1)) de dt = | Op(up)(x, T)dx — | On(uy)(z,0)dz
I J—

where ©,(0) = / T1(Gp(a))da. Tt is clear that ©,(c) < o for all o > 0.
0
Taking into consideration that w, > 0, it holds
1 T
5[] U DG (. 0) = Ti(Glunl, )
0 Dgq
< /éh(un)(a:,())dx—l—// fn(x, t)dzdt
QrN{u,>h}

Q

g/ uo(:v)dx—i-// fn(z, t)dz dt.
uo>h Qrn{u,>h}

It is not difficult to show that

Un(,y, )[T1(Gr(un(2, 1)) = T (G (un(y,1)))] = 0.
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Thus, using Fatou’s lemma, we conclude that

1 T
5/0 //DQ Uz, y, )Ty (G (u(z, 1)) — TL(Gh(u(y, t))]dv dt <

T
lim inf %/0 //DQ Upn(z,y,t)[T1(Gh(un (2, 1)) — Th (Gh(un(y,t)))]dv dt
<

n—00
_/ uo(:v)dx—i-// fn(z, t)dz dt.
ug>h Qrn{u,>h}
Since

Un(,9, )71 (Ga(u(, 1)) — Ty (Galuly, )] > Ju(z, ) — u(y, )P~ in R,
then, using the fact that

/ uo(z)dz + // fo(z, t)dzdt — 0 as h — oo,
ug>h Qrn{u,>h}

we conclude that

/// lu(z,t) — u(y, )P tdvdt — 0 as h — oo
Ry,

and then ([@2) holds.

Let now v € LP(0,T; W5P(Q)) N L=(Qz) be such that LP (0,T; W, *7 (Q)).
Taking Ty (u, — v) as a test function in ([B.2]), we reach that
(4.4)

// Unt Tk (up — v) da dt
Qr

1 T
+§/0 //DQ Un(l',yat)[Tk(Un(fL',t) — ’U(Ji,t)) — Tk(un(:%t) _ 'U(y,t))]dlj dt

= //Q Folx, )Ty (wn (z,t) — v(2,t)) do dt.

Let us study the limit, as n — oo, of each term of the pervious identity.
By the Dominated Convergence theorem one can easily show that, as n — oo,

/ fr(x, )T (up (2, t) —v(z,t)) de dt — / 2, )T (u(x, t) — v(a, t)) da dt.
Qrp Qr

Since unt = (4, — v) + v¢ one has

/ /Q Tt = )t =
Okt — 0)(T)dz — | [O(un — v)](0)dz — 0 Tio(un — v) dz dt.
Q Q Qr

Using the fact that u, — u strongly in C([0,7], L*(2)) and since Oy, is Lipschitz
continuous, one has, as n — 0o,

/ O (tn — )(T) dz — / O (u — 0)](T) dx
Q Q
and

/ O — 1)](0) dz — / O (0 — v(0))] da.
Q Q
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We analyze now the term / Tk (uy — v)dxdt. Since v € L°(Qp), letting
Qr

M = ||v||oo, then Ty (u, — v) = Tip(Thrir(un) —v). Thus Tg(u, — v) = Ti(u — v)
weakly in LP(0, T; WSP(Q)). Aswv, € L' (0,T; Wy *7 (€2)), then a duality argument
allows us to conclude that

// v Ty (uy — v) da dt — / Ty (u — v) dx dt.
QT QT

We deal now with the second term in ([@4]). We follow closely the same arguments
as in [1], for the reader convenience and to make the paper self contained we include
here all details.

We set

Wy = Uy, — v and Wy (z,y,t) = |wn (@, 1) — wa(y, )P 2 (wn (2, 1) — wa(y, 1)),
then
Un(@,y, 0) [Tk (un (2, t) —v(2, £)) =T (un(y, t) —v(y, 1)) = Kin(z,y, )+ Ko n(z,9,1),
where
Ky p(z,y,t) = Wa(z,y, )[Th(wn (2, 1)) — Ti(wn(y, t))],
and
Kon(z,y,t) = |Un(x,y,t) = Wa(z,y,t) | [Te(wn(z,1)) — Ti(wn(y, 1))].
It is clear that K ,(z,y,t) >0 a.e. in Dg x (0,7, since
Kin(z,y,t) — W(z,y,t)[Tk(w(z,t)) — Tp(w(y,t))] a.e. in Dq,,
as n — 00, where
w=wu—vand W(z,y,t) = |w(x,t) —wy, t)|P2(w(z,t) — w(y,t)).

Hence, using Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain that

T
/ / Kl,n(xvyut)dydt Z
0 Dq

T
/ / W (z,y, t)[Tk(w(z,t) — Tk (w(y, t))]dv dt.
0 De

We deal now with Ko ,,.
We set

Ul(xayvt) = Un(fb,t) - un(yvt) and 0'2('r7yat) = U}n(I,t) - wn(yat)
Then

KQ,R(:Euyvt) = ['01 (,T,y,t)|p_20'1 (‘Tuy?t) - |02(.’L',y,t)|p_20'2($,y,t)}

X [T (wn (2, 1)) = Th(wn(y, ))]-
We claim that, as n — oo,

T
(4.5) /0 /D Ko (2, y, t)dv dt —
' [, [0 =000 00,00 ~ Tt ) i

We divide the proof of the claim into two cases according to the value of p.
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The singular case p € (1,2]: In this case we have

o1 (2,5, )P 201 (2,9, 1) — |oa(z,y, )P 202 (2, y, 1)
< Clow(z,y,t) — o2(2,y, )P~ = Clo(z, t) —v(y, 1P~
Thus
K202, y,8)] < Clo(a,t) = v(y, )P Ti(w(z, 1) = Ti(w(y, )| = Kan(@,y,1).
Using Lemma [3.2] we get that
[Tk (W (2, 1)) — T (wn (y, t)] = |Tk(w(z,t)) — Tk (w(y, t))| strongly in Lp,(DQT,dV).
Since v € LP(0,T; Wy*(2)) N L*°(Qr), by duality argument we conclude that
Kan — Clu(z,t) — v(y, t)[P~HTk(w(z, t) — Ti(w(y,t))| strongly in L*(Dg,., dv).

Using the Dominated Convergence theorem we reach that

T
/ / Ko (2, y,t)dv dt —
0 De

T
/0 //DQ (U@, y,8) = W(w,y,0)| [Te(w(e, 1)) = Tr(w(y, 6)]dv dt,

as n — oo and the claim follows in this case.

The degenerate case p > 2: In this case we have

"01 (‘Tu Y, t)|p_201 (:I;v Y, t) - |0'2(.’IJ, Y, t)|p_202 (‘Tu Y, t)
< Cl|01(‘r7y5 t) - 02(‘r7y5 t)|;0*1 + 02|O'2({E,y, t)|p72|0'1(117, yvt) - UQ(Ia yvt)|
< Cilv(z,t) = v(y, )P~ + Cofo(x) — v(y)|[wn (z,t) — wa(y, t)[P~>
< Chlu(z,t) —o(y, )P~ + Calv(z, t) — v(y, t)||un(z,t) — up(y,t)P~2.

Thus
|K2n(z,y,1)] Cilo(z, t) = v(y, )P Ty (wn (2, 1)) = Ti(wa(y,1))|
Colv(a,t) = v(y, t)|[un(@,t) — un(y, t)|P 2T (wn (2, 1)) = Ti(wn(y,1))|
KQ,”(Ia Y, t) + KQ,“(‘Tv Y, t)'

+ IA

The term Ks ,(z,y,t) can be treated as K’gm above. Hence it remains to deal with

K2,n(x7 Y, t)'
We define

Dy = {(z,y,t) € Doy : un(x,t) <k un(y,t) <k},
where k >> k + ||v]|o is a large constant. Using duality argument we obtain
Ko (2,9, t)XD, —
Colo(,1) — v(y, D1, ) — u(y, O Th(w(, 1)) — Te(w(, D)X oy iy iy

strongly in L*(Dgq.., dv).

Now, consider the set

Dy = {(.I,y,t) € DQT : un(fb,t) > klaun(yat) > kl}a
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where k1 > k + ||v]]0o, then Ko, (x,y,t)x D, (x,y,t) = 0.
It is clear that, taking into consideration the previous computations, that we
have just to analyze the convergence on the set

D3 = {(x,y,t) € Da, : un(z,t) > 2k, un(y,t) < k},
or
Dy = {(z,y,t) € Doy : un(y,t) > 2k, up(z,t) < k}.
If (x,y,t) € D3, then

K2,n(za Y, t)XDs (‘Tv Y, t)

< C(k) Tk(wﬂ(xvt)) - Tk(wn(yvt)) U’?L—2(x7t)XD3 (‘Tv yvt)'

’U(JJ, t) - ’U(y, t)'
Notice that
—1

uP =2 (x, t)x ps (2, y, 1) — uP % (x, D)X fu(w,t)>2k,u(y,t)<k} Weakly in L=z (Dq,., dv).

Since
p—1
(102, 8) = v(y, DI Tk (wn(@,8) = Te(way, )] Xuten>2m0t<r)
< kP2 o(x,t) — o(y, )P T (wa(a, 1) — T (waly, t))‘X{u(m,t)22k,u(y,t)ﬁk}

The duality argument allows us to conclude that

p—1
(v, 8) = v(y, DIIT(wa (2. 8) = Tuwa DI Xu>2batsr =

p—1
[lv(@,t) = v(y, DI Tk(w(@, ) = Telwy D] Xuenzomuwo<m

strongly in L'(Dgq, dv) as n — oo.
Thus

K2,nXD3 —
C2|U($7 t) - U(y7 t)||u(x, t) - ’U,(y, t)|p_2|Tk (’LU(!CC, t)) =Ty (’LU(y, t))|X{u(m,t)22k,u(y,t)§k}

strongly in L'(Dgq.., dv).
In the same way we can treat the set Dy.

Therefore, combining the above estimates and using the Dominate Convergence
theorem, we conclude that

T
/ / Ky p(x,y,t)dv dt —
0 Dq
T
/0 //DQ {U(I’y’t) - W(I’y’t)} [Tx(w(z, 1)) — Tr(w(y, t))]dv dt

as n — oo and the claim follows in this case.
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Therefore, as a conclusion we have proved that
/ Ok (u—v)|(T) dx — / [Ok(u — v)](0)dx — // v Ty (u —v) dx dt
Qr

/’[é (2,5, 8) [Tx (1) — v, 1)) — Te(uly, £) — vy, 1)))dv dt

_//Q flx, )Tk (u(z, t) —v(x, t)) de dt.

and the result follows at once. ]

5. FURTHER RESULTS.

5.1. Extinction in the finite time. In this subsection we suppose that f = 0
and p < 2, our main goal is to get natural condition in order to show that the
nonnegative solution is zero for large time. The first result in this direction is the
following.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that N+2 <p<2andug € L*(Q). Let u be the unique
nonnegative solution to the problem .

u + (=Aj)u = 0 in Qrp,
u > 0 in €,
(5.1) u = 0 in RN\ Q x (0,T),
u(z,0) = wo(x) inQ,

then there exists a finite time T*(N,p, ||, ||uol|2) = T* < ﬁ“uoﬂz p|Q|7_PL
such that u(.,t) =0 fort > T*.

Proof. We follow closely the arguments used in [5]. For the reader convenience we
include here some details. Using u as a test function in (&), we get

1d .2 |u(z,t) — uly,t)|P
—— dx dr dy = 0.
2dt Jo T3 //DQ |$_ |N+ps B

By the Sobolev inequality, we reach that
1d
2dt

< p < 2, then pi > 2, thus by Holder inequality, we obtain

/ u?(z,t)dr < |Q|1_Pl*(/ |up:(x,t) dx)%
Q Q

*

u2dx + 5 ( |u|p: dx) - <0.
2 \a

Suppose that

N+2

Thus 14
S Nl t) I3 +5190% 7 (e, ) < 0
and then -
2-p)2Q|PT T\ 25
numJUMSHMHQO—” R )
Iluo [l
Hence if T > T* = 5= p)s||u0||§ p|Q|g*pL, then u(z,T) = 0 and the result follows.

O

In the case where 1 < p < N +2 , under suitable hypothesis on ug, we can prove
the finite time extinction property. More precisely we have.
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Theorem 5.2. Suppose that 1 < p < #5= and ug € LYTH(Q) N L*(Q) with

v+1= %, then there exists T* such that u(.,t) =0 for all t > T*.

Proof. We use u” as test function in (G1I), then

1 d
— [ wtdx
12 + 1 dt Q
1 |U(I, t) B u(y7 t)|p_2(u(x, t) - u(yv t)) v v _
+§//DQ o — g (u”(z,t) — u”(y,t))dx dy = 0.
Hence, by inequality (2.3), we get
ptv—1 ptrv—1
1 d C [u™ P (x,t) —u" 7 (y,t)|P
— [ wde + = : 2 dy dx <
vldt Jo" I+2//DQ |z — y|NFee ydr=0

Using now Sobolev inequality there results

2
! i/u”"'ld:r—l—c /u(u+§7l)p:da: ps <0.
V+1dt Q Q

Recall that v = W, then %ﬂp: =v+1.

1 d v v+p—1
Sl Ol + Sl Dl <0
Now, we get that
2 —p)T\ ==
e T < fuglloss (1 - E=ELY >
Il uo [141
Hence the result follows. O

5.2. Non Finite speed of propagation. It is wellknown that for the local p-
laplacian parabolic problem with p > 2, there is a phenomenon of finite speed of
propagation. In fact, the fundamental solution obtaided by G. Barenblatt allows to
prove finite speed of propagation by using comparison arguments.

The meaning of finite speed of propagation in the local case can be summarized
as follows:

Assume that we have an inial data such that supp(ug) is a compact set, then
supp(u(,t)) is a compact set of Q fort < ty.

We can rewrite the previous notion by saying that:

Given an initial data with finite support, ug, for all t > 0, there exists R > 0

such that u(x,t) = 0 if |x| > R.

Let us consider the nonlocal problem (GI) with Q = RY and a bounded non-
negative data uy with compact support.

If we assume that the finite speed of propagation holds, we get a contradiction
with the fact that u € C([0,T), L*(RY)).

Indeed, suppose that for g > 0, there exists g € RY such that the solution
verifies that u(zo,to) = 0. Then (z9,%o) is a global minimum, hence

0= / |u(y7 t0)|p72u(ya tO) dy
RN

|z —y| Ve

Since u(z,t) > 0, we find that u(z,t) = 0 for all z € RV,



22 B. ABDELLAOUI, A. ATTAR, R. BENTIFOUR & I. PERAL

Recall that u € C([0,T),L*(RY)), thus by continuity for ¢ small, we have
/ u(z,t)dx > 0 and then we reach a contradiction.
RN

Notice that if p > 2, as in the local case, by a scaling arguments the equation
can be reduced to the self-similar variable and the corresponding Barenblatt type
solution can be obtained. Following the radial computations in [I1] and [12], we
get that a self-similar solution u(z,t) = t NPT (%) with r = ||, 8 =
must to solve the following equation

is /°° T (r) = T(or)[P~*(X(r) = Y(o1))o " ' Ky(0)do
0

rpP

1
ps+N(p—2)°

ﬁ[NT(T) + TT/(TH =

where

1

. dH" Y(y) o [T sin™ ~2(¢)
Ko = [ s =2 | | e

S e TG Jo (1= 20 cos(e) + o)
e

Since T =2 0, then Y(o) > 0 for all o > 0. We refer to [20] where additional
properties of the previous profile and the asymptotic behavior are studied.

5.3. Extinction for Concave case. Let consider now the problem

u+ (=Ap)u = ul in Qr,
u > 0 in Q,
(5.2) u = 0 in RV \ Q x (0,7),
u(z,0) = wo(x) inQ,

where ¢ < 1, the result obtained is similar as in the [3] and [I7] in the local case.
For the reader convenience we include the calculations in the fractional case.

Theorem 5.3. Let 1 < p < 2 and ug € L*(Q), then for ug € L?(Q) and for
all p—1 < g < 1 the problem (B2) has a nonnegative minimal solution u €
LP(0,T; W5P(2)), moreover if p > N2+2 ; then under a smallness condition on
[|luoll2, there exists a finite time T™ such that u(.,t) =0 for all t > T*.

Proof. We begin by the case ¢ = 1. Let u,, be the minimal solution of the approx-
imated problem

Ut + (=A)un = ud in Qr,
(5.3) u, = 0 in RM\Q x (0,7T),
un(2,0) = wupp(z) in Q,

taking wu, as a test function in (53)), we obtain

1d [un (@, t) — un(y, )P _
(5.4) Sd uda:—/u dx + - //DQ |x— y[Vps dzdy = 0.

Thus by Gronwall inequality we conclude

[un (2, t) — un(y, )P 2 2T
/ (x, T)dx + = / //DQ o — [N rs dady < ||uo||ze=" .

Therefore we reach that {u,}, is bounded in LP(0;T; WP () N L?(27). Thus
up T u with uw € LP(0, T; W3P(©)) and u is the minimal solution to problem (5.2).
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2N
N+2s

1d S

2 dt Q Q 2 Q
d « Py
_(6—215/ uidw) + Se—(-pt (/ (€7 un|)Ps dw) <0.
dt Q Q

Since 2¥_ < p < 2, then p* > 2, therefore by setting F(t) = e‘2t/ u?dz and
Q

Let us assume now that < p < 2, using Sobolev inequality in (54]) there

result that

Ps dax <0.

Thus

N+2s
using Hélder inequality, it follows that

F'(t) < —Ce~7P)t,
Fz(t) ~
Integrating in time, we obtain that
p P 1 1
Fl7z2(t) < F'"2(0)+C G QL ——
Ho) < RO+ e ]
Thus )
1 P
F(t) < [FP C G L } "
(t) < (0)+C (5= o 75
Recalling that F (0) = [, u? (z,0) dz = |lug7. ; so if
c 5
[uoll > < [ﬂ] :

We obtain F(t) < 0 for some T* = T*(C,p) and then the extinction result
follows.
Let consider now the case where ¢ < 1. It is not difficult to see that the same
estimates as above allow us to get the existence of minimal solution. Hence we
have just to proof the extinction result.

Since p > N+28, then we get the existence of 0 < v < 1, closed to 1 such that

v+p-1) &

Using (u, +¢)” —¢€¥, v > 0; as test function in (B.3), if holds
d [ (wnte)* // (@9, )((un + )(@,1) = (w + )" WD) -y
Dq

dt v+1 |x — y|N+ps

< /(un + &) da.
Q
Hence, by inequality(lﬂl) we get

prr—1 ptrv—1
|(un +) 7 (1) = (unte) » (y, )
Nips dx dy
DQ |z —y|N+P

(un + &) dx < /(un + )7 dz.

N
_p>u+1>q+u.

V +1 dt Q
Using now Sobolev 1nequahty, it follows that
(5.5)
1 d

L
(vtp=1) « (S
— (un+a)”+1dx+0(/ (Up +&)  » dea:> S/(un—l—s)‘””da:.
v+1dt Jo Q Q
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Since (v +p — 1) w2~ > v+ 1 > ¢ + v, then using Young inequality, there results

N—ps
that
/(un+a)q+yd$ < Cn/(Un+€)y+1dx+77/(un—l-a)”*p*ldx
Q 0 A
L*
v+1 v+p—1 * Pg
< Gy [+ e 0@ ([ o™ ar)
Q Q

By substituting in (5.5]) and choosing 7 small enough, we conclude that

1 d (vtp—1) =« %
— Up + &) Thde +C / Uy +E) P dex) <C / un +¢)de,
v+1dt Q( ) 1< Q( ) = sz( )

with C7,Cy > 0 depending only on the data and are independent of n and €.
Passing to the limit as e — 0, and by setting F(t) = e_CQt/ u’ ' dz, as in the
Q

case ¢ =1,

F' 4 CyeCtt AT <0,
where C'5 > 0 depends only on v, N, p, Q and Cy = "jf{l Cs. Thus as in the first
case, if F(0) = [, uf T dz is small then we get a finite time extinction. Since Q is

a bounded domain, then under the condition that ||ug||z2 is small we get the same

conclusion. Hence the proof is complete. 0
In the case where 1 < p < #N%, under suitable hypothesis on ug, we can prove

the finite time extinction property. More precisely we have.
Theorem 5.4. Suppose that 1 < p < %, p—1<q<1anduy € L 1 (Q)NL3(Q)

withv +1= %, then there exists T* such that u(.,t) =0 for all t > T*.

If ¢ < p— 1, then a different phenomenon appears, more precisely we have the
following result.

Theorem 5.5. Assume that 1 < p <2 and let ¢ < p — 1, then the problem

ug + (=As)u = u? inQx(0,7T),
(5.6) u = 0 in RN\Qx(0,7),
u(z,0) = 0  inQ,

has a global solution u such that u(x,t) > 0 for all t > 0 and x € 0, namely there
is non finite time extinction, moreover, u(.,t) T w as t — oo where w is the unique
positive solution to problem
(—A)w = w? inQ,

(5.7) { w = 0 in RV\Q.
Proof. The proof use the sub-supersolution argument. Without loss of generality
we can assume that Q C B1(0). Since p < 2, then ¢ < 1.

Let us begin by the construction of a suitable subsolution.

Define p(t) = (1 — q)tﬁ, it is clear that p solves p' = cud with p(0) = 0.
Consider w the unique positive solution to problem (E.1), then w € L (). Setting
V(z,t) = p(et)w(x), it holds that v solves

Vi— A5V = epl(et)w(z) + pP~ (et)w?
ep? (et)w(z) + P~ (et)wi (z).

IN
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It is clear that puP=!(et) < coud(et) for all t € [0,T] and w < cyw? in §2, thus we
can choose € and C, depending only on T and ¢; such that

Vi — AV < V7in Qx (0,7).

Hence v is a subsolution to problem (G.6]). Using the fact that w is a supersolution
to (B6) with v < cw in 2% (0,T), then by the sub-supersolution argument we reach
the existence of a global solution u > V in Q x (0,7). It is clear that u(xz,t) > 0
for all (x,t) € Q x (0,T).

To prove that u(.,t) T w as t — oo, for tg > 0, define v(x,t,ty) = u(x,t — to)
where t > tg then v solves:

ve—Ajv = vl in QX (t,T),
(5.8) v = 0 in RM\Qx (to,T),
v(z,tp) = 0  in Q.

Since u(x,ty) > 0, by the weak comparison principle we reach that v < u for all
t > to. As tg is arbitrary, then u cannot converge to 0. Now using u,, as a test
function in ([B3)), it follows that

1d 1 (2, 1) — un (y, )|
bl uid:z:—l——// [un (. ) jéfy L dyg/ug“dx
2dt Jq 2 JJpq |z — y|Ntps Q
Since ¢ < p — 1, by Hélder and Poincaré inequalities, we reach that

| un (s 8) llwer @< C.

uniformly in ¢. Moreover u(z,t) < w(zx). Classical results implies that tlim u(z,t) =
—r 00

u(x) exists and solves (57). Hence by uniqueness we conclude that @ = w and the
results follows . O
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