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ON THE ADMISSIBILITY OF OBSERVATION OPERATORS FOR
EVOLUTION FAMILIES

YASSINE KHAROU

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with unbounded observation operators
for non-autonomous evolution equations. Fix 7 > 0 and let (A(t))tE[O,T] C
L(D,X), where D and X are two Banach spaces such that D is continuously
and densely embedded into X. We assume that the operator A(t) has maximal
regularity for all t € [0, 7] and that A(-) : [0, 7] — L£(D, X) satisfies a regularity
condition (viz. relative p-Dini for some p € (1,00)). At first sight, we show
that there exists an evolution family on X associated to the problem
u(t) + A(t)u(t) =0 ta.e. on [0,7], u(0) =z € X.

Then we prove that an observation operator is admissible for A(-) if and only
if it is admissible for each A(t) for all ¢ € [0, 7).

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, (X, | - ), (D, - |lp) and (Y, || - ||y) are three Banach
spaces such that D is continuously and densely embedded into X.

We are interested in the concept of admissible observation operators for non-
autonomous linear systems, see, e.g., [8,9,18]. Before going into details, let us first
recall the definition of such operators in the autonomous case. Let A : D — X be
the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup T := (T(¢));>0 on X, C € L(D,Y)
and 6 € (1,00). The operator C is called a #-admissible observation operator for
A (or (C,A) is f-admissible) if for some (hence all) a > 0, there exists a constant
~ > 0 such that

/Oa ICT®)2ll-dt <~°«|® (€ D). (1.1)

More details on admissible observation operators can be found in [11], [15], [21]
and [20, Chapter 4].

Fix 7 > 0 and consider a family of unbounded operators (A(t)) ¢ (o . C £(D, X)
such that A(-) : [0,7] — L£L(D, X) is strongly measurable and bounded and each
A(t) has maximal regularity for all ¢ € [0,7]. Now, consider the evolution system

u(t) + A(t)u(t) =0 t a.e. on [s, 7], (12)

u(s) =z, '
where s € [0,7) and z € X. We assume that for each ¢ € [0, 7], the operator A(t)
has maximal regularity and A(-) satisfies the relative p-Dini condition (see section
2 and section 3 for definitions). Then we show in Theorem 3.3 that there exists an
evolution family U = (U(t, $))o<s<t<r on X which solves (1.2) and U (¢, s)z € D for
all x € X and for almost every ¢ € [s,7]. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.3, an
operator C € £(D,Y) is a #-admissible observation operator for A(-) (or (C, A())
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is f-admissible) if and only if for any s € [0, 7), there exists a constant v > 0 such
that

/ |CU(t )28 dt < +°llz|®  (x € D). (1.3)

One may ask if there is a relation between the @-admissibility of C' for A(-) and the
6-admissibility of C' for each A(t) for any ¢ € [0,7]. If A(-) is Holder continuous of
order a € (0,1) and each A(t) has maximal regularity, then we show in Theorem 3.6
that (C, A(t)) is f-admissible for all ¢ € [0, 7] implies that (C, A (+)) is f-admissible
for every 6 € (1, ﬁ) By the same arguments, we obtain the implication for every
0 € (1,00) assuming that A(-) is Lipschitz continuous. Furthermore, we prove in
Theorem 3.8 that (C, A(-)) is admissible, if and only if (C, A(t)) is admissible for
any t € [0,7), assuming that A(:) : [0,7] — L£(D, X) satisfies the condition (H)
(see section 3).

This paper is organized as follows: In the next section, we provide some prereq-
uisites about the concept of maximal regularity. In Section 3, we prove the main
results of the paper.

2. MAXIMAL REGULARITY AND EVOLUTION FAMILIES

In the following definition, we recall what the property of maximal regularity
means for a single operator A € L(D, X).

Definition 2.1. We say that A € L(D, X) has LP-mazimal regularity (p € (1,00))
and we write A € MRy if for all bounded interval (a,b) C R (a < b) and all
f € LP(a,b; X), there exists a unique u € W1P(a,b; X) N LP(a,b; D) such that
u(t) + Au(t) = f(t) t a.e. ona,b, u(a) = 0. (2.1)
IfAe #%, (p € (1,00)) then —A, seen as an unbounded operator on X, generates
an analytic semigroup on X [6,12]. The converse is true if X is a Hilbert space
[12, Corollary 1.7]. According to [6], the property of maximal LP-regularity is
independent of the bounded interval (a,b), and if A € .# %, for some p € (1,00)
then A € A4 %, for all ¢ € (1,00). Hence, we can write A € 4% for short.
Let p € (1,00) and define the maximal regularity space

MR, (a,b) := WP (a,b; X) N LP(a, b; D).
It is equipped with the following norm
[ullmr, (a,0) = lullwre@px) + [ullr@yp) (v € MRy(a,b)),

or, with the equivalent norm

(s )
wWhr(a,b;X) Lr(a,b;D) '

The space MR, (a, b) is a Banach space when equipped with one of the above norms.
Moreover, we consider the trace space defined by

Trp = {u(a) : v € MRy (a,b)},
and endowed with the norm
|z, := inf {HUHMRp(a,b) Tx = u(a)} .
The space Tr,, is isomorphic to the real interpolation space (X, D)l—l/p » [16, Chap-

ter 1]. In particular, Tr, does not depend on the choice of the interval (a,b) and
D —4 Tr, <4 X. We also note that

MR, (a,b) —q C ([a,b]; Trp),

and the constant of the embedding does not depend on the choice of the interval
(a,b) [2, Chapter 3].
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It is often practical and convenient to formulate the property of maximal regularity
in terms of the invertibility of the sum of two operators (see, e.g., [6]). This method
is commonly known as the operator sum method. For this, consider the operators
A and B on LP(a,b; X) given by:

D(B) := {u € W"P(a,b; X) : u(a) =0}, Bu:=1

D(A) := LP(a,b; D), (Au)(s):= Au(s) (s € (a,b)).
Now consider the operator

D(L4) :={u € MRy(a,b) : u(a) =0}, La:=A+B.

It is known that A € .#ZZ if and only if the operator L4 is invertible and L;ll €
L (L*(a,b; X), MR, (a,b)). Moreover, for f € LP(a,b; X), the function u = L' f is
the unique solution in MR, (a, b) of (2.1) and

lullnr,(a,p) < llfllLr(abx)

where ¢ := || L3 || £(10 (a,b: ) MR, (a,0)) -
We have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that A € .#%. Then for every f € LP(a,b; X) and
every x € Try, there ezists a unique uw € MRy (a,b) satisfying
u(t) + Au(t) = f(t) t a.e. on [a,b)], u(a) =z, (2.2)
and
lulinr, ey < 2(c+1) [[ellte, + 1flLr@nx)] -

Proof. Existence: Let f € LP(a,b;X) and & € Tr,. Then there exists w €
MR, (a,b) such that + = w(a). By maximal regularity, there exists a unique
v € MR,(a, b) solution of

u(t) + Au(t) = —w(t) — Aw(t) + f(t) t a.e. on [a,b], u(a) = 0. (2.3)
Putting v := v + w, we have u € MR, (a,b) and u satisfies (2.2).

Uniqueness: Let u1,us € MR, (a, b) be two solutions of (2.2). Define v = uq —us.
Then v € MR, (a,b) is a solution of (2.2) for the right-hand side f = 0 and the
initial value z = 0. Therefore, by maximal regularity, v = 0.

It remains to show the estimate. Let f € LP(a,b; X) and x € Tr,. There exists
w € MR, (a,b) such that 2 = w(a) and ||w|mr, (e < 2[|2||r,. The function u
given by u = v 4+ w is the unique solution of the problem (2.2) and

[ulivg, (a.p) = 1+ wlivr, (a,0)
< wllmr, (a,0) + 1VlIMR, (a,b)
<2z, + ol = — Aw + flLr(apix)
< 2)z)lm, + ¢ (Il Loabix) + [Awl Loapx)) +llf o)
< 2[|z|lmy, + cllwllmr, @) Tl fllLeapx)
< 2(c+ 1) [llzllre, + 1 fllzr(apx)] -
O

The following theorem is well known (see, e.g., [6]). Here we give another simple
proof.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that A € #%. Then there exists M > 0, r > 0 such that
{A € C:Re(A) >r} C p(—A), where p(—A) is the resolvent set of —A,
M
<
£(x) ~ 1+)|

H()”LA)_lu (Re(A) =), (2.4)
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and
A+ )7 <2M  (Re(A) >7). 2.5
s, < (Re(A) > 1) (2.5)
Proof. Let A € C such that Re(\) > 0 and let z € D. Consider the function f given
by f(t) := (A + A) ze* for almost every ¢ € [0,1]. Since f € L?(0,1; X), then by
maximal regularity, there exists a unique u € MR2(0, 1) satisfying

u(t) + Au(t) = f(t) ta.e. on [0,1], u(0) = . (2.6)
By Proposition 2.2, there exists a constant M > 0 such that
lullmra0,1) < M [[[2]lme, + 1 £ll2200,1x)] - (2.7)

Consider the function u given by u(t) := e*x. The function u satisfies (2.6) and
u € MR2(0,1). Thus u is the unique solution of (2.6).
Let us now compute || f[/12(0,1;x) and [|u||mr,(0,1) in order to inject them in (2.7),

we have:
1 1/2 1 1/2
lzzossn = ([ U@Iar) = ([ 10 ayzei?ar)
=l (A+ A) ]|V L2(0,1)
and
HUHMRQ(OJ) = HUHLZ(O,l;D) + HUHLz(o,l;X) + Hﬂ||L2(o,1;x)

1/2

1 1/2 1 1/2 1
= (/ ||e)‘tx||2Ddt> + </ |e/\tz|2dt> + </ |>\e/\t:c||2dt)
0 0 0

= [leM 20,0 Izl + Xl 20, 1zl + [l |22 0,1 |2l
It follows that

2Re(N)

lzllp + (L + IADllell < eiMy | —remy—

[z]|p + M| (A + A) z[, (2.8)
where ¢; is the constant of the embedding D <4 T'r.
There exists » > 0 such that
e2Re(N) _ 1
2Re())
for Re(A) > r. Then, we obtain for A € C with Re(\) > r,

> 2ciM7

1
Szl + @+ At |zl < M| (A + A) 2] (2.9)

Therefore, for A € C such that Re(\) > r, A+ A is injective. Since A € A % then A
is closed and hence (A + A)™" is closed, which implies that (A + A)™" is bounded.
Finally,

|+ 4o < %wuxn (Re(A) > .z € X)

and
H(/\ A zHD <oM|z|  (Re(\) >raze X).

Consider the non-autonomous evolution equation
u(t) + A(t)u(t) =0 ta.e. on [s,7], u(s) =x (2.10)

for any s € [0,7) and « € X, where A(-) : [0,7] — L(D, X) is strongly measurable
and bounded such that A(t) € # % for allt € [0, 7]. The following definition recalls



ON THE ADMISSIBILITY OF OBSERVATION FOR EVOLUTION FAMILIES 5

what the property of maximal regularity means in the non-autonomous case. For
more information, we refer to [3] and [13].

Definition 2.4. Let p € (1,00) and A(:) : [0,7] — L(D,X) be a bounded and
strongly measurable function. We say that A(-) has LP-mazimal regqularity on the
bounded interval [0,7] (and we write A(-) € M AZp(0,7)), if and only if for all
[a,b] (a < b) a sub-interval of [0,7] and all f € LP(a,b; X), there exists a unique
u € MR, (a,b) such that

u(t) + At)u(t) = f(t) t a.e. on [a,b], u(a) = 0. (2.11)

Recently, the authors of [3] proved that A(-) € #%,(0,7), assuming that each
A(t) has maximal regularity for all ¢ € [0, 7] and that A(:) is relatively continuous
(in the sense of the following definition).

Definition 2.5. We say that A(:) : [0,7] — L(D, X) is relatively continuous if for
all € > 0 there exist 6 > 0 and > 0 such that for all s,t € [0, 7], we have:

[A()x — A(s)z| < ellzlp +nllzl  (z € D)
whenever |t — s| < 4.

In the non-autonomous case, the concept of evolution family will play the same
role as the notion of semigroup in the autonomous case. However, in the non-
autonomous case, we do not have a general theory and results like the Hille-Yosida
generation theorem. In order to obtain the existence and the regularity of the
evolution family on the state space X, one should make additional assumptions
on A(-), see [1] and [19]. The following definition explains what we mean by an
evolution family.

Definition 2.6. A family U := (U(t, s))o<s<i<+ C L(X) is an evolution family on
X if

(i) U(t,s) = U(t,r)U(r,s), U(s,s) = I, for any s,t,r € [0,7] with 0 < s <

r<t<r,

(i) {(t,s) €[0,7]>: ¢t > s} > (t,s) > Ult,s) is strongly continuous.
Evolution families are very efficient in solving non-autonomous evolution equations.
For more details, see [4], [7], [17]. In fact, If A(:) : [0,7] — L£(D, X) is a relatively
continuous function such that A(t) € # % for any t € [0,7]. Thus by [3, Theorem
2.7], we have A(-) € A4 %,(0,T) for any p € (1,00). Using [3, Lemma 2.2], then for
every z € Tr, and every (t,5) € Ao, := {(t,s) € [0,7]> : t > s}, we can define

Ul(t,s)x :=u(t),
where u is the unique solution of the problem
u(t) + A(t)u(t) =0 tae. on s, 7], u(s) = =z
Furthermore, the family (U(t, s))o<s<t<- is an evolution family on Tr, [3, Proposi-
tion 2.3]. If, in addition, each A(t) is accretive for any ¢ € [0, 7], the authors of [3]
showed that U extends to a contractive evolution family on X. Under the condition
(H) (see section 3) on A(-), we show in Theorem 3.3 that the evolution family U

on Tr, extends to an evolution family on X. For its proof, we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let A() : [0,7] — L(D,X) be strongly measurable and relatively
continuous. Assume that A(t) € MK for all t € [0,7]. Then there exist My > 0,
ro > 0, independent of t € [0, 7], such that {\ € C: Re(\) > ro} C p(—A(t)) and

_ My
A+ A) ’ <
H( +A®) £(x) T 1+1)|

(Re(A) = ro) (2.12)

for all t € [0, 7].
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Proof. By the assumption of relative continuity on A(-), we have for every ¢ € [0, 7]
there exist §; > 0 and n; > 0 such that for every s € [t — &, ¢t + ;] and every x € D,

1
Al)x — A(s)z|| < —||z||p + n¢l| x|,
402 — AGs)el < 1 lellp +mle]

where M, is the constant in Theorem 2.3 associated with A(t).

By [3, Lemma 2.8], there exist a partition 0 = 79 < 73 < -+ < 7, = 7 and
t; € [0,7], i € {0,1,---,n}, such that t; € [r, 7iy1] C [ti — O, t; + d¢,] for all
i€{0,1,---,n— 1}

Letx € X,t € [0,7] and lets € {0,1,--- ,n — 1} be such that ¢ € [r;, 7;41]. Then for
A € C such that Re(X) > supg<;<,, 7t;» where 74, is the constant given in Theorem
2.3 associated with A(t;), we have:

cat) - A o+ A~ o < 4]1% O+ At al| 4+ ||+ A a
< 5 lall+ F575 .

We set 7o := max {4supgc;<, (1, Ms,) ;SuDg<;<p, 7t, }- Thus for A € C such that
Re(A) > 79, we have:

[a® - a4, <7 <1
and
A+ AWD) =N+ At:) + A(t) — A(t:) ™
= O+ A ™ (T (A — Ar) (A + A(ti))*l)_1 .
Therefore,
A <o ag T (AW) - A A+ A )
£(X) £(X)
[ = g o e
4supg<;<p, My,
- 1+ A
O

3. MAIN RESULTS
We need the following regularity assumption on the map A(-).

Definition 3.1. Let p € (1,00). The function A(-) : [0,7] = L(D,X) satisfies
the relative p-Dini condition if there exist n > 0, w : [0,7] = [0,00) a continuous

function with w(0) =0 and
/T (@)pdt <00 (3.1)
O t

such that for all x € D, s,t € [0, 7], we have:
[At)z — A(s)z|| < w (|t = s]) lzllp + nll=].-

We emphasize that if A(-) satisfies the relative p-Dini condition, then A(-) is rela-
tively continuous. Remark that if A(-) is Holder continuous, that is,

[A(t)x — A(s)z| <[t —s[*[|zllp ({5 €[0,7], z € D)
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for some a € (0,1), then it satisfies the relative p-Dini condition for all p € (1, 12).
In the following, we need the condition (H) given by:

(H) For any t € [0,7], A(t) € 4%, and A(-) : [0,7] — L(D, X) satisfies the
relative p-Dini condition.

Remark 3.2. Let A(-) : [0,7] — L(D, X) satisfies the condition (H). The function
A(") is strongly measurable and relatively continuous. Then by Lemma 2.7 and by
the rescaling technique, we assume without loss of generality, that there exists a
constant My > 0 such that

(Re(A) > 0,t € [0,7]).

(3.2)
This implies that for every t € [0,7], the operator —A(t) generates an analytic
semigroup (e_SA(t)) satisfying

_ M,
—A - H A 1H <
IR =A@l o x) = ||(A+ A1) o ST

s>07
He_SA(t)H <c (0<s<T)

and

HA(t>€_SA(t)H << (0<s<n),
S

for some constant ¢ > 0 (see [17, Theorem 2.5.2]).

The following theorem shows that to A(-), we can associate an evolution family on
X.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that A(-) : [0,7] — L(D, X) satisfies the condition (H)
and let U := (U(t, 8)o<s<t<r be the associated evolution family on the trace space

Tr, for p € (1,00). Then the following assertions hold:

(i) U extends to a bounded evolution family on X.
(ii) The function u given by u(t) := U(t,0)x is the unique solution of the
problem

u(t) + A(t)u(t) =0 t a.e. on[0,7], u(0) = .
(iii) For g € (1,00), and x € X, v:t > v(t) = tU(t,0)z € MR, (0,7) and
[vllmr, 0, < Mlz| (3-3)

for a constant M > 0, depending on q but independent of x € X. Moreover,
the function u given by u(t) := U(t,0)x belongs to the space

c(o,7; X)n L}

loc

((0,7]; D) N W2 ((0,7]; X) .

loc

Proof. (i) By [3, Theorem 2.7], A(-) € A R,0,7) for every q € (1,00).
Let # € Trp, and s € [0,7). Consider the function f : [s,7] 2 t —
(A(s) — A(t)) e~ *=)4()z. The inhomogeneous Cauchy problem

a(t) + A(t)u(t) = f(t) t a.e. on [s, 7], u(s) =0 (3.4)
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has a unique solution u € MR, (s, 7) given by: u(t) = U(t, s)z—e~ (=) AE) g,
In fact, we have:

/ "f )t = / "1 (AGs) — A(t) e DA g Py

< [ (wlle= s lle 10 4 e 100)) " ar

T cp
<2 [*(le =P Sl + el ) a
S

|t — sl

T t p
< 9P P & dt”x”}’ + QPHPCPTH:C”P
O t

< e [ [ (@)pdt +in] a7,

then f € LP(s,7;X). By LP-maximal regularity, there exists a unique
solution u € MR, (s, 7) of (3.4).
Since x € Try, it is easy to see that

U, s)x — e 7946 € MR, (s,7)
and
% Ul(t,s)xr — ef(tfs)A(S)z] = —AWU(t, s)x + A(s)e”17)A6) g
— A1) [U(t, 8)x — e*<t75>A<s>x]

+(CA() + A() 0
= —A(t) [U(t,5)z — ez 4 (1),

Therefore U(-, s)x — e =94z is the unique solution of (3.4).
(ii) By LP-maximal regularity, it follows that there exists a constant k > 0
such that for every = € Tr,,

HU('v S):L' - e7<.7S)A(S)$HMRp(s,T) < ’i”f”LP(s,T;X)
then

. T wlt p 1/P
UG )2 — e=C=9A Ol o) < 2e [/ (¥) dt—i—ni’r] lel. (35)
0

From the continuous embedding MR, (s,7) <4 C([s,7]; X), we obtain
that there exists a constant M > 0, independent of s and ¢, such that

|U(t, )z — e~ 94 2| < M|z for (t,s) € Ag, and x € Try,.

The density of Tr, on X implies that the evolution family (U(t, s))y<s<i<,
extends to an evolution family on X. S
(iii) The evolution family U = (U(t, 5))< <<, €xtends to an evolution family

on X, which we also denote by U and there exists a constant M > 0 such
that

[U(t, s)a|| < M|l
for every z € X and every (t,s) € Ag ;.
For every z € Tr,, we obtain by L9-maximal regularity of A(-) that the

function v(t) := tU(¢,0)z is the unique solution of the non-homogeneous
problem

o(t) + A(t)v(t) = U(t,0)x t a.e. on [0, 7], v(0) = 0.
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And that there exists a constant x > 0 such that
[ollMR,0,7) < K NUC0)2 a7, x) < M|

The density of Tr, on X implies that this estimate holds for every z € X.
In particular, for every z € X and every ¢ € (1,00), we have:

U(-,0)x € L}

loc

((O’T];D) NWd ((057-];X) .

loc

The claim follows from the definition of U.
O

Corollary 3.4. Let A(:) : [0,7] — L(D,X) satisfies the condition (H). Let q €
(1,00). Then for every x € X and every f € L4(0,7; X) the function u given by

u(t) :=U(t,0)z + /t U(t,s)f(s)ds
0
s in the space

c(o,7; X)n L]

loc

(0,73 D) N W (0,715 X)
and is the unique solution of the problem
a(t) + A(t)u(t) = f(t) t a.e. on[0,7], u(0) = .

Example 3.5. Let g € (1,00) and Q be an open set in R™ such that 9 is bounded
and of class C?. Assume that a;; € C([0,7] x Q) fori,j =1,---,n is bounded and
uniformly elliptic, i.e.,

Z aij(t,2)&& > BIE

ij=1
for some B >0 and all ¢ €R™, x € Q, t € [0,7]. Assume in addition that

- max sup laij(t, ) — aij(s, @) Sw(t—s)  (¢,s€[0,7]),
,J=1,\n Q)

where w : [0, 7] — [0,00) is a continuous function satisfying

/T (ﬂ)adt < 00,
0 t
for some a € (1,00).

Define the partial differential operator A(t,x, D) by

A(t,z, D)u(x) := Z a;j(t, 2)0;0;u(x) + bo(t, z)u(x),
where by € L ((0,7) x Q) .

Let D == W2P(Q) N W, P(Q) with 1 < p < oo and define for every t € [0,7] the
operator A(t) € L (D, LP()) by

A(t)u = — Z aij(t, )Gzaju — bo(t, )u (u S D)

i,j=1
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1t follows from [5, Theorem 8.2] and [3, Proposition 1.3] that A(t) € MR for every
t € [0,7]. Moreover, for everyt,s € [0,7] and u € D, we have:

At — A(s)ull o) = || D (aij(t ) = aij(s, ) Qdju+ (bo(t,-) — bo(s, ) u

1,j=1 LP(Q)

<w(t—s) > 0:0;ull o) + nllull Lo
i,j=1
S w (=) llullp +nllullr @),
for some n > 0. Then by Corollary 3.4, we obtain that for every ug € LP(Q) and
every f € L1(0,7; LP(Q)) there exists a unique solution

u € C([0,7]; L (2)) N LY, (0, 7); WP(2) N Wy P () N W2 ((0, 7] LP ()

loc

of the problem

Opu(t)(z) — A(t, , D)u(t)(x) = f(t)(x) () a.e on[0,7] x O,
u(t)(z) =0 (t,x) a.e on [0,7] x O,
u(0)(x) = wuo(x) z a.e on .

The following theorem shows a condition on A(-) for which (C, A(t)) is admissible
for all ¢ € [0, 7] implies that (C, A (+)) is admissible.

Theorem 3.6. Let A(:) : [0,7] — L(D, X) be a Hélder continuous function, i.e.,
[A(t)z — A(s)a|| < |t = s[*||z]lp  (t,s €[0,7],2 € D),
for some « € (0,1) and let C € L(D,Y). Assume that A(t) € MR for any
tel0,7].
If (C, A(t)) is p-admissible for all t € [0, 7], then (C, A(+)) is p-admissible for every
1
p < 1—a:

Proof. Let 0 < s <t <7,z € D and p € (1,00). Consider the function v : [s,t] >
r s e EAGU (r s)2. Then v € WhP(s,t; X) and
d
d—v(r) = A(s)e= AU (1, )z — e~ EIAG AP U (r, )z
r
= e~ MAB (A(s) — A(r))U(r, s)z.
By integrating between s and ¢, we obtain

t
Ult,s)z = e~ (t=9A06) 5 4 / e~ NAG) (A(s) — A(r))U(r, s)zdr.

S

Assume now that (C, A(s)) is p-admissible. Thus

/ ICU( 5)a||Pdt < 27 / | Ce =46 5 [P gy

T t p
4 2P / C / e~ A (A(s) — A(r)U (r, s)adr| dt
Svs?nznukf/ I(A(s) — A(r))U (r, s)z||" dr
T 1
< A2 |all? + ks / Tl
(3.6)
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Remark 3.7. Let A() : [0,7] = L(D, X) be a Lipschitz continuous function, i.e.,
[A()z — A(s)z|| <[t =sllzllp (s €[0,7],2 € D).

Assume that A(t) € A X for anyt € [0,7] and let C € L(D,Y). By (3.6), we obtain
that if (C, A(t)) is p-admissible for all t € [0,7], then (C,A(:)) is p-admissible for
every p € (1,00).

Theorem 3.8. Let A(-) : [0,7] — L(D,X) satisfies the condition (H) and let
C € L(D,Y). Then (C,A(")) is admissible, if and only if (C,A(t)) is admissible
for allt € ]0,7).

Proof. For x € D and s € [0, 7), we have:
/T |CU(t, s)x|?-dt = /T |CU(t,s)x — Ce™ =504 g 4 Ce=E=AG) P gt
< 2P /T |CU(t, )z — Ce™ (=504 g1 dt
+ 2P /T ||Cef(t75)A(S):E||f/dt
<Py [ N0 s)e = e A

+2p/ |[CetAE) |2 dt
0

< POl |0 s) = A
+ 20 (5)" 2]

< POl 3 I 0 — e DA

+ 2 (57 2]

S 2PN CWz oy MP |21 + 27— (5)7 |17,
where the last inequality follows from (3.5).

By the same arguments, we obtain the other implication. Let 2 € D and [a, ] a
sub-interval of [0,7) with a # b, we have:

b—a p b
/ Ce_tA(“)xH dt = /
0 Y a

b
-,
b

< [
a

‘Ce_(t_“)A(“):EHp dt
Y

‘Ce—u—a)A(a)x — CU(t,a)x + CU(t, a>wHi a

P
‘CU(t, a)x — Ce_(t_“)A(“)xHY dt

b
4 2?/ ICU(t, a)a?. dt

—(-—a a P
<2 1O |0 e
2057 o]

< 271 ) MP2]|? + 277 ]
O

Remark 3.9. If instead of (H), we make the following assumption (H’) on A(-):
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(H*) For anyt € [0,7], A(t) € A4 X%, and

c

|t —s]*

’KMQ—A@»&“ﬂ““%Hg Izl (s €07,z € X)

for some constants ¢ > 0 and o € (0,1).

Then we can associate an evolution family on X to A(-) and the result of Theorem
3.8 remains valid for p € (1,1/a). The proof follows from the estimate

cP

il tselrloeX)

|a®) = e =402 <

forp € (1,1/a). For instance, let A € L(D,X) such that A € A X and that the
semigroup generated by A is of negative type. Consider the function A() : [0,7] —
L(D, X) given by

A(t)r = Ax + b(t)(—A)*x (te€0,7],z € D)

for some o € (0,1), where b : [0,7] — [0,00) is a bounded and measurable map.
Using Young’s inequality and [3, Example 2.9.(c)], it is easy to see that A(t) € MR
for any t € [0,7]. Hence A(-) satisfies the condition (H?).

4. EXAMPLE

Let Q be a bounded domain in R™ with n > 2 with such that 02 =Ty UTI'; is
bounded and of class C?. We select

X :=1%Q), Y :=L*09),

D := {u € H*(Q) :ur, = (%)m = 0},

where v is the unit normal vector. Define A := A with domain D(A) = D. It was
shown in [14] that A is a generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X. For
t € [0, 7], consider the operator A(t) : D — X given by:

A(t)u = Au+b(t)(—A)%u (u e D),

where v < 1/2 and b : [0,7] — [0,00) is a continuous function. The operator A(t)
has maximal regularity for any ¢ € [0,7]. Hence A(-) satisfies the condition (H?)
as in the remark above.

Consider the observation operator

0, onTYy,

u

C:D—=Y, CUZ{
s onfl.

According to [14], the operator C' is admissible for A and by [10] C' is admissible
for A(t) for any t € [0, 7]. Finally, by Remark 3.9 (Theorem 3.8), the operator C' is
admissible for A(:).
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