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Abstract

In this article we focus on a doubly nonlinear nonlocal parabolic initial boundary value
problem driven by the fractional p-Laplacian equipped with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions on a domain in R? and composed with a continuous, strictly
increasing function. We establish well-posedness in L! in the sense of mild solutions,
a comparison principle, and for restricted initial data we obtain that mild solutions
of the inhomogeneous evolution problem are strong. We obtain L? — L>° regularity
estimates for mild solutions, implying decay estimates and extending the property of
strong solutions for more initial data. Moreover, we prove local and global Holder
continuity results as well as a comparison principle that yields extinction in finite
time of mild solutions to the homogeneous evolution equation.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Introduction

Let © be an open set in R4, d >1,0< T < o0, 1 <p<ooand 0<s<1. Then
our main focus in this article is the following initial boundary value problem

ur(t) + (=Ap)°p(u(t)) + f(,u(t)) = g(,t) nQx(0,T),
u(t) =0 in R4\ Q x (0,7), (1.1)
u(0) = up on (2,

for given ug € L' and g € L'(0,T;L'), where we abbreviate the Lebesgue space
Li(Q) by L9, 1 < ¢ < oo, and impose the following conditions on ¢ and f:

p € C(R) is a strictly increasing function satisfying ¢(0) = 0, (1.2)
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and f: Q2 x R — R admits the following properties:

f is a Lipschitz-continuous Carathéodory function; that is, (1.3a)

for every u € R, x — f(x,u) is measurable on 2, and there is
an w > 0 such that

[f(z,ur) — fa,us)| < wlug — ug| for all uy,us € R,
uniformly for a.e. x € ),

and f(z,0) =0 for a.e. x € Q. (1.3b)

The doubly nonlinear nonlocal operator (—A,)%¢ in the evolution problem (1.1)
models a (singular or degenerated) nonlocal diffusion and is the composition of the
(variational) Dirichlet fractional p-Laplacian (see Section 2.3)

(o) = [ 1) 00 )0) o0 g,

R2d |z — yl|dtps

for every u, v € WP where we write W"? for the fractional Sobolev space WP (2)
(see Section 2.1) and a function ¢ satisfying (1.2).

In this paper, we present well-posedness of (1.1) in the sense of mild solutions
w: [0,T] — L', that is, u(t) is the limit in L' of step-functions wu,, with coefficients
solving the corresponding time discretized problem (for a precise definition, we refer
to Definition 2.4), and a comparison result for such solutions (see Theorem 1.1 below).
Moreover, we establish global regularity estimates implying an immediate smoothing
effect, and finite time of extinction under minimal natural hypotheses on the given
initial data ug and the forcing term ¢. Further, we give sufficient conditions implying
that mild solutions u of (1.1) are strong distributional solutions in L', that is, for
a.e. t € (0,7), u is differentiable at ¢, p(u(t)) € WP and satisfies (—Ap)*¢(u(t)) =
g(-,t) — f(-,u(t)) — u(t) in L (see Definition 2.6).

We focus, in particular, on the case ¢(u) = |u|/™ 1u (which we denote by u™) for
m > 0. Then the equation in (1.1) reduces to

u(t) + (=Ap)°u™(t) + f(-,u(t)) = g(-, 1) in Qx (0,7). (1.5)

For mild solutions of the initial boundary value problem associated to (1.5) with
m > 1, we prove global L* — L® regularity estimates, 1 < ¢ < m + 1, implying an
immediate smoothing effect (see Theorem 1.2). This also allows us to improve the
integrability of the time derivative of solutions as presented in Theorem 1.5. For this
case, we establish in Theorem 1.7 local Holder continuity of the solutions to (1.5)
provided p > 2 and sp > d and global continuity in Theorem 1.8 for the case m = 1
and 1 < p < oo. We prove these in Section 7. In Section 8, we provide a comparison
principle for the solutions of evolution problem (1.1) when the homogeneous boundary
data is replaced by time-dependent, inhomogeneous data. With this tool, we can
establish finite time of extinction of the solutions to (1.1).

Nonlinear integro-differential operators such as the doubly nonlinear nonlocal op-
erator (—A,)*¢ have received recent interest for their role in the mathematical anal-
ysis of anomalous diffusion, as well as their applications in such fields as statistical



mechanics, physics, finance, fluid dynamics and image processing. We refer the inter-
ested reader, for example, to [1, 2, 3, 4, 5].

In recent years, the first-order evolution problem for the fractional p-Laplacian
has been studied by many authors, including [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. This problem
corresponds to that of (1.5) with m =1 so that the equation in (1.1) reduces to

w(t) + (=Ap)°u(t) + f(-,u(®)) = g(-, 1) in Q x (0,7). (1.6)

In particular, Mazén et al. [7] (see also, [§]) obtained existence and uniqueness of
strong solutions to equation (1.6) for f = g = 0 equipped with either homogeneous
Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. Giacomoni and Tiwari [9] obtained well-
posedness in L™ of strong solutions to equation (1.6) equipped with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary data. Global LY — L regularity estimates, 1 < ¢ < oo, for
solutions to the parabolic equation (1.6) for g = 0 and equipped with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions have been obtained in the monograph [14] of the second
author.

It is worth noting that the operator (—A,)%p is the nonlocal counterpart of the
local doubly nonlinear operator (—A,)¢ (see, for example [15, 16, 14]). In addition,
the fractional p-Laplacian (—A)® is a natural generalization of the well-known linear
fractional Laplacian (—A)®. Hence, an important special case of this doubly nonlinear
nonlocal evolution problem (1.1) is given by the celebrated fractional porous medium
equation

ug(t) + (A u™(t) = g(-,t) in Q x (0,7, (1.7)

for m > 0. For initial boundary-value problems associated with (1.7), Vazquez and
his collaborators [17, 18, 19] have developed a theory to obtain existence, uniqueness,
regularity, and decay estimates. Their methods were partially based on classical
nonlinear semigroup theory (cf. [20, 21, 22]), the extension technique [23] (when 2 =
R?) and other classical PDE methods. Finite time of extinction of classical solutions
to (1.7) satisfying homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions was proved in [24].
Here we refine the method in [24] and make it available for mild solutions of the more
general boundary value problem (1.1).

The parabolic boundary-value problem (1.1) studied in this paper was recently
studied by Giacomoni et al. [25] in the case ¢(r) = ™, r € R, given by (1.5), for
2101_71 <m<1,p< %, and Q a bounded domain with boundary 99 of class C1:!.
By using similar techniques as Bénilan and Gariepy [26], they obtained existence and
uniqueness of positive strong solutions under the assumption that the forcing term
g = 0 and the lower-order perturbation f(-,u) satisfies a specific growth condition
related to u9=1, 1 < ¢ < p < co. Our results presented here complement and improve
those in [25] in various directions as specified below.

1.2. Main results

We begin by stating our well-posedness result in the sense of mild solutions in L*
and a comparison principle. We denote the intersection space L' N L> by L' and
restrict the fractional p-Laplacian to LN with (_Ap)\sLmoo (see Section 2.2.4 and,

in particular, Definition 2.13). The composition operator (—Ap)lsLmoo o ¢ is defined



in L' (see Definition 2.15). Here we also use the notation [u]™ to denote max{u,0},
the positive part of u, and [u]! = u. We also use the notation of g-brackets defined
by Definition 2.2.

Theorem 1.1 (Well-posedness & comparison principle in L'). Let Q be an open
domain in R%, d > 1. Let 1 <p < oo, 0 < s < 1, and suppose that ¢, f satisfy (1.2)
and (1.3a)-(1.3b), respectively. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If either p € WL2(R) or o € WEY(R) for ¢ > £, then one has that

loc 1—s’

D)) )" = L.

(2) For every initial value ug € D((—Ap)fLmoogp)Ll and g € L*(0,T; L"), there is a
unique mild solution u € C([0,T]; L*) of the initial boundary value problem (1.1).
Moreover, for all 1 < q < oo, one has that

t
lu)llq < e*lluollg +/0 g (r)q dr (1.8)

for every uy € D((—Ap)fLm,,o o) NLY and g € L'(0,T; L' N LY).
(3) For every 1, y2 € L', g1, g2 € L*(0,T; LY), and corresponding mild solutions
uy, ug of (1.1) with initial data y1, y2 respectively, one has

[[[u1(t) — ua(t)]”]l1 < e lys — ya]” I

. 1.9
b [ o) - el

forall0 <t <T, andv € {+,1}.

The statements of Theorem 1.1 follow as an application of the existence theory
developed by [26], in the monograph [14] by Coulhon and the second author, and
by classical nonlinear semigroup theory (cf. [21]). We give the details of the proof
in Section 3. Our well-posedness result presented here complements and generalizes
the recent result by Giacomoni et al. [25] by allowing general, strictly increasing
functions ¢ and by considering solutions which may change sign. In contrast to [25],
Theorem 1.1 provides well-posedness for all initial data ug in L.

Our next result is concerned with global L’ — L> regularity estimates, 1 < ¢ < oo,
for mild solutions u of the initial boundary value problem (1.1), implying an immediate
smoothing effect. For these regularity estimates, the Sobolev embedding (see, for
instance, [27, 28])

-1
(L-5)  ifp<®,
WP — [Ps  with ps = P if p= %7 (1.10)
0 if p> g,

and p € [p, ), is crucial, where we write WP for W*P(Q). Theorem 1.2 is a special
case of Theorem 4.1 in Section 4 as illustrated in Section 5. Theorem 4.1 applies to



abstract operators A acting on L? and satisfying an abstract Sobolev inequality (as
introduced in [14]). In particular we apply a De Georgi iteration (cf. [29]) to obtain
an L™t — L estimate which is then extrapolated to L* — L>°. Here we refine the
methods in [29] by Caffarelli and Vasseur, [30] by Porzio and [14] by Coulhon and the
second author.

Theorem 1.2 (Global L — L™ estimates). Let Q be an open domain in R, d > 1.
Letp>1,0<s <1, and m > 1 such that

m(p—1)+(m+1)%>l. (1.11)

Further, let o(r) = r™ for r € R, and f(-,u) satisfy (1.3a)-(1.3b). Take qs = ps if
pF# % and qs > max(p,1+ =) if p= 2. For p>m+1 and ¢ > 1 satisfying

m s

1
! ) , (1.12)
1 - mlﬂ—q—s) ifmp—1) <1,
and ) ( 0
—mp—
> (1.13)

qs
let g€ LY(0,T; LP)NLY(0,T; L*NLY**™%€) for some e > 0. Let 1 < ¢ < m+1 satisfy

1—m(p-1)
qs
Then for every ug € L* N L' the mild solution u of (1.1) in L' satisfies
1
w @ w B
Ju)lloo < Cmax (50 (2 0)", P2 g1, ) (L4 V()T x
t . - s (1.15)
(ol + [ D lg(r)lar )
0
for all t € (0,T], where we set
N(t) = sup M(i)”g"“ gomihte ”g“mo’%ﬁ” ,
5€(0,1] M(s)} (e luollo+ [ ew== lg(r) ¢ dr) THTI7 (1.16)

2=

«@
M(t) = max (ewﬁlt (% + w) ,6w52t ||9H7[7,w(0,t;Lp)) )



for the constants given by

1
n= :
_mel C 1) (1 - mL
1 - m +mp(1 ¢)(1 mqs) (1.17)
1 1
E = o R
0 ifmp—1)>1,

B2 =

and where C > 0 depends on m, p, s, d, qs, £, p and 1.

In the case of no forcing term, g = 0, this simplifies to the following L¢ — L™
estimate.

Corollary 1.3. Let Q be an open domain in R, d > 1. Let p>1,0< s < 1, and
m > 1 such that (1.11) holds. Let qs = ps if p # % and qs > max(p, 1+ 1) if p= g.
Let ¢(r) = r™ for r € R. Further, suppose that f(-,u) satisfies (1.3a)-(1.3b) and
g=0. Let 1 </ < m+1 and suppose { satisfies (1.14). Then for every ug € L* N L*

the mild solution u of (1.1) in L' satisfies

[u(t)[loo < Ce 4= uo| (1.18)
for all t € (0,T], where
1 (-2
o= , = ,
mp—1)—1+01-2) T mlp-1) -1+ 61— L)
1 m
— ‘ —1) <1,
p—{ Frtrah(gy Ve
0 ifmp—1) > 1,

and C' > 0 depends on m, p, s, d, qs and L.

Such regularity and decay estimates are common for these diffusion problems,
see for example [30] and the references therein. In particular, with f = 0, g = 0
we have Corollary 1.3 with w = 0 and hence a decay in time. Similar estimates
have been found for related problems, including for a class of local doubly nonlinear
problems [30] related to a doubly nonlinear p-Laplacian evolution equation. In [29],
an L' — L™ estimate is found corresponding to the fractional Laplacian with s = %

1

and in [17] for the fractional porous medium equation with s = 5. In the case of



the fractional porous medium equation on R? (d > 1), the same authors in [18] find
such an LY — L™ regularizing effect for all £ > 1. We can also compare this to the
Barenblatt solutions found for related evolution problems in [11, 12, 31], noting the
convergence in L!(R?) as t — co. We emphasise that in all cases the exponents given
by (1.17) in Corollary 1.3 agree with those found in these papers; in the case of [30],
by taking s = 1. We note that compared to [25], we restrict to m > 1 rather than
0 < m < 1 due to the limitation of Lemma 5.1. Such regularizing effects require
separate consideration in this case.

Now, for 1 < p < oo and 0 < s < 1, set

s.t.

S
|L1ﬁoo

3 (Un, hn)nZl g (_Ap)
D((-A,)? )=<que L |y, »uin L' and

|L1neo
(Uny hp)n>1 18 bounded in L™ x Lt

and for every continuous ¢, let

| L1noo

D((=8y)ipnesp) = {u e L' | p(w) € DI(=2,)1,.) }-

Then, by taking advantage of [26, Theorem 4.1], we show in our next theorem that
for every uy € D((—Ap)fmecp), the corresponding mild solutions u of the initial

boundary value problem (1.1) is strong and distributional. In this theorem, the term
[]s,p denotes the Gagliardo semi-norm (2.1). We prove this result in Section 6.

Theorem 1.4 (Mild solutions are strong and distributional). Let Q be an open do-
main in R, d > 1, of finite Lebesgue measure. Let 1 <p < 00, 0< s <1, p € C(R)
be a strictly increasing function such that p=' € AC)o.(R). Suppose f(-,u) satis-
fies (1.3a)-(1.3b) and let F' be the Nemystkii operator of f. Further suppose that
g € BV(0,T;LY) N LY(0,T; L>). Then for every ug € ﬁ((—Ap)fLmoocp), the mild

solution u of (1.1) is a strong distributional solution in L* having the reqularity
we Whe((0,7); LY 1 L%((0, T]; L) N C((0, T; L7)
for every 1 < q < co. Moreover, p(u) has a weak derivative given by

d du

Egﬁ(u(t)) = ga’(u(t))a in L? for a.e. t >0 (1.19)

and the function t — [p(u(t))]? , has derivative given by

Lo, =~ IO POl
(1.20)

for a.e. t > 0.



Strong solutions are naturally a standard aim of results in such a theory and
so have been investigated for many related problems. For the fractional p-Laplacian
evolution equation, these have been found in [7] and for the fractional porous medium
equation on R?, in [18]. Comparing this with [25], we note that a different regime is
studied with 2;71 <m < 1 compared to m > 0 for non-negative solutions.

In the case ¢(u) = u™, the operator is homogeneous and we have the following
Lipschitz estimate via the regularising effect of homogeneous operators in [32]. Here

we define, for g € L}, (0,T;L') and 0 <t < T < o0,

Ot _
V(t,g) = limsup/ g+ &) = 9@l (1.21)
£—0+ 0 5

Note that V(T g) < oo is equivalent to ¢t — tg(t) having (essentially) finite variation
on [0,T].

Theorem 1.5 (Derivative estimates for p(u) = u™). Let Q be an open domain in

R d>1. Letp>1,0<s<1and f(-,u) satisfy (1.3a)-(1.3b). Suppose ¢(r) =r™

r € R for m > 0. Then we have the following regularity estimates.

(1) Suppose m(p—1) #1, g € L (0,T;L') and V(T,g) < oo. Then for everyug € L*,
the unique mild solution u to (1.1) is Lipschitz continuous on each compact subset

of (0,T] satisfying

. u(t + h) — u(t Ce?wt !
tim s L)~ 0l <|U0|1+ / ||g<f>||1df)
h—0+ ¢ 0

(1.22)

wt

~ m(p—1)+2
where O = %

(2) Let g € BV(0,T; L*) N L*(0,T; L>). Further, suppose that m > 1 satisfies

m(p—1) + (m+ 1)% > 1 (1.11)
Take qs = ps if p # % and gs > max(p, 1 + %) ifp= g, and suppose that
p
m(p—1)>=—. (1.23)

qs
If, in addition, for p > m +1 and ¢ > 1 satisfying

1-— 1 1
prmElome _<<1__><1_£),
1_q_s P "/J qs

g belongs to LY (0,T; L) N L™TY0,T; L>), then for every ug € L', the mild



solution u to (1.1) is a strong solution in L' and satisfies

t
/ Sd/umfl(s)
0 Q
v

< Ct (1 +t*) max (ewﬁlt, taew62t|\g||zw(07t;m)) X

du

2
g | dmds+ tE(p(ult)))

> - (124)

t
(e“’tlluOlh +/ = lg(7)|L dr 1+ F(2)7)
0

t
4 [ (@ms) gt as
0
for allt € (0,T] with & = 42 +2, F(s) given by (1.16), constants given by (1.17)
with £ =1 and where C > 0 depends on m, p, s, d, qs, ¥, p and w.

In the case of no forcing term, g = 0 and taking ¢ = 1, this simplifies to the
following L' — L®° estimate.

Corollary 1.6. Let Q be an open domain in R, d > 1. Letp >1,0< s < 1, f(-,u)
satisfy (1.3a)-(1.3b) and g = 0. Suppose p(r) =r™, r € R for m > 1 satisfying

m(p—1)+(m+1)%>1. (1.11)
Take qs = ps if p # g and qs > max(p, 1 + %) ifp= %, and suppose that
p
mp—1)> —. (1.23)

S

Then for every ug € L', the mild solution u to (1.1) satisfies
t ~
/ Sa/ umfl(s)
0 Q

for all t € (0,T] with

du

15| drds + 17 E(p(u(t))

(1.25)
2\ wpt g 1
SCt(l—i—t )e lluoll;

am
L_om
« ) + 2,

mf3 ym
pr— 1
b= tomsn L

constants given by (1.17) with £ = 1 and where C > 0 depends on m, p, s, d, qs and
w.

In this case we also have local Holder regularity. Here V(T g) is defined as
in (1.21).



Theorem 1.7 (Local Hélder continuity). Let Q be a bounded domain in R%, d > 1.
Assume 2 < p < 00, 0 < s < 1 such that sp > d and ¢(u) = u™, m > 0. Suppose
[ satisfies (1.3a)-(1.3b) with F the Nemytskii operator of f, g € L*(0,T;L"') and
V(T,g) < co. Let u(t) be the mild solution to (1.1) for ug € L*.

Then u™(t) € CP .(Q) for every 0 < § < min(sfjd,l) and a.e. t € (0,T). In

1
particular, for m > 1, u(t) € C2 (Q) for every 0 < § < min( Sp*cfn, 1) and a.e. t €
0,7).

(p—1)

Local Holder regularity has been established for the fractional porous medium
equation in [24] for Z;gz < m < 1 via an oscillation lemma and in [18] for the
fractional porous medium equation on R for m > 1. This result applies the elliptic
local regularity proved in [33] and extends the work in [34], which considers Holder
regularity in space and time for a weak formulation of the fractional p-Laplacian

evolution problem.

Furthermore, for ¢ given by the identity, we have continuity in time and global
Holder continuity in space for a bounded domain. Both Holder regularity results are
proved in Section 7.

Theorem 1.8 (Global Holder regularity for ¢(r) =r). Let Q be a bounded

domain in R, d > 2, with a boundary 02 of the class C*', 1 < p < o0, 0 <
s <1-— %, and suppose f satisfies (1.3a)-(1.3b) with F the Nemytskii operator of
f on Cy(Q). Then —((—Ap)lsco + F) generates a strongly continuous semigroup of
quasi contractions on Co(Q). In particular, for p(r) = r, r € R, ug € Co(Q) and
g € L0, T;L>®) N BV(0,T; L), let u be the unique mild solution of the initial
boundary value problem (1.1). Then u € C'P([5,T]; Co(Q)) for every 0 < § < T and
for some a € (0, s], u(t) € C¥Q) for allt € (0,T).

This result extends [9], wherein Giacomoni and Tiwari obtain continuity up to
the boundary in space, uniform in time. Here we refine the estimate, proving that
the resolvent is m-accretive in Cy. We use the global Holder regularity of the elliptic
problem given by [35] with semigroup theory for the operator restricted to the space of
continuous functions. Holder regularity has been considered for the elliptic problem,
for example, in [33].

By obtaining a comparison theorem for solutions with inhomogeneous boundary
data and considering the fundamental solution we can prove finite time of extinction
of solutions to (1.1). This is proved in Section 8.

Theorem 1.9 (Finite time of extinction). Let Q be a bounded domain in R,
d > 1. Let u be a strong distributional solution to (1.1) with ug € D((—=Ap)®) where
p is strictly increasing, p(R) =R, ¢(0) =0 and % € L0, |luolles), f =0 and g = 0.
Then u(t,-) =0 for all t > T* where T* is given by

1 llwolls
T = ~7/ ——ds (1.26)
CRi-rs J o(s)

where C'is given by (8.6) and depends on R, p, s and d.

10



We have the following Corollary in the case ¢(r) =™, r € R.

Corollary 1.10. Let Q be a bounded domain in R, d > 1. Let u be a strong
distributional solution to (1.1) with ug € L where o(r) =r™, 0 <m <1, f=0
and g =0. Then u(t,-) =0 for all t > T* where T* is given by (1.26).

Finite time of extinction of solutions to (1.1) was also proved for the fractional
porous medium equation (p = 2) in [24] in the Dirichlet case and [18] for the Cauchy
problem. See also [12, 13] for discussion of extinction for the fractional p-Laplacian
evolution problem on R?.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some basic definitions and recall known results used
throughout this paper.

2.1. A brief primer on Gagliardo-Sobolev-Slobodeckii spaces

In this section, we provide a short summary of Gagliardo-Sobolev-Slobodeckii
spaces, which are necessary to study the intial boundary value problem (1.1) with
functional analytical tools. For a deeper understanding of this theory, we refer the
interested reader to [36, 27| or [37].

For 1 < p < 00,0 < s < 1, and an open subset Q of R%, we write W*? for the
Gagliardo-Sobolev-Slobodeckii space of fractional order s, also known as the fractional
Sobolev space W*P () given by

WeP(Q) = {u e Lp“u]&p < oo}

where

e — " (21)

|z — y|dtor

denotes the s-Gagliardo semi-norm. The space W*P defines a Banach space if it is
equipped with the norm

1/
lullwer = (lullg, + [ul?,) "

Further, let W*(2), denoted by W**, be the closure in W*? of the set C2°(12) of
test functions. By [36, Theorem 10.1.1], the space W™ admits, for 1 < p < oo, the
characterization

Wit = {u € W*P(RY)

3% :R? - Rs.t. @=wu a.e. on R?
and 7 = 0 quasi-everywhere on R4\ Q [~

where T denotes a (quasi-continuous) representative of u. Therefore, the space W”
incorporates homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions in a weak sense.

11



2.2. Basics of nonlinear semigroup theory

We begin by reviewing some basic definitions and important results in nonlinear
semigroup theory from the standard literature [20, 22] and the monograph [14].

2.2.1. The general framework

Let (X, ) be a measure space with a positive o-finite measure pu, and M (3, u)
be the set of u-a.e. equivalence classes of measurable functions v : ¥ — R. For
1 < ¢ < o0, we denote by L the classical Lebesgue space equipped with the standard

L%-norm
1/q
(f1ulran) g < oo,
ullq = =

inf{ke [O,oo]}u({|u| >k})=0} if ¢ = 0.

If Q is an open subset of R? d > 1, and p is the classical d-dimensional Lebesgue
measure restricted to the trace-c-algebra B(R?) N () then we write L7 instead of L.

Let X C M (3, ) be a Banach space with norm ||-||x. The main object in this
section is the abstract Cauchy problem (in X)

(2.2)

%(t) + Au(t) 3 g(t) for a.e. t € (0,7T),
u(0) = wo,

for given initial value ug € D(A)" and forcing term g € L'(0,7;X). In (2.2), A
denotes a (possibly) multi-valued operator A : D(A) — 2% on X with effective
domain D(A) := {u € X | Au # 0}, the closure of D(A) in X denoted by D(A)", and
range Rg(A) := UueD(A) Aw. In this setting, it is standard to view an operator A as
a subset of X x X, or relation on X, and to identify A with its graph

A= {(u,v)eXxX

vEAu}.

Definition 2.1. An operator A on X is called accretive (in X ) if
lu—dllx < llu—d+Xv-2)x (2.3)

for every (u,v), (4,0) € A and every X\ > 0. Further, an operator A on X is called
quasi accretive if there is an w € R such that A + wl is accretive in X.

Clearly, if A + wl is accretive in X for some w € R then A + @I is accretive
for every @ > w. Thus, there is no loss of generality in assuming that if A is quasi
accretive then there is an w > 0 such that A + wI is accretive in X.

Equivalently, A is accretive in X if and only if, for every A > 0, the resolvent
operator of A, defined by Jy := (I+AA)~!, is a single-valued mapping from Rg(I+\A)
to D(A) which is contractive (also called non-expansive) with respect to the norm of
X. That is,

[Jau = Jxtl|x < flu—dllx

for all u, & € Rg(I + AA) and X\ > 0.
The next definition is taken from [14].
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Definition 2.2. For 1 < g < oo, we define the g-bracket on L{ to be the mapping
[]q s LE x LE — R defined by

L+ Aoflg — 2 Jug

m
A—0+4 A

Jor u, v € L. We further define the bracket

oy Mt Al = ]
[, o]+ = Algng A

foru, ve LL.
Then an operator A on L is accretive in L7 if and only if

[u—1d,v—12],>0 for all (u,v), (4,0) € A.

The g-bracket [-, -], is upper semicontinuous (respectively, continuous if 1 < ¢ < 00)
and if 1 < g < o0,
w.tla = [ " uvdy (2.4)
)
for every u, v € Lf. While for ¢ = 1, [-,-]s reduces to the classical brackets [-,] on
1 .
L,, given by
wohi= [ g vdpt [ ol (2.5)
{uz0} {u=0}

for u, v € L}L, where the restricted signum sign, is defined by

1 if s >0,
signg(s) =40 if s=0,
1 ifs<0,

for s € R (cf. [21, Section 2.2 & Example (2.8)] or [22, pp 102]).

Next, we introduce the following class of operators.

Definition 2.3. An operator A on X is called m-accretive in X if A is accretive in
X and satisfies the so-called range condition

Reg(I+XA) =X for some (or equivalently all) \ > 0, (2.6)

and an operator A on X is called quasi m-accretive in X if there is an w > 0 such
that A + wl is m-accretive in X .

By the classical theory of nonlinear evolution problems (cf. [21], or alternatively, [22,
Corollary 4.1]), the condition ‘A is quasi m-accretive in X’ ensures that for given
uy € D(A)" and g € L'(0,T; X), the Cauchy problem (2.2) admits a unique mild
solution, which is continuously dependent on ug and g.
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Definition 2.4. Suppose g € L'(0,T; X) for some T > 0. A mild solution u in X of
Cauchy problem (2.2) is a function u € C([0,T]; X) such that for every ¢ > 0 there
is a partition o : 0 = tg < --- <ty < T of the interval [0,tn] and a finite sequence
(gi)f\;q with the following properties: T —1tn < e, t; —ti_1 < ¢ for everyi=1,...,N,

N ti
> [ st -l <.
i=1Yti-1

there exists a step function u. » : [0,T] — X of the form

N
us,o(t) = Uo 11{tU:O} (t) + Z us,a(ti) ]l(ti,l,ti] (t>a (27)
=1

where the values of ue » on (ti—1,t;], denoted by u;, recursively solve the finite differ-
ence equation

w; + (tz — ti,l)Aui > (tl — tifl)gi —+ U1 fOT every 1= 1, ey N

and
sup Jlu(t) — ue o (t)||x < e.
te[0,T]

In the homogeneous case g = 0, if A is quasi m-accretive in X, then the Crandall-
Liggett theorem (cf. [38, Theorem I]) states that for every element ug of D(A)™, there
is a unique mild solution u of (2.2) in X for every 7' > 0 and this solution u can be
given by the exponential formula

u(t) = lim (I+LA4) " ug (2.8)

n—oo
uniformly in ¢ on compact intervals. For every ug € D(A)", setting
Tiug == u(t), for every t > 0, (2.9)

defines a (nonlinear) strongly continuous semigroup {T}}1>0 of (w-)quasi contractions
T, : D(A)" — D(A)" with w € R. More precisely, the family {T}},>¢ satisfies the
following three properties:

e semigroup property
Tsyt =Ty 0Ty  for every s, t >0,
e strong continuily

7 A\ X
)

lim || Tyu —ul|x =0 for every u € D(A)
t—0+

e cxponential growth property in X or (w-)quasi contractivity in X

|Tyu — Tl x < e“lu—v|x  forallu, v e D(A)™, t>0.

14



For the family {7}};>0 on D(A)", the operator

lim Thuh_ v_ v in X}

h—0t

Ay = {(u,v) eX xX

is a well-defined mapping A, : D(A,) — X with domain

D(A,) := {u € X} lim Thu —

u . .
exists in X}
h—0t h

called the infinitesimal generator of {T}}i>0. If {T}}1>0 is w-quasi contractive in X,
then — A, is w-quasi accretive in X.

Since mild solutions of Cauchy problem (2.2) are only the locally uniform (in time)
limit of step functions (2.7) with values in X, it is important to know whether they
are actually strong solutions of (2.2) in X.

Definition 2.5. Given ug € X and g € L'(0,T;X) for some T > 0, a function
u € C([0,T); X) is called a strong solution in X of Cauchy problem (2.2) if u(0) = uo,
u belongs to WE'((0,T); X) and for a.e. 0 < t < T, one has that u(t) € D(A) and

loc

g(t) — G (1) € Aut).

Since we typically take A to be the closure of (—A,)* in L' x L1, we also want to

consider solutions with further regularity on ¢(u). Hence we consider distributional
solutions with the following definition.
Definition 2.6. For given f satisfying (1.3a)-(1.3b) and g € L, .((0,00); L}, .), a
function u € C([0,00); L) is called a distributional solution of initial value prob-
lem (1.1) if u(0) = ug in L', p(u) € LV ((0,00); W*P) and for every test function
€€ Cx([0,00) x RY), one has that

- ué dz tz— h wé dodt + ’ (f(x,u) —g)¢dadt
Rd h  Ja R t1 JRA

+ /tz (p(u)(t, @) = p(u)(t,y)P~ " (€t x) — SGY) g, gyt = 0
tl R2d

|z — y|*Fep

for all 0 <t < t9 < 0.
Furthermore, if u is also differentiable with us(t) € L' for a.e. t > 0, then we call
this a strong distributional solution in L'.

If, for example, X = L for 1 < ¢ < oo and g =0, then X is a uniformly convex
Banach space and so the classical regularity theory of nonlinear semigroups (cf. [22,
Theorem 4.6]) applies: let A be a quasi m-accretive operator on Li,, then for every
ug € D(A) the mild solution u of Cauchy problem (2.2) is a strong solution of (2.2)
and t — Tyug given by (2.9) satisfies

Tiug = —A°Thug for every t > 0, (2.10)

&=

+
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where A° denotes the minimal selection of A given by the operator
A= Ayl = win 7]}
(z,y) € Alllyl = min 7]

Under additional geometric conditions on the Banach space X, one has that —A, C
A°. Ignoring these details on X, we nevertheless say that a strongly continuous
semigroup {T}};>0 of quasi contractions on D(A)X is generated by —A if A is quasi
m-accretive in X and {T}};>¢ is the family induced by (2.9).

If X is a Hilbert space H with inner product (-,-)y, then an important class of
m-accretive operators in H is given by the subdifferential operator

o€ == {(u,v) EHXxH|(v,E—u)g <EE)—E&(u) for all £ € H} (2.11)

of a proper, convex, lower semicontinuous functional £ : H — (—o00, +o0]. In Hilbert
spaces, accretivity is equivalent to monotonicity; that is, an operator A is monotone
if

(u—1a,v—20)g >0 for all (u,v), (4,0) € A
(cf. [20], and see also [39, 40]). For this class of operators A = O, the Cauchy
problem (2.2) has the smoothing effect that every mild solution u of (2.2) is strong.
This result is due to Brezis [41] (see also [40]).

It is well known that the fractional p-Laplacian (—A,)* defined in (1.4) equipped
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on an open set 2 can be realized as
such a subdifferential operator € in L2. To be more precise, let Q C R%, d > 1, be
an open domain. Define the energy functional £ : L? — [0,00] for 1 < p < oo and
s €(0,1) by

=r, ifueWs?nL?

E(u) =12 [ty i e Ws o (2.12)
00 if ue L*\ WP,

for every u € L?, where we have defined the s-Gagliardo semi-norm by (2.1) on RY as

in the definition of W™ It is immediate that this energy functional is convex, lower

semicontinuous and proper with effecive domain D(£) = WgP N L? (cf. [7], [14]).

Then we have the following characterization of the subdifferential € (see [7]).

Proposition 2.7 (Characterization of (—A,)®). For 1 <p < oo and 0 < s <1, let
& be given by (2.12). Then for every u € WP N L2,

/Q h{x)o() d = /R /R (ule) — u()*~ (v(x) ~ v(y))

‘27 _ y|d+sp

OE(u) = hel?

for allv e WgP N L2

We note that the case p = 1 can be characterized similarly with a formulation
presented in [7], although we do not consider p = 1 in this article.

2.2.2. Completely accretive and T-accretive operators

The notion of completely accretive operators was introduced in [42] by Crandall
and Bénilan and further developed in [14]. Following the same notation as in these
two references, [Jy denotes the set of all convex, lower semicontinuous functions j :
R — [0, +00] satisfying j(0) = 0.
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Definition 2.8. A mapping S : D(S) — M (X, p) with domain D(S) C M (X, 1) is
called a complete contraction if

[tsu=swyau< [ jtu-a)du

by )

for all j € Jo and every u, 4 € D(S). An operator A on M (X, u) is called completely
accretive if for every A > 0, the resolvent operator Jy of A is a complete contraction.

It is well-known (see, e.g., [7, 14]) that the fractional p-Laplacian (—A,)* equipped
with Dirichlet boundary conditions is m-completely accretive in L?. A more general
class of operators is that of T-accretive operators. In particular, choosing j(-) =
[T e Jifl <g<ooandj(-)=|[[-]T—k]" € Jp for k > 0 large enough if ¢ = oo
shows that a complete contraction S satisfies the following T -contractivity property
in LZ for every 1 < ¢ < o0.

Definition 2.9. A mapping S : D(S) — L, with domain D(S) C Lf,, 1 < g < o0, is
called a T-contraction if

I1Su = Sal"llg < [u— @],

for every u, 4 € D(S). We say that an operator A on L is T-accretive if, for every
A > 0, the resolvent Jy of A defines a T-contraction with domain D(J\) = Rg(I+\A).

By the previous remark, a completely accretive operator is T-accretive in L{ for
all 1 < ¢ < oo. Furthermore, a T-accretive operator in L, 1 < g < oo, is accretive
in L} and the resolvent is order-preserving in L. That is, denoting the usual order
relation on L} by <, if S is T-contractive in L}, 1 < g < oo, then u < @ implies that
Su < St for u, & € L7 (see [21, Lemma 19.11] for further properties).

We can naturally extend these definitions to quasi m-completely accretive opera-
tors (and similarly for quasi m-T-accretive operators).

Definition 2.10. An operator A on M, is called quasi completely accretive if there
is an w > 0 such that for every A\ > 0, the resolvent operator Jx of A+ wl is a
complete contraction. Moreover, for 1 < q < oo, an operator A on L, is said to be
quasi m-completely accretive on L, if there is an w > 0 such that A+wl is completely
accretive and the range condition (2.6) holds with X = L.

2.2.8. T-accretive operators in L' with complete resolvent

In this last part of Section 2.2, we introduce the class of operators A which are
merely T-accretive in Lllt but have a so-called complete resolvent. This class of opera-
tors was introduced in [43] and further elaborated in [14]. It’s worth mentioning that
for a given completely accretive operator A in L', the composed operator Ay becomes
T-accretive in L' with complete resolvent so long as ¢ is a strictly increasing, con-
tinuous function on R (see [14]). Typical examples of this class of operators include
the doubly-nonlinear operators —A,¢ and (—A,)%p. Hence we need to introduce the
notion complete mappings.
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Definition 2.11. Let D(S) be a subset of M,,. A mapping
S:D(S) = M(%, 1) is called complete if

Liswan< [ i (2.13)

P

for every j € Jo and u € D(S).

We now introduce the class of accretive operators in L}L with complete resolvent
(similarly for T-accretive operators with complete resolvent).

Definition 2.12. An operator A on LL is called (m-)accretive in Li with complete
resolvent if A is (m-)accretive in Lt and for every A > 0, the resolvent operator
Jy : Rg(I + NA) — D(A) of A is a complete mapping. For w € R, we call an
operator A on L}L w-quasi (m-)accretive in L}L with complete resolvent (or simply
quasi (m-)accretive in L}, with complete resolvent) if A +wlI is (m-)accretive in L),
with complete resolvent.

The condition (2.13) on the resolvent provides a growth estimate on u(t), allowing
us to estimate u(t) in LF by the norms of ug and g in Lf,. In particular, we prove
such an estimate in Lemma 4.3, extending [43, Proposition 2.4].

2.2.4. The sub-differential operator in X

We rely on the m-accretivity of (—A,)® in L' to obtain mild and strong solutions
o (1.1). We also find that it is sufficient to work with the part in L™ to establish
existence of such solutions. Hence we consider operators restricted to L™ and
introduce a definition of subdifferential operators from [42] which we will apply in the
case X = L'. We will also use this to apply the results of [26] and in particular to
obtain strong solutions. We include functionals on a (possibly distinct) subspace YV
for completeness.

Definition 2.13. Let X, Y and Z be linear subspaces of M (3, ). Then for an energy
functional £ 1Y — (—o0, 00] with effective domain D(E) :={u € Y |E(u) < oo}, we
define the part of £ in X by

00 otherwise.

£, () = {E(U) forue D(E)N X,

Further, we define the operator 0x& in X by

u€ D(E) and /v(w—u)d,ugc‘:(w)—g(u) }

8X€:{(U,U)EX><X 5
for all w € X with v(w —u) € L},

and the part of 0x& in Z by

(0xE)|, = {(u,h) €ZxZ ’(u,h) e axg}.
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In the case X = Li and Y a linear subspace of M (X, ), this coincides with the
previous definition of the subdifferential € in LfL given by (2.11). One sees that for

a functional £ : Y — (—o0, 00] and & given by &, » that 5L,§5 = 0€.
In the case X = L, Y = L%, we have the inclusion (9€) C (8%5) .
L1Noo

W lL1nee =

However, since we are primarily interested in m-accretivity, they will be largely inter-
changeable due to the m-accretivity properties of (9E) proved in Theorem 3.1.

‘Lhﬁoo
For the class of operators dx&, Bénilan and Crandall [42] found sufficient conditions
implying that the closure dx&" of dx& in X is m-completely accretive. We note that
if £ is lower semicontinuous then (’“)LiELﬁ = 8%5.

Theorem 2.14 ([42, Lemma 7.1 & Theorem 7.4]). Let X be either Ly, 1 <1 < oo,
or L}F"O. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If a functional £ : X — (—o0, 0] satisfies
Eu+qla—u)+E(U+qla—u)) < E(u)+ E(Q)
for all u, 4 € X and g € C*(R) such that q(0) =0 and (2.14)
q' has compact support, satisfying 0 < ¢ <1 on R

then the operator Ox & is completely accretive.

(2) If € : X — [0, 00] satisfies (2.14), (0,0) € OxE, and if € is lower semicontinuous
for the topology of X + Li, then the closure Ox& " of OxE in X is m-completely
accretive in X .

Note that if £(0) = 0 and £(u) > 0 for all u € X with 0x& completely accretive,
then the condition (0,0) € € of Theorem 2.14 is satisfied.

2.3. The doubly nonlinear operator (—Ap)*¢

Throughout this paper we focus on the composed operator (—A,)%p = (—A,)% 0.
Hence, we introduce the composition operator on L' of the form Aoy for A an operator
on L}L and ¢ a function on R.

Definition 2.15. For an operator A on L}L and a function ¢ on R, we define the
composed operator A o ¢ in L}L as a graph by

Ap = {(u,v) € Lllt X L}L (p(u),v) € A}.
and interchangeably as a (possibly multi-valued) operator on L}L.

We may also extend the domain of an operator defined on Lllpoo in the following
manner introduced by [26].

Definition 2.16. For an operator A in L,/ x L[>, we extend the domain D(A)
by the set

3 (tn, hn)n>1 C A such that
D(A) = qu € L™ |u, = uin L), and

(Uny hn)n>1 is bounded in Ly x L}L.
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and for a strictly increasing ¢ € C(R), we define
D(Agp) := {u € Li ‘ o(u) € ﬁ(A)}
Then, for an operator A in L}[‘OO X L}[‘OO, one has that
D(A) C D(A) C LfL and D(Ap) C D(Ayp).

Now, for © ¢ R and ¢(ug) € D ((811€)|in) we have the following theorem
for existence of strong solutions from [26]. Note that here 3 corresponds to ¢!
in our setting and v to ¢(u). The statement in [26] also uses a slightly different
implementation of the sub-differential, closer to d.~& (giving potentially a larger
operator), however this does not affect the proof. A similar result for the homogeneous
evolution problem can be found in [14].

Theorem 2.17 ([26, Theorem 4.1], Existence of strong distributional solutions). Let
Q be an open domain in R?, d > 1, of finite Lebesgue measure, and T > 0. Suppose
E: L? — [0,00] is a lower semicontinuous function satisfying £(0) = 0 and (2.14)
for X = L2. Further, let B € AC)oc(R) be nondecreasing satisfying 3(R) = R. Then,
for every vy € D((8L18)|me) and f € BV((0,T); LY) " L'(0,T; L*) N L*(0, T; L*),
there exists v € L>((0,T) x Q) such that u := B(v) € W(0,T; L) is the unique
strong distributional solution to

(2.15)

{ul(t) + (8L18)|me v(t) € f(t) forae te€(0,T),
u(0) = B(vo).

We also require the following chain rule.

Theorem 2.18 ([26, Theorem 1.1]). Let (3, ) be a measure space.
If we WhY((0,T); L},), p € Li,.(R) and

loc
u= / p(r)dr € BV(0,T;L,,) N L'((0,T); L,,)
0

then u € WH((0,T); L)) and for a.e. t € (0,T)

du dw

) = plw() S0

for p-a.e. x € X.

With the above preliminaries we can now focus on proving our main results.

3. Well-posedness and a comparison principle

We now apply the nonlinear semigroup theory summarized in the previous section
to the doubly nonlinear operator (—A,)*¢ to prove Theorem 1.1. To do this we
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prove two key results for operators of the form (9€) chl + F', which might be of

| L1Noo
. . L
independent interest.

The first result gives us T-accretivity with complete resolvent for operators Ap
with a Lipschitz perturbation. This follows from [14, Proposition 2.17 and Proposition
2.19]. A comparable result can also be found for operators defined on finite measure
spaces (2, ) in [26, pg. 24] (see also [42, Lemma 7.1]).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose (3, i) is a o-finite measure space, & : Li — [0, 00] is convex,
lower semicontinuous with £(0) = 0 and satisfying (2.14). Let ¢ € C(R) be strictly
increasing with (0) = 0 and satisfying

(Br(), (9€), el 2 0 (3.1)

and
[B(u); (9€)) 30 ul2 2 0 (3.2)

for every A > 0 and u € D((O€)
mation of 5. Suppose F : L}L — L}L satisfies the Lipschitz property

1

where = @~ " and By is the Yosida approxi-

‘L}Lﬂoo)7

|F(u) — F(4)| w|lu—14] onX (3.3)
Jor allu, i € L, with constant w > 0 and satisfies F(0) = 0. Then (55)|L}pm o'+ F

18 w-quast m-1-accretive in L;IL with complete resolvent.

Proof. Since € is convex and attains its global minimum at 0, we have that (0,0) € 9€.
Then by the complete accretivity property, € has complete resolvent. Hence 9 is m-

completely accretive in L? with complete resolvent so that (9& )‘me is also completely

accretive. Since ¢ is injective, we have by [14, Proposition 2.17] that (9&) . ¢ is
m

T-accretive in L], with complete resolvent. So by [14, p.31] and [14, Proposition 2.12],

the operator (9E)| .. » + F is w-quasi T-accretive in L' with complete resolvent.

Then we can apply [14, Proposition 2.19] to 9 to obtain the range condition for the
closure and hence w-quasi m-T-accretivity. O

We now apply the above theorem to the doubly nonlinear operator (—A,)%.

Corollary 3.2. Let Q be an open domain in R*, d > 1. Suppose F : L' — L'
satisfies the Lipschitz property (3.3) for all u, @ € L' with constant w > 0 and
satisfies F(0) = 0. Let £ be the energy functional given by (2.12) associated to the
s-Gagliardo semi-norm. Then the following statements hold.

1. The sub-differential operator OE in L? of £ is m-completely accretive on L2.
2. The part (9E)|pin= of OE in L' x LN satisfies (3.1) and (3.2).

3. The operator (OE)
resolvent.

[L1nso <PL1 + F is w-quasi m-T-accretive in L' with complete
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Proof. We first show that & satisfies (2.14) and so, the sub-differential operator &
of £ on L? is m-completely accretive on L? owing to Theorem 2.14. Obviously, it
is sufficient to show that £ satisfies (2.14) for every v and © € D(E). For given z,
y € R, set a = v(x) —v(y) and b = d(x) —0(y), and let ¢ € C*(R) satisfying ¢(0) = 0
and 0 < ¢ < 1. Since 0 < ¢’ <1, there is a k € [0,1] such that ¢(b — a) = k(b — a).
Then, by the convexity of | - [P, one has that

|ka + (1 — k)b|” + |(1 — k)a + kb|” < |a|? + [b?
holds and so, we have
b—q(b—a)” +]a+qb—a)l” < lal” + [b]?
or, equivalently,

[9() = 9(y) — q(d(x) = 0(y) — v(z) —v())I
+ lv(z) —v(y) + ¢(d(x) — (y) — v(x) —v(y)”
< fo(z) — o)l + |o(z) — 0(y)["-

Therefore (2.14) follows from integrating over R?? with respect to |z —y|~¢=*P dz dy.

Further, since for every A > 0 and ¢ > 1, u (ﬂA(-))qfl is monotone increasing,
differentiable with a bounded derivative, it follows from the characterization of the
sub-differential operator & given in Proposition 2.7 that he part (O)|z1n of O in
LN x [10°° gatisfies (3.1) and (3.2). Hence we may apply Theorem 3.1, to conclude
that the operator (85)‘me chl + F is w-quasi m-T-accretive in L' with complete
resolvent. |

In order to apply our regularity results to all initial data in L', we use the following

density result for the composition operator (9€)| . ¢. This generalizes the classic

density result for sub-differential operators (cf. [26] or [22, Proposition 1.6]) and in
particular generalizes an idea from [22, p.48]. We note that (3.1) and (3.2) are satisfied
for the fractional p-Laplacian.

Theorem 3.3 (Density of D((9€),,...¢) in L},). Let (X,) be a o-finite meas-
ure space, € : M (X, u) — [0,00] a Z;Lroper, convex functional satisfying £(0) = 0,
and suppose the restriction 5|Li of € on Li is lower semicontinuous on Li and the
restriction E|pine of € on L} satisfies (2.14). Further, let ¢ € C(R) be a strictly
increasing function such that ¢(R) = R, ¢©(0) = 0 and the Yosida approximation [y
of o~ satisfies (3.1) and (3.2) for every A > 0. Then the following statements hold.

1. The domain D(85|Lmoo ) of the composed operator O&| 1 no P 1 dense in the
W W

closure D(EIL‘ILFWOO(P)LL of D(EIL‘ILﬁoo(p) with respect to the Lb—norm topology.

2. If the set D(E|pin=¢) is dense in L,,, then D((9€) ) is dense in L.

|L,1ﬁ<>0

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Under the hypotheses of this theorem, one can apply [14,
Lemma A.3.1] to A = 9€| ,.,, and obtains that for every A > 0, every € > 0 suffi-

ciently small, and every u € D(E‘Ltmm o ¢p), there is a unique uy € D(9E| ... ° )
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satisfying
ux + A () + 96,y () 5w,

or equivalently, there exists vy € 9| , ., ¢(ux) such that
m

x4 A (2p(uy) + vx) = u (3.4)
Multiplying (3.4) by ¢(uy) — ¢(u) gives
(ux =, p(ur) = @(u) o = = Ae(p(wn), p(ur) = () 12
= Aox, p(wn) = 9(w)) s

The first term on the right-hand side can be estimates by

—(p(wn), p(ur) = (W) 1o < llp(ur)lloollp (@)

< sup lelleolle(wlas

(= llulloos 2]l oc]

and since vy € 9€| ., p(ux) and noting that &(p(uy)) > 0, it follows that

—(on p(w) = (W) 12 = =((9E)p(ur), o(ur) = o(w)) s
(

— (E(p(ur)) — E(p(w))
E(p(w))

for all A > 0. Thus and since ¢ is increasing, we have shown that

IN N

0 < (ux —u, p(ur) = p(u))rz < AE(P(u)) +Ae  sup  [|plloollp(u)r

(= llulloos 2]l oc]

for all A > 0, from where we can conclude that

Jim, E(UA —u)(p(ur) — ¢(u))dp = 0.

Since
Fa(@) 1= (ur(@) — u(@)(plua (@) — p(u(@))) =0 prae. on S,

the letter limit means that fy — 0 in Lllt. After possibly passing to a subsequence,
we know that

lim fa(z) =0 for p-a.e. z € X,

A—0F

which due to the strict monotonicity of ¢ implies that

lim wuy(z) = u(x) for p-a.e. x € 3. (3.5)
A—0t

We recall from [14, Lemma 2.2.1] that if uy > 0 for all A > 0, then the p-pointwise
limit (3.5) together with the fact that u) satisfies

Jurlly < llully for all A > 0, (3.6)
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implies that uy — wu in L}L.

Now, let u == J5? T4 (ut), where ut = u Vv 0 is the positive part of u. Since
ep1 + Agp is T-accretive in L), (cf. [14, Proposition 2.3.6]), one has that u x > 0 for
all A > 0. Moreover, by the above argument, u, ) satisfies (3.5) and (3.6). Therefore
one has that uy x — u™ in L),. Next, let u™ = (—u) V0 be the negative part of u and

set u_ \ = Ji‘pﬁA‘p(—u_). Then, one also has that u_ » satisfies (3.5) and so, in

particular, —u_  satisfies (3.5). Since —u_  is positive and satisfies (3.6), it follows

Jiwl +Ap

that —u_ y = —u~ in Li. Moreover, for u) := u, one has that

—u_x <uy <ug oy for every A > 0.

From this sandwich inequality and since u4 y — u™ in L}L and —u_ y — —u~ in L}L,
one can extract from every zero sequence (A,)n>0 & subsequence (A, )n>1 and finds
a positive function g € L1 such that |uy, | < g p-a.e. on ¥ for all n > 1. Thus, by
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, it follows that uy, — uin Lb asn — 0o
and, thereby we have shown that the domain D(@Ehhmw ) lies dense in the closure

D(&|p1ne o ©)"k of D(&| 10 0¢p) with respect to the L},-norm topology. Thus, if the
domain D(&r1ne o ) lies dense in L,, then D(9E| ,... o) lies dense in L. O

We can now apply the previous results to the operator 88‘me o in the case of the
I

fractional p-Laplacian € = (—A,)® equipped with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions, obtaining m-T-accretivity in L' and well-posedness of mild solutions.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let £ be given by (2.12) and ¢, f satisfy (1.2) and (1.3a)-
(1.3b), respectively. Then, it follows from Corollary 3.2 that d;2€ is m-completely
accretive and (08)|p1n~ satisfies (3.1) and (3.2) with respect to the Yosida approxi-

mation By of ¢~1. Further, under the hypothesis ¢ € W "“(R), one has that

loc

[2(O)]sp < 190l Loe (= el e liglloo) [E] s,

for every £ € C°(Q), and if ¢ € WLY(R) for ¢ > 1/(1 — s), then Holder’s inequality

yields that
P(EW))IP
dyd
Am@d |x—|ew e

|f§(w) Qb dT|P
dyd
Aa@d Ty
(S0 ar)* @) - sl

‘ dy d
Aﬁéd @ — y|THor ver

P
" 1€(x) — &)~
SNz e iel o /Rd /Rd T g Wde

_ /P
= NN e e i) Elsa. 2

24



for every £ € C°(2). In the last estimate, we note that ¢ > 1/(1 — s) is equivalent
to 0 < s¢’ < 1 and hence, [{]s, = is finite. Thus, under both each condition ¢ €
WL (R) or ¢ € W,29(R) for ¢ > 1/(1—s), one has that the set C2°(Q) is contained in

D(&|1n~p) and dense in L'. Thus Theorem 3.3 implies that under those conditions
on ¢, the domain D((9E)| ,.. ¢) is dense in L.

Since by Corollary 3.2, the operator (9€)) ... ©"" + Fis m-T accretive in L' with
complete resolvent, it follows from standard semigroup theory (e.g. [22, Corollary
4.2]) that for every ug € D(&jp1n o cp)Ll, there exists a unique mild solution u to
problem (1.1). Moreover this mild solutions satisfies growth estimate (1.8) (see also
Lemma 4.3) and (1.9) for v = 1. The case v = + follows in the same way, applying
the T-contractivity condition of the resolvent [21]. This completes the proof of this
theorem. O

4. Extrapolation toward L*°

As in the previous section, we again state these results for Lebesgue spaces L] with
1 < g < 0o. We note that the following theorem generalizes [30, Theorem 2.1] and [29,
Theorem 1]. While these two theorems in [30, 29] are restricted to derive L] — LY
regularity estimates of solutions of parabolic diffusion problems with homogeneous
forcing terms g = 0 and without Lipschitz perturbations (see also [44]), the following
results can also treat evolution problems involving Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities
and L; -bounded forcing terms. In particular we consider mild solutions u to

o0 — o (4.1)

{u’(t) + Au(t) = g(t) for ae. t € (0,T),
where A is quasi m-accretive in L with complete resolvent for some 1 < go < oo.
For A > 0, we define the signed truncator G (s) := [|s| — AT sign(s) for every
s € R and we set 0 < T < oo. Note that ¢ — 1 € [0,00) so we are using the notation
I/l4—1 to denote the usual Lebesgue integral even when this is not a norm. When
g — 1 =0 this is given by

lullo = / signg (Juf) dy.

The condition (4.2) for the forcing term can always be satisfied by choosing p = oo
and 9 = oc.

Theorem 4.1. For 1 <g<r<oo,1<o<r,qg<p<ooandl < < oo satisfying

1 1 e
s<({l—-z)(1-2 if o >q,
s o) 12
and ) ) )
—g——5<1——> (4.3)
pq r (0



let g € LY(0,T;L6) N LY(0,T; LY) and ug € LY. Suppose u € C([0,T]; LY) satisfies
u(0) = ug and for some L > 0, w > 0 and every XA > 0, the “level set energy inequality”

to
[Gate " ult2))lg+ L [ e Ga(e u(s) 7 ds
t1

< [|Ga(e™ " ult))]|g +(J/\w/ 2HGA(eﬂ"SU(s))Hq’%ds (4.4)

q—
ty

v [ e G g(e) s

t1

holds for all 0 < t; < to < T. Further, assume t — Gx(e “*u(t)) satisfies the
following growth estimate in the LY-norm,

IGa(e u(®)lly <||Gale*u(s)],

C (4.5)
+/ e T g(T) g eorju(ry>atllg dr

for all0 < s <t <T. Then there exists C' > 0 depending on o, q, r, p, ¥ and L such
that

1
[u(®)]loo < CmaX(ﬁwﬁlt (§ +w) 7 (luollg + llgllzr0,.629)

(4.6)
wPat n Yy
€92 1917 011y (N0l + gl 21 0.:20)) )
for all t € (0,T] with the exponents
11
_o r _ (=3)G=2)-% _ ra
L e R L s A G e R
11 L (4.7)
g =it Wo<a 5 Jnla=o)l-5) do<q
0 if o > q, 0 if o > q.

Our proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on a DeGiorgi iteration inspired by [30] and
[29]. For this, we modify [45, Chapter 2.5, Lemma 5.6] to prove convergence of the
following recurrence relation.

Lemma 4.2. Letb>1,0< f <1 and M € N\ {0}. Suppose a sequence (yr)k>0
in [0, 00) satisfies the recursion relation

M
Ypgp1 < bF Z ¢ y,1€+6i forallk e N
i=1

where ¢;, §; are positive constants for alli € {1,..., M }. Choose 6,, = min;eg1,.. ary 0i

1
and C' = mingeq1,.. ary (ci Si). If



then
C 1 k
ye < o7 b forallk €N, (4.8)

In particular, if b > 1 then yir — 0 as k — oo.

Proof. Estimate (4.8) follows via induction with

M
Yt 1 < bk ch_ leréI
1=1
CbF e\ 1+0m c\”
< — (b 97 b*m) i | —
=M ( £.¢ (M)
C -1 _kn
< —b Smb om
- M

O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By (4.4), one sees that G(u) € L7(0,T; L},) for every A > 0.
Let A >0 and ¢t € (0,7] and for every integer k > 0, set

te=t(1—-27%), Ne=X1-27F), Gi() =G (),

and .
U = sup IIGk(e’MU(é))HZﬂLL/ 7D G (e u(s)) |7 ds.

S€E[tk,t] 23

Then the aim is to choose A > 0 such that Uy — 0 as k — oco. By the continuity of
t— [|Gr(e™ u(t))||Z, there is an sj, € (tx_1,1x) satisfying

[Gule = utllg =2 [ 1Gue > u)gds. (4.9)

tr—1

Further, note that

2 [le=“su| — Ap_1]T\"
Te-eru>ay < Tgjemeeui>a1) ( X
for every £ > 0. We can then estimate
2k \ ‘ ,
Gl uo)l < () Gialeulel (4.10)

on [tg—_1,t] for ¢ > 0 and £ > 0. We now aim to obtain a recurrence relation for Uy, of
the form in Lemma 4.2. Taking a supremum over [tx, t] in (4.4) we can bound U}, by

t
Uk < 2Gre " u(ty)) |2 + 200w / 1Gre™*u(s))[[9~L ds
e (4.11)

Lo / =% [Gr(e=*u)g(5)]] ds.

tr
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Estimating the first term by Lemma 4.3 and choosing sj according to (4.9),
1Gr(e™ " ultr))|l
th q
(16t atslly + [ e o raconey o )

Sk

IN

IN

tr

k+aq —ws

2 [ Gue = u)gds
th—1

th q
+ 27 (/ eWllg(T)]l{ew|u(7>>Ak}|da> :

Sk

Separating the g in the second term here by Hélder’s inequality, we have

tr
/ g (P e rpuryoas s o A7

Sk
1

ty % ty W w7
< </ ||emg(7')||ffd7) </ g eer fugryi>an 3l dT)
Sk Sk

where we choose % + 4 = l and % + % = 1. We can then estimate Uy, extending

Pq

the time integrals (t5_1,1), w1th

t
Uy < 24 / 1Gie* u(s))]|¢ ds

tp—1

¢
119
+ 24 ||9|‘Lw(tk,1,t;Lﬁ) </t
o

t
+2q/\k“’/ IGs (e~ u(s))]l§1 ds

tr—1

1
t v
s 1)
e § O e
k

q_
Y

1L ¢ emorur)> A }Hff; dT)

where we choose + + ﬁ =1.

We apply (4.10) to each G}, term, as well as 1 g c—wr|y(r)|>a, ), With £ =€, 14¢y,
q+e2—py and ¢+ €3 — (¢ — 1)p’. The positive constants €1, 2 and €3 will later be
chosen such that £ > 0 in each case and an appropriate recurrence relation may be
obtained. Note that the requirement ¢ > 0 will be satisfied as a result of assumption
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(4.2). Then noting that A\;, < A, there exists C' > 0 depending on ¢ such that

Uy _ 2k0+en) ' —ws
LR A ) / |Grmr (e us)) |12 ds

tp—1
, a
sleten) (a+e) ¥,

k ; ! —ws v
(%) " 9l g (/ |Groa(e™ u(s) gz, (4.12)
k—1

1
q+e3 t 4 7

k 7 —(g—1) —ws (‘I+53)w_/
+llgllzecorsey (3) (/ |Grr (e u(s)l s, ﬂds> .

te—1

Now it remains to recover Ui_; from integrals of the form

t
| Gt up g as (4.13)

tp—1

where € > 0 and M > 0. In particular, we set ¢. := ¢ + ¢ and choose ¢ as follows.
To obtain Ug_; from (4.13) we will apply Holder’s inequality, so choose £ > 0 and
0 € [0,1] such that

izg—i—l;e and (1 —0)g-M =o.
In particular, we choose
[g0n e
i = 09,
and . ) .
a1y AT < 00,
0= {am;q( -3) N (4.15)

satisfying § < 1 and ¢ > 0 given that M > 0. The condition # > 0 requires that

M > 2. Since we take M = 1, ;f—, and % in the case of (4.12), this is satisfied by
q

assumptions (4.2) and (4.3). Then applying standard LP interpolation with 6,

t
[ Gt sty as

tr—1

0ge M
X

IN

/ e D3 (|| Gy (e u(s))[|2)

tr—1
e Gy (e u(s)) || DM ds
1 fae M

gz sup efw(gfq)g(||Gk71(67wgu(§))”g) Tox
§€[tp—1,t]

t
L/ T3 Gy (e7%u(s))||Z ds.

tp—1
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We estimate e~ (795 on [tk—1,t] according to the sign of o — ¢ so that
sup e wloas — emwomt if g < g,
sE[tr_1,t] 1 if o >q.

Hence, applying Young’s inequality such that both terms have the same exponent and
evaluating, we have

t
1 _o
/ ||Gk,1(e_wsu(s))| ZZM ds < Zewt(q—0)+ U]i\il 2+1
th—1

where (¢ — o)t = max(0,q — o).
To apply Lemma 4.2, the exponents of Uy_1 corresponding to (4.12) must be of
the form 1 4 § with § > 0. Hence we require

i+W(1—?)>1 and l, 1;/(1—?)>1

which follow from (4.2). Rewriting (4.12) as a recurrence relation for Uy, we intro-
duce the following constants

A= @) (e e a = ()

1 Q+/€';
cs=(3) *

and exponents

alatea) quwt +
el v (q—o’)
q eV ,

Hg”Lw 0.t; LPQ)

w a(a+e2) ates
*(q_a) _ 1+¢ 7 3 _g+1
”gHLw(OtL yev' , b=max (272 a2/ ,

01 =1-

o q o q 1 o 1
LA S W BT 4 TS Y
A YA SRRV
Then we obtain s
Uk-‘,—l S bk+1 Z CCi U]i+6i
i=1
for some C' > 0 depending on ¢, L and 1. Then setting

5m ‘= min (51,52,53) = 53,

in order to apply Lemma 4.2, we require that

1
min .
3b52 i€{1,2,3} (C )6_
We estimate Uy by (4.11) and (4.5), so that

t
Up <2 <|uO|Z + q/o le=*u(s)ll~"e™*llg(s)llq d8>

t q—1
<2 <Iuo|3 +4q (Iluollq +/0 e“"lg(r)lda>

<2+ 0) (Juola + [ e lots)laas)

Uy < (4.16)

/ e-wsng(s)nqu))
0
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As the previous estimates were for arbitrary A > 0, relabelling C' > 0 to include b, we
want to find A\ such that

C
05
(luollg + gl o,t:0)

IN

(&)

(4.17)

for i € {1,2,3}. Set

5, = = ifo<g,
0 if o >q,

(g—0o)p, .
{—w,q(—wg) ifo<gq,

K1

0 if 0 > q,

- a=7 _ ifo< ,
Ko = W(%“”l) =1

0 if 0 > gq.

Then (4.17) holds if

1

t qé1\ =1
A3 Gt <(%+qw) (lwoll + [ e=lgts)1,as) ) 7
0

t qd2 «qug)
32 0 (gl gy (ol + [ Lol as)  nd

‘ @\ T
A2 e (gl vou <|U0||q+ / e“|g<s>|qu) |

for some C' > 0 depending on ¢, 0,7, p,? and L. So taking A as the maximum of these
estimates, we have by Fatou’s Lemma,

t
0= likminf Ue > sup [|Ga(e™%u(8))||2 +/ T DGy (e7 S u(s))|7 ds.
—00 ] ¢

S€(t,t
Noting that ¢ was chosen arbitrarily, this implies that
[|[w(t)]]oo < A forall t € (0,T].
Evaluating constants and simplifying, we obtain (4.6). O

The following lemma shows that the growth condition on Gx(e “!u(t)) given
by (4.5) holds for operators with complete resolvent. In the case A = 0 this reduces
to the standard growth estimate for accretive operators with complete resolvent.

Lemma 4.3. Let 1 < qo < oo and suppose A is w-quasi m-accretive in LI with
complete resolvent for some w > 0. Let 1 < q < oo such that g € L*(0,T; Lin LZJrE)
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for some € > 0 and ug € D(A)"¥ N L. Denote by u(t) the mild solution to (4.1).
Then we have the growth estimate

[Gxle™ u(t)llq <||Gale™“u(s))||

q

t (4.18)
+/ e “Tlg(T) Ly e-wrjur)>ayllg dr
forall0 <s<t<T and X > 0.

Proof. For u € D(J;{*), we can rewrite the resolvent operator in the following way,

JATly = (1 — hw)Ji .
1—h

—hw

Then for A+ wI having complete resolvent, consider o € R and take j(-) = |Ga(a-)|?
in the complete resolvent property (2.13) with the resolvent operator J Aol 6 obtain

1—hw
q
/|GA(ozv)|qd,u2/ ‘GA <aJA',‘;“’Iv)
5 =

—HG,\ (1—hw) th)H

the estimate

dp

(4.19)

Given s < t, take a partition (s, )neqo0,1,..,n} of [s,t] given by s, = 5 + (t ) Tet

N Sn+1
n = g(7)dr. (4.20)
-5

Then let (vn)neqo,,...,n} be the solution to the discrete problem

t—
Uy, + TSAUn =Up_1+ ngn_l forn=1,...,N,
vg = u(8s).

We can apply the resolvent estimate (4.19) to v,, taking h = t_TS Further, let

Sp={reX: #ﬁv,n |v, + hgn| > A} so that we may separate terms.
efwt efwt
SN\ TT " “\a —7hw)N 27T (Vn—1 + hgn—1) q

e wip,
= HGA <( hW)N n+1 >H hw (1 — how)N—n+1 Hgn 1]1571 1Hq'

Repeating this, we have

(1-=2)" ],

N— _
ewt

,_.

IGA(e™ on)lly < [|Ga | 520
t—s

v llgn1s. |l

(1)
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which converges to (4.18) as N — oo by the definition of mild solution and the
projection (4.20). O

The following proposition introduces the pointwise estimate (4.21) for operators
with complete resolvent which we will use as the condition for applying Theorem 4.1 to
the doubly nonlinear problem (1.1) (see Section 5). In particular, this provides (4.4).

Proposition 4.4. For 1 < gy < o0 and w > 0, let A be an w-quasi m-accretive
operator on LI> with complete resolvent. Suppose there areqo < q <r <o0,1 <o <r
and C > 0 such that A satisfies the one-parameter Sobolev type inequality

[GAW)[I7 < C [Gr(u), v+ w(Ga(u) + AT)], (4.21)

Jor every (u,v) € A and X > 0. Let g € L'(0,T;L%) N L'(0,T; LI*e) for some
e >0 andu e C([0,T]; LL) N L' (0, T; L") be the mild solution to (4.1) where ug €
D(A)LZO N L}[‘OO. Then for every A > 0, u satisfies the “level set energy inequality”

ta
—wits q w(oc—q)s —ws o
IGae = ute)ll+ & [T Ga (e u) 7 ds
12
<G ul)llg + 2w [ G ulitds (122)
t1

o [ [Ga(e u(s)) gl ds

t1
forall0 <ty <ty <T.
Proof. Let { sn },cq0,1,.. ny De the discretization of the interval [t1, t2] given by s, :=
t + W Then for all n € {0,...,N — 1} set

N Sn41
to—t1 Jg,

gn(s) : g(T)dr for s € [sn, Spt1)
which will converge to g in L*(0, T Li*)NL' (0, T; Lf,) as N — 00. Let {vn }cr01, vy
be the associated family of solutions to the time discretized Cauchy problem satisfying

to —t
Vpgr = JH 4, (vn 421 N 1gN(sn)) (4.23)
N

for all n € {0,...,N —1} with vg = u(t1). Note that by the complete resolvent
property of A with ug € L% and g € L'(0,T; LY%), v, € L% for all n € {0,...,N }. We
first obtain a discrete version of the integral estimate (4.22) by discretizing with a
telescoping sum and applying a product rule. For ¢ > 1 we use the following property
of g-brackets,

1 1
[u, v]g < EHHUHZ - EHUHZ (4.24)
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for every u,v € Lj. Here we apply (4.24) to the following telescoping sum, taking
u=Gx(e"¥u,) and v = Gr(e "~ 1u,_1) — Gr(e ¥ nuy,).

1GA(e™"un)ll§ — I\Gx(e’““U(t DG

=Z|IGA ") lIg = 1GA(e o) [

Mz i

< q[Gr(e™*mvy,), Ga(e™ " vy) — GA(e™ 9" 1u,_1)]y-

Il
-

n

Noting that G is a Lipschitz continuous function, we can differentiate almost every-
where on R. Here we define
1 if|s] > A,
Gi(s) = { :

0 if|s| <A,
and )
Cn = /0 G\ (Be v, + (1 — O)e *~1u,_1)do
so that we can rewrite this difference as an integral of the derivative with
Ga(e 9 mu,) — Gale 1o, 1) = ¢y (ef“’s"vn — 67“’5"*11)”,1) )
Then returning to the estimate in the discrete setting,

IGx(e™"2un)ll§ — [IGA(e™ " u(t1))[I]

~—

<q

Mz

[Ga(e™muy), en (e_“”"vn - e“"S"*lvn_l)]q

3
Il
-

Mz

<q [Gr(e™ " vy), cne” " (v, — vnfl)]q

Il
-

n

+ qz [Ga(e™“muy), e (€79 — e™ @)y, ],

Defining
R, = [GA(ein"vn)a (Cn - 1)(vn - Unfl)]qa

we can rewrite the previous estimate as
1GA(e™"un)lI§ = [IGA(e™ " u(t))II]

alts —t1) -
< M2l 7 s Gy (e ), ~ v + g (o)

n=1

w(tog—ty)
+qz TWSIR, +QZG>\ TYIn), e ”S"vncn]q(l—e rQNH).

34



We now consider the values of v, and v,_; for almost every x € ¥ to show that R,
is non-positive. Note that ¢, < 1 and in particular,

{0} if |fe 5, + (1 —O)e w1y, | < A\ for ae. 6 € (0,1),
en(x) e {1} if |emwsmu, + (1 — Qe wsn—1y, 1| > X for a.e. 6 € (0,1),
(0,1)  otherwise.

Since |e”“*nv, (x)] < X implies that Gx(e”“*"v,(z)) = 0 and so does not contribute
to Ry, we consider only x € 3 such that |[e=“*mv,(z)] > A. Then there will be some
subinterval of 6 € (0,1) such that

[Oe™ % v, (x) + (1 — 0)e™ Lo,y (z)] > A

implying that ¢, (x) > 0. If ¢;, = 1 then ¢,(z) — 1 = 0 and so this will not contribute
to R,. Hence we only consider = such that ¢, (z) € (0,1). Since |e”“*muv,(x)] > A,
this implies that either

le™* =1y, _q ()] < A

sign(v,—1(z)) = — sign(v,(x)).

“wWin—1y,_1(x)) =0 so

(e
(Ga(e™* vn (2))) 7" (va (@) = va-1(2))
= ((Ga(e™* vn (@))*! = (Gale™ 10 —1(2))) ") (vn (@) — vn—1(@))

> 0.

For the first case, G

Note that for ¢ = 1, (Gx(vn(x)))?™ !t = sign(Gx(vn(x))). For the second case,
sign(v, () — vp—1(x)) = sign(v,(x)) so

(Gx(e wsnvn(x)))q_l(vn(x) — Up—1(z)) 2 0.
Putting this together we have that R, < 0. Returning to the discrete estimate,

IGx(e™"un)ll§ = [IGA(e™ " u(t1))II]

N
t2 - tl —WSn_1 G e~ wsn
Z A( Un), —Avy, + gn (sn)]q

+Z||GA “onp)fg (1 - ).

Note that by (4.21),

eI G (eT Yy, ), Ayl = e won—1o= (4= Dwsn [Gaewsn (Un), Avp]q

wlta—t1) oo
=e N e 1 [Gewen (Un), Avy]q

o 1
3ot g, Gl1Grewn (0n)]7
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wlta—t1)

— S 1t (| Gaguen (w0 I+ A [ Grgen (w0 1971 )

w(ty—t1) wsp(0—q)
S [ G ]
w(t t1) _ _ _
= S (G ) 4+ A Gale ™ un) 1471

Hence we have

e~ GA(e7 Y ), Avyl,
ewsn (o—

)
> G )2

w(tag—ty)

= (IGa e ) 1+ A Gale ™ o) 471 )

We now aim to take N — oo, first converting the discrete sums to integrals. Let
Un be a stepwise solution to (4.23) such that

UN()—UO]I{O} +Zvn 1sn] )

for every s € [t1,t2]. We have

1Gx(e™vn)[1§ = GA(e™ " ut))

N

q(tQ - tl) ewsn(a'fq) —Wwsp o

< TS (el
w(tag —ty)

+ e LG (e ), Gae ™ v,) — Asign(Ga (e v,))],

+ eI G (eT Y y,), gN(S")]q>

w(ta—t1)
+ 3G ) (11— 5
n=1
q t2 3 to—ty f1 2 t1
< _6/ ew(o—q)(s—slgn(o q) HG)\ —w(s+ )UN) dS
ty
qw(ta—t1) t
Y -1 wlty—t1) 2 —ws q
+ e —qwe™ N [Ga(e™**Un)||%ds
2 “
w(ta—ty) t2 _ws q—1
+qwie N [Gr(e™*Un) g1 ds
ty

ta
o [ ] 16aEe U0 oy duds.
t1 >

We now prove convergence of each term in the estimate in order to obtain the con-
tinuous version (4.22). Noting that Un(s) — u(s) in C([0,77; L{) and since ||-[|7 and
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[|[| are lower semicontinuous on L, we have that
liminf G (e3> [Gae™“"u(t2))

and applying Fatou’s lemma,

ds

T

t2 to—t
liminf [ (=95 |Gy (e 27 Uy (s))

N —o00 t

ta
> / e(0=05 Gy (e~ u(s)) | ds.

ty

Next, note that by the complete resolvent property of A and Lemma 4.3 we can
estimate Uy and w in LY, uniformly on [0,7]. Hence let M bound both |[Uy||, and

[[ull -
ta
/ M?ds
ty

as N — 0. For the next term we prove uniform convergence of Gy(e “*Uy) to
Ga(e™*u) in C([0,T]; LE~') when A > 0. For this fix s € [0, 7] and let

_awt
1l—e '~
t
N

1

qwt
N
- qw —qw

ta
/ |Gl Uy ()¢ ds <

p— 67
t
t1 N

—0

v =Gi(e " Un(s)) — Gale " u(s))
so that fy — 0 in L%. We note that

[fnllq < 2M

and by Chebyshev’s inequality

p({z e X:[fn]>0}) < p({z € Z:e™®[Un| 2 Aor e7*|u| > A})
1 —ws —ws
< 57 (e Un(s)llg + lle™"u(s)4)
2M
< —.
Y,
Here we consider cases for q. For ¢ — 1 > qo, apply Holder’s inequality with 6 chosen

to satisfy
0 1-0 1
_— =
qo q q—1

to obtain

. . 6 1-6\ _
Jim [l < Jim (1wl 1 Av %) =o0.

For ¢ — 1 < qo, we apply Jensen’s inequality noting that | - |% is convex. Let

Yy={zeX:|fn]>0}
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then we can again estimate fy with

_q90__
18 llg-1 < p(EN) T fwllgo-

Note that for ¢ — 1 < 1, we have
IGAE UnlIg=E = IGale™ )=}

S/ “GA(ef“’SUN)‘qfl—|GA(67“’SU)‘q71’du
s
S/ ] dpe

s

Jim [|Ga(e™**Un(9))ll3-1 = IGale™ u(s)) 1571
— 00

so that

For the last term, note that gy — ¢ in Ll(O,T;Lﬁ) as N — oco. So by a corollary
of Riesz-Fischer, there exists a subsequence N, and a function h € L'(0, T} LZ) such
that |gn, ()] < h(x) for all k and a.e. z € . Similarly, interpolating between gg and
q+e,
IGA(e™*Un(s)) — Gale™*"u(s))llq < IGr(e™“*Un (5)) — Gale™"u(s))|lg, X
IGA(e™"Un(s)) = Gale™u(s)) 572

for some 6 € (0,1]. Then with Uy and u bounded in Li*e, Gi(e”“*Un(s)) —
Ga(e™%u(s)) in LY as N — oo uniformly for all ¢ € [0,7]. Hence taking another

subsequence we have a dominant i € L>(0,T;L%). So we can estimate the inte-
grand pointwise

|GA(e™*Un, (5))" 'gn]| < HI'h ae. on X x [0,7).

Moreover this dominant is in L'(0,T; L,,) with

ta
-1
[ [ s < 1 o Wl sy,
t1 >
Hence we apply dominated convergence to obtain the continuous estimate
(4.22). O

We now show that this pointwise estimate (4.21) for Proposition 4.4 implies a
similar estimate when adding a Lipschitz perturbation.

Lemma 4.5. For 1 < q < oo, let A be an operator on L}, and suppose there are
1<r<oo,0>0,weR A>0and C >0 such that (4.21) is satisfied for all
(u,v) € A. Let F: L], — L be Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant w’ > 0
and satisfying F'(0) = 0. Then, the operator A+ F in L{, satisfies

IGA(w)||7 < C [Gr(u),v + (w~+ w)(Gxr(u) + Asign(u))],. (4.25)
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Proof. Let v = v + F(u). Then, since [-, ], is linear in the second term,
[GA(u), 0+ (w + W) (Ga(u) + Asign(u))]q
= [Ga(u),v + w(Gx(u) + Asign(u))], (4.26)
+[Ga(u), F(u) +w'(Ga(u) + Asign(u))],-
By the Lipschitz condition,

—w'u| < Fu) < w'lul.

Hence
[GA(w), F(u)]g > —w'[Ga(u), ulq
= —w'[Gx(u), GA(u) + Asign(u)],.
So applying this and the initial assumption to (4.26), we have (4.25). O

We now extend the L{ — L7° regularity of Theorem 4.1 to obtain LfL—Lff regularity
as in Theorem 1.2. For this we consider (4.6) applied to tg = u(%) and §(s) = g(s+3).
The following theorem is an extension of [14, Chapter 6] and in particular with » = oo
gives the desired regularity result.

Theorem 4.6. For1 </<qg<r<oocandT >0, letg¢€ Ll(O,T;LfLﬁLZ) and u €
L>°(0,T; Lﬁ N L},) satisfying the exponential growth property (4.18) for some w > 0.
Suppose there exist increasing functions c1(t), ca(t) with c1(t) > 0 and c2(t) > 0 for
all t € [0,T) and exponents a > 0, 0 < v* <~y < 0o such that

a v
@l < max {er(£) (2 + )" (Il + lglzs rizsy)

- (4.27)
() (Il + lolzrsop) |
for every t € (0,T]. Define
11
T
0:=1—7~ (l — i)
[ r
and suppose that 0 > 0. Then one has the LfL — L}, estimate
y o
lu(®)]l, < 27 (2% + sup N(s)9> max{cl(t)% (L4w)® ,02(15)%} X
s€(0,t] (428)

0oy
0

t
XGW%M+/€””MWMM)
0

for all t € (0,T] where
1
M(2 2.8 +c 3)7
N s (lgllzr(g,sizg +e2(3)
1 s
€O M ()7 (e5||uolle + fy e=]lg(7)le dT)
M(t) = maX{Cl(t)% (% —|—w)% ,Cg(t)%} ’

0,
0
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and

>
~
|
Q=
S

[
3=

Proof. We first note that since v* <, we can estimate

v ¥
(Nally + gl cgzgy) < max {1, (@) lla + gl esy) }

for t € [0,T]. Hence, taking (4.27) to the power %, we have

1 1
e($)F (lu(D)llg + lgllr g s ) »e2(2)7 |

We then apply standard interpolation on the L] norm with exponent 6, and the
growth estimate (4.18) on [|u(%)||¢ to obtain

t [
M@MSGﬂwu+AwWWMﬂwQ|wmww
for all ¢ € [0, T]. By choice of 0, 8, we have the relation
7(1—0@:1—0.

Then for all ¢ € (0,77,

t Oe
t 16

z wt 2 ot _r -
Ju®)]l7 < M(5) | e® ||U0||f+/O 27 g(r)lle | flu(E)]lr

(4.29)
1
+ MGgllercs ey +ea(3)7

We aim to produce comparable terms on either side of this equation. Since ¢; and
¢y are increasing, M(5) < 27 M(t). Furthermore,

t
wt 2t Cwt b
# luall + [ E gl < e fQﬂwme+/e“fﬂvaQ.
0 0

Hence we define

Ku(t) = M ()3 lut)lF — forte[0,T]  (430)

(e llwolle + fy et lg(r)]edr)*

in order to estimate and rearrange (4.29) into a relation involving K, and N. Note
that if the denominator of (4.30) is zero, we can add some arbitrarily small € > 0 to
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the denominator of both K, and F, taking ¢ — 0 in the final estimate. Now we fix
t € (0,T7] so that after rearranging we may take a supremum over (0,¢] to obtain

sup Ky, (s) <29 sup K,(s)' 7%+ N(t).
s€(0,t] s€(0,£]

We now aim to split the forcing term N (t) so as to incorporate this into each K,
term. For this we define D(t) > (277)# for ¢ € [0,T] such that

D(t) — 27 D(t)' =% = N(t). (4.31)

Noting that 6 € (0, 1), this is possible as the function f(z) = x — ca® for ¢ > 0 and
a € (0,1) is continuous, satisfies f(cﬁ) = 0 and is strictly increasing for = > (ac)ﬁ
(in particular for x > cﬁ). Further, we can estimate (4.31) by

so that )
D) < (2% + N ()*) " (4.32)
Then,
1-6
sup Ku(s) - D(t) < 2% sup Ku(s) - D(t)lie
s€(0,t] sE(O,%}

Noting that K,(s) is bounded for all s € [0, T, either

sup Ku(s) < D(t)
s€(0,t]

or we can extend to a supremum over (0,¢] and combine terms, obtaining

1-6
270 ( sup K, (s) —D(t))

s€(0,t]

IN

sup K, (s) — D(t)
s€(0,t]

0
< sup K,(s) — D(t))
s€(0,t]

In either case, we have the uniform bound,

e

IN

2

Ku(s) < (2%)% + D(t).

for all s € (0,t]. Applying (4.32),

Rewriting this as an estimate on ||u(t)||, we obtain (4.28). O
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5. L' — L regularization

By Theorem 3.1 and the proof of Theorem 1.1 we know that (—Ap)schl + Fis m-
accretive in L' with complete resolvent where F' is the Nemytskii operator of f(-,u)
satisfying (1.3a)-(1.3b). Hence to apply Theorem 4.1 we first prove the pointwise
estimate (4.21) for the operator (—A,)s¢"" in L', giving Proposition 4.4 and thereby
outlining the proof of the L™*! — L> estimate of Theorem 5.3. We then apply
Theorem 4.6, proving the L¢ — L™ estimate of Theorem 1.2.

The following lemma allows us to estimate the g-bracket [Gx(u), (—A,)® (u™)]m+1-
In particular, the restriction m > 1 in this lemma results in the same restriction in
Theorem 1.2. Recall that we use the notation 7™ = |r|™ 17 for powers and that
G(r) = [|r] — A" sign(r) for r € R.

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 <p<oo, m>1and A > 0. Given a, b € R define ay = Gyx(a),
b)\ == G)\(b) Then,

(@™ = 0™ (aX = bY') > |a}' — BX'P.
Proof. If a) — by = 0, both sides are 0. For ay — by # 0,
sign(ay’ — bY') = sign(a™ — ™)
ja™ =™ P72 (@™ — 0™ (0} = bY) = [a™ = b P ak — b

so we only need to prove that |a}" — bY'| < |a™ — b™|. We take cases, assuming
without loss of generality that |a| > |b|. First suppose that |a] < A or |b] < A so that
ay = by = 0 and the inequality is clear. Next, if [b] < X and |a| > A, then

X" = 03| = (la] =)™ < (Ja| = [b)™ < a[™ = [6™" < [a™ = b™].

Hence we consider cases for a, b corresponding to |a| > A and [b] > A. Suppose
that @ > X and b > \. Then noting that for m > 1, |z|™~! is non-decreasing on the
set [0, 00),

am—bmz/ i9cmdgc
b dx

2/ mlz — \™ ' dz
b
=(@—=XAN)"—=(b-XN"

Similarly for a < —\, b < —\, noting that |#|™~! is non-increasing on (—oo, 0],
a™ —=b" > (a+N)" = (b+ )"
Finally, suppose that a > A and b < —\ (similarly for a« < —X and b > A). Then

lax’ = X' = (a—A)" = (b+ )™
<am-0b"

=la™ ="
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We can now derive (4.21), the pointwise estimate for Proposition 4.4, giving the
Sobolev-type inequality required for Theorem 4.1 in the case of (1.1). Recall the
notation of g-brackets from Section 2.2. In this case with ¢ = m + 1 for m > 1, the
g-bracket is given by

vl = [ ™ v d
Q
for every u, v € L™*+1,

Lemma 5.2. Let Q be an open set in R, d > 1. For1 <p < 00,0 < s < 1, define p,
according to the Sobolev embedding (1.10) and let ¢(r) =™ for r € R where m > 1.
Then (—Ap)*¢ satisfies the one-parameter Sobolev type inequality

IGA(W)l[5mp, < Ca [Ga(w), (=Ap) P(W)lms1 (5.1)

for all p(u) € WGP and X\ > 0. In particular, this is (4.21) with g =m+1, w =0,
o=mp, r=mps and C = Cy.

Proof. Let u™ € W{*. By Lemma 5.1 one sees that

[Gau, (=8p)° (W™)lm1
:// |(Cut, )™ — (ult, )™ P> ((u(t, 2))™ — (u(t,y))™)
Ra JRA

|z — y| TP

X
((Gau(t, )™ — (Gau(t,y))™) dz dy
[(Gau(t,z))™ = (Gau(t, y))" P
> /]Rd /Rd o= dz dy

y|d+sp

Hence we can estimate by a semi-norm,

(Gt (=) (W™t > [(Grult, )™,
> @)
& ez,

by the classical Sobolev inequality for Gagliardo semi-norms (cf. [27])
lullp, < Calus,p
where p_ is given by (1.10). O

With these preliminaries we can now apply Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.1 to
prove the L™*+! — L> regularisation effect for the doubly nonlinear nonlocal prob-
lem (1.1).

Theorem 5.3. Let Q be an open set in R?, d > 1. Suppose p >1,0< s < 1, and
m > 1 such that

m(p—1)+(m+1)%>l. (1.11)
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Let qgs = ps if p # % and qs > max(p,1 + L) if p = g. Let T > 0 and g €
LY0,T; LYY N LY (0,T; LP) N LY(0,T; L™**<) for some e > 0 where p > m + 1 and
¥ > 1 satisfy

1 1 :
< (1—< ( —ﬂ) ifmp—1)>1,
’ v “lN (1.12)
s<(1-5 p(mlﬂ—q—s) ifmp—-1) <1
Let u(t) be the mild solution to (1.1) for ug € L* N L™, Then one has that
[u(®)llse < Omax{eﬁlm (7 +w)” (Ilwollm+1 + Hg||L1(O.,t;Lm+1))’Yv
(5.2)

Yo
eﬁMtHg”zw(o,t;LP) (HuOHmH + Hg”Ll(O,t;Lm+1)) ¢ }

for all 0 <t <T where we have the exponents

p
Y= ™ 1 Yy =
_m L 1 m 1 1 1
m+1 qs (1 - E) (m+1 - q_s) PP + (m+1)p (53)
1 1
o = ) n
mo(1 m+1 1 m+1 m+1
p( mqs) mp(l w) (1 mq )+1 P
and
1 1
EEL - 1) <1,
B =
0 ifm(p—1) =1, (5.4)
Ba = n(m+1—mp) (1—%) ifm(p—1) <1,
0 ifm(p—1) > 1.

Proof. Let F be the Nemytskii operator of f(-,u) and € the energy functional (2.12).
Then by Theorem 1.1 and the proof thereof, (9€), , ... ©"" + F is w-quasi m-accretive
in L' and a mild solution to (1.1) exists in L' for all ug € L'. By Lemma 5.2
and Proposition 4.5 we have that (—A,)°¢ + F satisfies the one-parameter Sobolev
inequality (4.21) with ¢ = m + 1, 0 = mp, r = mgs, C = Cy and w the Lipschitz
constant of f. Note that for ¢ we have chosen p in the Sobolev embedding (1.10).
Then we can apply Proposition 4.4 with ¢y = 1 to obtain an estimate of the form (4.4)
with L given by ’”C—T To satisfy the conditions on ¢, o, r we first note that all are in
[1, 00] with ¢ and o finite given that p < co. Then o < r is equivalent to p < gs. This
is clear when p # g. However in the case p = g we must choose g5 > p. For g < r,
1 s

we require that m + 1 < mgs. When p < %, this implies that 1 + ﬁ < (5 -7t

equivalent to (1.11), and when p = %, we choose ¢; > 1 + # In the case p > % the
inequality is clear. We now apply Theorem 4.1 to obtain (5.2). For this we also need
m+1<p<ooandl <1 < oo tosatisfy (4.2), hence requiring (1.12). O
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We now extend this to the L* — L regularisation estimate of Theorem 1.2 for the
doubly nonlinear nonlocal problem (1.1) by applying Theorem 4.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We apply Theorem 5.3 to i(s) = u(s+ %) and g(s) = g(s+ %)
to obtain (4.27) for all ¢ € (0, 7] with

I

_ 1
C1 (t) = 06310-)157 C2 ( ) CeBZWtHg”Lw 4

"

©o,t;Ley V= — 1
+1 s

3

We now aim to apply Theorem 4.6, taking ¢ and r in this theorem to be m+1 and oo,
respectively. By Corollary 3.2 we have that the operator (0€ )‘me <pL1 + F is w-quasi
m-accretive with complete resolvent. Hence by Lemma 4.3, u satisfies the exponential
growth property (4.18). We also require that v, < v, or equivalently, (1.13). For the
condition € > 0 of Theorem 4.6, we require that

4
1—7 (1—T>>0.

In particular, this is (1.14). Hence we may apply Theorem 4.6 to obtain (1.15). O

6. Strong solutions

We now consider strong solutions, applying Theorem 2.17 to show that for ¢
strictly increasing such that p=! € AC,.(R), mild solutions to (1.1) are in fact strong
distributional solutions. Moreover we use the L' — L regularity estimate proved in
Section 5 to obtain the derivative estimates of Theorem 1.4 in the case m > 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Theorem 1.1, for every ug € L', there is a unique mild so-
lution to Cauchy problem (1.1). Now, let ug € L' such that p(ug) € D((—A,)? ).

|L1ﬁoo

Then, there exists a sequence (v, w,) € (—=Ap)® for n € N such that v, — ¢(uo)
in L' as n — oo and (wy)nen is bounded in L. Since (v,)nen is bounded in L>
and ) has finite measure, ¢~*(v,,) € L™ uniformly for n € N. Let (u,)nen be the
mild solutions with initial data ¢~!(v,). By [21, Lemma 7.8] each mild solution u,
is Lipschitz in time on [0, 7] with Lipschitz constant

t
L = e“*||g(0+) — wnll1 + V(g t+) + w/ IV (g, 74) dr
0

where

h
Vg, t+) —hmsup/ lg(r+ 1) — 9Dl dr.

h—0t

Since w,, is bounded in L', L, is uniformly bounded by some L > 0 for all n € N.
Then for t € [0,7] and h > 0, using the comparison estimate (1.9),

u(t + ) = u(®)]lr < lJun(t+h) = un ()]s + (1+ ") ult) — ua )]
< Lh 4 2“7 |lug — 1y, (0)
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for all n € N. Since v,, converges to ¢(ug) in L', we have pointwise convergence of
1, (0) to ug almost everywhere in 2. Hence, using the uniform bound for v,, in L,
we can take the limit supremum as n — co and apply Fatou’s lemma to obtain

Ju(t +h) = u(®)]ly < Lh

for all ¢ € [0,7] and h > 0. So by the Lipschitz continuity of F' we have that
F(u) € BV((0,T); L). Moreover by Lemma 4.3, since D((—A,)? ) C L>®, u e

‘Llﬁoo
L*>=([0,T]; L°) and so F(u) € L'(0,T;L>). Applying Theorem 2.17 with forcing
term § = —F(u) + g we have that w € W1>(0,T; L) is a strong distributional

solution to (1.1). The chain rule (1.19) follows from the proof of [26, Theorem 4.1].
We have u € C([0,7; L) for 1 < ¢ < oo due to the regularity of mild solutions
in L'. Multiply the doubly nonlinear problem (1.1) by %g@(u) to obtain

d_u du

o) | S|+ St + (Flult) — o(6) See i) =0 (6)

giving (1.20). O

We now introduce a lemma to obtain estimate (1.24) of Theorem 1.5 for a more
general class of sub-differential operators. In particular, we consider the problem

ur(t) + Ap(u(t)) + f(ut)) = g(,t) n Qx(0,T),
u(t) =0 in R4\ Q x (0,7), (6.2)
u(0) = ug on (2,

where A is the sub-differential in L' of a proper, lower semicontinuous convex func-
tional £ : L? — (—00,00]. Here we use the notation ®(r) := [; ¢(s)ds for r € R and
v € C(R).

Lemma 6.1. Let A := (8L15)|Lmoo be the sub-differential of a proper, lower semi-
continuous, convex functional £ : L* — (—o0, 00| satisfying (2.14) and £(0) =
Let o € C(R) be a strictly increasing function satisfying p(R) = R such that ¢! €
AC16c(R) and (0) = 0, and suppose that f(-,u) satisfies (1.3a)-(1.3b). Then for
every ¢(ug) € D(A) and g € BV(0,T; L) N LY(0,T; L) the unique mild solution u
of (6.2) is strong in L' and for all k > —1, satisfies

1/t W/ : ’duQ
- s e (ul(s)) |[—
3/, A (u(s)) |7

(k+2)( k+1/ / ) duds

) / #41 [ wugtu) + o) duds (6.3)

t
—i—/ ((k+2)? +w?s?) /|u| u) dpds

/ 42 [ oo/ ) .
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Proof. Multiplying (6.2) by s’”‘?%go(u) for k > —1, we can estimate u in
W2((0,T); L?), as in [26], by

loc
/ 2 /

41" gpds 4+ 26 (o(u(t)

(k—|—2)/ sPHLE(p(u)) ds (6.4)

dv
k+2 —dud
/ lé )3

Estimating Lk tig(y ds, we note that A is the subgradient of £, so
0
(A(v) = A(0),0 —v) < £(0) = E(v)

d
—/ d—uvdu—/F(u)vdu—l—/gvdu (6.5)
o dt % Q

for 0 <t <T. Since g is increasing,

for 0 <t <T. Then

O(r) < p(r)r forallreR.

Multiply (6.5) by s**! and integrate over (0,t) to obtain

/tsk"'lc‘:( )ds—l—tk"H/ D (u(t))du
0

k+1/ / duds—i—/ k+1/u—ds (6.6)
Q Q
/ k+1/ ) vduds.
Q

Since ¢(0) = 0 and ¢ is non-decreasing, ®(r) > 0 for all » € R and € > 0. Hence
[ vw®)yanzo
Q

for all 0 <t <T. Then returning to (6.4) we can estimate fg skH1€(v) ds, giving

t du|?
/¢“/¢w@ﬂ—
t dov
= (k+2)( k+1/ / duds+(k+2)/ sk“/u—ds
Q 0 o ds
k+2/ ’“+1/ N vdpds
/ k+2/ g(s) — d—duds
Q d
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Further, applying the Lipschitz property of F,

[ / w’(u(s»\d—j 2
(k +2)( / /Q ) dpuds

/<k+2+ws> ’“*1/IUI90( k=

0

k+2/ ’““/ww ) + g(u) duds

/ k+2/gs0 —d/,LdS
Q

Applying Young’s inequality, we combine “5—2‘ terms to obtain (6.3). O

duds + 2 (p(ult))

}duds

For the proof of Theorem 1.5, we first prove (1.22) before applying (6.3) to the
porous medium case with ¢(r) = 7™ to obtain (1.24).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The estimate (1.22) follows as an application of the regularity
results for homogeneous operators presented in [32]. In particular, we note that
(—A,)®-™ is homogeneous of order @ = m(p — 1), so we apply [32, Theorem 4] with

forcing term f(t) = —F(u(t)) + g(t). Using the Lipschitz property of F, we have for
allt >0 and ug € L*,

ottt +€) — )y < [t = 1+ 97 (2lualh + [ ol + o)l o)
Fltre= 0+ O™ (i [ utr(1+ 9l + latr(t + €Dl or)
#a+7 [lgfrt+6) ~ gl or
#0495 [ u(rl1+9) - )l
Applying Grénwall’s inequality,
fute(1+€) — el < (1= 1+ ™51 (2ol + [l + lg(r)s o)
Fltre= 407 (i [ utr(1+ 9l + Lot + €Dl or)

1
F 1+ [ Lol +6 — gl dr) 07T
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We can divide through by &, taking the limsup as & — 0T,

lim sup lu(t(1+€)) — u(t)|x < e (1+a) </0 wllu(@)|1 + ()| d7’>

0+ 3 T [1—q

2[[uol1
wt t
+e (—|1_a|—|—V(,g)

where V (¢, g) is defined by (1.21) and here « = m(p — 1). So by the growth estimate
on u in L' given by Theorem 1.1, we can divide through again by t to obtain (1.22).
To obtain (1.24), let A = (91 €)|, 1ne for € given by (2.12). Now consider u a solu-

tion to (1.1) with initial data satisfying ¢(ug) € D(A) so that we have estimate (6.3).
Then for ¢(s) = s™ where m > 1, we estimate further by

I k+2 / du
3|7 [ ee|$
t

< / ((k+2)(k+1) + (k+2)°m+ (k + 2)ws + w?ms?) s¥|Jul|m ] ds
0

t t
+(/€+2)/ sk+1/gumduds+m/ sk+2/ lglPu™ t dpds.
0 Q 0 Q

We estimate the terms involving g by Young’s inequality, giving

dpds + "2 (p(ult)))

1/t , du|?
3 o [otuen| G dnds o 2eotuto)

t
g/ ((k+2)(k + 1)+ (k + 2)2m) s u] ™ ds
0
t
—|—/ ((k+2)(w+ 1)s + m(w? + 1)s?) sk||u||ziids
0

t
b [ 2 ms) s+ g s
0

We estimate |||/m+1 by |Jull1 by applying Theorem 1.2 to ||u|/« and the standard
growth estimate to ||ul|1,

lu@llmis < llu@)lllu@)]lz

w aw 0 m
< C'max (e Pt (% —I—w) , € BﬁHQHZw(o,t;Lp)) (1+N(8)"™) x

t e L
<€Wt|u0|14-J/ ew“fwuxf>n1df)
0

where variables are given by (1.16) and (1.17) with ¢ = 1. Note that we require (1.23)
to satisfy condition (1.14) of Theorem 1.2. Then for k = &% we define & = 2* + 2,
we have (1.24).

Currently we only have this estimate for ¢(ug) € D(A). To prove that this holds
for all ugp € L, fix ugp € L' and consider a sequence (ug )nen Where ug,, € L for
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all n € N and ug,, — ugp in L* as n — oco. By semigroup theory, uy generates a mild
solution u satisfying u(0) = ug. Define 8 = ¢! and w,, = f(;p(w)((B)'(r))l/2 dr so

that w!, () = gp’(un(t))dst"(t) for almost every t € (0,7T"). As in [26], we have that

¢(uy,) is bounded in L>(0,T; L>°) and w is bounded in W12(0,T; L?). Moreover,
taking a subsequence (ny)r>1 with ny — oo for weak convergences and relabelling,
we have

wy —w in C([0,T]; L?),
wj, = w' in L*((0,T); L?), and
v — v in L((0,T) x Q).

Then by a standard localisation argument and the continuity of \/¢’, we can apply
lower semicontinuity of the L? norm and £ to obtain (1.24) for ug € L. O

7. Holder regularity

This section is dedicated to the parabolic Holder regularity of mild solutions to
the initial boundary value problem

ur(t) + (=Ap)"u™ () + f(ut) = g(-t)  nQx(0,T),
u(t) =0 in R4\ Q x (0,7), (7.1)
u(0) = uo on €,

for 1 < p<oowithp#1+ %, 0 < s < 1 and where 2 is an open, bounded domain
in R?, d > 2. For global Holder regularity we consider only the case m = 1. For
the local Holder result, we apply the following local elliptic Holder regularity result
from [33].

Theorem 7.1 ([33, Theorem 1.4]). Let Q C R? be a bounded and open set. Assume
2<p<oo,0<s<1andq>1 satisfies g > %. We define the exponent

Od, 5, p, q) i min( ! (sp—g>,1>. (7.2)

p—1

Letu e W2P(Q)N LY,

loc

() N L2 H(R?) be a local weak solution of
(—A,)°’u=h inQ,

where h € L1

loc

(Q). Then u € CL (Q) for every 0 < § < ©.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. By the standard growth estimate (1.8), u(t) € L! for t € [0, 7]
and hence by the Lipschitz condition of f, F(u(t)) € L' for all t € [0,T]. By the
homogeneous regularizing effects of [32] as in Theorem 1.5, we have that u; € L' and
u(t) is a strong solution. Furthermore, u(t) € LS (Q) for almost every ¢ € (0,7

loc

by [33, Theorem 3.2]. We now apply Theorem 7.1 with

h=g(t) — F(u(t)) — u(t) € L*.
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Hence u™(t) € CP () for almost every t € (0,7). Since r™, r € R, is Hélder

loc
1

continuous for m > 1 with exponent -- we obtain Holder continuity of w(f) in this

case by composition. O

Our proof of global Holder regularity employs the following elliptic Holder regu-
larity result for the fractional p-Laplacian from [35].

Theorem 7.2 ([35, Theorem 1.1]). Let Q be a bounded domain in R¢, d > 2, with a
boundary O of the class C11, p € (1,00) and 0 < s < 1. There exists a € (0, s] and
Caq > 0 depending on d,p, s, such that if h € L, then the weak solution u € W3™*

of

(—Ap)u=h inQ,
o (7.3)
u=0 inR*\Q,
belongs to C*(Q) and satisfies
1
Jullgum) < CallAlF2 (7.9

For this we use a restriction to the set of continuous functions v : @ — R van-
ishing on the boundary 92, which we denote by Cy(€2). Following the notation in
Definition 2.13, we denote by (85)‘% the restriction of 9 to Cy(€2) x Cp(£2). We first

prove accretivity and density results for this operator on Cp(£2). The proof of density
follows the idea in [46, Proposition 5.4].

Proposition 7.3 (Density of D(((?E)'CO) in Cy(2)). Let Q be a bounded domain in

R?, d > 2, with a boundary OS2 of the class C*', F the Nemytskii operator of f
on Cy(Q) satisfying (1.3a)-(1.3b), p € (1,00) and 0 < s < 1. Then (9€) T F s

lc

m-completely accretive in Co(2). Furthermore, if s < 1 — % then the set D(((?E)ICO)
is dense in Co(€2).

Proof. Since 2 has finite Lebesgue measure, one has that the subdifferential satisfies
(08), . C OE. Then since OE + F is w-quasi m-completely accretive in L2, for every
0

lc

g € Co(2) and A > 0, there is a unique uy € L? satisfying
(14 Aw)ux + A(0E(ur) + F(up)) =g in L. (7.5)

Moreover, by the complete accretivity condition, uy € L°°. Hence u) is a weak
solution of the non-local Poisson problem (7.3) with

g— (14 dw)uy

h:= —F(UA)—F \

e L™,
and so Theorem 7.2 yields that uy € C§(2), satisfying

(1—i—)\w)u)\—i—)\((—Ap)ISCOu,\—i—F(u,\)) =y in L2,

o1



As g € Cp(2) and A > 0 were arbitrary, we have thereby shown that the shifted
operator (—Ap)lsco ux + F(uy) + wlg, satisfies the range condition (2.6).

To prove the density result, fix u € C2°(€2). We first prove that u+(—A,)°u € L™
by splitting the domain to deal with local and nonlocal estimates. For € > 0,

— p—1 _ p—1
N N UL S O ETOTEN
B.w) T —yliteP RNB.(z) |7 —yl?teP
Estimating |u(x) — u(y)| by the derivative sup,cq, |u/(s)||x — y| for the first term,

_ p—1 / p—1 _ alp—1
/ u(z) ugﬁ)sl dy < / SUpP,eq |u/(s)] d+|5$ yl dy
B.(w) |z —yltteP B.(z) |z — y|t+sp

15
1
3 ot [C L a4
< Cpmuplu/ ()" [ et ar

where Cp is a constant for integration over a d-dimensional ball. Then we have

1> 1 £
_ (1—s)p—1
/0 r2—(1=s)p dr=0 {T }0

which is bounded for s < 1 — %. For the nonlocal term,

_ p—1 > q
[ MOy <ol [t
RUNB.(z) |7 —ylteP e TP

= Cllulloe [r=7]

o0

for some C' > 0. Since sp > 0, this is bounded and (—A,)*u € L*. We now define
fi=Aiu=u+ (—A,)%u € L and approximate by f, € C°(2) C Cy(Q2) such that
fn — fin LPs as n — oo with || fullee < ||f]|ec and where é + pi =1 and p; is given
by (1.10).

We now solve Aju, = f,, € Co(2) using the m-accretivity of (_AP)\SCO’ finding
that u, € Co(2) and so u, € D((—AP)ISCO). Moreover, by the elliptic Holder esti-
mate (7.4) with (f)neny bounded in L, (uy, )nen is bounded in C%(Q2). Hence taking
a subsequence and relabelling, we have convergence to a function in C(2).

Next, we prove that this limit is w by considering convergence in W*®P. For
w € D((—=Ap)}, ) we can define ¢, (v) := (Ajw,v) 2 for all v € W*P. Estimating by

leg

Holder’s inequality,

Pun () — ()] < / ((F — Fol du
Q

<o = Fllz ol

SCdan_f 29

by the standard Sobolev embedding (1.10). Hence ¢,, — ¢, in (WP) and so
(¢u,, )n>1 is bounded in (W*P)". Then we also have that

’UHWs,p

(Alunu Un)L2 = ”un”g + [u"]:ls),p

< Cu (1A Jlunflwes).
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Now

T (Arv,v)r2 _ [lvllz + [v]E,
lvllwsr—o0  |lv]|wep llullws.»
> ||v|[Bes
— 0

for p € (1,00). Hence (up)n>1 is bounded in WP and passing to a subsequence we
have that u, — @ in W*P. We extend ¢, (v) to w € W*P by defining ¢, (v) =
(w4 (=Ap)°w,v) - for w e WP\ D((—Ap)fco). By Minty’s theorem,
[47, Proposition 11.2.2],

(o = Pu,, v —un) =0

for all v € W*P. We have the convergences ¢, — ¢, in (W*P?)" and w,, — @ in W*P
so that
{60 = pa,v—u) 20

for all v € W#P. Applying Minty’s theorem again, ¢4 = , so that by the uniqueness
provided by the accretivity of (—A,)* in L?, @ = u. Also, since u,, — w in W*P,
we have that u,, — u in Cy(Q2), relabelling by appropriate subsequences. Then the
density of C2°(£2) in Cy(2) gives us the desired density result. O

We now prove Holder continuity in the identity case, m = 1. In this theorem, the
case p = 2 is well-known. We note that this proof of parabolic regularity relies on
the global Holder regularity estimate of the elliptic problem which we believe is not
optimal, in particular with the L> norm required in (7.4), and that a stronger elliptic
result would also improve this parabolic result.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. By Proposition 7.3, we have that (9&) , T F is w-quasi m-

le

completely accretivity in Co(Q) and D((8E), ) = Co(Q). The Crandall-Liggett

lco
theorem (see [38], [48]) says that —(0¢c,E+F') generates a strong continuous semigroup
of w-quasi contractions on Cy(2). Further, since (0€ )|CO is homogeneous of order p—1,
and since

(08) . C 0r«€

lc

for all 1 < ¢ < oo, it follows from [49] that for initial data uy € Cp(Q2) and g €
C((0,T7); Co(2)) N BV(0,T;Co(2)), the mild solution u € C([0,T]; Co(£2)) of the
initial boundary value problem (7.1) is a strong solution with u € W1°°(4, T'; Cp(£2)).
Moreover, u € CYP([5, T]; Co(Q)) for every 0 < § < T. In particular, u is a weak
solution of the non-local Poisson problem (7.3) with

hi= g(t) — F(u) — ug(t) € C((0,T); Co().

Hence, by the elliptic regularity result Theorem 7.2, we obtain that u(t) € C%(Q) for
all t € (0,T) for some « € (0, s]. O
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8. Finite time of extinction

In the porous medium case, ¢(u) = u™ with 0 < m < 1, we can obtain extinction
in finite time following the method presented for the fractional Laplacian case in
[24]. We first prove a comparison principle for the doubly nonlinear problem (1.1),
extending [26, Theorem 4.1] to inhomogeneous boundary data on R?. By constructing
an explicit supersolution and subsolution on RY we can then prove extinction in finite
time.

8.1. A parabolic comparison principle
We first introduce the inhomogeneous fractional Sobolev space for €2 an open
domain in R% d > 1, and b € LL (R%\ ),

loc
Wy (Q) = {u € WHP(R?) |u = b a.e. on R\ Q}

and the fractional p-Laplacian for u € W, P(2). I this setting we have the energy
functional £ : L2(2) — (—o0, oc] defined by

1 : s,
£(u) = sluln, ifuc Wb Q)N L3(Q),
+00 otherwise,

so that the fractional p-Laplacian is given by the sub-differential operator of £ in L2.
In particular, we use the variational equation,

1 (u(z) — u(y)~ (v(x) — v(y))
78

2 |z — y|dter

dydx = / h(z)v(z) dz (8.1)
Q
so that we have the characterization,
OE(u) = {h € L? : u, h satisfy (8.1) for all v € L? with [v],, < o0}

For every u € W;"P(€2) N L? this is then unique, so we write (—A,)*u = 9 (u).
In this setting we consider the following inhomogeneous evolution equation,

up + (=8p)°p(u) + f (- u)

u(t)
u(0)

g on Q x [0,T7,
h(t) on R4\ Qx [0,T], (8.2)

0 on ).

In particular, we have the comparison principle.

Theorem 8.1 (Comparison principle for inhomogeneous boundary data). Let Q be
an open domain in RY, d > 1, T > 0, f satisfy (1.3a)-(1.3b) and ¢ : R — R be
strictly increasing and satisfy ¢(0) = 0. Suppose u and @ € WH1((0,T); L') are two
strong distributional solutions in L' to the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem (8.2)
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with initial data ug, g € LY, forcing terms g, ¢ € L*((0,T); L') and boundary data
h, h e Ll (R?\ Q), respectively. If h(t) < h(t) a.e. on R? for a.e. t € (0,T), then

/(u(t) —a(t)tdp < et / (up — )" dp
Q Q (8.3)

t
- / e () /Q (9(s) — G(s)) L usay dpds
0

forall0 <t <T.

Proof. Since u and 4 are distributional solutions, we have that p(u(t)) € WS(Z(”)(Q)
and ¢(a(t)) € WS(Z(t))(Q) for a.e. t € (0,T). We first prove an estimate on the sign
of (—A,)*u— (—Ap)%a given that u < @ on R?\ 2. We approximate the sign function
by considering all ¢ € C*(R) satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢(s) = 0 for s < 0 and ¢'(s) > 0
for s > 0 and prove that

[ (o= (-2, vau-yde >0
Q
By assumption, q(u — @) = 0 on R?\ Q. So we have

[ (a0 u= A ata- 0)da
Q

()P~ = (a(x) —a(y))P~*
/Rd / o — yldTPe )
r) — () — q(u(y) — u(y))) dy d=.

We split these integrals into {u >4} and {u < 4} terms noting that ¢(u(z)—a(z)) =
Oon{u<a}. On{u>u} x{u>u}, using the monotonicity of ¢(s), we have

/ / (u(z) —u(y))P~" = (a(x) —a(y))*!
{uza})?

|z — y|dtps

X

(q(u(z) —a(x)) — q(uly) — a(y))) dy dz > 0.
On{u<a}x{u<a} wehave

q(u(z) — a(x)) — q(uly) — a(y)) = 0.

Then applying the symmetry of x and y to the remaining two terms, we have that

/ (=Ap)*u — (~Ap)*B)g(u — a) da
Q

—u(y)P~" = (a(x) —aly)"~!
=2 ~/{u>u}/{u<u} |I_y|d+ps .
) dy dz
—a(y)P =" = (a(x) —aly)"~
=2 ~/{u>u} /{u<u} |I - y|d+ps .
q(u(z) — a(z)) dy dz
=0.
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Letting ¢ converge to [signy]* and noting that p(u) > (@) if and only if u > 4,

/Q (=) () — (=) G(@) 1 { sy dp > 0. (8.4)

By the chain rule, (8.2) and (8.4),

(ult) = 6(0) s = [ (W) = W)L 0 dn

. /Q (= Ap)* o)1) — (~Ap)*0(@) (1)) T iy du
+ /Q (F(u) — F(@))1 (s dpt + /Q (9(6) — 91 sy dp

< [ @0 = a0) du+ [ (60 - 3000y a0

Q

Applying a Gronwall inequality,

/Q(u(t) —a(t))Tdp < et / (up — o)™ dp

Q

t
[ e [ (006) = )Ly .
0

8.2. Proof of finite time of extinction

We now suppose that €2 is bounded in order to construct a super-solution and a
sub-solution which are truncated within a ball containing 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let u be a strong distributional solution to (1.1). We construct
a super-solution and sub-solution on R? x R, to bound u via separation of variables
of the form p(z)T'(t) using the fundamental solution. In particular, we will choose T'
to be a decreasing function such that T'(t*) = 0 for some ¢t* > 0.

Choose R > 0 such that Q C Br(0). In order to apply Theorem 8.1 we require
that this super-solution V'(z,t) satisfies

Vi+ (=A,)%0(V) > 0. (8.5)

Letting 8 = ¢! we set V(z,t) = B(W(x,t)) with W(z,t) = u(z)T(t), where we
choose
R=4=rs  for |z| <R,

u(w) = [ for Ja] € (R, 3R),
0 for |x| > 3R.

Defining

Cr = 9L (3¢ — 2%) (1 — 2=4-»%)" " g (8.6)

T 4disg
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with wy denoting the volume of a d-dimensional unit ball, and

1 /luolao 1
t* = — 7_d7‘,
Cr Jo (p(r))™!

d+ps * : *
T = {R Blo(t =) ift<t
0 ift>¢*

we set

where o(t) satisfies

O’(t) 1
/ ﬁdT = CRt
o (p(7)

for t € [0,t*]. Note that V(z,0) = |Jug|lec and V(z,t*) = 0 for z € Q. Moreover,
Vi = —Cr((a(t — 1)) .

For z € Q, we have
R—(d+ps)(p—1)

|z — y|dtes w

GQWMMS/

R4\ Br(0)

which is bounded since ps > 0 so that (—A,)%u(x) € L*™ and so we can apply the
singular integral form of the fractional p-Laplacian. Let g = Vi + (—=Ap)%p(V) on
Q x (0,00). Note that V € W,2'(0,00; L'(R%)). Then V is a strong distributional

loc
solution to
v+ (A pv) =g on Q x (0,00),

v(t) =Vi(t) on R4\ Q x (0,00), (8.7)
v(0) = v in R%,
where V (t) > u(t) on R4\ Q and V(0) > ug. Applying Theorem 8.1, we have that

AW@—WW“MS—[KF@MDWQM&

To obtain that u(t) < V(¢) almost everywhere on € x (0, 00), it therefore remains to
prove that the right hand side is bounded by zero.
For x € €, using the singular integral formulation,

(R — y )

(=Ap)°u(z) = / dy
! Bar(0)\ B2 (0) | — y|d+ps
- 1
> Rfdfps(l o 27d7p5) p—1 / dy
( ) Bar(0)\Bag(0) (4R)*TsP

Wd—1
— Ad+psd

(3% — 24 R—P (R=4P3(1 — 274 %))’

Rewriting (8.5) in terms of the separated variables u(z) and T'(t), and applying
the estimate on (—A,)%, it is sufficient for T'(t) to satisfy

%B(R‘d"’ST(t)) +Cr (RPT®)) ™ >0 on (0,7).
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In particular, we require that

do

= Crlplo)" o (0.0,

which holds by definition of o. Hence

Vit (=8p)°p(V) 2 0

for all x € Q.

Similarly for —u and —V we have, with respect to the Lebesgue measure,

(=V)i +(=8p)°p(=V) <0 on Qx(0,00),
~V(0,) <ug onR%
~V<u onR¥\Qx(0,00),

hence we have that for almost every z € Q and all t > 0, =V (t) < u(t) < V(t) and so
u(t) =0 for t > t*. O

We extend this to mild solutions in Corollary 1.10 by approximation, applying

Theorem 1.1 and in particular, the growth estimate (1.9).
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