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Abstract

We consider the damped nonlinear Schrodinger equation with saturation: i.e., the complex
evolution equation contains in its left hand side, besides the potential term V(z)u, a nonlinear
term of the form ipu(t, z)/|u(t,z)| for a given parameter p > 0 (arising in optical applications
on non-Kerr-like fibers). In the right hand side we assume a given forcing term f(¢,z). The
important new difficulty, in contrast to previous results in the literature, comes from the fact
that the spatial domain is assumed to be unbounded. We start by proving the existence and
uniqueness of weak and strong solutions according the regularity of the data of the problem. The
existence of solutions with a lower regularity is also obtained by working with a sequence of spaces
verifying the Radon-Nikodym property. Concerning the asymptotic behavior for large times we
prove a strong stabilization result. For instance, in the one dimensional case we prove that there
is extinction in finite time of the solutions under the mere assumption that the L°-norm of the
forcing term f(¢,x) becomes less than u after a finite time. This presents some analogies with
the so called feedback bang-bang controls v (here v = —ipu/|u| + f).
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1 Introduction

The main goal of this paper is the consideration of the following damped nonlinear Schrédinger

equation
o + Au+V(z)u+ Wﬂ = f(t,x), in (0,00) x Q, (1.1)
u
ujpn = 0, on (0,00) x 99, (1.2)
u(0) = ug, in £, (1.3)

where i = =1, 1> 0, Q CRY, f e L{_([0,00); L*(2)), V € Li, (4 R) and ug € L*(Q).

It is important to point out that although the study of some damped nonlinear Schrodinger
equations (u > 0) was already considered since the seventies of the past century, in most of the
cases the domain ) was assumed to be an open bounded subset of RY, or the nonlinear term was
usually assumed to be a Lipschitz continuous function (see Cazenave [18] and the references therein,
and references, for instance, in [§]). We will explain later why the case of Q unbounded presents
important difficulties in its treatment.

The nonlinear term considered in this paper (see () is usually called as a “saturation non-
linearity”. This kind of nonlinearity arises quite often in the modeling of some problems in the
framework of optical applications in non-Kerr-like fibers (see, e.g., Gatz and Herrmann [26], Lyra and
Gouveia-Neto [33], Tatsing, Mohamadou and Tiofack [48], and the references given in [§]).

The case of a saturation nonlinearity as the one considered in (IT]) can be understood also in the

framework of Control Theory as a special case of feed-back control of “bang-bang type”

y(t,z) = iu%. (1.4)

This type of control has been considered in the applications to many dissipative evolution equations

(see, e.g. Lasiecka and Seidman [32], Tarbouriech, Garcia, Gomes da Silva and Queinnec [47], and

Laabissi and Taboye [31]). Nevertheless, the controllability for Schrodinger equations is more delicate
(see, e.g., Machtyngier [34]) and requires “ad hoc” arguments.

The main goal of this paper is to offer a mathematical treatment of problem (I]) for the case

that was left as an open problem in some previous results in the literature (see, e.g., Carles and



Gallo [16], Carles and Ozawa [17], Hayashi [30] and [, [9] [10]): the case of Q an unbounded domain.
More precisely, the case m = 0 is not treated in Hayashi [30] and in [8], [10]. The case m = 0 and Q
unbounded (actually Q = R¥) is partially treated in Carles and Ozawa [17]: m € [0,1] and N = 1.

Before describing the main difficulties in the study of this case, let us point out that the relevance
of the consideration of this formulation comes from the fact that we will prove (in Section []) that
thanks to this kind of nonlinearity (i.e., for controls y € L>((0,00) x €;C) given by (I4)) we will
show the stabilization to zero (as t — c0) of solutions of (II]) even if the source term f(t, ) is merely
a bounded function (i.e., without require that f(¢, . ) — 0, in some sense, as t — 00). Moreover, in
the case of N = 1, we will prove that the finite time extinction (which under suitable conditions on
f(t, .)) may be instantaneous — see Theorem B2 part

A natural way to start the study of equation () is to enlarge the framework by considering the
more general sublinear Schrédinger equation (now not necessarily saturated) of the form

i% + Au+V(z)u + alu| "™y = f(t,x), in (0,00) x Q, (1.5)

where a € C and m € [0, 1]. Such as we will indicate later, different authors introduced some con-
straints among the parameters m and a in order to get the existence and uniqueness of different types
of solution (this will be properly presented in the Section 2 below). So, if m € [0, 1] then we had to

assume that a € C(m), where
C(m) = {z € C; Im(2) > 0 and 2v/mIm(z) > (1 — m)|Re(z)|}. (1.6)

Here and after, for z € C, Re(z), Im(z) and Z denote the real part, the imaginary part and the
conjugate of z, respectively. Notice that in this paper, we have m = 0 and a € C(0) in (3. Hence
a = ip, for a positive real p (the saturated case). Another set of complex numbers which plays an

important role is:
D(m) = {z € C; Im(z) > 0 and 2y/mlIm(z) = (1 — m)Re(z)}. (1.7)
Note that D(0) = C(0), D(1) = ), and

C(0) = {z € C; Re(z) =0 and Im(z) > 0},

() = {z € C; Im(z) > o}.

Below, we summarize the results about the existence, uniqueness and finite time extinction property

of the solutions in the previous literature according the presence of a potential V(x) in the equation.

Case without potential (V = 0)



O C RN Existence and lllniqu.eness Finite time
m a i of the solutions in L. Ref.
arbitrary extinction for
12Q) [ 1) | @)
(N=1)or (N <3,
€ (0,1 e C(m Q| < es es es 8
1) (m) i Y Y Y Q bounded and C*1) 2
=1 e C(1) yes yes yes yes Impossible 8]
€(0,1) | e C(m)\ D(m) | Q=RYN yes yes yes N<3 13
Case with a potential V' (z)
O CRY Existence and 1.1niqu.eness Finite time
m a . of the solutions in L Ref.
arbitrary extinction for
Q) [ i@ | 1)
€(0,1) | € C(m)\ D(m) yes yes yes yes N<3 1)
=1 eC(1) yes yes yes yes Impossible [9]
=0 € C(0) Q] < o0 yes yes yes N<3 9
yes (N=1)or (N <3
€ (0,1 € D(m €es es es 10
1) (m) Y Y Y if 9] < o0 and || < o0) 0
=0 e C(0) yes yes yes no N=1 Here

Due to the lack of regularity of the nonlinear term in equation (I.I)) (and in (L) when m € [0, 1)),
a good technique to get the existence and uniqueness of solutions is to understand the equation as a

special case of the abstract Cauchy problem

du
— + Au=f,
dt + f
where Au = —iAu — iVu — iaju|~~™u. In particular, we used the theory of maximal monotone

operator in L?(2) (see Brezis [13]).

The more favorable case corresponds to when || < co, m € (0,1] and a € C(m). So, in [§] we
show directly that (D(A), A) is maximal monotone by using the embedding LP(Q2) — L?*(Q), for any
p =2 ||ul~0™u| = [u[™ € L7 (Q) = L2(Q), ¥m € (0,1].

When Q = RY but m € (0,1) and a € C(m) \ D(m) the abstract theory can be applied. So,
in [3] we show that (D(A), A) is maximal monotone in the following way. First, we build solutions
compactly supported in H?(RY) to (A + I)u = F with help of the results in [6] [7]. Second, we
obtain a priori estimates in H?(RY) with [3, Lemma 4.2]. Third, we show that (D(A), A) is maximal
monotone by approximations with solutions compactly supported.

An approximation argument allowed us to extend the above mentioned results to the case in which
m € [0,1], a € C(m) \ D(m) but according the boundedness or not of © ([9]). First, we approximate
(D(A), A) by a nice maximal monotone operator (D(A), A;). Second, we obtain a priori estimates in
H?(Q) with [3, Lemma 4.2]. Third, we pass to the limit. If m = 0 then it is assumed that || < oo,
=1€ L>®(Q) = L*(Q).

u

[

and then




The critical case a € D(m) was considered in [I0] when m € (0,1). The main idea was to get
different a priori estimates for the approximate problems, with (D(A), A.).

One of the main difficulties when considering the problem (L), main goal of this article, comes
from the lack of separability of the space L>°(€2) (notice that the nonlinear term is a bounded function).
When || < oo it is possible to use additional a priori estimates allowing the passing to the limit
when € N\, 0, but this strategy fails when  is unbounded.

We point out that although there are some abstract results (and with many interesting applications
to nonlinear PDEs — see Bénilan and Ha [I1]) this theory does not apply to the case of unbounded
domains Q. The difficulty comes from the fact that it is very hard to get “strong solutions” (i.e.,
solutions such that u; € L1(0,T; H=1(Q) + L>(2)), for any T > 0). This is also associated to the
fact that when the Banach space X is not reflexive (as it is also the case of X = H}(Q) N LY(Q))
then the Radon-Nikodym property may fail (see, e.g., Diestel and Uhl [21]). Actually, we do not
even know if the time differential u; is measurable when the data (ug and f) are not regular enough.
Nevertheless, by introducing a suitable sequence of spaces (Y, )nen satisfying (in an appropriate sense)
the Radon-Nikodym property (see Definition [5.4] below) it is possible to get a limit solution which is

“

stronger than the “weak solutions” but weaker than the “strong solutions”.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2lis devoted to state the existence and uniqueness of
weak and strong solutions under suitable assumptions on the initial data ug and f. The explanation
at the sense in which the weak solutions satisfy ([LI]) already uses the approximating sequence of
spaces (Y}, )nen mentioned before. Section [B] contains the statement of the strong stabilization results
when ¢t  co. In particular, when N = 1 we get the finite time extinction of solutions with a time-
decay estimate that is stronger than the usual time-decay estimate for sublinear parabolic equations
(see, e.g., [I]). The occurrence of the problem of measurability of wu; is presented in Section [ (for
a different approach in an abstract framework, see Deville [19]). The proof of the existence and
uniqueness results stated in Section Bl are presented in Section [6 after recalling and developing some
results on Functional Analysis in Section Bl The results stated in Section B are proved in Section [7l
The consideration of solutions with lower regularity is carried out in Section [§ and explains how it is
possible to pass to the limit in suitable approximations.

To end this introduction, we collect here some notations which will be used throughout this paper.
For a real number t € R, t; = max{t,0} is its positive part. Let £ be an open subset of RY. Unless
specified, all functions are complex-valued (H!(Q) g 1(Q;C), etc) and all the vector spaces are
considered over the field R. For p € [1,00], p’ is the conjugate of p defined by % + i = 1. For a (real)
Banach space X, we denote by X* def Z(X;R) its topological dual and by (., .)x+ x € Rthe X*—X
duality product. When X (respectively, X*) is endowed of the weak topology o (X, X™) (respectively,

the weakx topology U(X*,X)), it is denoted by X, (respectively, by Xy). For p € [1,00], u €



LP

loc

([0, 00); X) means that u € L},

loc

(0,00; X) and for any T' > 0, ujo,7y € LP(0,T; X). In the same
way, we will use the notation u € W,'” ([0, 00); X). The scalar product in L?(2) between two functions
u,v is, (u,v)r2(0) = Re [, u(z)v(x)dz. For any real interval I and Banach space X, Cy(I; X) is the
space of weakly continuous function from I to X,. The space of measurable functions u : @ — C
such that |u| < oo, almost everywhere in 2, is denoted by L°(£2). Auxiliary positive constants will be
denoted by C and may change from a line to another one. Also for positive parameters ay,. .., a,, we
shall write C(aq, ..., ay) to indicate that the constant C' depends only and continuously on aq, .. ., ay.
The set of positive integers is denoted by N, and Ny = N U {0}. We denote by Br(0,1) the closed
unit ball of L°°(€2). Finally, the Lebesgue measure of a measurable set A C RY will be denoted by

A

2 Existence and uniqueness of weak and strong solutions

Throughout this paper we shall always identify L?(2) with its topological dual. We refer to Section [l

for some results of Functional Analysis. The following assumptions will be needed to build solutions.

Assumption 2.1. We assume that

) is any nonempty open subset of RY, (2.1)
>0, (2.2)
Ve L*(;R) + LPY (; R), (2.3)
where,
2, it N =1,
pv =14 2+ [, for some >0, if N=2, (2.4)
N, if N> 3.

Now, let us recall the definition of solution ([9]) for a general u € C.

Definition 2.2. Assume 2.I), @23) and @4). Let p € C, f € L ([0,00); L*(Q)) and ug € L*(Q).
We shall say that u is a strong solution (or an H}-solution) to (LI)—(L3) if u satisfies the following

properties.

1. We have that,
u € L ([0,00); X) N W02 ([0, 00); X*) < C([0, 00); L2(9)), (2.5)

where X = HE(Q) N LY(Q) (hence, X* = H-1(Q) + L>(Q)).



2. There exists a saturated section U associated to u, namely a U € LOO((O, 00) X Q) such that

0
ia—? + Au+ V(@) +ipU = f(t,2), in 2((0,00) x Q), (2.6)
Ul o= ((0,00)x) < 1, (2.7)
u(t, )
Ult,z) = , as soon as u(t, ) # 0. (2.8)
u(t, z)]

3. u(0) = up, in L3(9).
We shall say that u is a weak solution (or an L?-solution) to (LI)—(L3) if there exists,
(tn, Un, fr)men € C([0,00); L*(€2)) x L*((0,00) x Q) x Lige ([0, 00); L*(2)), (2.9)

such that for any n € N, u,, is a strong solution of (LI)-(L2]) with the saturated section Uy, where
the right-hand side member of (L)) is f,, and if

C([0,T);L?(Q))x L' (0,T;L%(Q))

(Uns fn) o (u, f), (2.10)
L®((0,T)XQ) s
Un - U, (2.11)
n—r oo

for any T > 0. Sometimes, we shall write (u, f), (u,U), or (u,U, f) to designate a solution with the

obvious meanings.

Remark 2.3. The embedding (23] comes from Theorem [5.3] below.

Before recalling a result of uniqueness and continuous dependence ([9, Proposition 2.5]), we explain

below in which way the weak solutions satisfy (LTI

Proposition 2.4. Assume 1)), @3) and @4). Let p € C, f € L] ([0,00); L*(Q)) and uo € L*(Q).
Let (Yp)nen, be any L'-approzimating sequence of RNP-spaces (see Definition 5.4 below). If u is a
weak solution to (LI)—-(L3) then for any n € Ny,

u € Wi ([0,00); H*(Q) +Y7), (2.12)

and u solves ([II) in Li,([0,00); H2(Q) + Y;¥) < 2'((0,00) x Q). Finally there exists No C (0, 00)
with |No| = 0 such that,

u'(t) € H2(Q) + L>(Q), (2.13)
for any t € (0,00) N N§. In particular, u solves (L) in H=2(Q) + L>°(Q), for almost every t > 0.

Remark 2.5. Below are some comments about Proposition 2.4



1. If | < oo then the spaces H2(Q) + Y,* may be replaced with H~2(£2). See the end of the
proof of Proposition 2.4 for the details.

2. “RNP” stands for “Radon-Nikodym Property”. For the justification of this terminology, see
Section [4] below.

3. Whether or not v’ : [0,00) — H~2(Q) + L°°(£2) is measurable is an open question.

Proposition 2.6 (Uniqueness and continuous dependence). Let Assumption 211 be fulfilled, let
ffeLl ([0,00); L*()) and X = H} () N LY(Q). Finally, let p € [1,00] and let

loc

u,i € L2 ([0,00); X) N WL ([0, 00); X*) = C([0,00); L2(Q)), (2.14)

loc
be solutions in 2'((0,00) x Q) to,
iug + Au+Vu+ipU = f,
ity + AU+ Vi+ipU = f,

respectively, where U and U satisfy Z0)~@3R). Then,

l[u(t) — a(t)[L2(0) < [lu(s) —uls)llL2@) + / 1£(0) = F(0)l2()do, (2.15)

for any t > s > 0. Finally, @I8) also holds true for the weak solutions.

Theorem 2.7 (Existence and uniqueness of weak solutions). Let Assumption 211 be fulfilled

and let f € Ll _([0,00); L*(Q)). Then for any ug € L*(Q), there exists a unique weak solution u to

D) -@3). In addition,

U € Lige([0,00); L1 (€2)), (2.16)

t t
1 1 -
SN + 1 [ 1@ @de < Gl +n [[ foo) i dede, (217
s 50

foranyt > s> 0. If |Q < oo then the inequality in (2ZI1) becomes an equality.

Remark 2.8. If (u, f) and (@, f) are two weak solutions then, by Hélder’s inequality, we obtain for
any p € (1,2),

2(p—1)

2-p
=l 2 gy S I = Blf i 14 = Tl (s 20

for any t > s > 0. Then by [2I0)-(2I1), the left-hand side of the above estimate is bounded.



Theorem 2.9 (Existence and uniqueness of strong solutions). Let Assumption 211 be fulfilled

and f € Wl’l([O, 00); L2(R?)). Then for any ug € HE (Q) N H(Q) N LY(Q) for which

loc loc

(AuO n mﬂ) € 17({uo # 0}),
[0l /| up 20y

there exists a unique H{ -solution u to (LI)~(L3). Furthermore, u satisfies (L)) in L§S. ([0, 00); LE . (22))N
L2 ([0,00); H7X(2)) as well as the following properties.

1. u € Cy([0,00); H{(Q)) N LS

loc

([0,00); LY(€2)) N W52 ([0, 00); L2(92)).

loc

2. Foranyt>s >0,

[ut) = uw(s)l|z2@) < llwellLoo(s,e2(0)|t = s, (2.18)
[u()||z2) < A(1), (2.19)
lwell poc 0,6522 (0)) < B(B), (2.20)
IVu(t)lZ2(q) + wllu®)llzi@) < CRA), (2:21)
where,
t
A() = luollzao) + [ 156)zaqends,
0
t
BO) = |Au -+ Vi + inllo = FO) 2oy + | 1701200l
0
C(t) = C (A(t), B{t), [l f )l L2s Vil Lo (o) V2l Lov (), N, B) ,
for some Uy € Br(0,1) satisfying Uy = %, almost everywhere where ug # 0.
3. The map t — ||u(t)||%2(ﬂ) belongs to Wli)fo([o, 00); R) and we have,
14 , S
55”“@)”1:2(9) +pllu®)llzi =Tm [ f(t,z)u(t, z)dz, (2.22)

Q

for almost every t > 0.
4. If f € WH1(0, 00; L2(2)) then u € L°°(0,00; HA(2) N LY(Q)) N W12°(0, 00; L2(£2)).
Remark 2.10. Below are some comments about Theorem [2.9

1. The solution obtained in Theorem 2.9is not an H>2-solution (in the sense of [9, Definition 2.2]).
Indeed, to be one, we would have to have Au(t) € L?(£2), for almost every ¢ > 0, while we merely
have Au(t) € L (), for almost every ¢ > 0. Existence, uniqueness, finite time extinction and

loc

asymptotic behavior of the H?-solutions are obtained in [J] in the special case of Q| < oo.



2. Using that u € C%*([0,00); L*(2)), and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Holder inequalities, we
get that for any p € (1, ﬁ—g) (pe (1,00 if N=1),

u e 0% ([0,00); LP(Q)) (u € Cp([0,00); LP(Q)), if f € WH1(0, 005 L3(R))),
where o = 28222 if > 9 and o = 2221 if p < 2.
3 Finite time extinction and asymptotic behavior for large
time
Large time behavior of the weak solutions

Theorem 3.1. Let Assumption 211 be fulfilled, f € L'(0,00; L*(Q)), ug € L*(Y) and let u be the
unique weak solution to (LI)-[L3) given by Theorem[Z7 Then,

tl}fgo [w(®)||L2(0) = 0.
Finite time extinction and asymptotic behavior of the strong

solutions

Under some additional conditions on f(t,z) we have:

Theorem 3.2 (Finite time extinction and time decay estimates). Let Assumption [Z1] be

fulfilled, f € WH1(0,00; L?(Q2)), ug € HZ () N H(Q) N L (Q) with

loc

(Aw+mﬂﬁ € 17({uo # 0}),
[0l /| up 20y

and let u be the unique strong solution to (LI)-(L3) given by Theorem 2.9
1. If there exists Ty € [0,00) such that
f e L ((To,00) x Q) and || f]|o((ry,000x0) < Hs (3.1)
then the following holds true.
o If N =1 then
vt = T, [u(®)L2@) =0, (3.2)
for some,

1 1
To < To < Cllu(@o) 2 0y IVl 0 sz + T (3:3)

10



where C = C(p — || f|| Loo((Ty,00)x ) ) Actually,

1 2
lu®llzaey < (lluollFa(q) + C(To - t)>+,
for any t > Ty and for some O = C(|[Vull Loe(0,00:2(): 1 = Il (70,000 x02))-

o [f N =2 then for any t > Ty,
()l 2(0) < [1u(To)l|L2@ye ™), (3.4)

where C'= C(|[VullLe(0,00:22(2))s £ = 1| oo ((70,00) x2) ) -
o If N > 3 then for any t > Ty,

lu(To)ll 22 ()

[u(®)||L2(0) < , (3.5)

(v-_2) G
(1+ Tl - )
where C = C(||Vul| Lo (0,00;22(02)) 1 — | f I Loo (10,00 x2)> N)-

2. Suppose N = 1. For each M > 0, there exists e, = e,(M, ) satisfying the following property.
Let Ty > 0. If

HfHWLl(O,OO;W(Q)) <M,

[Vuollrz(o) + HAUO e

~X ’

L2({uo £0})
llwollL2(e) + 1l L1(0,00:L2(02)) < € (3.6)
luoll L2y < e.T3,

1f)llz2) < ex(To—1t) ., VE =0,

then B2) holds true with Ty, = Tp.

Remark 3.3. If f satisfies (B.I)) then it follows from [B.2]) and (L)) that,
WUt ) = f(t,2),

for almost every (t,z) € (T, 00) x €.

4 On the non-measurability

Due to the special nonlinearity, in this paper, we are not able to build H{-solutions of (LI]) under

the mere “natural conditions”

up € Hy (), (4.1)
f € Lige ([0, 00); Hy(2)) N Lig ([0, 00); H™H(2) + L2(Q)), (42)

11



(see Theorem [Z9)). In the previous papers [3] 8, 9] [10], the methods used to obtain such solutions
have been the following. We proceed by density, either by starting from the equation (L), or by

starting from the approximate equation

Gu + Au+ V(z)u+ a%
ot (lul* +) ="

i

= f(t,z), in (0,00) x Q, (4.3)

where the nonlinearity |u|’(1*m)u is regularized as above. In both cases, we show that the sequence

of solutions (u¢)e>o is bounded in L™*(I; H(Q) N L™F(Q)) and in

m+1 m+1

WL (LHYQ) + L (Q)), (4.4)

m—+1

)

is reflexive, and so is the space of ([@4]). It follows that we may extract from (uc)c>o a sequence which

for any T > 0, where I = (0,7). When 0 < m < 1 then 1 < ™ < 00 and thus H~1(Q) + L

converges in the weak topology to some u belonging to ([#4). When m = 0, in [9] we assumed that

|| < co. Tt follows that L>°(Q) — H (), and the space in (£4) becomes
Whe (1, H-1(Q)). (4.5)

But since H{(Q) is reflexive and separable then L'(I; H}(Q)) is separable and is the predual of
L*(I; H71(Q)) (see Section [ below). And again we may extract from (u:)e>o a sequence which
converges in the weakx topology to some u belonging to the space in ([@3]). But in the present paper,

m = 0 and it is no more assumed that |}] < co. Then, we have to deal with the space
WLe(1; X7), (46)

where X = H}(Q) N L(2). But X is not reflexive so that L!(I; X) is not the predual of L>(I; X*).
We then have to proceed in a different way. Using the Arzela-Ascoli compactness Theorem, we
could extract a sequence (ue, )nen Of (uc)eso such that for any ¢t € I, (ue,(t))nen converges to
some u € L°(I; H}(Q)) in the weak topology H}(Q2)y. But, H} () — X*, whose the predual X is
separable. We may deduce that,

[[u(t) = u(s)llx- < liminf fue, (£) = ue, (s)]x+ < CJt = s, (4.7)

for any t,s € I. In particular, u : I — X* is absolutely continuous. But it is well-known that
X* does not satisfy the Radon-Nikodym property, RNP in short (Stegall [45], Maurey [35]), and
even not the weak Radon-Nikodym property, WRNP in short (Musial [37], Rosenthal [41]), so that
we cannot conclude that u : I — X* is differentiable almost everywhere (Diestel and Uhl [21]
Theorem 2, p.107]). So, the idea is to embed X* in a bigger space, but the smallest bigger space as
possible, satisfying the RNP. For instance, this space is chosen to be reflexive (Phillips [39], Diestel and
Uhl [21] Corollary 13, p.76]), or to be a separable dual space (Dunford and Pettis [23] Theorem 2.1.4,
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p.345], Diestel and Uhl [2I, Corollary 1, p.79]). In this case, for such a space Y*, we obtain that
u € COL(I;Y*) = WL°(I;Y*). This justifies the Definition 5.4 below. Nevertheless, we may wonder
if, thereafter, we may give up this space. Indeed, from (L)) and the fact that u € W1°°(I;Y*), there
exist No C I and C > 0 such that |Nyg| = 0, and

Vt € I\ Ny, u/'(t) € X* and |[u/(t)]|x+ < C, (4.8)
Ve I\ No, Tim || MR Zu® il o, (4.9)
h—0 h v
Lot
Vt,s €T, u(t) —u(s) = / v (o)do. (4.10)

But u € C%1(I; X*), so that the equality in ([@.I0) also makes sense in X*. From (7)) and (Z9), if

Y — X with dense embedding (which will be our case), then we easily deduce that,

u(t+ h) — u(t)
h h—0

Vit € I\ Ny, u'(t), in the weak* topology o(X*, X). (4.11)

It follows that v’ : I — X* is weakx-measurable, and by Pettis’ Theorem ([38]), it will be measurable
if, and only if, u/(I \ Ni) is separable in X*, for some null set Ny C I. The answer is no, as shows
the counter-example below. Indeed, the separability of a subset of L>°(2) is very difficult to obtain
in a general way. So, we build a solution u with lower regularity, in the sense that we do not know
whether v’ : I — H~1(Q) + L>°(Q) is measurable (see Section § below). For a related analysis, see
Deville [19].

Example 4.1. Below, we give an example of a function v € L*°(R; L>°(R)) and of a separable Hilbert

space X, such that ¥ — L!(R¥) with dense embedding, and which satisfy,

u: R — L*(R) is weaklyx differentiable everywhere, (4.12)
u: R — ¥* is differentiable almost everywhere, (4.13)
Vvt eR, v/ (t) € L*(R ) and ||’ ()| oo () < (4.14)
Vt,s € R, u(t) — ) / u'( (4.15)
but
v : R — L*(R) is not measurable. (4.16)

We define u : R — L*°(R) as follows. Let ¢ € R. For any x € R, let u(t)(z) = arctan |t 4+ z|. Clearly,
u € Cg’l(R; Ch(R)). Let t € R. Let ¢ € L'(R). By the dominated convergence Theorem, we have

lim <u(t +h) —u(t) 7 <P> _ / sign(t + x)2 ().
h—0 h L0 (R),L1(R) R 1+ (t + I)
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Therefore, ({12) and [@I4) hold true. It follows from Pettis’ Theorem (Diestel and Uhl [21], Corol-
lary 4, p.42-43]) that v/ : R — L*°(R) is measurable if, and only if, there exists a null set N C R
such that «'(R\ N) is separable in L>°(R). Let ¢t,s € R with ¢t > s. If t —s > 2 then we let 2y = 1 — ¢,
and we obtain u/(t)(z¢) — u/(s)(z0) > 3, while if t — s < 2 then we let zg = —f%, and we obtain
u'(t)(zg) — u'(s)(zo) = 1. It follows that for any ¢, s € R with ¢ # s, we have

[u'(t) — ' (8)]| Loo (m) =

N =

As a consequence, for any null set N C R, «/(R\ N) is not separable. Hence, ([£I€). In particular,
u' & L=(R; L>(R)). Nevertheless, if we consider,

2= {ue PR Ju(.) € 2®),

with its obvious norm, then it is well-known that X is a separable Hilbert space and that ¥ — L!(RR)
with dense embedding. Therefore, ¥* is reflexive and L*>°(R) < ¥* with dense embedding. Then ¥*
has the Radon-Nikodym property, and since u : R — ¥* is Lipschitz continuous, [@I3) follows. In
particular, v’ € L*°(R;¥*) and «' : R — ¥* is Bochner integrable on every compact set of R. Then,
([@I5) follows since u € Cp'' (R; O (R)).

Some results avoiding this difficulty will be given in Section [8l

5 Some results of Functional Analysis

We recall that we shall always identify L2(£2) with its topological dual. Below, we recall some impor-
tant results of Functional Analysis and give some new ones. Let E and F' be locally convex Hausdorff
topological vector spaces. If F <% F with dense embedding then F™* & E*, where e* is the transpose

of e:
VL e F*, Yz € E, (¢*(L),z)p+.g = (L,e(x))p F. (5.1)

If, furthermore, E is reflexive then the embedding F* i E* is dense. In most of the cases, e is the
identity function, so that e* is nothing else but the restriction to E of continuous linear forms on F.
For more details, see Treves [49, Corollary 5, p.188; Corollary, p.199; Theorem 18.1, p.184] and [4].
Let A; and As be two Banach spaces such that A;, As C H for some Hausdorff topological vector
space H. Then A1 N As and Ay + As are Banach spaces where,

lallasnae = max {llalla,, lalla} and llallaeas = inf  (Jlaalla, + llaslla,).
=a1+az
{(al,az)eAleg

If, in addition, A; N As is dense in both A; and As then,

(A1NAp)" = A} + A5 and (A + Ap)" = A7 N A3, (5.2)
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See, for instance, Bergh and Lofstrom [12] (Lemma 2.3.1 and Theorem 2.7.1). Let Y be a Banach
space such that 2(Q2) < Y with dense embedding. Then,

L} ([0,00);Y*) = 2/((0,00) x Q). (5.3)

See, for instance, Droniou [22, Lemme 2.6.1, p.58]. Let I be an interval, let X be a Banach space and

let p € [1,00). If X is separable then so is LP(I, X), and if X is reflexive then,
LP(I; X)* = LY (I; X*).

See, for instance, Droniou [22] (Corollaire 1.3.2, p.13), and Edwards [25] (Theorem 8.18.3, p.590;
Theorem 8.20.5, p.607). Finally, another result which will be useful is the following (Strauss [46]
Theorem 2.1]). Let X < Y be two Banach spaces. Let I be an interval and u € Cy(I;Y). Assume
that there exist C' > 0 and Ny C I with |Ng| = 0 such that for any ¢ € I\ No, u(t) € X and
lu(®)||x < C. If X is reflexive then,

Vtel, u(t) € X and u € Cyw(l; X). (5.4)

Let I be an interval. It is well-known that if X is a Banach space which is neither reflexive, nor
separable then it is not true that L'(I; X) is separable and that L>°(I; X*) is the dual space of
LY(I; X). In particular, we do not have a duality product L!(I; X)-L*(I; X*) represented by the
natural integral. In addition, it is also well-known that the space of smooth functions is not dense in
L*°(I; X*). Nevertheless, we may obtain some kind of density result in “some weakx topology”, and

do as if L>°(I; X*) was the dual space of L'(I; X) (see, in particular, (58] below).

Theorem 5.1 (Weakx density). Let Q C RY be an open set, let I be any interval and let X — X*
be a Banach space. Then, for any u € L*(I; X) N Wh(I; X*), there exists (un)nen C P(I;X) such
that,

Vn €N, flunllLrrx) < llullzirx), (5.5)
Vn € N, ||un||W11°°(I;X*) < 2||u||W11°°(I;X*)7 (56)
1r.
Un L0, u, (5.7)
n—oo
1rr. ; _
Vo € L' (I; X), nhﬁrr;o/l ‘<u;(t) —u/(t), 90(t)>x*,x‘ dt = 0. (5.8)

In addition, u,(t) SN u(t), for almost every t € I.

n—oo

Proof. With help of a continuous linear extension operator, we are brought back to the case where
I = R. For the construction of such an operator, see for instance Droniou [22, Corollaire 2.3.1,

p-48], Brezis [14, Theorem 8.6, p.209], or the Appendix in Brezis and Cazenave [I5]. Let then
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u € LY(R; X)NWHo(R; X*). Let (pn)nen and (&, )nen be sequences of mollifiers and cut-off functions,
respectively. The following results are standard and may be found, for instance, in Droniou [22]
(for vector-valued functions), and Brezis [I4] (for real-valued functions, but the proofs can be easily
adapted for vector-valued functions). Set for any £,n € N, up,, = p¢ * (§nu) € Z(R; X). By Young’s

inequality, we have that for any 6, n e N, ||uf,n||L1(R;X) < ||u||L1(]R;X)a ||uf,n||L°°(]R;X*) < ||u||L°°(R;X*);

€tn E lpe * (aw) — Enull L1 ®;x) 2%, (5.9)

Ehn oo x (Entt!) — €t || prrix ) 22 0, (5.10)

Up = pex (Eu) + pex (€atd), (5.11)

1{pe * (&), o) x+ x| L1 (r) < %”u”LOO(]R;X*)||<P||L1(R;X)v (5.12)

for any ¢ € L*(R; X). By (5.9)-(E11), and renumbering the sequences if necessary, we may find an

increasing sequence (£5,)nen C N such that [Jup, || Lo @ x+) < 2[[ullwoo @;x )

€ty +Elm — 0, (5.13)
for almost every t € R, pp., % (Epu')(t) — Epu/ (t) X 0.
n—oo

By Young’s inequality, we have for any ¢ € L'(R; X) and ¢,n € N,
[(pe * (Ent') = Entt’, 0) x+ x| < 2]t || oo, x 1) llell x € LY (R;R),
almost everywhere in R. It follows from the dominated convergence Theorem that,
Vo € LYR; X), [[{pe, * (€nt) = &t 0) x+ x|l 1 gy = 0. (5.14)

Finally, still by the Lebesgue Theorem, we easily obtain that,

[€nu — u”Ll(R;X) R 0, (5.15)
Vo € LNR; X), (&t — v, o) x+ x|l 1) —— 0. (5.16)

Let for any n € N, u,, = u, ,. Putting together (5I3) and (EIH), we get (57). Using (GI1) and

putting together (512)), (5.13) and (G140, we get (B.8). Finally, by (5.1), there exists a subsequence,

that we still denote by (un)nen, such for almost every ¢ € R, un(t) RSN u(t), This concludes the
n—00

proof of the theorem. O

The proof of the following result is any easy adaptation of that of Theorem [5.1] and the details are
left to the reader.

Theorem 5.2 (Weakx approximation). Let Q C RY be an open set, let I be any interval and let
X < X* be a Banach space. Then, for any u € L>=(I; X) N WLL(I; X*), there exists (un)nen C
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P(I; X) such that,

W € N, Junllwes e < 3lullwocrxe, (5.17)
Vn €N, |lunl Lo (r;x) < llullLoer;x), (5.18)
1,1 . *
um I (5.19)
n— o0
Vo € LM(I; X*), nli‘&/, ’<gp(t),un(t) - u(t)>X*7X} dt = 0. (5.20)

In addition, uy,(t) X, u(t) and ul (t) X, u'(t), for almost every t € 1.

n—oo n—oo
If X < L2() with dense embedding, and if 1 < p < oo then for any interval I, LP(I;X) N
WL (I; X*) — CW(T; L2(Q)) (J3, Lemma A.4]). We need and extend this to the case p € {1,00}.

Theorem 5.3. Let Q C RY be an open set, let I be any interval and let X be a Banach space such
that X — L2(2) with dense embedding. We have the following results.

1) LMNI; X) N Whe(I; X*) < Oy (T; L2(Q)).
9) L°(I; X) N WHH(T; X*) < Cy(T; L2(Q)).

3) Ifue LYL; X)NWh(I; X*) orif u € L*®(I; X) N Wh(I; X*) then the mapping

1
t— §||U(t)||%2(g) belongs to WH(I;R), (5.21)
and we have,
1d 9 ,
5 sl e = (40, u(®) . . (5.2

for almost every t € I.

Proof. By the dense embedding X — L?(f2), we have by (5.1 that,

X — L*(Q) — X*, (5.23)
Yo € X, [[v]Z20) = (v v)x+ x. (5.24)
We split the proof into four steps.
Step 1: Proof of the statement [2]).
Let u € L*(I; X) N WHH(I; X*). By the embedding W (I; X*) — Cy(I; X*), we get by (E.23),
(G24), and (54) that u € Cy(I; L3(9)), and that there exists C' > 0 such that

2
||U(t)||%2(n) < Cllull e llullwrrxsy < C (JJull e rxy + lullwrr,x)

for any t € I. Hence, L>=(I; X) N WLL(I; X*) < Oy (I; L?(2)).
Step 2: Proof of the statement []).
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Let u € L'(1; X)NW oo (I; X*) (u € L>®(I; X)NW L (I; X*), respectively). We claim that [|u(.)||2) €
Cy(I;R),

L 2 1 2 L

) = 510 + [ (o) u(@) . xo (5.25)
for any t,s € I, and that (521)-(G-22) hold true.
For such a u, let (un)nen C 2(1; X) be given by Theorem [5.1] (Theorem 5.2, respectively). Let n € N.
We have that ||un( . )||%2(Q) € CY(I;R), and for any t,s € I,

1 1 !
§||Un(t)||%2(9) = §||Un(5)||2m(ﬂ) ‘F/S (un(0),un(0)) ¢ ydo. (5.26)

By (E6)-E8) (EI8)-(E20), respectively), we have that,
nhﬁngo ; <u;(0),un(a)>X*)Xda = /[ <u’(a),u(0)>X*1Xda. (5.27)

If w e LY(I; X) N Who(I; X*) then, since X — L?(2), we have by Theorem B.1] that

L?(Q)
—_—

for almost everywhere t € I, u,(t) u(t), (5.28)

n—o00
while if u € L®°(I; X) N Wh(I; X*), then (5.28) comes from (5.24) and Theorem Passing to
the limit in (520), it follows from (5.27) and (528) that (525) holds true for almost every t,s € I.
Now, since the mapping, ¢ — <u’(0),u(a)>X* « belongs to LY(I;R), it follows that (G.21)-(E-22)
come from (E25). Finally, by G21)-E22) anc{ the embedding W1 1(I;R) — Oy (I;R), we deduce
that [|u(.)||r2() € Cb(I;R), and that (28] holds true for any ¢,s € 1.

Step 3: If u € L1(I; X) N WL°(I; X*) then u € Cy(I; L3(Q)).

Let u € LY(I; X) N WH°(I; X*). By the embedding Wh*°(I; X*) < Cy,(I; X*), we have that u €
Cu(I; X*), and by (5.25), we have that sup |[u(t)||2(q) < oc. It then follows from (E.4) that for any
t eI, u(t) € L*(), and u € Cy(I; L? (Qt)jl Let t € I and (t,)nen C I converging toward t. Then by

weak continuity,

By Step 2, we have that,

i Ju(tn)llz2@) = [lu@®)lc2@)-

2 p—
The space L?(£2) being uniformly convex, we deduce that u(t,,) @, u(t). Hence, u € C,(I; L*(2)).

n—oo
Step 4: Proof of the statement [T]).
Let u € L'(I; X)NWh°(I; X*). By Step 3, u € Cy,(I; L?(£2)). Let us show the continuous embedding.
It follows from (B5.24), (5.25]), and Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities that,

w122y < lluls)llx lu(s)llxs + Ml Tacrx) + 1w 1T 0
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for any t,s € I. Let (I,)nen C I be a sequence of bounded intervals such that Unen In = I. Integrating

in s and applying, once more time, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we get,

2
(Il 1wl ey < (LD (lullzrax) + lullwrs )

for any n € N. Dividing by |I,|, taking the square root and letting n * oo, we arrive at,

_1
lull gy zzey < L+ HI72) (lullrrx) + lullwrsxs)

with the convention that |I|~2 = 0, if |I| = co. The theorem is proved. O

Before to state some consequences we need to introduce some definitions, and auxiliary results.

Definition 5.4. Let Q C RY be an open subset. Let Y be a Banach space. We shall say that a family
(Y)nen, of Banach spaces is a Y -approzimating sequence of RNP-spaces if it satisfies the following

properties.
1. For any n € N, Y,, is separable and reflexive.

2. Foranyn € Ny, Y,, = Y, 11 = Y,and for any f € Y5, || flly < ||f]ly, - Moreover, each embedding

is dense.
3. For any n € Ny, 2(Q2) — Y,,, with dense embedding.
4. Forany f € Yo, lim [[fllv, = Iflly-

Remark 5.5. Assume that Y is a Banach space which admits an approximating sequence (Y, )nen,
of RNP-spaces. If there exists ¢y € N such that for any n > ¢y, Y,, = Yy, then it follows from
Definition [5.4] that Y and Y/, are two Banach spaces with the same norm, and that Yy, is dense in
Y. Therefore, Yy, = Y. As a consequence, if Y is not separable or not reflexive then, renumbering

(Yo)nen, if necessary, we have that for any n € No, Y,, CY,4+1 C Y.

Lemma 5.6. Let Q C RY be an open subset. Let Y be a Banach space and let (Yy,)nen, be a
Y -approzimating sequence of RNP-spaces. Then (Y, )nen, satisfies the following properties.

1. For anyn € N, Y* is separable and reflexive.

2. For anyn € No, Y* = Y | = Y, and for any f € Y™, ||fllys < ||flly~. Moreover, if n € N

then each embedding is dense.
3. For any n € Ng, V¥ — 2'(Q), with dense embedding.

4. For any f € Y™, nh_)rrgo I fllve = [1flly»-
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Proof. It is well-known that the dual space of a reflexive and separable Banach space is also a reflexive
and separable Banach space. Therefore, Property [ holds true. The rest of the lemma follows easily
by duality, Definition [5.4] and the results about Functional Analysis we recalled at the beginning of

this section. O

Corollary 5.7. Let Q C RY be an open subset. Let Y be Banach space and let (Yy,)nen, be a Y-
approzimating sequence of RNP-spaces. Finally, let Z be a separable and reflexive Banach space such
that 2(Q) — Z, with dense embedding. Then, (Z N Y, )nen, 8 a Z N'Y -approximating sequence of
RNP-spaces.

Proof. Let n € N. Since 2(Q) — Z and 2(Q2) — Y, with dense embeddings, it follows that
convergences in the weak topologies Z, and Y,y imply convergence in 2’(2). Therefore, we easily
obtain from (5.2) and the Eberlein-Smulian Theorem that Z N'Y;, is reflexive. For n € N, let T :
ZNY, — Z xY, be defined by T'(u) = (u,u). We recall that for any (u,v) € Z xY,, ||(u,v)|zxy, =
max {||ul|z, |v|ly, }. It is clear that T" is an isometry and that Z x Y, is separable. It follows that
T(Z x Y,) is separable (Brezis [14, Proposition 3.25, p.73]), and so is Z NY,,. Then, Property [II
of Definition [54] is satisfied. Let n € Ng. It is clear that 2(Q2) — Z NY,. Let us show that this
embedding is dense. Let T € Z* + Y¥ be such that for any ¢ € 2(Q), (T, ¢)z+1vyr zny, = 0. We
write T = Ty + Ts, where (T1,T>) € Z* x Y,¥. Using the dense embeddings ZNY,, — Z, ZNY, <= Y,,
2(Q) — Z and 2(2) — Yy, it follows from (G.1)) that for any ¢ € 2(Q),

0=(T,p)z+vyr.zny, = (11, 9) 2« z + (T2, 0)vyr v,
= (T, )9 )20 + (T2, 0)910),20) = (Tt + T2, ©) 9(Q),2(9)

=T, ) 9/(0),2(9)-

Therefore, T =0 in 2'(2), hence in Z* + Y,*. The rest of the proof is obvious. O

Lemma 5.8. Let Q@ C RY be any open subset. Then L'(Q2) admits an approzimating sequence

(Yo)nen, of RNP-spaces. In addition, Yo may be chosen separable.

Proof. Let Q C RN be an open subset. For convenience, we introduce some notations. Let n € N,

en =%, Q, ={recQz] <n}, and let wy_; be the area of the unit sphere Sy_; of RY (with the

n?

convention that wy = 2). We define,

Yo = {f € Lo (Q)s g o] [ Ve 1g, € LY(Q)

Yo={fevisf|.[n e L@}
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whose norms are,

1
TFen
1
Iy, = (2wN_1nN)n+1 </ |f|1+5ndx+/ |f|1+5n|x|5n(N+5n)dx> 7
Qn Qg

1l —max{nfnyl, / |f||x|€1<N+€1>dx}.

Note that Y, < L'+ (Q). Let X be the Lebesgue measure on the Lebesgue sets %(Q2) of €, let

9u(2) = @ an™) (L, (@) + el 410 (@)

go(e) = laf1 4,

for any x € Q, and let v, be the density measure defined on #(Q2) by

o and 0
ax = 9gn an ar = go-

It follows that Y,, = LT (Q, B(Q),v,,), and Yo = Y1 N LY(Q, B(Q), ). Classical results on measure
and integration theory give that Y,, is a separable and reflexive Banach space, and that Y} is a separable
Banach space (for the proof of the separability of Yy, proceed as in Corollary[5.7)). Therefore, (Y,)nen,
satisfies Property [l of Definition B4l Let n € N. It is also obvious that 2(2) — Yy < Y,,. Let us
establish the density. Let f € Y;,. Set a = ,(N +¢,,) and b = 1 + &,. Let (p;);jen be a sequence of
mollifiers. Let Oy = {33 € Qyp; dist(z, Q°) > %} , £ € N. Denote by fthe extension of f by 0 outside of
Q. Finally, for j,¢ € N, let ;g =pj* (]7110@). For any ¢ € N, and j > ¢, we have that

Qg

21—b/ ¢ — flPda </ |<p§—]7]lo£|bdx+/ |flo, — fltdz. (5.30)

n n n

ol"[§ - FPde < (20)°

[ 16}~ Flol'ao + / 2]/ Flo, — fPde, (5.29)

Qe

By the Lebesgue Theorem, the last integrals in (529) and (530) go to 0, as £ — oo, while the first
of the right members go to 0, as j — oo, for each ¢ € N (by the classical results about truncation
and regularization). It follows that there exists an increasing sequence (j¢)een which goes to oo, as

{ — oo, such that

{—00

I o~ fltde = 1 gt — Flbdz = 0.
m [ 17 = Jim [ e, — s

Let for any £ € N, ¢, = gfm € 2(9). It follows that (¢¢)een answers to the problem. A trivial
adaptation of the proof gives the density of Z(Q2) in Yy. Therefore, (Y, )nen, satisfies Property [3 of
Definition .41 Now, let us show that (Y}, )nen, satisfies Property 2l The density result comes from
the density of 2(2) in L'(Q2) and Property Bl Let n € N (the case n = 0 is immediate). Let f € Y,,.
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We have,

_ 1 n
(wy—1(n+ DN 7T | o

= / |f|1+8n+1dx + / |f|1+€n+1 |$L'|€”+1(N+€”+1)dx
Qn+1 £2$l+1

</ |f|1+sn+1dx—|—/ |f|1+sn+1|x|5n+1(N+5n+1)dx_
Q¢

n

By Holder’s inequality,
1tent
1 1ten
[ e < po.mie ([ 1)
Qn Qn

and
/ |f|1+sn+1 |x|€n+1(N+€n+1)dx

Q¢

1ten41 Itent1
:/ |I|8n+1(N+€n+1)_5n(N+8n) Trer <|f|1+5"+1|$|€”(N+8")1+2n) da
Q¢

Itentn

En —E€n+41

It+en Tten
< / |;p|_(N"'Enan+1+5n+€n+1)dx / |f|1+8n|x|€n(N+8n)d$
Q Qe

c
n
Itenta

< C(N,n) </Q

Gathering together the above estimates, we get that, || fly,., < C(N,n)| flly,. Now, let f € Y,,. Let
us show that f € L'(Q) and || f| 1) < || f]ly, - Using twice Holder’s inequality, we have that,

14en

|f|1+€"|x|€n<N+sn>dx>

c
n

1L
1
En T+en en ) e o
< |B(0,n)| e (/ |f|1+8nd$> +/ |x|71117; (|f||$|1117;> "
Q, e
1
cn 1+en
< 1B ([ 1s1ea)
Qn
1

En R
En oo T¥en 1+en
+ wjv_sib (/ r(l“rEn)d,r.) / |f|1+sn|x|5n(N+an)dx
n Ssz:l

< (wy_in) ( | “"dx)
Q.

=
€n
/ |f|1+€"|I|8"(N+8")d:E>

C

n

e 1+en
1+en
< (walnN)_"}rl </ |f|1+5nd‘r) + (/ |f|1+5"|I|E"(N+E")d:E>
n Qc

1

I
+wytinTn
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since for any a,b > 0 and 0 < a < 1, a® + b® < 217%(a + b)®. Hence Property [l is satisfied. Now, to

prove Property [ it is sufficient to see that for any f € Yy, and n € N,

|l <|FIMT 51y + [f10g <1y € L),

i Rt '8

<L B TE g g sy + AL 1T T e L p<ay € LH(Q),

and to apply the dominated convergence Theorem. This ends the proof of the lemma. o

6 Proofs of the theorems on uniqueness and existence of strong
and weak solutions

Proof of Proposition 2.4l Let (u,U, f) be a weak solution and let (uy,, Uy, f)nen satisfying (2.9)—
ZII). Let (Y2)¢en, be any L'-approximating sequence of RNP-spaces, which exists by Lemma 5.8
It follows from Corollary BTl that (HZNY;)en, is an H3 N Li-approximating sequence of RNP-spaces.
By (ZI0)), [9, Lemma 4.2], and the diagonal procedure, we have that (up to a subsequence),

C([0,T);H*(

Auy, 2l Au, (6.1)

n—oo

C([0,T);H~1 ()
Ly

Vg Vu, (6.2)

n—r oo

a.e.in (0,00)xQ

Uy —————— . (6.3)

n—oo

for any T> 0. Let T > 0, k € N, Q) = QN B(0,k), and wrp = {(t,2) € (0,T) x Qs u(t, ) # 0}.
Finally, let w = {(t,2) € (0,00) x Q;u(t,z) # 0}. Note that by ZII]), we have,

L% (wr,k)w
U"\WT,k oo |wr, e+ (6.4)
On the other hand, it follows from (63) and the dominated convergence Theorem that,
n L (w
n Cr), (6.5)
|un| | n—oo  |ul [
WT K WT k

Finally, by (Z38) and (63]), we have for any n large enough that U,, = |Z—”|, almost everywhere in wp .
Since T' and k are arbitrary, we then deduce from (G4 and (3] that U = %, almost everywhere

Tul?

in w. Therefore, U satisfies Z7)—(Z8). Now, with help of ZI0), II), @I) and ©2), we have
that u satisfies (II) in 2((0,00) x Q). Let £ € N. By Definition 22}, (un)nen C Wi ([0, 00); X*),
where X = H}(Q) N LY(Q). By (LI, it follows that for any n € N, ¢ — U,(t) is measurable
[0,00) — H~2(Q)+L>(). By Corollary[5.7 (Uy,)nen is bounded in L (0, 00; H () +Y}*) (whose
each norm is bounded by 1). But HZ(2) NY; is separable and reflexive, so that L'(0, co; HZ(Q) N Yy)
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is separable, and
L'(0,00; H () NYy)* 22 L0, 00; H2(2) + Y < 2((0,00) x Q).

See the beginning of Section [l And since the limit in (ZII]) also takes place in 2’ ((0,00) x ), we
deduce that

U e L>(0,00; H2(Q) + Y}).

It then follows from (L) that (ZIZ) holds true, and that (II)) makes sense in L ([0, 00); H () +
Y[), for any ¢ € Ny. In addition, (2.I3) comes easily from (L], and it is clear that u solves (L)) in
H=2(Q) + L>(Q), for almost every ¢ > 0. Finally, note that if || < oo then HZ(Q)NLY(Q) = HZ(Q),
which is reflexive and separable. In this case, the above arguments work for H3(Q) in place of

H2(Q)N Y. O

From now, we suppose Assumption 2.Il Before proving the other results of Section 2, we recall some
results of our previous papers we will need. Here and in the rest of this article, we shall use the
following notations and conventions.

For any u € L*(Q), Vu € H~1(Q2) and for any u € Hg(Q), Vu € L?(Q2). There exists C = C(N,3) >0
such that for any u € H} (1),

[Vullzz@) < OV~ @)+rrv @ llullm @) (6.6)

See [9] Lemma 4.1].
Let € > 0. For any u € L°(2) and almost every z € €2, we define

1

9:(w)(@) = (Ju(@)]” + ) "2 u(z), € >0,
u(z)

g(u)(x) = go(u)(z) = @]’ u(z) # 0.

Now, for p > 0, let us define the operator (A4, D(A)) on L?(Q2) given by,

u

D(A) = {u € HX(Q) N LY (Q); (—iAu + “Iul>{ € L2({u # 0})} :

C(u) = {U € Br~(0,1); —iAu+ pU € L2(Q) and if u(z) £ 0, U(z) = |ch§| } ,

Au:{—iAu—iVu—!—uU;Ue C’(u)}, Yu € D(A).

Notice that, as in the theory of maximal monotone operators (Brezis [13]) the operator A is mulitval-
ued, since, at least formally A0 = B« (0,1) N L%(Q). Note that by the inclusion L>(2) C L& (),

loc
we have D(A) C HZ_ (). We split the proof of Theorem into several lemmas. The proofs of
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Corollary[6:2land Lemma [6.3] below are close to those of [9, Corollary 5.9 and Lemma 5.12]. However,

.
Jul

they require an adaptation because we do not have that Au and belong separately in L2(2).

Let us start by proving that the operator A is monotone in L?((2).

Lemma 6.1. Let uj,uz € L*(Q) and Uy,Us € Br<(0,1) be such that for any j € {1,2}, U; = |Z—~;|,

almost everywhere where uj # 0. Then,

Re (/Q(Ul = Ug)(m)dx> > 0.

Proof. Let for j € {1,2}, w; = {:1: € uj(z) # O}. We have that,

Re (/Q(U1 - Uﬂ(ﬁ)dx)
= Re (/mw (U1 - ﬁ—;) de> +Re (/MW; (% - Ug) u_ldx>
ene( [ (- ) E=mmes)
def

=L+ 1+ Is.

Since |Urtz| < |ue| and |Usmr| < |ui|, we get that, I; > 0 and I > 0. Finally, Is > 0 by [9]
Corollary 5.5], and the lemma is proved. O
Corollary 6.2. (A, D(A)) is monotone on L?(2).

Proof. Let (u1,us) € D(A) x D(A) and (W7, Ws) € Aug x Aug. Let then (Uq,Uz) € C(u1) x C(uz) be
such that —iAu; —iVu,; + pU; = Wj, for any j € {1,2}. Since Au,; or U; may not belong separately
to L2(€2), we have to proceed in a different way than in [9]. By [10, Lemma 4.4],

(W1 - WQ, uy — UQ)L2(Q) = (—IV(Ul - UQ), uy — UQ)L2(Q)
+ (1V(u1 - ’U,Q), V(u1 - u2))L2(Q) + /L<U1 —Us,u; — u2>Loo(Q))L1(Q)

= pRe (/Q(Ul - U2)(M)d$) :

and we conclude with help of Lemma O

Lemma 6.3. R(I + A) = L?(Q).

Proof. Let F € L?(Q). By [10, Lemma 4.3], there exist u € H}(Q) N LY(Q) (hence Vu € L?(Q),
by ([6.8)) and a sequence (uc, Jnen C HE(Q) with (Aue, )nen C L*(R2), where (£,,)nen C (0,00) is a
decreasing sequence converging toward 0, satisfying the following properties: for each n € N, u,, is

the unique solution to,

—iAu., —iVue, + pge, (ue,) +ue, = F, in L*(Q), (6.7)
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and

=, (6.8)
Vue, — Vu, (6.9)
ue, 2Ry, (6.10)

Now, let us denote by w = {z € Q;u(z) # 0}, and for k € N, let wy = w N B(0, k). Let k € N. Since
(9en (ugn))neN belongs to Br(0,1), there exists U € B (0, 1) such that, up to a subsequence,

9=, (te,) —— U in L%(Q) s (6.11)

n—00

a.e.in w

In addition, we have that g., (ue,) —— g(u), by ([@I0). It follows from the dominated convergence
n—oo
Theorem that,

L (wr)
——5 9(u) |- (6.12)

gEn(UEn)Iwk oo

Let h € L°°(Q) N LY(Q2) be defined by,

b= g(u) = U, in wy,
o, in Q\ wg.

We have by Hélder’s inequality that,
[latw - vpas
W

= Re/ (g(u) — e, (uan))ﬁdx + Re/ (gan (ue,) — U)de

Wi Wi

< 2||ge, (ue,) = g(u)|| L (wy) + (Ge, (Ue,) = U, B) Lo (), L1 (0)-

With help of ([@I1) and (612), we are allowed to pass to the limit in the above to infer that for any

k€N, U = g(u), almost everywhere in wy. Hence,
U = g(u), ae. in w. (6.13)
Now, passing to the limit in ([6.7), we get with help of (6.8]), (6.9)), (C.11) and ([G.I3) that
ue€ D(A) and (I + A)u > F.

This ends the proof. O

Remark 6.4. In [I0], we study the sublinear problem

i% + Au+V(z)u+ ag(u) = f(t,z), in (0,00) x £, (6.14)
ujpn = 0, on (0,00) x 99, (6.15)
u(0) = ug, in €, (6.16)

26



where g(u) = |u|~ =™y, with 0 < m < 1 (and under some suitable assumptions about V, a € C and

f). To prove existence of a solution with initial data in H}(Q2) (see [10, Theorem 2.10]), we proceed
by regularizing the nonlinearity g(u) with ¢7(u) et (lu]> + )~ "2"u, £ > 0. This proof contains a

slight flaw. Indeed, taking the L2-scalar product of the regularized equation,

6({;: + Aug + V(2)ue + ag™(ue) = fo(t,z), in L*(Q),

i

with iue, and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we wrongly arrive at

1d

5 g 1t (@72 ) + Im(@)[Jue (T o) < [1F=(0) 2@ llue ()| 2(0)- (6.17)

But actually, the correct result is,
1d

2

ue(o, x

5&”%(0)”%2(9) + Im(a)/ (lu (L ;()|2 _i'g)lzm do < [|f=(0) |2 (@) llue ()]l L2y, (6.18)
Q £ 9

and then [I0, Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7], and their proofs have to be modified. The statement of [I0,
Lemma 4.8] is totally unchanged but its proof has to be very slightly changed. [I0, Lemmas 4.6-4.8]
are only needed to prove [10, Theorems 2.9 and 2.10]. Once these lemmas are correctly stated and
proved, the proof of these theorems is totally unchanged. The correct version follows with very closed

arguments to the ones used in [I0]. The only important modification consists in to replace formula

(4.32) of [I0, Lemma 4.6] by properties

m—+41
(te)e>o is bounded in Lﬁfc([O, 00); H3(R2)) N Wlic ™ ([0,00); X* + L= (Q)), (6.19)
(g;”(us))8>0 is bounded in L2 ([0, 00); Lwm (Q)),
and
r 2
sup / / e o4 < o), (6.20)
=002 (Jue(t, 2)[* +e)7=

for any T' > 0. The full correct version may be found in [5].

Proof of Proposition The embedding in (2I4) comes from Bégout and Diaz [8, Lemma A.4]
(1 < p < 00) and Theorem (p =1 or p=00). We make the difference between the two equations
satisfied by u and @, respectively. It follows from (G.6]) that u — u satisfies the equation obtained in
Li .(0,00; X*). We take the X* — X duality product with i(u — ). By Lemma [6.1] Theorem [5.3]
Bégout and Diaz [8, Lemma A.5], and Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, we get,

—lu =720y <If = Fllzaellu — @l 20,

almost everywhere on (0, 00). Integrating over (s, t), we obtain (ZI3]). Finally, we note that the strong
solutions satisfy [214) with p = 1, and that (2I5) is stable by passing to the limit in C'([0, T]; L2(€2)) x
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LY(0,T; L*(2)), for any T > 0. By using (2I0), we then deduce that ([2I5) still holds true for the

weak solutions. O

Proof of Theorem Let f and ug be as in the theorem. We recall that we identify the
Hilbert space L?(Q2) with its own dual. It follows that the duality mapping is nothing else but the
identity. As a consequence, and from Corollary and Lemma [6.3] the operator (A, D(A)) is m-
accretive (i.e., maximal monotone) on L?(2). Then, by Vrabie [51, Theorem 1.7.1]), there exist a
unique u € VVlifo([O, 00); L2(2)) and U € L2 ([0, 00); H~2(€2)) which satisfy (L) in 2’((0, 00) x Q),

loc

@20), u(0) = ug, —iAu —iVu + pU € L (0,00; L2(2)). In addition, for almost every ¢t > 0,

loc

’U,(lf) € H&(Q) n LI(Q)7 U(t) € ELOO(Ovl)v (_IAU+MU)(t) S L2(Q), and U(t,x) — ute) for

lu(t,z)]’

almost every (t,z) € (0,00) x Q where u(t,z) # 0. Then (ZI8) is an immediate consequence of
Z20). Taking the L2-scalar product of (L)) with iu, we deduce from [8, Lemma A.5], and [10]
Lemma 4.4] that Property B3] holds true. Then, u € Lﬁfc([O,oo);Ll(Q)), and applying the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality to (Z22), and integrating, we get (ZI9). Now, let us establish (Z2I)) and prove
that u € Cy([0,00); Hj(€2)). We take again the L?-scalar product of (L) with —u and apply [10]

Lemma 4.4]. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer

IVull29y < (luellz2 @) + Vull2@) + [ fllz2 ) lullz2 (),

and with help of (4.2) and (4.3) in [9], we have that for some v € [0, 1),

[Vulz2@) < C(N,B) (||V1||L°°(Q) + ||V2||i;3(g)) ullL2(0) + 5 IVulZq)-

2||ull 2 (¢

Putting together the two above estimates, we deduce that
IVal22ay < € (e + (Wil + Vel o)) ooy + 1 lzay ) lullzey, — (6:21)

almost everywhere on (0,00), where C = C(N, ). In particular, (Z19), @20), (Z22) and (621

give Z2I). Now, since u € C([0,00); L*()), it follows from ZIJ), @2I) and ) that u €
Cw([0,00); H3(2)). In particular, by (6.6), we have that Vu € L3 ([0, 00); L*(£2)). We claim that

loc

U € L>((0,00) x ) and that ||U]| g ((0,00)x0) < 1. We first have to show that (¢, z) — U(t, x) is

measurable. By the previous estimates, we only have that,
—iAu+pU € L% (0, 00); L*(9)), (6.22)

but we do not have any information on Awu and U, separately. Let Q' C © be any bounded open
subset. Since for almost every ¢t > 0, U(t) € Br=(0,1), it follows that for any T' > 0, there exist
C > 0 and No C (0,7) such that [Ng| = 0, and for any ¢ € (0,T) \ No, |[[Au(t)o |2y < C.
But, Au(.)jq € Cw([0,00); HH()) and so by G4, Au(. )i € Cw([0,00); L*(R)). It follows from
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622)) that
U € Lis.([0,00); L7 (Q)) = L. ((0,00) x Q). (6.23)

In particular, U : (0,00) x @ — C is measurable and for almost every (¢,z) € (0,00) x Q, |U(¢,z)| <
U #)]| Lo (@) < 1. Hence, [|U|| oo ((0,00)x02) < 1. Furthermore, by (6.23)), we infer that (L)) makes sense
in L ([0,00); L () N LS. ([0, 00); H(€2)). Finally, Property H follows easily from Properties [H3]

and (LI). The theorem is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 27 Let f € L,.([0,00); L*(®)) and up € L*(Q). Let (¢n, f)nen C Z(2) x
W1 ([0, 00); L2(€)) be such that,

loc

L2(Q)x L'(0,T;L*(Q))

VT >0, (¢n, fn) (uo, f)- (6.24)

Finally, for each n € N, let (uy, U,) be the unique H}-solution to (L) ([2) with u(0) = ¢, given by
Theorem 2.9 It follows from (Z13) that for any 7' > 0, (un)nen is a Cauchy sequence of the complete
space C([0,T7]; L?(2)). It follows that there exists u € C([0,00); L?(€2)) such that,

n—r-o0

c([0,T);L* () w

VT >0, uy, (6.25)

n——0o0
Since (Up)nen is bounded in L ((0, 00) x ©2) by one, there exists U € L>((0, 00) x Q) satisfying (2.7
such that, up to a subsequence, (ZII]) holds true. Then u is a weak solution to (II)-(L3), and by
Proposition 2.6 this solution is unique. Let ¢t > s > 0. Using Theorem 2.9] we obtain that for any
n €N,

t t
1 1 -
SOl + 1 [ 1100} 13 00 = S0 (3N + I [[ (o)l a) doda,— (6.20
s 5 Q

If || < oo then L2(Q2) < L'(Q). We then use ([6.24)([6.25) to pass to the limit in (6.26) from which
EI0)-ETI1) follows. If |Q] = oo then by ([620), there exists a subsequence that we still denote by
(un)nen such that,

a.e.in (0,00) X

—_—> Uu. .
Up — u (6.27)
Using (624), [G25) and ([@27), we deduce (216)-(ZT7) from (@26) and Fatou’s Lemma. O

7 Proofs of the finite time extinction and the asymptotic be-
havior theorems

Proof of Theorems We first consider the assumption [B.I)). By (2.22) and Holder’s inequality
and (B.I)), we have for almost every ¢ € (Tp, 00),

1d
5&”“@)”%2(9) + Au(®) |1 <0, (7.1)
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where A % = fllLoo((1y,00)x2) > 0. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, there exists Con = C'(NV)

such that for almost every t > 0,
N42 N
lu®ll;Z 0 < Conllul®)ll e IVu®)] F g (7.2)

By Theorem 9, u € L>(0,00; Hj(2)). Then, setting for any t > 0, y(t) = |[u(t)[72(q,, and using
[T2) in (1)), we get that for almost every ¢t > 0,

_N
y/(t) + C||Vu||LO§(O7OO;L2(Q))y(t) <0

Integrating over (0,7") the above estimate, we obtain (B2)—-@BX) (see also [8, Lemma 5.1]). It re-
mains to show the last property on the instantaneous extinction time. By (2.22), (.2]), and Young’s

inequality, we have for almost every t > 0,
_ _1 3 3
Y (1) + 20 Cax VUl 12 (g o 20 ¥ ()T < BIF(O)II72(0) + 5 (D)7 (7.3)

3
Let 6 = 7 and

1

7= (1 =TT,y = (5(1-8)™,
1
£, = min {(5(1 — )y, (%) ’ } .
Let M > 0. Assume that || f||w1.1(0,00;22()) < M. By Sobolev’ embedding, this entails that || f(0)| £2(q)

C(M). Let w = {x € Q;up(z) # 0}. We first need a refinement of B(t) in ([Z20). Actually, we have
for any ¢ > 0 by a result in Barbu [2] (Theorem 4.4, p.141),

t
s def .
lwell oo (0,6:02(0)) < B(t) = [Auo + Vuo +inlo — f(0)[r2(e) +/O £ ()]l 2 (e do,

where |Aug + Vug +ipUs — £(0)|r2(0) = min {||v||2(0); v € iAug — £(0) }. (The multi-valued operator
(A, D(A)) is defined at the Section [6l) Furthermore, this minimum is unique (see the lines before
Barbu [2 Proposition 3.5, p.101]). It follows that B(t) may be replaced with B(t) in the whole
Theorem Z9 Let us define Vo in Q by Vo = |ug|uo, in w, and Vo = 0, in w®. Since uy € HZ (),
we have in particular that Aug = 0, almost everywhere in w®. Then,

Stlilgg(f) < | Aug + Vuo +ipVo — £(0)[ 220 +/ (o)l 2o do,
0

< | Ao + Vg + ialtio] ol 2wy + [1£(0) ey + / 17 ()] 2o
0

< M, then it follows from
L?(w)

As a consequence, if |lug|| r2() < €1 and || Vugl|z2(q) + HAuo +ipy
(©8) and the above that

sup B(t) < HAuo i + [[Vuol| L2y + C(M)
t>0 |uol L2(w)

S C(Vlerv 4z, M),
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By 221]), there exists a positive constant e, = e.(||V||Lev 4p, M, 1) < 1 such that if ||uol|z2(q) +
_1

[ £l 21 0,00:22(02)) < €4 then pCGY ||Vu||L;((O7OO);L2(Q)) > 1. Now, assume that || f(t)| 12(q) < &.(To —

t)+, for any t > 0. Then (T3] becomes,

5
for almost every ¢ > 0, y/'(t) +y(t)T <y (To —t) e

Finally, if |luol|r2(0) < €14 then y(0) < z,, and an appeal to [8, Lemma 5.2] gives that for any

t > To, y(t) = 0. The theorem is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [3.7l By density and (2.15), it is sufficient to consider the case in which ug € Z(Q)
and f € 2([0,00); L*(2)). Then Theorem B2 yields the desired result. O

8 Solutions with lower regularity

Due to problems of measurability of functions with values in non-separable spaces (Section Hl), we
are unable to build solutions to (L)) under the mere “natural condition” ug € H}(2), and f which

satisfies ([4.2]). The closest result is the following.

Theorem 8.1. Let Assumption 211 be fulfilled. Let (Yy)nen, be any L'-approzimating sequence of
RNP-spaces (Definition5.4)). Assume that V€ W1 (Q; R) + WPV (Q;R), where py is given by (Z4)
and let

F € Lige ([0, 00); Hy () N LY,

loc

([0,00); H~1(Q) + L™=(Q)), (8.1)

for some 1 < p < oo. Then for any ug € HE(Q), there exist uw and U satisfying Z1)-238) such that
for any n € Ny,

u € Oy ([0, 00); HH(Q)) N WP ([0,00); HH(Q) + Y7), 2)
€ L ([0,00); L1 (), '

and such that the pair (u,U) is a solution to 0 in L} (0,00; H~1(Q) +Y}) — 2'((0,00) x Q).

loc

Furthermore, u verifies u(0) = ug, and

t
w1 ) < ||U0||Hg(sz)+/||f(5)||Hg(sz)dS eCIVViioeprrvt, (8.3)
0

for any t > 0, where C = C(N, 8). In addition, if VV = 0 then we have that,

t
V()22 < [ Vuoll e + / 1V £(5)l| 2y ds. (8.4)
0
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for any t > 0. Moreover, there exists Nog C (0, 00) with |[No| = 0 such that,
vt € (0,00) \ No, v/(t) € H Q) + L>(Q). (8.5)
In particular, u solves Z6) in H~1(Q) + L>(Q), for almost every t > 0. Finally, if p = oo then for
any T > 0, there exists C(T) > 0 such that,
[0/ )l zr-1.(0)+ L= (0) < C(T), (8.6)
for any t € (0,T) N N§.
Remark 8.2. Below are some comments about Theorem Bl

1. We do not know whether u € C([0,00); L*(€2)), and we do not know whether v’ : (0,00) —
H=1(Q) + L*°(£) is measurable.

2. Let f satisfy (8] with p = oo, and let X = H}(Q)N LY (Q). If ' : (0,00) — X* is measurable
then it follows from (82]), (BH) and 6] that

u € L%OC([O,OO);X) N Wl’oo([O, OO);X*),

loc
so that u becomes an H{}-solution.
3. Let f satisfy (81 with p = co. Actually, we may get a little bit more information from (83—
B8). Let n € No, X,, = H}(Q) NY,,, and X = H}(Q2) N LY(Q). By (B2), we have that

lim u(t+ h) — u(t)
h—0

— U/(t)Hx; =0, (8.7)

for almost every ¢ > 0. But X,, — X, with dense embedding, and X is separable. It then follows
from (B6) and (7)) that,

u(t + h) — u(t)
h h—0

u'(t), in the weak* topology o(X*, X), (8.8)

for almost every ¢ > 0, so that u’ : (0,00) — X* is weakx-measurable. Thus, with (86, we

conclude that u’ is Gel’fand integrable: for any finite-measure set E C (0,00) and ¢ € X,

<G—/Eu/(t)dt,cp>X*1X:/E<u/(t),gp>x*)xdt,

where G — / o (t)dt denotes the Gel'fand integral over E (Gel’fand [27]). In addition, there

E
exists a sequence (sp)nen of simple functions such that for any ¢ € X

lim (s, (t), ) x+,x = (W' (t), ) x* x,

n—oo
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for almost every ¢ € E. Note that the null set N, on which the convergence fails may vary
with ¢ (while if v’ : (0,00) — X* was measurable, N, = N would not depend on ¢, and
u’: (0,00) — X* would be locally Bochner integrable). By Pettis’ Theorem, v’ : (0,00) — X*
is measurable if, and only if, there exists a null set Ny C (0,00) for which «'((0,00) \ No) is
separable in X*. For more details about weakx-measurable functions, the Gel’fand integral and

its properties, see Gel'fand [27], Hashimoto [28], Hashimoto and Oharu [29], and Schwartz [42].

. As noted just above, u’ : (0,00) — X* is weakx-measurable, where X = H{(Q) N L1(2). Tt

seems very hard to answer to the question of the measurability of u’. Indeed, the first way, is to
know whether v’ is essentially separably valued in X* (Pettis’ Theorem). The second method
would be to show that u’ is weaklyx equivalent to a measurable function, namely, to prove that

there exists a measurable function v : (0,00) — X™* such that for any ¢ € X

(W'(t), o) x+x = (V(t), ) x* x

for almost every t > 0. A priori, the null set on which the equality fails may vary with ¢, but
actually, it does not with help of the separability of X. Therefore, we would have u'(t) = v(t), for
almost every ¢ > 0, so that u’ would be measurable. But showing that v’ is weaklyx equivalent
to a measurable function requires to be able to identify weakly compact sets of X*, namely in
the weak topology o(X™*, X**) (Uhl [50], Edgar [24]). A third method would consist to see the
Gel’'fand integral of u’ as a vector measure and to look for make it represent by a measurable
function with help of the Radon-Nikodym Theorem (Rieffel [40], Maynard [36], Diestel and
Uhl [20], Schwartz [43]). It is interesting to note that all these theorems furnish a necessary and
sufficient condition to measurability. Unfortunately, they are too general and too abstract to be
applied in our case (such as the o-dentability, for the third method), and the only handy tools

about measurability of the vector measure theory are reflexivity and separability.

Lemma 8.3. We use the notations of Theorem BIl Let the hypotheses of Theorem B be fulfilled
with p < 0o. Let (f-)es0 C 2([0,00); H3 () and (¢:)e>0 C 2(Q2) be such that,

H3(2)
Pe ——— Uo,

eN0 (8.9)
LY(0,T;H})NLP(0,T;H™ +L>) )
fe I

eN0

for any T > 0. Then for any € > 0, there exists a unique solution

to

u. € Cy([0,00); Hy () N WL ([0, 00); L2(9)), (8.10)
ia(;f + Aue + V(@)ue +ipge (ue) = fo(t,z), in L*(Q), (8.11)
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for almost every t > 0, such that u.(0) = .. Furthermore, for any e > 0,
lue O 20y < | el @) + / [ fe ()]l r12 2y ds eCIVVilzeesrrvt (8.12)
for any t > 0, where C = C(N, ), and if VV =0 then,
[Vue(®)llL2(0) < [Veellz2 @) +/||st(8)||L2<Q>d3= (8.13)

for any t > 0. Finally,

(ue)e>0 18 bounded in Lﬁfc([(), 00); H&(Q)) N Wli’f([o, 00); X,:),

(8.14)
(gg(ua))8>0 is bounded in L*°(0, 00; X}),
for any n € No, where X,, = H3(Q) N Yy, and
(t,
// e oae < o), (8.15)
>0 (|Jue(t, z)|2 —l—s)

for any T > 0.

Proof. Let the assumptions of the Lemma be fulfilled. By [9, Corollary 5.11] and Barbu [2]
Theorem 4.5, p.141], there exists a unique solution u. VVJ):O([O 00); L*(Q2)) to BII) such that
us(t) € H(Q) and Au.(t) € L*(Q), for almost every ¢t > 0. Moreover, u.(0) = ¢.. Taking the L%
scalar product of (8II)) with —u., applying Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, and then (4.2) and (4.3) of
[9], we get that u. € LS ([0,00); H}(R2)). Therefore, by (E4) we get (8I0). By (6.0) and ®II), it
follows that Au. € L3, ([0, 00); Hg (€2)). Taking the L*-scalar product of 11 with —iAu, it then

follows from [8] ((6.8) and Lemma A.5), ([G.6]) and a density argument that for almost every s > 0,

2dt||vua( NZz(e) < IV F)L2@)Vue(s)llz2@) + CIVV @)+ v ) lue(s) 7 ) (8:16)

Therefore, (8I3) follows by integrating (8.16]). Taking again the L2-scalar product of [8I1) with iu.,
we get that,

d 2 |ue (s, )|
— dz < , 8.17
dtHuE(S)HLZ(Q) + Mh/ (luc(s, z)|2 + 6)% x ||f€(5)||L2(Q)||ua(5)”L2(Q) ( )

N~

for almost every s > 0. Summing (8I06) with (8IT), we get for almost every s > 0,

1
5 e @@ < If@llmy@llve($) @) + CIVV L@t v @ llue($) 15 o)
Integrating the above and applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we get (812)), implying that

(uc)e>o is bounded in L%, ([0, 00); Hy (£2)). (8.18)
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So, integrating [BIT), we get BIG). Let n € Ny. Since ul € L2 ([0,00); L*(R)), it follows from

loc

(BI1) that both u. and g(u.) are measurable [0,00) — X}r. Therefore, since |g.(ue)| < 1, almost

everywhere in (0,00) x 0, we get (814)) by (8I]), ([@0), Lemma [0 Corollary .7 and again (81T]).
This ends the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 8.4. We use the notations of LemmaB3l Under the hypotheses of LemmalR.3] there exist u
and U € L>(0,00; X) satisfying (210)—23) such that,

u € Cy([0,00); HE () N W,EP (0, 00); X71), (8.19)

loc

u € Li,([0,00); L'(2)), (8.20)
for any n € Ny, and a positive sequence €¢ \, 0, as { — 00, such that

e, (t) ——u(t) in H(Q)w, ¥t >0, (8.21)

{— 00

g, e Q00X (8.22)

n—00

e, (ue,) 7—4 U, in L>=(0,00; X% ) we- (8.23)

— 00

Proof. Let n € N. By (810), (81I4]), Cazenave [18] (Proposition 1.1.2(i), p.2, and Remark 1.3.13(ii),
p.12)) and the diagonal procedure, there exist a positive sequence g, N\, 0, as £ — o0, and u
satisfying (819) and B2ZI)). Let T > 0 and Q' C © be a smooth bounded open subset of RY. Let
(Yo (Q))nen, be an L'(Q)-approximating sequence of RNP-spaces (Lemma [(.8). By the Rellich-
Kondrachov compactness Theorem,

HY Q) — LX)~ H Q)+ Y. (). (8.24)

compact

By BI0) and (&I, u. and g (u.) are measurable [0,00) — H~1()') + Y, (Q')*. Therefore, since
|ge(ue)| < 1, almost everywhere on (0,00) x Q, we get by (8I4), ([6.6]), the embedding L>*(Q)) —
Y, (Q)*, and again (811, that
{(u€)8>0 is bounded in L{%, ([0, 00); H' (')
(8.25)
and in W7 ([0, 00); H™H(Y) + Y, (Q)).
By B21)), B24)-([B25) and compactness (Simon [44, Corollary 4, p.85]), we obtain that
u € C([0,T]; L2(Q/)) and elggo lue, = ulle(o,m;L2(0)) = 0.

L2,.((0,00) x2)
—ee

Hence, u,, u, since T and € are arbitrary. Up to a subsequence, we get ([822)). We

£— 00

then obtain [820) from &I, (B22) and Fatou’s Lemma. Now, we note that by (&.3)),

L>(0,00; X)) < 2'((0,00) x Q).
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In addition, by Corollary 5.7 X, is separable and reflexive, so that L°°(0,00; X*) is the dual space
of the separable space L'(0,00; X;,) (Section H). Finally, sup ||g-(ue)|| o ((0,00)x0) < 1, so it follows
e>0

from the above and (814)) that, up to a subsequence, there exists
U € L>°(0,00; X)) N L>((0,00) x ),

satisfying (27), (823), and

wk

Jey (usl) 7—4 U, in Loo((O, 00) X Q)

—00
To conclude, it remains to show that U satisfies (Z.8)). This may be done by repeating the proof of
Lemma [6.3] from (GI1)) to ([GI3]). The proof of the lemma is complete. O

Proof of Theorems [8.1l We use the notations of Lemma [R3l We first assume that p < oco. Let
u be given by Lemma B4l Let n € N, let ¢ € X,, and ¢ € C} ((0,00); ) Let T > 0 be such that
supp ¥ € (0,T). Let (£¢)¢en be given by Lemma B4l It follows from (8I1I) and (4.5) in [9], that for
any ¢ € N,

/<1 8;@ + Vue, +ipge, (u61)7</)> / fe (1) X* x ¥(t) dt,
X Xn J s An
0

no

and so,

T
/ —lue,, ¢ L2(Q),L2(Q) V' (t) = (Vue,, VSD>L2(Q),L2(Q) Y(t) + (ue,, V90>L2(Q),L2(Q) w@))‘it
0

T
+ (inge, (ue,), @["P>Lw((o 00); X 1)L ((0,00)5X ) / (feu(t) L2 (), L?(Q)d’(t) dt.
0

By 89), BZ1), (823), the dominated convergence Theorem, and Holder’s inequality, we can pass to

the limit in the above equality to obtain u(0) = wug, and

/<1% +Au+Vu—|—ag(u),g0> / X x, () dt.
ot X5, X "
0 ni<xn 0

It follows that u satisfies (2.0) in LY (0, 00; X), hence in 2’((0,00) x €2). Moreover, (83) and (84)
come from ([B9), BI2), BI3), B2I) and the lower semicontinuity of the norm. Finally, since
U Lo ((0,00)x0) < 1, BH) comes from [B.2)), (6.8]) and (2.8]), from which we deduce that u solves (2.6
in H=1(Q2)+ L (Q), for almost every ¢ > 0. Now, assume that p = co. It follows that the conclusion of
the theorem stands for any p < co. Changing the null set Ny by a bigger one, if necessary, (8.0]) comes
from B3), 1), (66) and (Z6). Finally, it follows from (B8] and the embedding L>°(2) < Y.*, that
(82) holds for p = oo, and that u satisfies [2.6) in LY, (0, 00; X¥). The theorem is proved. O
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