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Stability properties for quasilinear parabolic equations with
measure data

Marie-Frangoise BIDAUT-VERON* Quoc-Hung NGUYENT

Abstract
Let © be a bounded domain of RY, and Q = Q x (0, T). We study problems of the model type

u — Apu = 4 in Q,
u=20 on 09 x (0,7T),
u(0) = uo in Q,

where p > 1, u € My(Q) and uo € L'(Q). Our main result is a stability theorem extending the re-
sults of Dal Maso, Murat, Orsina, Prignet, for the elliptic case, valid for quasilinear operators u +——

A(u) =div(A(z,t, Vu)).

1 Introduction

Let Q be a bounded domain of RY, and Q = Q x (0,7), T > 0. We denote by M;(Q) and M;(Q) the sets
of bounded Radon measures on 2 and @ respectively. We are concerned with the problem

up — div(A(z, t, Vu)) = p in Q,
u=0 on 002 x (0,7, (1.1)
u(0) = ug in €2,

where 1 € My(Q), ug € L'(Q) and A is a Caratheodory function on @ x R¥, such that for a.e. (z,t) € Q,
and any &, ¢ € RY,

A(l‘,t,f).f > Al |§|p’ |A(‘T=t7§)| < a(th) + A2 |€|p71 ) A17A2 >0,a € Lp/(Q)? (1'2)

(A(z,1,8) — A(z,1,0)- (£ =) >0 i F#(, (1.3)
for p > 1.This includes the model problem where div(A(z,t, Vu)) = Apu, where A, is the p-Laplacian.

The corresponding elliptic problem:

—Apu=p in Q, u=~0 on 0,
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with p € My(2), was studied in [9] [10] for p > 2 — 1/N, leading to the existence of solutions in the sense of
distributions. For any p > 1, and u € L*(), existence and uniqueness are proved in [4] in the class of entropy
solutions. For any p € Myp(€2) the main work is done in [I4] Theorems 3.1, 3.2], where not only existence is
proved in the class of renormalized solutions, but also a stability result, fundamental for applications.

Concerning problem (L)), the first studies concern the case u € L¥' (Q) and ug € L*(R), where existence
and uniqueness are obtained by variational methods, see [I9]. In the general case p € My(Q) and uy €
My(2), the pionner results come from [9], proving the existence of solutions in the sense of distributions for

1

- 1.4
N+1’ (1.4)

p>p1=2—
see also [II]. The approximated solutions of (L] lie in Marcinkiewicz spaces u € LP=*° (Q) and |Vu| €

L™= (Q), where

p N
e=p—1+4—, c=p— 15

This condition (4] ensures that u and |Vu| belong to L! (Q), since m, > 1 means p > p; and p. > 1 means
p > 2N/(N + 1). Uniqueness follows in the case p = 2, A(z,t, Vu) = Vu, by duality methods, see [21].

For € L'(Q), uniqueness is obtained in new classes of entropy solutions, and renormalized solutions,
see [0l 26, 27].

A larger set of measures is studied in [I5]. They introduce a notion of parabolic capacity initiated and
inspired by [24], used after in [22] 23], defined by

Q —; . . > .
ey (E) 1nf(EcU1(r)1pfcan{||u||W cueW,u>xy ae in @Q}),

for any Borel set E C Q, where setting X = L?((0,T); Wy'? () N L3(Q)),
W={z:2€X, z €X'}, embedded with the norm ||u|[w = |[u||x + ||u||x"-
Let Mo(Q) be the set of Radon measures p on ) that do not charge the sets of zero cz‘?-capacity:

VE Borel set C Q, ¢%(E)=0=>|u|(E)=0.

Then existence and uniqueness of renormalized solutions of (L)) hold for any measure u € M;(Q) N Mo (Q),
called soft (or diffuse, or regular) measure, and ug € L*(Q), and p > 1. The equivalence with the notion of
entropy solutions is shown in [I6]. For such a soft measure, an extension to equations of type (b(u))i—Apu = p
is given in [6]; another formulation is used in [23] for solving a perturbed problem from (1) by an absorption
term.

Next consider an arbitrary measure p € Mp(Q). Let M(Q) be the set of all bounded Radon measures
on @ with support on a set of zero ¢§-capacity, also called singular. Let MH(Q), M (Q), MF(Q) be the
positive cones of M;(Q), Mo(Q), M4(Q). From [15], p can be written (in a unique way) under the form

f=po+pe, g0 € Mo(Q), ps=pl —py,  plinpg € MIQ), (1.6)
and po € Mo(Q) admits (at least) a decomposition under the form
po=f—divg+h,  fELNQ), ge(LV(@Q)Y, heX, (1.7)

and we write po = (f, g, h). Conversely, any measure of this form, such that h € L*(Q), lies in My(Q),
see |23 Proposition 3.1]. The solutions of () are searched in a renormalized sense linked to this decom-
position, introduced in [I5, 22]. In the range (I4]) the existence of a renormalized solution relative to the



decomposition (7)) is proved in [22], using suitable approximations of pg and ps. Uniqueness is still open,
as well as in the elliptic case.

In all the sequel we suppose that p satisfies (LZ). Then the embedding W, P (Q) C L2(Q) is valid, that
means

X =LP((0,T);Wa?(Q), X =L¥((0.T); W7 (Q)).

In Section [2] we recall the definition of renormalized solutions, given in [22], that we call R-solutions of
(T, relative to the decomposition (7)) of wo, and study some of their properties. Our main result is a
stability theorem for problem (LII), proved in Section Bl extending to the parabolic case the stability result
of [I4] Theorem 3.4]. In order to state it, we recall that a sequence of measures u, € My(Q) converges to a
measure p € Myp(Q) in the narrow topology of measures if

n—r oo

ti [ pdun = [ pdu e C@QNLTQ).
Q Q
Theorem 1.1 Let A:Q x RY — RY satisfy (1.2),(I3). Let ug € L*(2), and
p=f—divg+he + pf —p; € My(Q),
with f € LYNQ),g € (L* (Q)N, h € X and puf,pu; € MH(Q). Let ug,, € L'(Q),
fin = fn = divgn + (hn)i + pn = 1 € Mp(@Q),

with fn € LY(Q), gn € (L* (Q))N, hn € X, and pp,ny € MF(Q), such that

pn = pi —div p2 + pp.s, Mo = Ty, — divi, + s,
with ph,ny € LXQ), p2, 12 € (L (Q)N and pps,1in,s € MF(Q). Assume that

sup |pn| (Q) < oo,

and {uon} converges to ug strongly in L*(Q), {fa.} converges to f weakly in L'(Q), {gn} converges to g
strongly in (LP (Q))N, {hn} converges to h strongly in X, {pn} converges to ut and {n,} converges to py
in the narrow topology; and {py},{nL} are bounded in L*(Q), and {p2},{n2} bounded in (L? (Q))".

Let {un} be a sequence of R-solutions of

Unt — div(A(z, t, Vuy)) = tin in Q,
Up =0 on 09 x (0,T), (1.8)
Un(0) = uo.pn in Q.

relative to the decomposition (fn 4 pl — 15y Gn + P25 — 0oy ha) Of fino- Let Up =ty — hy,.

Then up to a subsequence, {u,} converges a.e. in @ to a R-solution u of (L1l), and {U,} converges a.e.
in Q to U = u — h. Moreover, {Vu,},{VU,} converge respectively to Vu,VU a.e. in Q, and {Tx(Uy)}
converge to T (U) strongly in X for any k > 0.

In Section M we check that any measure u € My(Q) can be approximated in the sense of the stability
Theorem, hence we find again the existence result of [22]:



Corollary 1.2 Let ug € L*(Q) and p € My(Q). Then there exists a R-solution u to the problem (I.1) with
data (p,uo).

Moreover we give more precise properties of approximations of u € M;(Q), fundamental for applications,
see Propositions.Iland As in the elliptic case, Theorem [T I]is a key point for obtaining existence results
for more general problems, and we give some of them in [2}, 3] 20], for measures u satisfying suitable capacitary
conditions. In [2] we study perturbed problems of order 0, of type

up — Apu+Gu) = p in Q, (1.9)

where G(u) is an absorption or a source term with a growth of power or exponential type, and p is a good
in time measure. In [3] we use potential estimates to give other existence results in case of absorption with
p > 2. In [20], one considers equations of the form

up — div(A(x, t, Vu)) + G(u, Vu) = p

under (L2),[3) with p = 2, and extend in particular the results of [I] to nonlinear operators.

2 Renormalized solutions of problem (I.1])

2.1 Notations and Definition

For any function f € L'(Q), we write fQ f instead of fQ fdzdt, and for any measurable set E CQ, [, f
instead of [, fdxdt. For any open set @ of R™ and F € (L¥F(w))", k € [1,00],m,v € N*, we set 1F0y. =
1l Lk ()

We set Ty (r) = max{min{r, k}, —k}, for any k¥ > 0 and r € R. We recall that if u is a measurable function
defined and finite a.e. in @, such that Ty (u) € X for any k > 0, there exists a measurable function w from
Q into RY such that VTj(u) = X|u|<kW, a.e. in Q, and for any k > 0. We define the gradient Vu of u by
w = Vu.

Let = po+ps € Mp(Q), and (f, g, h) be a decomposition of g given by (1), and g = po—hy = f—divg.
In the general case g ¢ M(Q), but we write, for convenience,

/ wdfig := / (fw+ g.Vw), Yw € XNL*(Q).
Q Q

Definition 2.1 Let ug € LY(Q), p = po + pus € Mp(Q). A measurable function u is a renormalized
solution, called R-solution of (I1) if there exists a decompostion (f,g,h) of po such that

U=u—heL((0,T); Who(Q) N L=((0,T); LX), VYo e[l,ms): TuU)eX, Yk>0, (2.1)

and:

(i) for any S € W2>°(R) such that S’ has compact support on R, and S(0) =0,

—/QS(uo)ga(O)da:—/Q%S(U)+/QS’(U)A(x,t,Vu).Vw—l-/QS"(U)wA(x,t,Vu).VU—/QS'(U)gadﬁB,

(2.2)
for any ¢ € X N L>®(Q) such that p; € X' + LY(Q) and ¢(.,T) = 0;



(ii) for any ¢ € C(Q),

1
lim — / PA(z,t, Vu).VU:/ pdut (2.3)
m—o00 M Q
{m<U<2m}
lim L / PA(x,t, Vu).VUz/ pdpy . (2.4)

{—-m>U>—-2m}

Remark 2.2 As a consequence, S(U) € C([0,T); L*(2)) and S(U)(.,0) = S(u,) in Q; and u satisfies the

equation
(S(U)), — div(S' (U)A(x,t, V) + S"(U)A(x,t, Vu). VU= £§'(U) — div(gS"(U)) + S"(U)g.VU,  (2.5)

in the sense of distributions in Q, see [22, Remark 3]. Moreover assume that [—k, k] D suppS’. then from
(L2) and the Hoélder inequality, we find easily that

1/p’
ISW )il x4 1) < CISIwaee @y (NIVulPxwi<ally e + IIVulPx<kll, o + V@)L 4
/ 1/
+llall o + llaly g+ 1F11q + 19l o I1Val xjwi<klly'o + gl o ) (2.6)

where C' = C(p, A2). We also deduce that, for any ¢ € X N L>(Q), such that pr€ X' + LY(Q),

/Q S(U(T))o(T)da — /QS(uO)<p(0)da:— / oS(U) + / S'(U)A(w,t, V).V

Q Q
+/@S"(U)A(x,t,Vu).VUcp=/QS"(U)godﬁB. (2.7)

Remark 2.3 Let u,U satisfy (2). It is easy to see that the condition (2:3) ( resp. (24) ) is equivalent to

1
lim — / (bA(x,t,Vu).Vu:/ pdut (2.8)
{m<U<2m}
resp.
lim 1 / (bA(a:,t,Vu).Vu:/ pdp, . (2.9)
m—oo m Q

{m>U>—-2m}

In particular, for any ¢ € L¥' (Q) there holds

lim Ll / [Vulp =0, lim = / [VU|¢ = 0. (2.10)

m—o0 M, m—oo 1M
m<|U|<2m m<|U|<2m

Remark 2.4 (i) Any function U € X such that Uy € X' + LY(Q) admits a unique c3-quasi continuous
representative, defined cg—quasi a.e. in @Q, still denoted U. Furthermore, if U € L*°(Q), then for any po €
Mo(Q), there holds U € L™(Q, duo), see [22, Theorem 3 and Corollary 1].

(it) Let u be any R- solution of problem (L1). Then, U = u— h admits a c¢3-quasi continuous functions
representative which is finite cg—quasi a.e. in Q, and u satisfies definition[21] for every decomposition (f, g, iL)
such that h — h € L=(Q), see [22, Proposition 3 and Theorem 4 ].



2.2 Steklov and Landes approximations

A main difficulty for proving Theorem [l is the choice of admissible test functions (S, ) in (2.2), valid for
any R-solution. Because of a lack of regularity of these solutions, we use two ways of approximation adapted
to parabolic equations:

Definition 2.5 Let ¢ € (0,T) and z € L},.(Q). For anyl € (0,e) we define the Steklov time-averages
[2]i, [#]=1 of z by

+
—%/ ds for a.e. (z,t) € A x (0,T —¢),

2] % / ds for a.e. (z,t) € Q x (¢,T).

The idea to use this approximation for R-solutions can be found in [7]. Recall some properties, given in [23].
Let £ € (0,T), and 1 € CX(Q x [0,T)), g2 € C(Q x (0,T]) with Suppp; C Q x [0,T — €], Suppys C
Q x [e,T]. There holds:

(i) If z € X, then ¢1[z]; and pa[z]_; € W.

(i) If z € X and 2z, € X’ + LY(Q), then, as | — 0, (¢1[z];) and (p2[2]—;) converge respectively to 1z and
p2z in X, and a.e. in Q; and (p1[z]1),, (2[2]-1), converge to (p12)s, (p22): in X'+ L1(Q).

(iii) If moreover z € L*°(Q), then from any sequence {l,,} — 0, there exists a subsequence {l,} such that
21}, {[2]=1,} converge to z, c¥-quasi everywhere in Q.
v v y4

Next we recall the approximation used in several articles 8] 12} [TT], first introduced in [17].

Definition 2.6 Let k > 0, and y € L>*(Q) and Y € X such that ||y||p~) <k and ||Y||p~q) < k. For
any v € N, a Landes-time approximation (Y), of the function Y is defined as follows:

V), (z,t) = V/Ot Y (x,5)e’Vds + ez, (), V(z,t) € Q.

where {z,} is a sequence of functions in Wy () N L>(Q), such that [|zul| Lo () < K, {20} converges to y

a.e. in , and v=1||z,|P wle(g) converges to 0.

Therefore, we can verify that ((Y),); € X, (Y), € X N L2(Q), ||{Y)u|lco,0 < k and {(Y),} converges
to Y strongly in X and a.e. in Q. Moreover, (Y), satisfies the equation ((Y),); = v (Y — (Y),) in the sense
of distributions in @, and (Y),(0) = 2, in . In this paper, we only use the Landes-time approximation
of the function Y = T}, (U), where y = Tj(uo).

2.3 First properties

In the sequel we use the following notations: for any function J € W1°°(R), nondecreasing with J(0) = 0,
we set

J(r) :/ J(r)dr, J(r) :/ J'(T)rdr. (2.11)
0 0
It is easy to verify that J(r) >0

Jr)+Jr)=J(r)r, and J(r)—JT(s) > s(J(r) —J(s)) Vr,s € R. (2.12)



In particular we define, for any k£ > 0, and any r € R,

Ty(r) = / Ti(r)dr,  Ti(r) = / Ty (t)7dr, (2.13)
0 0
and we use several times a truncature used in [I4]:

— ||

m

Hin(r) = X{=m,m)(r) + 2m Xm<|s|<2m (), H,(r) = /OT H . (7)dr. (2.14)

The next Lemma allows to extend the range of the test functions in (2.2)).

Lemma 2.7 Let u be a R-solution of problem (IL1)). Let J € W>°(R) be nondecreasing with .J(0) = 0, and
J defined by (Z11l). Then,

/S’ Az, t, Vu). /S" Az, t, Vu).VUEI(S(U))
[ (0070w l/“st j/ (U)eT(S(U))dAs, (2.15)

for any S € W2’°°(R) such that S’ has compact support on R and S(0) = 0, and for any & € CH(Q) N
Wh(Q),€ > 0.

Proof. Let J be defined by @II). Let ¢ € CL([0,T)) with values in [0,1], such that ¢; < 0, and
© = C&F(S(U))]i- Clearly, ¢ € X N L>(Q); we choose the pair of functions (¢, S) as test function in (22)).
From the convergence properties of Steklov time-averages, we easily will obtain (ZI5) if we prove that

tim ([ celisw) > - [ &7tsi
We can write — [, (¢§[i(S(U))],),S(U) = F + G, with

F:—/@&mﬂmmﬂm, G:—/@ﬂm1Mﬂmmm+wﬁwmem.
Q Q l

Using (Z12]) and integrating by parts we have

62~ [ 1 (Nt +D-TSO) ) = - [ o (7SO
Q Q

— [ @ISO+ [ COEOTSON©)d = [ TS,
Q Q Q

since J(S(U)) > 0. Hence,
- [ €l S0) = [ €IS+ F = [ (@ (TS~ HSONLSW)).
Q Q Q

Otherwise, 7(S(U)) and J(S(U)) € C([0,T]; L1(Q), thus {(¢E): ([T(S(w))], — [J(S(u))],S(u))} converges
to —(¢€)¢J(S(u)) in LY(Q) as | — 0. Therefore,

i (- [ @elrs@nsw) > tim (- [ @o75w0)) = - [ sTsw)

7



which achieves the proof. [

Next we give estimates of the function and its gradient, following the first ones of [I1], inspired by the
estimates of the elliptic case of [4]. In particular we extend and make more precise the a priori estimates of
[22, Proposition 4] given for solutions with smooth data; see also [15] [18].

Proposition 2.8 If u is a R-solution of problem (L), then there exists C1 = C1(p, A1, A2) such that, for
any k>1 and ¢ >0,

|VulP+ / |VUP < C1kM, (2.16)
L<L|U|<t+k L<L|U|<b+kK
U o 0.1y 0y < Cr(M +[92), (2.17)

where M = ||uolly  + |ps| (Q)+ [f1l1,q + 91l o + IRl + llally o
As a consequence, for any k > 1,

meas {|U| > k} < CoMik™Pe, meas {|VU| > k} < CoMak™"™¢, (2.18)
meas {|u| > k} < CoMak™Pe, meas {|Vu| > k} < CoMak™™, (2.19)
where Co = Co(N, p, A1, A2), and My = (M—|—|Q|)%M and My = M, + M.
Proof. Set for any r € R, and m, k, £ > 0,
Ty o(r) = max{min{r — ¢, k},0} + min{max{r + ¢, —k},0}.

For m > k + ¢, we can choose (J,S,&) = (Tx.e, Hm, &) as test functions in ([15), where H,, is defined at
ZI4) and ¢ € C*([0,T]) with values in [0, 1], independent on z. Since Ty ¢(Hy, (1)) = Tk o(r) for all r € R,

we obtain
— Jo €(0) Tk e (uo) Hyn (wo)dz — fQ &Tr,o(Hm (U))
+ f EA(z,t,Vu).VU — £ J EA(x,t, Vu).VU < [ Hyn(U)ETk,e(U)dfio.

{e<|U|<t+k} {m<|U|<2m}

k
/ H OO = [ metewrs [ g [ e
{¢<|U|<t+k} {m<|U|<2m}
Let m — oo; then, for any k > 1, since U € L'(Q) and from (Z.3)), 2.4)), and Z.I0), we find

- [etms [ cwevovu < [ eVUg skl ot i @4+ £ 0)- (220
Q {e<|U|<t+k} [e<|U|<t+k}

Next, we take £ = 1. We verify that
A ! ’
A(z,t,Vu).VU = VUg Zf(IVUIp +IVUP) = er(lgl” + VR + |a™)

for some ¢1 = ¢1(p, A1, A2) > 0. Hence (2.1I6) follows. Thus, from (2.20) and the Holder inequality, we get,
for any ¢ € C1([0,T]) with values in [0, 1],

—/ &Tro(U) < cokM
Q



for some ¢z = ca(p, A1, Az) > 0.Thus [, Ty, o(U)(t)dz < cokM, for a.c. t € (0,T). We deduce ZI7) by taking
k=1,0=0,since T1 o(r) = T1(r) > |r| — 1, for any r € R.

Next, from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg embedding Theorem, see [13, Proposition 3.1], we have
p(N+1)

/Q|Tk(U)| Vo<es ||U||£]m(((0)T));L1(Q))‘/Q|VTk(U)|p,

where ¢3 = ¢3(N, p). Then, from 216 and 2IT), we get, for any k& > 1,

p(N+1) pP(N+1)

_ L _p(N+1) _
meas {|U| >k} <k™ % /Q|Tk(U)| N < e Ul P 0,1y p 0y K = /Q|VT1€(U)|p§C4M1k Pe,

with ¢4 = ¢4(N,p, A1, A2). We obtain

1 ¥
meas {|VU| > k} < ™ meas ({|VU|P > s})ds
0

1
Smeas{|U|>kNL+1}+k—p/ meas({|VU|p>s,|U|§kNJi1
0

}) ds

1
<ca Mk + P / VU < esMok™™e,
N
|U|<kN+1
with ¢5 = ¢5(N, p, A1, Ag). Furthermore, for any k > 1,
meas {|h| > k} + meas {|Vh| > k} < k7P ||h|% ,
where cg = cg(N, p). Therefore, we easily get (2.19). |

Remark 2.9 If p € LY(Q) and a = 0 in (I.2), then (Z10) holds for all k > 0 and the term |Q| in inequality
(2.17) can be removed, where M = ||uo||1,0 + |1|(Q). Furthermore, (2.19) is stated as follows:

p+N

meas {|u| > k} < CoM ™~ k7Pe, meas {|Vu| > k} < CgM%kfmc,Vk > 0. (2.21)

with Cy = Co(N,p, A1, As).To see last inequality, we do in the following way:

N

meas {|VU| > k} < meas {|U| > M~ e

I
} + k_P/ meas{|VU|p > 5, |U| < Mﬁk%ﬂ}ds
0
< OQM%_ﬁk_mc.
Proposition 2.10 Let {u,} C My(Q), and {uo .} C L*(Q), such that

sup |un| (Q) < 00, and sup||uo,n|,0 < oo
n n

Let uy,, be a R-solution of (L) with data pin, = pin,0 + tn,s and g, relative to a decomposition (fun, gn, hn)

of im0, and Uy, = u, — h,. Assume that {f,} is bounded in L'(Q), {gn} bounded in (L? (Q))N and {h,}
bounded in X.

Then, up to a subsequence, {U,} converges a.e. to a function U € L>((0,T); L*(2)), such that T,(U) € X
for any k > 0and U € L7((0,T); Wy (Q)) for any o € [1,m,). And



(i) {Un} converges to U strongly in L?(Q) for any o € [1,mc), and sup ||Un |l 1o (0,711 (0)) < 0

(ii) SUpPy~q SUD,, 71 Jo IVTi(Un)[P < o0,
(i11) {Tx(Uy)} converges to Ty (U) weakly in X, for any k > 0,
() {A(x,t,V (Ti(Uy,) + hn))} converges to some Fy, weakly in (LP (Q))N.

Proof. Take S € W2°°(R) such that S’ has compact support on R and S(0) = 0. We combine (2.6]) with
(216), and deduce that {S(U,);} is bounded in X’ + L'(Q) and {S(U,)} bounded in X. Hence, {S(U,)}
is relatively compact in L*(Q). On the other hand, we choose S = S, such that Si(z) = 2, if |z| < k and
S(z) = 2k signz, if |z| > 2k. From (2I7), we obtain

meas {|Uy, — Up| > 0} < meas{|U,| > k} + meas {|U,,| > k} + meas {|Sk(U,) — Sk(Un)| > o}
< 7 +meas {|Sk(Un) = Su(Un)| > o},
where ¢ does not depend of n,m. Thus, up to a subsequence {u,} is a Cauchy sequence in measure, and
converges a.e. in () to a function u. Thus, {T%(U,,)} converges to T} (U) weakly in X, since sup,, [|T%(U,)|| x <

oo for any k > 0. And {|V (T (Uy) + hy) [P72V (T (Uyn) + hy) } converges to some Fj, weakly in (LP (Q)N.
Furthermore, from ZI8), {U,} strongly converges to U in L"(Q) for any o < p.. ]

3 The convergence theorem

We first recall some properties of the measures, see [22] Lemma 5], [14].

Proposition 3.1 Let ps = ptf — uy € Myp(Q), where put and p; are concentrated, respectively, on two
disjoint sets ET and E~ of zero cg—capacity. Then, for any § > 0, there exist two compact sets K;’ C ET
and Ky C E~ such that

pl(BN\KS) <6, pg (B7\K5) <4,
and there exist @[J;,wé_ € CHQ) with values in [0,1], such that @[J;,wé_ = 1 respectively on K;,Ké_, and
supp(ipy) N supp(vy ) = 0, and

15 llx + 1@ ellxrrri) <6, s lIx + 1105 )ellxrvpi@) <6
There exist decompositions (VF ) = (Vi ) (v3 ) d (¥5)e = (vy ) (1#5_)? in X'+ LY(Q), such that
) 5 _ ) _ 5
[CooN IS [ S H(wn N (1 =S N C R

Both {1/1;} and {1/1(;} converge to 0, weak-* in L>=(Q), and strongly in L*(Q) and up to subsequences, a.e.
in Q, as 0 tends to 0.
Moreover if pn and 1, are as in Theorem [L 1], we have, for any 0,01,02 > 0,

“dpn, Ftdn, = w(n,s), Sdut <o, Fdugs <, .
/QQ/J(;P‘F/QQ/J(;W W(n) /Q¢5N< /QQ/J(;M< (32)
/ (1= 0 Ydpn = w(n, 61, 62), / (1= o Ydut < 61+ 6, (3.3)
Q Q
/ (1 — 95,5, )dnn = w(n, 01, 62), / (1 — 5, s, )dpg < 61+ da. (3.4)
Q Q

10



Hereafter, if n,e,...,v are real numbers, and a function ¢ depends on n,¢,...,v and eventual other pa-
rameters a, 3,..,7, and n — ng,e — &o,.., ¥ — 1y, we write ¢ = w(n,e,..,v), then this means that, for
fixed «, 3, ..,7, there holds lim,_,,,..lim._,.,lim,_,, |¢| = 0. In the same way, ¢ < w(n,¢,d,...,) means
lim,, . lime o limy, 5000 < 0, and ¢ > w(n, e, ..,v) means —¢ < w(n, e, ..,v).

Remark 3.2 In the sequel we recall a convergence property still used in [I4)]: If {b1,} is a sequence in
LY(Q) converging to by weakly in L'(Q) and {ba,,} a bounded sequence in L°°(Q) converging to ba, a.e. in
Q, then llmnﬁoo fQ blynbgyn = fQ blbg.

Next we prove Thorem [[.T]

Scheme of the proof. Let {un},{uon} and {u,} satisfy the assumptions of Theorem [T Then
we can apply Proposition 210l Setting U,, = u, — hy, up to subsequences, {u,} converges a.c. in Q
to some function u, and {U,} converges a.e. to U = u — h, such that T(U) € X for any k > 0, and
U e L7((0,T); Wy 7 (Q2)) N L>=((0,T); LY(Q)) for every o € [1,m.). And {U,} satisfies the conclusions (i) to
(iv) of Proposition 2ZZT0] We have

pin = (fo = divgn + (hn)e) + (pp — div o) = (1, — diVIR) + s — Thn.s
= Hn,0 + (pn,s - 7771,.9)Jr - (pn,s - 7771,5)77

where
Hn,0 = >\n,0 + Pn,0 = Mn,0, with >\n,0 = fn —div gn+ (hn)ta Pn,0 = Pyll —div 072“ TIn,0 = 77711 —div 77721- (35)

Hence
Pn,05 TIn,0 € Mlj_(Q) N MO(Q)v and Pn Z Pn,0, Tin Z Tn,0- (36)

Let BT, E~ be the sets where, respectively, uf and p are concentrated. For any 61,82 > 0, let 7,/13: , 1/13; and
Y5, V5, as in Proposition 3.1 and set

®s,.5, = Yy Vs + U5 U5

Suppose that we can prove the two estimates, near E

I = / B, 5, A2, 1, Vi)V (Un—(To(U))y) < w(n, v, 01, 62), (3.7)
(1021<k)
and far from E,
L= / (1= Dy, 5,) A, £, Vi)V (Un—(To(U))y) < w(n, v, 61, 52). (3.8)
[v2)<k)
Then it follows that
T, / A, t, Vin).V (Un—(Tu(U)),) < 0, (3.9)
[o<k)
which implies
T o / Az, t, V).V (Un — To(U)) < 0, (3.10)
{10,1<k)
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since {(T%(U)),} converges to T(U) in X. On the other hand, from the weak convergence of {T}(U,)} to
Tx(U) in X, we verify that

A, t, V(Te(U) + hn)).V (Ti(Un) = Ti(U)) = w(n).
{lUn|<k}
Thus we get
(A(z,t, Vuy,) — Az, t, V(T (U) + hy))) .V (up, — (Tx(U) + hy)) = w(n).
{lUn|<k}
Then, it is easy to show that, up to a subsequence,
{Vu,} converges to Vu, a.e. in Q. (3.11)

Therefore, {A(x,t, Vuy,)} converges to A(x,t, Vu) weakly in (L (Q))N ; and from (BI0) we find

M,Hoo/ A(a:,t,Vun).VTk(Un)g/A(x,t, Vu)VT(U).
Q Q

Otherwise, {A(z,t,V (Tx(Up) + hy))} converges weakly in (L? (Q))N to some F},, from Proposition 210, and
we obtain that Fy, = A(x,t,V (T, (U) + h)). Hence

o / A, V(Te(Un) + h) Y (Te(Un) + hn)
Q
SM,HOO/ A(a:,t,vun).VTk(Un)jLMHm/ A(z,t, V(T (Uy) + hn)).Vhy,
Q Q
< [ Alwt. V(W) + 0T D) + 1),
Q

As a consequence
{Tx(U,)} converges to Ty(U), strongly in X, Vk > 0. (3.12)

Then to finish the proof we have to check that u is a solution of ([LI). [ ]

In order to prove (7)) we need a first Lemma, inspired of [I4, Lemma 6.1]. It extends the results of [22]
Lemma 6 and Lemma 7] relative to sequences of solutions with smooth data:

Lemma 3.3 Let 11 5,125 € CH(Q) be uniformly bounded in W1>°(Q) with values in [0, 1], and such that
fQ P16dpy; <6 and fQ o sdut < 6. Let {un} satisfying the assumptions of Theorem[L1, and Uy, = wy — hy,.
Then

1 1
— / V| 12,5 = w(n,m,d), — / VU, | 2,5 = w(n,m,?), (3.13)
{m<U,<2m} {m<U,<2m}
1 1
— / |V, P15 = w(n,m,d), — / VU, P16 = w(n,m,d), (3.14)
—2m<U,<—-m —2m<U,<—-m
and for any k > 0,
|Vun|p1/12,5 = w(n,m,?), / |VUn|p1/12,5 = w(n,m,?d), (3.15)
{m<U, <m+k} {m<U, <m+k}
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|Vun| 11,6 = w(n,m,d), / VU, | 1 s = w(n,m,d). (3.16)

{—-m—k<U,<—-m} {—-m—k<U,<-m}
Proof. (i) Proof of B13)), BI4). Set for any r € R and any m,¢ > 1

dm +2h — 1
2m + /¢

"f—-m+T
Smyf(r) = / ( X[m,2m] (T) + X (2m,2m+¢) (T) +
0

— X (2m+£,4m+2h) (T)) dr,

"—m4+T
Sm(r):/o ( X[m,2m] (T) + X(2m,oo) (T)) dr.

m

Note that S}, /= X[m,2m)/ M~ X(2m+e.2(2m+0))/ (2m+L). We choose (§, J, S) = (2,5, T1, S ¢) as test functions
in ([2I8) for u,, and observe that, from B3],

—

m = Hn,0 — (hn)t = )\n,O + Pn,0 — Tn,0 = fn —div gn + Pn,0 — Tn,0- (317)

Thus we can write 2?21141' < 227141-, where
Ar = — [ P2,5(0)T1(Sm.e(uo,n))Sm e(uo.n)dr, Az = —/ (102,6), 11 (Sm,e(Un)),
Q Q

AS :/ S&ﬁz(Un)Tl(Sm,f(Un))A(xatu vun)v¢2,§7 A4:/( ;n)g(Un))leéT/l(Sm,é(Un))A(xatu vun)VUnu
Q Q
1

4,=1 / 5Ty (St (Un)) Al t, Vit )V Uy,
{m<U,, <2m}
1
A6 = 1/)215A($7 t, Vun)VUn,

C2m+4
{2m+L<U, <2(2m+€) }

Ar = /Q S U Ty (St (U)o frr A = /Q ¢ U (S (Un)) g Vs,

/ 1
Ao = [ (1O TS e W00 A= [ iS00 90,
Q

m<U,<2m
1

Gy Y2,69n-VUy, A1z =/ St (Un)T1 (St (Un))2,5d (Pn,0 — 1n0) -
{2m+<U, <2(2m+20)} @

An =-—

Since [|Sm.e(uon)lli,0 < [ wondr, we find A; = w(f,n,m). Otherwise
{mguﬂ,n}

-1
Al < Wasllymigy [ Un Al < Wil [ (ll+ AalVual ™).
{(m<U.} {(m<U,}

which imply Ay = w(¢,n,m) and Az = w(f,n,m). Using (Z3)) for u,, we have

AG = _/ ¢2,5d(pn,s - nn,s)Jr + w(f) = (U(f, n,m, 5)
Q

13



Hence Ag = w(l,n,m,d), since (pn,s — nn7s)+ converges to puF as m — oo in the narrow topology, and
Jo ¥2.6dus < 0. We also obtain Ary = w({) from (ZI0).
Now {S;H)K(Un)Tl (Sm,f(Un))}g converges to S, (Un)T1(Sm (Un)), {5}, (Un)T1(Sm(Un))},, convergesto Sy, (U)

T1(Sm(U)), {S,,(U)T1(Sm(U))},, converges to 0, weak-* in L°°(Q) and { f,, } converges to f weakly in L'(Q),
{gn} converges to g strongly in (L? (Q))". From Remark B2, we obtain

Ar = [ S UIT S Un)Wsfo+ () = [ SHOITSnO)Wasf +w(tn) = w(tn,m),
Q Q
As= [ U0 Vs (0 = [ SO (U))gT s+l m) = ol m).
Q Q
Otherwise, A1 < fQ ¥a,5dpn, and {fQ 1/)215dpn} converges to fQ o sdut, thus Ajs < w(l,n,m,d).
Using Holder inequality and the condition (2], we have
90 VUn = A, t, Vi) VU, < 1 (|gnl” + [Vhal? + o)

with ¢; = ¢1(p, A1, A2), which implies

2

! ’ ’
Ag — Ay < cl/ (Sp.e(Un)) T (Sm,e(Un))b2,5 (|gn|p + |hn|P + |a|P) =w(l,n,m).
Q

Similarly we also show that A9 — As/2 < w(¢,n,m). Combining the estimates, we get As/2 < w(f,n,m,?).
Using Holder inequality we have

A ,
Az, t, Vun VU, > 71|wn|p —co([al? + [Vha|P).

with ¢2 = ¢a(p, A1, A2), which implies

1
— / [V "2 sT1 (Sm e (Uy)) = w(l,n,m,d).

m
{m<U,<2m}

Note that for all m > 4, Sy, ¢(r) > 1 for any r € [2m,2m]; hence T1 (S ¢(r)) = 1. So,
1
— V| 12,5 = w(l,n,m,é).
m
{gm<U,<2m}
Since |VU, " < 2P=YVu,|" + 2P~ Vh,|", there also holds

VU, |P1bas = w(l,n,m, ).

{&m<U,<2m}

3=

We deduce (BI3) by summing on each set {(3)'m < U, < (3)"'m} for i = 0,1, 2. Similarly, we can choose
(€,9,8) = (¥1.6, T1, Sm.¢) as test functions in @I5) for u,, where Sy, ¢(7) = Spm.¢(—7), and we obtain (B.14).

(ii) Proof of (B1H), (BI6). We set, for any k,m, ¢ > 1,

(k+€l+m)—T
k+m+/{

" 2
Skym,e(r) = / (Tk(T — T (7)) X[ ktmre) + 5 X(k+m+£,2(k+m+z)]) dr
0
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Skm(r) = /0 T3 (T = T (7)) X {m,00) AT

We choose (§,%,S) = (¢2,5,T1, Sk,m.e) as test functions in (ZI5) for u,. In the same way we also obtain

|Vun P12 s T1 (Skm.e(Un)) = w(l,n,m,6).

{mSUn <m+k}

Note that Ty (Sk,m,¢(r)) = 1 for any r > m + 1, thus J |V, |[Pha,s = w(n,m,d), which implies
{m+1<Un<m+k}
BI3) by changing m into m — 1. Similarly, we obtain (3.16)). ]

Next we look at the behaviour near E.
Lemma 3.4 Estimate (3.7) holds.
Proof. There holds
I = / (1)51752A($,t,V’un).VTk(Un)— / (1)5175214(.%',15, Vun).V<Tk(U)>V.
@ {lUn|<K}

From Proposition 210, (iv), {A(z,t,V (Tx(Uyn) + hy)).V{(Tx(U)), } converges weakly in L*(Q) to F,V{(Tx(U)),.
And {X{|Un|§k}} converges to X|u|<k, @-€. in @ , and @, 5, converges to 0 a.e. in @ as §; — 0, and ®5, 5,
takes its values in [0,1]. From Remark B2 we have

D5, 5, A, t, Vu,) V(T (U)), = / X{Un <k} Po1,6. A(@, 8,V (T3 (Un) + ha)).V(Ti(U)),,
{IUn|<k} N
= / X‘U|§k¢51)52Fk.v<Tk(U)>y + w(n) = w(n, v, 51).
Q
Therefore, if we prove that

/ (1)61,52A($7t7vun)'VTk(Un) S w(n751762)7 (318)
Q

then we deduce (B7). As noticed in [14] 22], it is precisely for this estimate that we need the double cut
w;rl@[}(;;. To do this, we set, for any m > k > 0, and any r € R,

Skm(r) = / (k — T(7)) H(7)dr,
0
where H , is defined at (ZI4). Hence supp Sk.m C [~2m, k] ; and S’,’C’)mz —X—k T 2k N (—2m,—m]- We choose
(p,8) = (i vf Sk.m) as test functions in (Z2). From (BIT), we can write
A+ Ay — As+ Ay + As + A = 0,
where
Ay =— /Q(zﬁ;wg)ték,m(Un), A, = /Q (k — Ti(Un)) Ho(Un) A, t, Vun ).V (87 07,

2k
As :/ @[J(;Ll ;;A(x,t, Vu,). VT (U,), A4 = / w;rl g;A(x,t, V). VU,,
@ {—2m<U,<—m}

As = — / (k = T (Un)) Hon (U )0, 05, dAn0, - A = / (k= To(Un)) Hon (Un) 5,5, (1.0 = Pn0) -
Q Q
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We first estimate As. As in [22) p.585], since {Skm(Un)} converges to Sy, (U) weakly in X, and
Sem(U) € L™(Q), using 1)), we find

A== [ @) 0k Sm )= [ G 68),Sm(©) + wln) = w(n,0).
Q Q

Next consider As. Notice that U,, =T%,,(U,) on supp (H,,(Uy)). From Proposition 210, (iv), the se-
quence {A(z,t,V (Tom(Up) 4 hn)). V(05 45 )} converges to Fy,,, .V (45 ¢ ) weakly in L'(Q). From Remark
and the convergence of 1/);1 1/1;; in X to 0 as d; tends to 0, we find

Ay = [ (= T Hn (V) P T (6 6,) + ) = (. 50)
Q
Then consider A4. Then for some ¢; = ¢1(p, A2),
2k "\ it ot
Ad € e (IVunl? + (VU + [0l ) 5 05
{_2m<UnS_m}

Since 7,/13’1 takes its values in [0, 1], from Lemma B3] we get in particular Ay = w(n,d1, m,d2).

Now we estimate As. The sequence {(k — Tk(Un))Hm(Un)i/)ng 1/);; } converges to (k:—Tk(U))Hm(U)z/)gL1 1/);;,
weakly in X, and {(k — T (Up))Hm (Un)} converges to (k — T (U))Hp (U), weak-* in L>°(Q) and a.e. in Q.
Otherwise {f,} converges to f weakly in L' (Q) and {g,} converges to g strongly in (L* (Q))". From
Remark and the convergence of 7,/1;1 ;2 to 0 in X and a.e. in @ as §; — 0, we deduce that

As = /Q (k — T (Un)) Ho (U055 0 di + o(n) = w(n, 61),

where vy = f —divg.
Finally Ag < 2k fQ 1/);1 1/);; dny,; using (32)) we also find Ag < w(n,d1, m,d2). By addition, since Az does
not depend on m, we obtain

As :/ wtg‘;w[}‘;A(x,t,Vun)VTk(Un) < w(n,d1,02).
Q

Arguying as before with (5 1#5_2,5’;@)7”) as test function in (Z32), where Sy, ., (1) = —Sk.m(—7), We get in the
same way

/ V5, V5, A, 1, Vun VT (Un) < w(n, 01, 02).
Q

Then, (3I8) holds. ]

Next we look at the behaviour far from FE.
Lemma 3.5 . Estimate (3.8) holds.

Proof. Here we estimate I3; we can write

I = / (1= By, 5,)A@, £, Vi)V (Th(Un)—(T(U)}s) -

{lUn|<k}
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Following the ideas of [25], used also in [22], we define, for any r € R and £ > 2k > 0,
Rn,l/,é = T@-Hc (Un_<Tk(U)>u) - Té—k (Un - Tk (Un)) .
Recall that [[(Tk(U))v |l .o < k, and observe that

Rye=2ksign(Uy,) in {|U,| > €+2k}, |Rpuel <4k, Ryve=w(n,vf) ae. in Q, (3.19)
lim Ry, ¢ =Torr (U— (Tk(U)),) — To—i (U - T, (U)), a.e. in @, and weakly in X. (3.20)
n—00

Next consider & 5, € C([0,T)), 2.0, € C((0,T]) with values in [0, 1], such that (£1.,,): < 0 and (2,0, )t
> 0; and {&1,n, (t)} (resp. {&1.n,(t)}) converges to 1,for any ¢ € [0,T) (resp. ¢t € (0,T] ); and moreover,

for any a € C([0,T]; LY(2)), {fQ a(flym)t} and [, a(&2,n,), converge respectively to — [, a(.,T)dz and
Jo al(.,0)dz. We set
0 = Pnngnolilet = §1ng (1 - ®51,52)[T5+k (Un_<Tk(U)>V)]ll =&, (1 - (1)51,52)[T4*k (Uﬂ - Tk(Un>)]—l2 :
We observe that
0 —(1—=®5, 5,)Rne=w(li,l2,n1,m2) innormin X and a.e. in Q. (3.21)

We can choose (¢, S) = (Pn.n1 ns.is.1a.0s Hm) as test functions in @7) for u,, where H,, is defined at (ZI4),
with m > ¢+ 2k. We obtain
Ar+As + As+ As + As = Ag + Az,

with
Ay z/cp(T)Hm(Un(T))dx, Ay = —/ ©(0)Hyp, (ug,n)dex, Az = —/ ot Hpm (Uy),
Q Q Q
Ay = | Hpn(Up)A(z,t,Vu,).Ve, As :/ oH! (U,)A(z,t,Vu,).VU,,
Q Q

Ag = Hm(Un)Sﬁd/\/r-LIJv A7 = / Hm(Un)Sﬁd (pn,O - 77n,0) .
Q Q

Estimate of A,. This term allows to study I». Indeed, {H,,(U,)} converges to 1, a.e. in Q; From (B:21)),
BI9) B20), we have

Ay :/ (1 = @5, 5,) A2, t, V).V Ry s —/ Ry oAz, t, Vuy). Vs, s, +w(l1,l2,m1,n2,m)
Q Q
:/ (1 —®s, .5,)A(x,t, Vu,).VRy po+w(ly,l2, n1,n2, m,n, v, 0)
Q

=15+ / (1= @5, 5,) A, t, Vuy). VR, ot+w(le, la,n1,n2,m,n, v, f)
{lUn|>k}
— I2 + Bl + B2 + W(ll, l?a”la”?amanu v, €)7

where

B, = / (1- (I)5vn)(X|Un7<Tk(U)>V|§E+k - X\\Unl—k\gé—k)A(Ia t, Vuy,).VU,,
{IUn|>k}

By = — / (1 - (1)51152)X|Un7<Tk(U)>V|§Z+kA($’t’ Vun).V<Tk(U)>V.
{IUn|>k}
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Now {A(x,t,V (To42k(Uyn) + hn)).V(T(U)),} converges to Fryo,V{(T(U)),, weakly in L*(Q). Otherwise

{X‘U"‘>kX|Un_<Tk(U)>V|Sf+k: converges to X|UI>kX|U— (13, (U)), | <ok O-C- in Q. And {{T(U)),} converges to
Tr(U) strongly in X. From Remark B2 we get

By = — /Q (1= Ps1,6:) Xjui>k X|v— (1)), |<ernFer2r-VITE(U)), +w(n)
=- /Q (1 = P5,.5,) X|u|>k XjU-T ()| <tk Fr426.VTR(U) + w(n,v) = w(n,v),
since VI, (U) x>k = 0. Besides, we see that, for some ¢; = c1(p, Az),
Bl<a [ 0= 0ss)(Vul + VUL + o),

{L—2k<|U, |<l+2k}
Using (3.3) and (B4) and applying 3.I5) and BI6) to 1 — Py, s,, we obtain, for k£ > 0,
(|Vun|” + |[VUL|") (A = @5, 5,) = w(n,m,d1,82). (3.22)
{m<|U, |<m+4k}
Thus, By = w(n,v,£,061,92), hence By + By = w(n, v, ¥, 1,02). Then
Ay =L+ w(ly,lze,ny,ne,m,n, v, £,01,02). (3.23)

Estimate of As. For m > ¢+ 2k, since |¢| < 2¢, and (B.2I)) holds, we get, from the dominated convergence
Theorem,

Ag = / (1 — (1)51752)Rn)y7gH7In(Un)A(fL‘, t, VUH)VUn + w(ll, la,n1, ’ng)
Q

2k
= —— / (1 — (1)51752)14(11715, VUH)VUn'HU(ll, lz,nl,nz);

m
{m<|U,|<2m}

here, the final equality followed from the relation, since m > ¢ 4 2k,

2k .
Ry.0H,,(U,) = — o Xm<|Uy|<2m; @€ 0 Q. (3.24)

Next we go to the limit in m, by using ([2.3)), 24) for uy,, with ¢ = (1 — ®s, 5,). There holds
As = —2]{3/ (1 — (1)51752)61 ((pn,s - nn,s)Jr + (pn,s - nn,s)i) ‘HU(lla l27n17n27m)'
Q

Then, from F3) and B4), we get A5 = w(ly,l2,n1,n2, m,n,v,£,01,02).
Estimate of Ag. Again, from [B21]),

Ay = /Q Ho(Un)of, + /{D2 40V (o (U)0)

- / Hm(Un)(l - (1)61,52)Rn,1/,€fn + / gnv(Hm(Un)(l - (1)61,52)Rn,u,€)+w(llu 127n17n2)-
Q Q
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Thus we can write Ag = Dy + Do+ D3 + Dy + w(ly,l2,n1, n2), where

Dy = [ Hou(U)(1 - ®5,.5) Rumefus Dy = / (1= s, 5,) R HL (Un) gV U,
Q

Q
D3 — Hm(Un)(l - q)51,§2)gn'VRn,V,€7 D4 = _/ Hm(Un)Rn,V,Zgn-vq)él,tsg-
Q Q

Since {f.} converges to f weakly in L!(Q), and B.19)-(B.20) hold, we get, from Remark [3.2]
Dy = / (1= @5,6,) (Ter (U=(Tk(U)),) = Te—i (U = Ty (U))) f+w(m,n) = w(m,n,v,L).
Q
We deduce from (ZI0) that D2 = w(m). Next consider Ds. Note that H,,(Uy) =14 w(m), and (B20)

holds, and {g,,} converges to g strongly in (L (Q))N, and (T} (U)), converges to Tj(U) strongly in X. Then
we obtain successively that

D= [ (1= 80,0009 (T (U = (U),) = Tros U = T (0)) im0

= / (1= @5,,6:)9.V (Tor (U = T(U)) = Te—i (U = T, (U))) +w(m,n,v)
Q
=w(m,n,v, /).
Similarly we also get Dy = w(m,n,v,£). Thus Ag = w(ly,la,n1,ne, m,n,v,£,01,0d2).
Estimate of A;. We have
|A7| = }/ S'mn(Un) (1 = @5, 5,) Riwed (pro — 1n0) | + w(ln, l2, n1,m2)
Q
S 4k/ (1 - (1)51752) d(pn + 7777«) + W(ll, l?a ni, TLQ).
Q
From [B3) and B4) we get A7 = w(ly,l2,n1,n9,m,n,v, £, 1,02).
Estimate of A; + Ay + As. We set
J(T) =T (T—Tk (T)) ) Vr € R,
and use the notations J andJ of (ZII)). From the definitions of & ,,,&1.n,, We can see that
A1+ Ay = —/ J(Un(T))H—m(Un(T))d$ — / Tg_Hg(’U,Om — ZU)H—m(UQm)dJJ =+ w(ll, la,n1, nz)
Q Q
= —/ J(Un(T)Un(T)dx — / Totr(uo n — 20)uondx + w(ly, la, n1,n2, M), (3.25)
Q Q
where z, = (T (U)),(0). We can write As = Fy + Fy, where
A= [ (6000 00,0 Tk U = TeO ) T,

t

Py = /Q (6ns (1= @5,,6) [Te (Un = T (Un))]) sy, ) Fon (Un)-
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Estimate of Fy. We write Iy = G1 + G2 + G3, with
Gi—- /Q (@5, 52) nalT—t (Un — Ty (Ua))] o, Fin(U),
Gs = / (1= @5,.5,) (€ ) Trk (U = Tic (U))]_, Fn(U),
Gs = / €na (1= @5,.6,) ([Te—ke (Un — Tie (Un))]_y, ) Hin (Un).

We find easily that
Gi=— / (5, 62), (Un)Un (11, Iy 1, m2, m1),
Q

G = | (0= 5,5 €0) T U o (Ul 1) = [ (000, o s ).

Next consider G3. Setting b = H,,(U,), there holds from [2.I3) and (2.12),

Hence

(Tt (U = T U)]_,), HaUn) = ([T En(U))] ) = (T W),

t

since J is constant in {|r| > m + ¢ + 2k} . Integrating by parts in G, we find

G52 | 1= 20,50 (TWa) 1), = = [ (@01~ #5.5) / o (D)
—/ (b2,n0), (1 = @5,.5,)T /52 no (Ps,,5,), /52 ns T))dz+w(ly,l2)
/j Uon d:c—i—/ (D, 52 /j ))dz+w(ly, l2, n1,na).

Therefore, since J(U,,) — J(Up)U, = —J(Uy,) and J(ug.n) =J (o n)ton—T (to.n), We obtain
Fy > / J(ug.n)dr — / (®5,,6,),J(Un) + | T(Un(T))dz+w(ly,lz, n1,n2,m). (3.26)
Q Q Q

Estimate of F. Since m > ¢ + 2k, there holds Tyyi (Un—(Tk(U)),) = Ter (Hm(Un)—(Tk(Him(U))),) on
suppH—m(Un). Hence we can write F; = L1 + Lo, with

Li=- /Q (810 (1 = @5,,50) [T (Foa(Un)~ Tk (o (0))),)],,), (Hon(Un)~ (T (Frm(U)), )

Ly = —/Q (51,n1(1 = ®s,.5,) [Tor (H_m(Un)—<Tk(H_m(U))>,,)]ll) (Ti(Hn(U))), -
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Integrating by parts we have, by definition of the Landes-time approximation,

L= /5 = 5, ) [Tok (FonU) =D (Fn(O)),)],, (T (0)),),

A

7Y
n
3
A
\/
=
+
x>
o
3
-
~—
A
S
E‘
—~
d
N—
N—
~
AN
N—r
—~
(en)
N—
=
S
=
&
—~
d
N—
N—
~
AN
—~~
(en)
N—
QL
=

= V/ (1= @5,,6,) Lo (Un—(Tk(U)),,) (T (U)—(Tk(U)),) + | Towr (uon — 20) zodatw(ly, l2, n1, n2).
Q Q
(3.27)
We decompose L; into Ly = K71 + Ko + K3, where

Ky = / €1 (P51,60) [Tork (Hin(Un)—~(Te(Hin (U))),) ], (Hin(Un)—(Tk(Hn(U))),)

= [ 0= @) ([T (W)~ O, ), (U~ 01),).

t

Then we check easily that

Ko = | T = (B0),) (T) U= TV, ) (Tl Loy o)

KQZ/Q(‘I)él,éz)tTé-i-k (Un—(T(U)),) (Un—(T(U)),) +w(l1, 12, n1, n2, m).

Next consider K3. Here we use the function 7, defined at ZI3). We set b = H,,(U,,)—(Tx(H,,,(U))),. Hence
from (212),
b(.,t)
([Tesa )0 0) = E Tk @)t +10) = Trn0)0)

ST (ot 1)) = Tora ) 1) = (T (D, )
Thus

([Ter (Hon (Un) —~(Tk(Hin (U)),)],,), (Hin (Un) =Tk (H (U))),)) < (Tear(Un—(Tu(U)),),,),-
Then

/51 nn (1= @s,,6,) ([T er (Un—(Tk(U)),)],,),
- /{D2 v )1 — Do, ) [Tear (Un—(Te(U)), / €1 (®5,.5,),[Tesn Un—{TR (O, )],
4 / €10 (O) [Tk (Un—(Ti(U), )], (0)da
Q
- / Tk (Un(T) — (To(U))(T)) dax - / (Bs,.5.), Ttk (Un—(TR(D),)
Q Q

T otk (Uo.n — 2v) dz+w(le, l2, 1, n2).
Q
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We find by addition, since Ty1(r) — Tesx(r) = Teyx(r) for any r € R,
L1 Z Tg+k (UO,n - Z,/) dx + / Tg+k (Un(T) - <Tk(U)>V(T)) dx
Q Q

+ / ((1)51,52)tTE+k (Un_<Tk(U)>V) —HU(ll, lo,m1, M9, m) (328)
Q
We deduce from (3.28), (327), (324,
Az > /Qj(uo,n)dx + /Q Tork (Wo,n — 20) dz + /Q Tovr (Uon — 20) 2pdx (3.29)
[ T W)= @), D) do+ [ T+ | (@), (T Uan Tl = T(0)
v /Q (1= @, 5,)Tvex (Un—(T(U)),) (Te(U) = (Tu(U)),) +e0(la, I, m1, m3, m)-

Next we add ([3.25) and 3.29). Note that J (U, (T)) — J(Un(T))Un(T) = —J(U(T)), and also

T@—i—k (UO,n - ZV) - Tf-i-k: (Uo,n - ZV) (ZV - ’U/O,n) = _Té—i-k (UO,n - ZV) .

Then we find

A1+A2+A32/

; (J(uon) = Terr (won — 2)) do + /Q (Tesk (Un(T) = (Tk(V)),(T) = T(Un(T))) dz

[ @)y (Toon (Ua(@V),) = T(0)
Q
v /Q (1= Dsy.5) T (Un—(T(0)), ) (Te(U)~(Tu(U)),) +eo(ln, oyt g, m).
Notice that Tyyy (r—s) — J(r)>0 for any 7, s € R such that |s| < k; thus
| T )=~ T0)),(T) = TOT) da > 0.

And {ug} converges to ug in L'(Q) and {U,} converges to U in L'(Q) from Proposition 210 Thus we
obtain

A1 + AQ + A3 Z fQ (j(uo) — T[Jrk (UO — Zl,)) dIE + fQ ((1)51152)15 (T[Jrk (U—<Tk(U)>V) — 7(U))
v Jo (1= @s,.6,) T (U—(Tk(U)),) (Ti(U)—(T0(U)),) +w(ly, l2, 1,12, m, ).

Moreover Typ1y, (r—s) (Ti(r) — s)>0 for any r, s € R such that |s| < k, hence

A1+A2+A32/

A (J(uo) = Teyr (uo — 2)) do + / (®5,.5,), (Texr (U—(T(U)),) — J(U))

Q

+w(llv 125 nl; TLQ, m) TL)
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As v — 00, {2, } converges to Tj(ug), a.e. in 2, thus we get

A1+A2+A32/

. (J(u0) = Tesk (o — Tie(uo))) dz + / (®s,.52); (Tern (U = Ti(U)) = J(U))

Q
+ w(llv 125 nl; TLQ, m) TL, V)'
Finally [Toi (r=T(r)) — J(r)| < 2k|r|x{jr>¢y for any r € R, thus
A+ Ag + Az > w(ly,la,ny,ne, m,n, v, £).

Combining all the estimates, we obtain Iy < w(ly,la,n1,n2, m,n,v, ¢, 061, 062), which implies B8], since I
does not depend on l1,l2,n1,n2, m,£. ]

Next we conclude the proof of Theorem [Tt
Lemma 3.6 The function u is a R-solution of (I1)).

Proof. (i) First show that w satisfies (2Z2]). Here we proceed as in [22]. Let ¢ € X N L>*(Q) such
0y € X'+ LYQ), ¢(.,T) = 0, and S € W?*(R), such that S’ has compact support on R, S(0) = 0. Let
M > 0 such that suppS’ C [~M, M]. Taking successively (¢, S) and (v, S) as test functions in (22
applied to u,, we can write

Ar+Ag+ Az + Ay = As + As + Ay, Ass++Ass++ Aus+ = As s+ + As s+ + Ar 5.+,

where

A= /Q H(0)S (.0 )de, Az — /Q oeS(U), Asss = — /Q (V) S(Un),

A3:/ S"(Up)A(z,t,Vu,). Vo, Asst :/ S (Up)A(x, t, Vun).V(w/);t),
Q Q

A4=/ S (U)o A(z, t, Vi ).VU,, A4,5¢=/ S"(Un) b A, t, Vg, ). VU,
Q Q
s = [ S W, A= [ SWedpun, Az == [ SV
Q Q Q
A5,5,i :‘/QS/(Un)SDwgtdma A6157:|: Z/QS/(Un)Wﬁ?dpn,oa A?,é,i = _/QS/(Un)Spwgtdnn,O-

Since {ug ,} converges to ug in L' (€2), and {S(U,)} converges to S(U), strongly in X and weak-* in L>(Q),
there holds, from ([B.2l),

Ay =— /Q 0(0)S(ug)dr + w(n), A= — /Q 0:S(U) + w(n), A2751¢§t =w(n,9).

Moreover Ths(U,,) converges to Th(U), then Th(U,) + h,, converges to Ty (U) + h strongly in X, thus
Ay = [ SU)A@LY (T (O) + ). = [ S0)A . (Tog (©) + 1)V + ()
Q Q

:/QS’(U)A(:c,t, V).V + w(n);
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and
Ay :/ S (U)o A, (Tar (Un) + b)) Vot (Un)
Q
- / S" (Yo A(2, £,V (Tar (U) + B)).V'Tar (U) + wo(n) = / S (U)o A, t, V). VU + w(n).
Q Q
In the same way, since 7,/13'[ converges to 0 in X,
Aus = [ $'0)A@T0)T(005) + () = w(n, ),
Q
Agse = / S"(U)pi Az, t, Vu).VU + w(n) = w(n,d).
Q
And {g,} strongly converges to g in (L?'(€2))V, thus
As= [ SUIett [ S WagaTot [ 8" Va0 VI (U,)
Q Q Q
:/ S'(U)gaf—F/ S'(U)g.V<p+/ S"(U)pg.NTy(U) + w(n)
Q Q Q
:/ S (U)pdis + w(n).
Q

Now As 5+= fQ S’(U)gowgtdm +w(n) =w(n,d). Then Ag s+ + A7 5+ = w(n,d). From [B.2) we verify that
Az 5+ =w(n,d) and Ag s = w(n,d). Moreover, from (B0) and [B2), we find

Ag — Agsi| < /Q 18" (U] (1= 67 )dpno < 1o ey |2l ) /Q (1 — 4 dpn = w(n,d).

Similarly we also have |A7 — A75_| < w(n,d). Hence Ag = w(n) and A; = w(n). Therefore, we finally

obtain (Z2)):
_/Qw(())g(uo)dg;—/QgptS(U)—F/QS’(U)A(:z:,t,Vu).Vgﬁ—l—/

S (U)o A(w,t, V). VU = / (Ui,
Q

Q
(3.30)

(ii) Next, we prove ([23) and @24). We take ¢ € C2°(Q) and take ((1 — V5 )¢, Hy) as test functions in
B30), with H,, as in ZI4). We can write D1, + D2 = D3 + Dam + Ds m, where

DB,m :gHm(le - 7/15_)<Pdﬁ57 D4,m = % f (1 - T/JEWA(%@ VU)VUv (331)

Dspm=—1 i (1 — 5 )pA(z,t, Vu)VU.

m
—2m<U<—-m
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Taking the same test functions in (2.2)) applied to uy, there holds DY, + D3, = Dy, + D} ., + DY .., where

— f( (1—95)¢) Hn(U,), Dy ., :Qme(Un)A(x,t, Vu,).V (1= v5)¢),
fH 1 - 7/}5 )‘Pd( n,0 T Pn,0 = Mn, 0) DZ,m = % f (1 - 1/}(;)<PA($7ta Vun).VUn,
mU<2m
Dy, =-L1 J (1 —v5)pA(z,t,Vu,).VU,

—2m<U,<—m
(3.32)
In (332), we go to the limit as m — oo. Since {H,(Uy)} converges to U, and {H,,(U,)} converges to 1,
a.e. in Q, and {VH,,(U,)} converges to 0, weakly in (L?(Q))Y , we obtain the relation D} + D% = D%+ D™,
where

DT = —/Q (A=v5)9) U, Di= /QA(M, Vu,)V ((1=9¢5)p), Di= /Q (1 =5 )pdAno
D = / (1= 65 )0d(Pno — o)+ / (1 =5 )0d((pne — 1)t = (P — me))
Q Q

- / (1 = 5 )d(pn — 7).
Q

Clearly, D; , — DY = w(n,m) for i = 1,2, 3. From Lemma B.3]) and B2)- B4, we obtain Ds ,, = w(n,m,?),
and

L / s pA(z,t, Vu).VU = w(n,m,?),
m{m§U<2m}
thus,
Dy = % / pA(z,t, Vu).VU + w(n,m,d).
{m<U<2m}

Since ‘fQ (1 =95 )ednn| < ¢l fo (1 —¥5 )dnn, it follows that [, (1 — 5 )edn, = w(n,m,d) from (B4).

And ‘fQ @[J(;_godpn‘ < |l p Jo ¥5 dpn, thus, from @2, [, (1 -5 )edpn = [, edpd + w(n,m,d). Then
= Q wdut 4+ w(n,m,d). Therefore by subtraction, we get successively

el / pA(z,t, Vu).VU :/ odpt + w(n,m,d),
m
{m<U<2m} @
lim = / goA(:E,t,Vu).VU:/ odu?, (3.33)

{m<U<2m}
which proves ([Z3) when ¢ € C°(Q). Next assume only ¢ € C°°(Q). Then
lim,,—s 00 % Ik pA(x,t, Vu).VU
{m<U<2m}

=limpsoo = of A(z,t, Vu)VU + limy oo = [ (1 — ) Az, t, Vu).VU
{m<U<2m} {m<U<2m}

= Joevsdut +limyseo o [ 01 =9 Az, 1, Vu).VU = [, pdut + D,
{m<U<2m}
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where

D= / (1 — o )dut + nhm & / (1 — Az, t, Vu).VU = w(9).

—oo m
{m<U<2m}

Therefore, ([3.33) still holds for ¢ € C°°(Q), and we deduce ([23) by density, and similarly, Z4)). This

completes the proof of Theorem [I1] [ ]

4 Approximations of measures
Corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem [I.1] and the following approximation property:

Proposition 4.1 Let = po + ps € M (Q) with g € M$(Q) and ps € MH(Q).
(i) Then, we can find a decomposition o = (f, g, h) with f € LY(Q),g € (L? (Q))N,h € X such that

A lln@ + gl g + 1Rllx + ps(2) < 21(Q) (4.1)

(i) Furthermore, there exists sequences of measures pion = (fn, Gn, Bn)s ts.n such that frn, gn, hn € C°(Q)
strongly converge to f,g,h in L'(Q), (Lp,(Q))N and X respectively, and ps, € (C°(Q))" converges to ps
and pin, 1= Hon + fsn converges to p in the narrow topology, and satisfying |pn](Q) < (@),

fnlli@ + lgnlly g + Ihnllx + ps,n(Q) < 2u(Q). (4.2)

Proof. (i) Step 1. Case where p has a compact support in Q. By [15], we can find a decomposition
wo = (f,g,h) with f,g,h have a compact support in Q. Let {p,} be sequence of mollifiers in RN+,
Then pon = ¢n * o € CZ(Q) for n large enough. We see that £i0,,(Q) = po(Q) and o, admits the
decomposition oy = (fn, gns hn) = (©n * f,n * g,0n * h). Since {fn},{gn},{hn} strongly converge to
f,g,hin LY(Q), (L”/ (Q))N and X respectively, we have for ng large enough,

1
Lf = frollr@ + 119 = gnollp @ + IR — hno”LF((QT);WOl*P(Q)) < §MO(Q)'

Then we obtain a decomposition p = (f,§,h) = (tng + f — fros 9 — Gng, B — hny ), such that

. - 3
1l +119ll.@ + [1hllx + ps(@) < 50(Q) (4.3)

Step 2. General case. Let {6,} be a nonnegative, nondecreasing sequence in C2°(Q) which converges to 1,
a.e. in Q. Set fig = Oop, and fip, = (6, — 0p—1)p, for any n > 1. Since fip, = fio,n + fis,n € Mo(Q) N M (Q)
has compact support with fig, € Mo(Q), fis,n € Ms(Q), by Step 1, we can find a decomposition fig, =
(fn, Jns fzn) such that

. . . 3 3.
fnlln@ + lnlly g + lhnllx + frs,n(Q) < 5 fin(Q)-
2

Let T Z fka 9, = Z gk7 Z hk and Usn = ZZ 0/15 k- CleaﬂY7 enMO = (Tn??yﬁ h )7 enﬂs = [sn
k=0

and {f,}, {gn} {hy} and {lis,n} converge strongly to some f, g, h, and s respectively in LYQ),(LP (Q)N
X and M; (Q), and

= _ - _ 3
1fnlliQ +[Gnllpr.@ + [1nllx + fsn(Q) < SH(Q)-
Therefore, 1o = (f, g, h), and (@I holds.
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(ii) We take a sequence {m,,} in N such that f, = @, * f1, Gn = Py * Gp> P = P, * Py O, * fis.n €
(C=@)s fy P, * fismdadt = fig(Q) and

_ - 1
n — n__ / hn_hn S .
1 = Fallie + 19 = Fulloro + [1An = Bl lx < ——(Q)

Let p0,n = @m,, * (Onpio) = (fns Gny hn), fs,n = Pm,, * fis,n and fin = po,n + pis,n. Therefore, {fn},{gn}, {hn}
strongly converge to f, g, hin L}(Q), (L? (Q))Y and X respectively. And ([@Z) holds. Furthermore, {ps »}, {tn}
converge to s, ¢ in the weak topology of measures, and s, (Q) = fQ Ondps, pn(Q) = fQ O, du converges to

ws(Q), u(Q), thus {psn}, {un} converges to s, p in the narrow topology and |u,|(Q) < u(Q). [ ]

Observe that part (i) of Proposition 1] was used in [22], even if there was no explicit proof. Otherwise
part (ii) is a key point for finding applications to the stability Theorem. Note also a very useful consequence
for approximations by nondecreasing sequences:

Proposition 4.2 Let up € M, (Q) and ¢ > 0. Let {i1,,} be a nondecreasing sequence in M; (Q) converging

to o in My(Q). Then, there exist fn, f € LYNQ), gn,g € (L (Q)N and hp,h € X, fin.s, pts € MT(Q) such
that

M:f_dng+ht+ﬂsu Nn:fn_dngn+(hn)t+Mn,sa

and {fn},{gn},{hn} strongly converge to f,g,h in L(Q),(L? (Q))N and X respectively, and {jn s} con-
verges to ps (strongly) in My(Q) and

fnllr@ + llgnller.@ + [[hnllx + pn.s(Q) < 20(Q). (4.4)

Proof. Since {in} is nondecreasing, then {/in,0}, {#in,s } are nondecreasing too. Clearly, |1 — fin| g, () =

150  pmoll g g + 150 — sl a, - Hemce, {sim o} conVerges 0 iy and {jin,0} converges o o (strongly)
in My(Q). Set foo = o0, and fin,0 = pin,0 — pn—1,0 for any n > 1. By Proposition 1] (i), we can find

frn € LYQ), n € (LP (Q))N and h, € X such that i, = (fn,Jn, hn) and

fnlli@ + 1gnlly.@ + lIhnllx < 2fin,0(Q)

n - n noo_
Let frn= > fi, Gn = Y. g and h,, = hi. Clearly, pin.0 = (fn, gn,hn) and the convergence properties
k=0 =

k=0 k=0
hold with ([@4]), since
falli@ +1lgnllyr.@ + [hnllx < 200(Q)-
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