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Porous medium equation with nonlocal

pressure in a bounded domain
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Abstract

We study a quite general family of nonlinear evolution equations of diffusive type
with nonlocal effects. More precisely, we study porous medium equations with a
fractional Laplacian pressure, and the problem is posed on a bounded space domain.
We prove existence of weak solutions and suitable a priori bounds and regularity
estimates.
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1 Introduction

Let N > 1 and € be a bounded open subset of RY with smooth boundary 9. In this
paper we study the following family of nonlinear evolution equations of diffusive type with
nonlocal effects

O — div (Ju[™ V(=A)*(Ju|™ ) = f  in Qpr =Q x (0,7),
(1.1) u(z,t) =0 on 00 x (0,7),
u(z,0) = ug(x) in Q,

where ug, f are bounded functions or bounded Radon measures in €2 and €)r respectively,
and my, mg > 0. The symbol (—A)~* with 0 < s < 1 denotes the inverse of the spectral
fractional Laplacian operator with zero Dirichlet outer conditions, which is defined as
follows: we denote by —A the Laplacian operator with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions on . Its L*(Q)-normalized eigenfunctions are denoted ¢;, and its eigenvalues
counted with their multiplicities are denoted \;: —Ag; = \jp;. It is well known that

0<A <. <)<, and \; < j2/V,

and that —A is a positive self-adjoint operator in L?(2) with domain D(—A) = H*(Q)N
H}(Q2). The ground state ¢; is positive and ¢;(z) =< d(z) for all z € Q, where d(x)
denotes distance from z to boundary 0€). For all 0 < s < 1 we define the spectral
fractional Laplacian (—A)® by

(12) CAFF =Y Nhen 5= [ f@eidr.
j=1 @
This formula is equivalent to the semigroup formula
1 o d
(13) AV = | €@ - 1)

see [23] 24]. In Section [ we use will yet another equivalent characterization of the spectral
fractional Laplacian in terms of the so-called cylinder Caffarelli-Silvestre extension, as
introduced by [15] in this context.

Our aim of this paper is prove the existence of possibly sign-changing, weak solutions
to Problem (1)) for any m;, my > 0. Moreover we show that these solutions satisfy a
smoothing effect estimate and possess a universal bound when f = 0.

Some previous literature: this equation has been studied in the whole space RY as a
model for porous medium flows with fractional nonlocal pressure in the case m; = my = 1
by Caffarelli and the second author in [I8]. It is the most relevant case of the class of
equations of the more general form

op

E_v-h@wﬁ“q,

op

2



that arise in the description of the macroscopic evolution of particle systems with long
range interactions, [28,29]. Here, p(z,t) > 0 is the macroscopic density, F' is a free energy
functional, and the mobility function o4(p) > 0 may be degenerate, i.e., it may vanish for
some values of p (in our case ([LI)) we have o4(p) = |p|™ that vanishes at p = 0).

The same equation as in [I8] appears in a one-dimensional model in dislocation theory
that has also been studied by Biler et al. [6]. Later mathematical works include [19, [I7]
20], where regularity and asymptotic behaviour are established, paper [5] that treats the
case m; = 1, my > max{ 11__288, 25]\7 11, and the works [36] 38, 39] that treat the cases where
my # 1, and [37] that treats general exponents, see also [27].

In the limit case m; = 0 we obtain a different type of equation
Oru + (=)' (ful" ) = f,

that has received many contributions, starting with [25], 26]. In all those works the forcing
term f = 0 is put to zero. See [43] for a general reference on recent work on nonlinear
diffusion.

No works seem to have treated the same problem posed in a bounded domain when
my # 0. As said above, we address this issue in the case where the fractional operator
(—A)~* is the inverse of the spectral fractional Laplacian operator. Attention is also paid

to f # 0.

Definition and main results

We introduce next our main contributions. In this paper, we put v := m; + my, this
parameter will appear often. This is the definition of weak solution that we are going to
use

Definition 1. Let ug € LY(Q) and f € L'(0,T, (W, ™(Q))*). We say that u is a weak
solution of problem (1) if
(i) u € L (Qp),
(i) div(|u[™ V (=A)*|u|™ ) € LY(0,T, (WZ™(Q))*), and

T T T
~ [ wodade+ [y Q0. Vopat = [ o@uda+ [ .00)
for all p € C*(Q x [0,T)).

In general, we can not have |u|™V(—A)"*|u|™ 'y € L'(Q7), thus we can not replace
(i) in the definition by |u|™V(—=A)=*u|™ u € L'(0,T, (W, °(Q))*). See more on this
in Lemma [

The following result contains the basic existence and main properties.

Theorem 1. Let uy € L>*(2) and f € L>(Qr). Then, there ezists a weak solution u of
1—s

Problem (L)) such that u € L=®(Q7), (=A)=2 (Ju|""*u) € L*(Qr). Moreover, u has the
following properties:



(I) Basic L* estimate: for every t > 0

(1.4) ||| om 100y < Mgz + 115 1 ern -
In particular, If ug, f > 0, then u > 0 in Q.

(Ia) We have the three-option estimate

(15)  Leamllull ya0ce o Lam gl it g )+ Lisr g llullan)
+2(1—s)

< Ol NMWN e + C1, 1—EM#+013>1_EM%7
2 2

where M = ||uo|| 1) + | fl21(r) -

(Ib) Moreover,
Ju 0
IS

(IT) for p € (1,00) and for allt € (0,T)

2

(1.6) dedt < C(O)M V0 > 0,

4 1 e
(17) [t + = / =2 Qa5 )
(v+p—1)7?
< [k +p [ [ 151
Q 0o Ja
(II1) L™ bounds:
(1.8) [l o@r) < [luolle@) + T flLe(@r)-
(IV) Smoothing effect: Assume f =0,
N(v— 1)&+2q0(1 s) (1— Jl)N
(1.9) u®)llg < Clluol| Lao ey )1)”%“ DN TR Vg € [go, 00],
and
(1.10)

rhg=1 Nz(\7<v1)f§)++22flzo<(11(ls)s) — NN
| u(®)] 2 )de < Clluol| £~ NEEDRER0=9 ! Vg € [go, 00) N (1, 00).

promded go > 1 and N(y —1) +2¢y(1 —s) > 0.

We would like to mention that estimates (Ia) and (Ib) for porous medium equations
were established in [4].

Whole proof of this result is given in Section [ where a number of other estimates are
derived, see Lemma 10. More general, unbounded data will be considered later as limits
of this construction. The next result is called Universal Bound, a very important property
that is typical of Dirichlet problems in bounded domains and we can also prove in this
generality. We have



Theorem 2. Let v > 1, f =0 and ug € L*(). Let u be a solution of Problem (L)) as
constructed in Theorem . There exists C'= C(N,s,v,Q) such that

(1.11) e, 8)|| ey < Ct™7T ¥t > 0.

This is proved in Section Bl The point is that the estimate does not depend on the norm
of the data, so it will hold for any solution that is obtained as limit of the constructed
solutions, a fact that will be used in the last section. Note that the estimate is not useful
for t ~ 0, but is very efficient for large times since we expect the positive solutions to
have precisely that size. On the other hand, a universal bound does not hold for v < 1,
see details in Section

Our study is completed with two theorems on the existence of solutions to Problem (L.1])
with bad data, which are contained in Section Statements and full proofs are given
there.

SOME NOTATIONS. By 14 we denote the characteristic function of the set A.
We will use the distance to the boundary defined as

(1.12) d(z) = dao(z) = dist(x, 0R2) = {inf |z —y| : y € 0N}
for z € Q. We put Q. = {x € Q:d(x) < e}.

We gather in Section [ a list of facts on the Heat Equation that we use in deriving
properties of the semigroup generated by the spectral fractional Laplacian.

2 Approximation of the fractional Laplacian (—A)“
Let a« € (0,1),e > 0 and f € L*>(Q2). We define the operator,

(2.1) celfle) = [ (ft) = e e

Clearly, the following two properties are true:
1. Positivity

2.2 [ i@ wyds = o
Q
since || f]|r2) = [, € f(x) f(x)dz for all ¢ > 0.
2. We have
2
(2.3) L[y < a—w||f||L°°(Q)'



Lemma 1. Let f € L>(Q2). Then,

1. (Cérdoba-Cérdoba inequality) for any C*-convex function ® satisfying ®(0) = 0 and
for e € (0,1], there holds

(2.4) @ ()E2lf@) > LB](E) ¥z en
Moreover, if (=A)*f € LY(Q),
(25) V(A () > (A B(f)r) ¥ 1D,

2. for any 6 € (0,1 — ), there is Cs > 0 such that
(2.6) 1(=2)7L2[f] = (=A) 7 fllzg) < Coe' ™7l fll12(),
forall 0 < e < 1.

3. forany 6 € (0,1 — «), there is Cs > 0 such that
(2.7) 1(=2)"2L2[f] = (=2) 72 fll () < Cse' 7| fll mye-

for all 0 < e < 1. In particular,

(2.8) sup [|(=2) 2L fllz2) < Cllfllmye)-
€€(0,1)
Proof. 1. Estimates (2.4 and (23] were proved in [22].
2. We have

- / (—A)‘lﬁ?[f](x)so(:v)dév— / (—A) f(a)p(a)da

Q

[< B f o) — (PR F V] pTt T dpdt

/ TAf, ©Vdrp ' dpdt

[e.e]

:Ca

g

No\y:\;
NNN

A)e™ f,p)drp~ " dpdt.

Note that, in view of

(2.9) Ae™ f(x) Z)\ e (f 0 0i(x) ae (x,7) € Qx (0,00),
so, by Holder’s inequality and Plancherel’s Theorem yields

s 1
)6l < € (1o + Trca ) o



Thus,

—\1T 1 —1l-«
1 <c / | / ( » /21T>1/2+;1Ts1/2)d7p1 gt 1] 2o 1l ey

= CLE)|| fllr2@lell 120
It is enough to check that
(2.10) L(e) < Cse'=,
Indeed,

o 4 OsetTe?

3. As above, we have for any ¢ € L*(Q),

1T = / (—A) 2L flodi — / (=) fdy

Q

/ / / TAf (,0> 1/2p_1_ad7'dpdt.

We deduce from (2.9) that

T — T 1
-0 ey < € (Lo + s g

Thus,

00 € t+p 1
e [T 0[P  + Seteen) £ drdpd |y el o
o Jo Jt VT 0

Since,
/oo /E /t-i-P (6_)\17—/217>1/2 + L17<1/2) t—1/2p—1—ocd7_dpdt
o Jo Jt VT

1/2  pe
< Cel™ 4 C/ / (\/t +p— x/%) t=Y2pm I dpdt
0 0
< 0651—01—6’

thus, we get (27). The proof is complete.



Remark 1. In the proof of ([2.6) we also get for any 0 < o < ap < 1,
(2.11) [L21f] = (=A)* fllr2@) < Ce™™[(=A)™ fll 2@
Remark 2. From Lemmalll, we have for all f € L*>(Q),

(2.12) ‘LHUﬂﬂGUWMZQ

where G, H € C?*(Q) are strictly increasing functions. Moreover, for all f € L>(S) and
(—A)*(f) € LN

(2.13) /LI “G(f)dz > 0.

Remark 3. Using 2.3) yields

/|u|2 )udr > — /|u| Y lul?de > = /| A2 ul?2dz.

foruw € C* (). Unfortunately, we can not have

qﬁw Ww%m>/| A2 (ulu) .

By this way, we can not find

/|u|2u(— )*udx > C/| A2 (|ulu) Pda.
Q

Therefore, we next prove this inequality by another way. It is a version of the so-called
Stroock-Varadhan inequality, we refer to [{2] and [31] where this kind of inequality is
proved for general sub-markovian operators.

Lemma 2 (Stroock-Varopoulos inequality for (—A)®). Let ¥ : R — R such that ¢ €
C?*(R) and ' > 0. Then,

(2.14) mee um>/ﬁ AYEW () [2da,

where ' = ()2,

Proof. To prove this, we will use the Stinga-Torrea extension problem in [40], which is
in turn a generalization of the Caffarelli-Silvestre estension problem in [I6]. For the
equivalence of this problem with the original problem with the spectral Laplacian see for
instance [15] 25, 26]. Let U, V' be unique solutions of the extended problems

div,,(y' 72V, ,U) =0 in Q x (0,00),
U=0 on 0f) x (0, 00),
U(z,0) = u(x) in Q,



V=0 on 09 x (0,00),
V(z,0) = W¥(u(x)) in Q,

resp. . By the extension theorem (see [40]), we have

{ divey(y' Ve, V) =0 in Q x (0,00),

(2.15) / / Y, UV, pdydi = ¢ / (—A)(0)p(0)dz,
and
(2.16) /Q/O y1_2avx7yvvx7yg0dydx:ca/ﬂ(—A)a(\If(u))gp(O)dz,

for any o € H}(Q x (0,00),du) with du = y*~*dydu.
Applying [2.I5) to ¢ = ¢(U) and (218 to » = V and using ¢’ = (¥')?, we get

J eyt = . [ Ay

// - 2a|nyV|2dyd:c—ca/| AV () [2d.

Thus, it is enough to show that

(2.17) // 122017, U (U)| dyd:z>// 122017, V[ dydz.

Indeed, since div(y' 2V, (¥ (U) = V)) = div(y' ~**V,,¥(U))

/Q / y' 2V, (Y (U) — V) |Pdydx = /Q / y' 72V, V(U) V. (W(U) = V)dydz,
0 0

it follows
> 1—2« 2 o > 1—2«
// Y V2,V dyda:—// Y V¥ (U)V,,Vdyds.
QJo 0Jo

Using Holder’s inequality we find (2.I7). The proof is complete. O

and

Corollary 1. Let q1,q2 > 0. Then,

@18 [l Ayl e 2 / -

(1 + q2)?

q1+q2 1

N\Q

u)|*dz.

1/2
Proof. Set v = |u|®? 'y and ¥(v) = |v|g_;_1v and U(v) = [(qﬁgj)z] |U|2q2+%- We

have,i)(v) = |u|?"'u,y’ = [¥']?. Thus, it follows (2I8) from Lemma Bl The proof is
complete. 0



3 A regularized problem

In this section, we will prove existence of solutions to the following regularized problem:

O — 6Au — div(|u[™V(=A) " |u|™ u) = f in Qr,
(3.1) u=0 on 02 x (0,7,
u(0) = uyg in Q,

with § € (0,1).

Theorem 3. Let ug € L*(2) and f € L*>®(Qr). Then, there exists a weak solution
u € L>(Qp)NC(0,T; L*(Q) N L*(0,T; Hy(2))

of problem (B1]).

In this section, we set

(3.2) X = L®(Qr)NC0,T; L*(2)) N L*(0,T; Hy()).

Here and in what follows, we use the following definition:

Definition 2. Let ug € L*(Q2) and f € L>(Qr). We say that uw € X is a weak solution
of

O — Au~+ F(u) = f in Qrp,
(3.3) u=70 on 00 x (0,7),
u(0) = wug in €2,

if F(u) € LY0,T, (W2™(Q))*) and

/0 : /Q u(—pp — 0AQ)dadt — /0 T(f(u),<p>dt: /Q ©(0)ugdx + /0 ' /Q o fdzdt

for all ¢ € CH[0,T), (WZ™(Q))*).

In order to construct the weak solution of problem (B.I]), we first consider the following

problem
(3.4)
O — 0Au — div(H,, (Ju])V(—=A) LG, (w)]) + w L0, (u) = f in Qrp,
u=0 on 082 x (0,7,
u(0) = ug in €,
where sy = % € (0,1), @, k1, ke € (0,1) and
|| Moty |12 Ju|m2 ey 1 .
Jm(u) = mv Hn2(|u|> = w2+ H27 Gm(u) = w2+ Ko with mg = gmln{mlam2}'

10



Proposition 1. Let f € L¥(Qr),up € L>®(Q2). Then, problem B4) admits a weak
solution u € C(0,T, L>=()) N L*(0,T, H()).

Proof. Let Ty € (0,1). We consider
t
T v ePuy +/ 29 (v, fdr,
0

for v € L*>(Qg,), where
O(v, f) = div(Hy, ([0))V(=2) LG, (0)]) = wLE T, (v) + f.

Using (Z3) and (1)) with vy = 0 and g = H,,(|v|)V(=A) 1 LL7¥[G,, (v)] yields

|72 div(Hi, (|0 V(=2) T LE°[Gly (v)])]

C
y+4
< m”””[,oo(g)u

[9D8 L0 1 ()] < Cllollpeid,

for any 0 < 7 < t, where C' = C/(g, k1, Ko, S0, $, N, Q). Thus, the operator 7T is well-defined
and map from L>®(Qg,) into itself. Moreover, since O(v, f) € L*®(0, Ty, (W (Q))*) +
L*>(Qr,), so by standard properties, we have

(3.5) T(L*(Qx,)) € C(0,To, L=(Q)) N L*(0, Ty, Hy(2))-

Next, we show that 7 has a fixed point by the Banach contraction principle provided that
Ty = To(||uol| L), €, H, G, ). To do that, we have the following claim:

Claim: for any K > 0, for all u,v € B(0, K) C L>°(Qy,) there holds

(3.6) [T (w) = T()l|zee(er,) < CLE)V Tollu = vl[L=aqy),

where C(K) is a constant which also depend on s, N, k1, ko, €, Q, K. Indeed, set
E = Hy, ([u))V(=A)T LI [Gry (u)] = Hy, ([0))V(=2) T L7 [Gr, (v)]

We have,

|El| (@) < C(E)Ju = vl| ([ V(=2) L7 (G ()] || (@)
+ C(K)|[V(=A) L7 [Gry (u) = Gy (0)]] |0

I

< CU)Ju = vl oo |£27" Gy (W)] ||z (@) + CULZ*[Gry () — Gy (0)]]] ()
3
CUEu = vllL @) + CE)||Gry (1) = Gry(0)]| (0

<
< C(K)[lu = [ =@,

11



where C'(K) is a constant which also depend on s, N, k1, ko, &, (2, K.
Using (7.2)) in Lemma [[2 with ¢ = E, we get for t € (0, Ty),

T (u)(t) = T () ()]
/ A div(E(7))dr| +

<

t
/ AL (] (0) = Ty (w) dr
0

1 ¢
K) ; deHu—vHLw(QTO) +C/0 7| e, (0) = Ty ()| 2 (21,
C(K)\/EHU—'UHLOO(QTO).
It follows ([B.6). Thus, we get for u € B(0, K) C C(0,Ty; L>=(9))

T (W|ze(0z,) < T (0)]|ze@q,) + CLE)V Tollulln(0r,)
< Ol fllze(@r) + 2/|uol| @) + KCL(K)/To.

Now, choosing K = 2(C||f|L=(ar) + 2|[uo||z~(2)) and Ty = 77 (K oo Yields
(3.7) T (W) Le(r,) < K-

This means, 7 maps B(0, K) into itself and is a contraction. Hence, T has a fixed point
in L>(§g,) for some T > 0.

On the other hand, if 7 (u) = u in L®(Qq,) then for all ¢ > 3 and ¢t € (0,T})

Liuton+ta=0 [ [l 19u +=2) [ [ ) 90 £ G )V
// A) T, (w)|ul?™ 2u—/ /f ) u()] +/Q|u0|q-

Since
(0=2) [ 1 () (~8) £ Go)] Vs
=(q—2) /Q V(=A)1L4G, (w)|V H,, (u)da
=02 [ £ T R,
with H,,(a) = [ |y|*2Hy(ly|)dy and [, £, (u)|ul?"u > 0, thus, for t € (0,T3)

s ror= (L ()™ e

12



Using Holder’s inequality we obtain

(3.8) 5[131;] ()| Loy < CThl[ fllLo@r,) + 2l|uol[La@)
7€|0,171

where C' does not depend on ¢. Letting ¢ — oo, we deduce,

(3.9) 8[1011;] [u(T)]|zoo@) < CTU|f|] Lo (@) + 2l |uol| Lo (@)
T7€(0,17

In particular, the norm ||u(77)||z~) cannot explode for 73 < T. Thus, there exists
u € L*®(Qr) such that T(u) = u. By @28), u € C(0,T,L>()) N L*(0,T; H}()).
Hence, u is a weak solution of (B.4]). The proof is complete. O

Remark 4. By standard regularity, we can see that the solution of u in Proposition ()
belongs to Wb (1, T; W2m(Q)) for allr < oo and T € (0,T). Moreover, if ug, f are smooth
functions, then u is too.

The following is a variant of Simon’s compactness Lemma for Space L'(0,7; X') which
will be used several times in this paper.

Lemma 3. Let (v,) C L*(Qr) be such that

. 0
(3.10) ||Un||Lq(QT) + |||Un| 1 1’Un||L1(07T;Wa2,1(Q)) + ||avn||L1(O,T;(WO2’°°(Q))*) S C Vv n.

with aq > 0,q > 1,9 € (0,1). There exists a subsequence of {v,} converging to v in
LY Q7).

Proof. If ay > 1, we have

< Clfva ™7 <G

]

war Q) = UOHW“? 1(Q)

for all n € N. Thus, by Simon’s compactness Lemma, see [35, Theorem 1 and Lemma 4],
we find the conclusion for case a; > 1.
We now consider case oy € (0,1). Since L4(Q) C (W2™(Q))* is compact and

0
||UTLHL‘I(QT) + ||§Un||L1(O,T;(WO2'°O(Q))*) S C A n,

by Simon’s compactness Lemma, see [35, Theorem 1 and Lemma 4], there exists a subse-
quence {v,, } of {v,} converging to v in L'(0, T; (Wg™(€))*).

By a standard compact argument, see [35, Lemma 8], for any n > 0, there is a constant
C, such that

o = l133 ) < 1 (111wl w0 = ol ollweasgo + llw = vll53q))

+ Cpljw — o] W2y

13



for all w € LI(Q), |w|*~tw € W1 (Q). This implies

lim sup ||v,,, — | |%L1(0,T;L1(Q))
k—o0

<n (hm 1D [[[om ™ 0mg — [0] ]| o aves oy -+ it sup| [om, — v||‘zal(o,T;Lq(m))
k—o00 k—o00

+ C, liin sup ||vp, — v |LQI(O’T;(W§,M(Q))*)
—00

<Cn+CC, liin sup ||v,, — UHLl(O,T;(Wg'w(Q))*) =On.
—00

Letting n — 0, we v,, — v — 0 in L*(0,7; L*(Q)). Finally, using an interpolation
inequality we get v,, —v — 0 in L*(Qr). The proof is complete. O

Remark 5. If ¢ = 1, we can show that there exists a subsequence of {v,} converging to
v in LY(Qr) for all 6 € (0,1).

Proposition 2. Let u. be a solution of problem ([B.4]) obtained in Proposition [l Then,

there exists a subsequence of {u.} converging to a solution u € X of problem
(3.11)
Oru — 0Au — div(Hy, (Ju)V(—=A) * Gy (1)) + w(—=A)*J,, (u) = f in Qrp,

u=0 on 09 x (0,7T),
u(0) = uo in €,
as € — 0.

Proof. Choosing u. as test function in (3.4]) we get
Hus||L2(o,T;Hg(Q)) + ||ue||L°°(QT) <C V e>0.
By (2.8)) in Lemma [, we have

1 div(Hy, (Jue )V (=2) L7 (G (ue) Dl 207:-1 )
= | Hy (Juc )V (=2) LGy (ue)] 22(00)
< Ol(=A)" 2L Gy (we))l 22021

< |Gy (ue)| 20,7317 )
<C.

By (2II) in Remark [l for s; = 2 € (s0,1), we have

||£:0Jn1 (U)||L2(0,T;(H3(Q)mH281(Q))*) <C.
Thus,

[Oue — A || 20,7, m12 (nm21 (@))) T el L2003 @) + el @) < C Ve € (0,1).

14



By Lemma [3 there exists a subsequence of {u.} converging to u in L'(Q7) as ¢ — 0.
Moreover, we also have u € X and lim L£50[J,, (us)] = (=A)*J,, (u) in L20,T; (HH(Q) N
e—

H?*1(Q))*) and

e—0

lim [ div(H, (|u.)V(=A) LG, (u2)] Jodadt
Qp

=lim [ div(Hy,(|u)Ve)(—A) LI 5[G,, (us)]dadt

e—0 Qp

= [ div( () Vi) (=8) (G ()l
_ /Q Aiv (i (1)) V(=) ~*[Gy ()]l

for any ¢ € L*(0,T, Wy ™(Q) N H3(Q)), since div(H,,(|u|)Vy) = div(H,,(Ju|)Ve) in
L3(Q) and (—A) LG, (ue)] = (—A)5[Gy,(u)] in L*(Q). Therefore, u is a weak
solution of problem (BIT]). The proof is complete. O

Proposition 3. Let u,, be a solution of problem [BI1]) obtained in Proposition[d. Then,
there exists a subsequence of {u,,} converging to a solution u € X of problem

(3.12)
Ou — 0Au — div(H,, (Ju|)V(=A) Gy, (v) + w(=A)*(Ju|™ u) = f in Qp,
u=>0 on 09 x (0,7T),
u(0) = uyg in €,

as k1 — 0. Moreover,
(3.13) \\\u\mo_luHLz(QT;Hso(Q)) <C,
where constant C' does not depend on u and Ks.
Proof. As in Proof of Proposition Bl we have
(3.14) w2013 ) + |ty ||y < C VK1 >0,
which implies
[ div(Ho, (|t )V (=A) TGy ()| L200.7,5-102)) < C.

On the other hand, we also have

[1(=A)% T, ()| 20,73 @nE250 @))+) < Cll Ty (W) L2(07) < C VK1 > 0.
Thus,

Oty — 0D, || 20,152 (0N E250 (@))) + tsa || 20,1512 ) + [ty Loy < C ¥ € € (0, 1).

15



As proof of Proposition [ there exists a subsequence of {u,,} converging to a weak
solution u € X of BI2) in L*(Qr) as k; — 0. Moreover, choosing J,, (u,,) as test
function in (BI) we get

30

1(=A)2 Ji, (u,)l| 2200y < C-
Letting k1 — 0, we find (8I3)). The proof is complete. O

Proposition 4. Let u,, be a solution of problem ([B.12) obtained in Proposition[3. Then,
there exists a subsequence of {u.,} converging to a solution u € X of problem

(3.15)
Ou — 6Au — div(Ju|™V(=A)*|u|™ ) + w(=A)*(Ju|™1u) = f in Qr,
u=0 on 09 x (0,T),
u(0) = ug in €,

as kg — 0.

Proof. We have

|m0—l

(3.16)  [wny L2002 0)) T |[thma| [Loo () + [t s || 2200, m51850 (2)) < €V o > 0.

We will prove that

(3.17) sup || B, [ 20150 -1(2)) < €,

K2

where E,, := div(Hy, ([te,|)V(=A) "Gy, (uy,)). 1t is easy to prove (BI7) in case s € [3,1).
So now we only consider case s € (0,3). We have for p € L2(0,T, Hj(Q2)),

(3.18)

|| Brapdadt] = | | (—A) 275Gy () (— A) 2 [div(Hoy (|, | Vi) | dazdt

< Oll(=A)27Gly (o) || 20 [[(=A) 72 [div (H, ([, ) V)l | 2021
By ((CII) in Lemma [I5],

(3.19)
(=) 72 [div(He, (Ju ) VOl L2(0r) < CllHiy (|, DV L20020) < Clll] 220,22 2))-

Since

Gy (Y1) = Gy (y2)| < Cllya|™ yn = [yo] ™ ol (Jwn] + o)™,
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we have
1(=A)2 Gy () 17262

|GR2 UHQ B Gl-ﬁz (U@)(y)P
< C||Gy, (ug,) HLz(QT +C’/ // y‘N+2(1 o dxdydt

mO 1 mo—1 2

|x _ y|N+2 (1— 23)

<C+ C\Hum\mO 1UH2HL2(O,T;HSO(Q))
<C.

Combining this with (3.19) and (B18]), we get (B.17).
Hence, from [BI7) and ([BI6) we have

O, — 5Au%2||L2(O,T;(H5( onazso@)*) + ||, || L2 (o,15HL (@) T |[tns || Lo () < €V k2 € (0,1).
Q

By Lemma [ there exists a subsequence of {u,,} converging to u in L'(Qr) as ko —
0. Moreover, we also have u € X and hmo( A5G () = (—A)2 5 (Ju|™ ),
K2—>

Jim (—2) 73 [div (Hyy (Juy ) Vo)) = (= 8) 72 [div(Jul™)Vep)] in L2(2r).
Therefore, it is easy to check that u is a solution of problem (B.I3]). O

Proof of Proposition[3. Let uy, be a solution of problem (3.I5)) obtained in Proposition [l
We need to show that there exists a subsequence of {u,} converging to a solution u € X
of problem ([B.1)) as w — 0.

Indeed, choosing (|ug| + 7)? tu, with 8 > 0 as a test function of ([B.I5),

/Q [t ™ V(=)™ (Ju|"™ " ) V(| + )" i)

tw [ (=2 (Jus|™ um) (Jus| + 1) 'uz) < C
Qp

which implies

/Q Dy (02)(=A) 7 (vg) + 4w | (=A)* (Jus ™ ug) (Jus| + 1) um) < C,

Qr

where vz = [ue|™ ug and Tyy(a) = [ o™ ([b] +n)?=2(0]p] + n)db

By Lemma [2 and then letting n — 0, we get

mg+6 +0

B20) [ 18T () P [ 18 ] )P < 0

Qp

17



with v = my + msy. Thus, for any 6 € (0,1)

y+6 _
e L2052 (@) + el Lo @r) + el ol 20mm @) <C YV @ > 0.

By Lemma [ below, we have

| div(Jue ™ V(= A) 7 (Juw ™ uc) ] L2013 ()20 (@)

T 1/2
<0 ([ el By et
<C,

for some r > 1,9 € (0,1). Hence,

Oz — 5Auw||Lz(o,T;(Hg(Q)mw%ﬂm(ﬂ)))* + ||UwHL2(o,T;H3(Q)) + us|| @ < CV @ e (0,1).

for some r > 1,9 € (0,1). By Lemma [B] there exists a subsequence of {u,} converging
to w in L'(Q7) as @ — 0. Moreover, we have for ¢ € H}(Q)

‘“ / (—A)* (Juw| ™ g )| < Cool|(—A)F (e ™ ) 20 1 (—2) 2 0l |22

B.20)
< OV@llellgy) — 0 as @ — 0.

Therefore, it is easy to check that u is a solution of problem (3] and belongs to X. The
proof is complete. O

In proof of Proposition Bl we have used the following basic lemma.

Lemma 4. There exists U = ¥(s,mi,mz) € (0,1/2) and r = r(s,my,ma, N) € (2,00)
such that

(321)  |[div(Jo|™V(=2) 7 (™ o)l g nwz-or @ < CllIIT 0l a2+ (g
for all |v]~tw € HA-2)7(Q).

Proof of Lemma[]] . Tt is easy to prove (B2I)) in case s € [3,1). Thus, we only consider
case s € (0,1). Let 8 € (s,1/2) be such that

(1 — 2s)m1 28)m2

(3.22) =1 - 28, (1% =2(8—s).

Since for a > 0 and b € (0, 1)

|ab—1

— a— ab— 1
yal® 'y — [yl el = Ol ™ yr — [ya| ' le Vo yr,ye € R,
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thus,

m
mi—1 mi—1 —1 117
(3.23) ™ ul| 126 ) < Cf|u]™ UI|W17%,31_71(Q) < CflJul" ul] gi-zs g
and
ma
(3.24) [l ul |29 0) < Cllul"™ ul] fross gy

Therefore, for ¢ € H}(Q) N W2 (Q),

/Qdiv(|u|WV(—A)—8(|u|m2‘1u)<p‘

A(—A)B_S(IUIW_W)(—A)_B [div(jul™ V)] dx

< [1(=2)77(Jul™ ™ )20 | 1(=A) =7 [div(fu[™ V)] | 2(0)
10 in Lemma [L5]
< ]

(=A)7(Jul™ )l | 2ol [u]™ Vel i1-25a)
< CH‘u‘m2_1u||H2(»3*S)(Q)‘Hu‘mlHHl*?ﬂ(Q)H(p"W2*2B»°°(Q)

< Clfful" Ml -2y [l lwe-20.5()

which implies (B2I]). The proof is complete. O

4 Existence of weak solutions via approximation

In this section, we prove Theorem [Il by using the approximate problems of the preceding
section. Let us = u € L>®(Q7) N C(0,T; L7(2)) N L*(0,T; H}(2)) be a solution of (B.1])
for all 7 < co. Set M = ||uo||r1(q) + || f||L1(r)- The proof of the theorem will be obtained
from Lemma [l @], [, B and @0 with v = us. The complete proof is at Lemma [I11

Lemma 5 (Estimates for L'-data). There hold,

(4.1) 1wl Lo 0,121 ) < [wollzr@) + [ f]21 @)
and
(4.2) u™ | oo, ) < Nug o) + 15 i@

In particular, if ug, f > 0, then u > 0,

@3 Laglull en o+ Loyl

T) 2 L’Y+1*%'OO(QT) . 1S>1_%HUHLVH’M(QT)

N+2(1—s

N+2(1-s) 2 2
< Cls<1_%M”N* (-5 + Clszl_%M“”“)*l -+ Cls>1_%M7+1,
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foralll > 1, and

|u|m+9 1,
(4.4) / /| TTE T dxdt < CM V¥ 6> 0.

Proof. Choosing Ty (u) := min{|u|, k}sgn(u) as test function of ([B.1)),
(4.5) [T (w)|| 207,01 (02)) +/ [u|™ W (=A) " (Ju| ™ ) VT (u) < kM,
Qp
with Ty (u) = [ Ti(a)da. Since hm Tk( Jk™' = u, we get (&I). Similarly, choosing
Ti(u)t = m1n{|u|, k}1,>0 as test functlon of Problem (B3] then we will get

(4.6) [l ern < Hug i@ + 11 o),

which implies (£2). In particular, if ug, f > 0, then u > 0.
1. Proof of ([@3]). First, we prove that

(4.7) / /\ (™ ) Pdadt < Ck - me MY k> 0,

where n,(s) = kn(s/k), n is a smooth function in R such that n(s) = 0 if |s| < 1/2,
In'(s)| =1if 1 <|s| <2and |n(s)| =3 if |s| > 3.

Set v = |u|™* ', we have from (X)) that
489 [ AT Tl ) < Ok v >0
Qr

It is equivalent to

mi+1—m

(4.9) / (=AY () Ti(jo] ™ v) < CEmTM Y k> 0.
Qr

Let V(.) = V/(t,.) be a unique solution of the extended problem

div, ,(y' 729V, V) =0 in Q x (0,00),
V=0 on 09 x (0,00),
V(z,0) =v(z) in €,

For the equivalence of this problem with the original problem with the spectral Laplacian
see for instance [I5] 25 26]. We have

(4.10) / / YT, VY, edyde = / (—A)* () (0)da,
0

Q
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for any ¢ € H} (2 x (0, 00), dw) with dw = y' "2~ dydz.
From this and (£9]) we deduce for all £ > 0

/ / / g I, VT (V] Y ) dydudt < CRRTM Y k> 0.

So,

(4.11) / / / Loy’ 29|V, V 2dydedt < Ck = M Y k> 0.
0 QJo

Let W(.) = W(t,.) be a unique solution of the extended problem

div, ,(y' 2079V, , W) =0 in Q x (0,00),
W=0 on 09 x (0,00),
W (z,0) = ne(v(x)) in @,

Since div,, (y' 20~ Vaymu(V)) = i (V)y' 09| Va, VI,

/ / y' 2=\, W P dyd

/ / 20295, (V) Vo, W dyd + / / V)y' 209\ v,V IPWdyda.

Using Hélder’s inequality and the fact that |W| < [|W(.,0)||z) < k||nl|z=@) yields

/ / / “20-9|7,  W[2dyds < C / / / L peoesiy 20|V, V Pdyds

m2 m1

<Ck

From this and

/ // 122091y, W] dydx—cs/ /\ (v)|2dadt,

we find (L1). By (1), (L), (C9) in Lemma [I3] we have

[ 1=a

= 018>1_g||nk(IUIm2_1U))IIi#b(m +Cl_y_yllm(lul™ ) [Bao)

+ Clycoy | Ine(lul™ ™ )12 o)
> Ck2 s>1 NH1|u\>k1/m2||

ne(ful ™)) [Pdadt

2 2
ﬁ( ) +Ck 15:1—%“1%\2%/’”2HBMO(Q)

+Ck1 s<1—§||1\u|2k1/mzHLoo(Q)
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Combining this with ([£7]), we deduce
T

T
2 2
(4.12) 1s>1—%/0 H1|u2k||LNg(fgs)(Q)dt+1s:1_§/o Hllu\zkHBMO(Q)dt

T
+ler /0 Lkl 2o oy dt < CET™ ™M ¥ & > 0.

2(1—s) N—2(1-s)
N

Case s > 1 — %,
T N
flul > 13 = | [ / 1u|>k} [ / 1u|>k}
0 Q Q
2(1—s) N—2(1—s)

N T =
< | sup /1u|2k / [/ 1u|2k:|
te(0,7) JQ 0 Q

E12),ED 2(1-s)

< C [l{:_lM} NOkETTM
< Cka_'}/_ 2(11\75) MN+2JE[173)
Cases:l—%, for any [ > 1

T -7 T @@ o
{lul > 1} = [ [/ 1U|Zk] [/ uw] LED ettt
0 Q Q

Case s < 1— %,
T ER),ED 1o
|{|u| >]€}‘ < | sup /1|u2k / SuleZk < CkE™7M-~.
te(0,7) J Q 0 zeQ

Therefore, we get (4.3)).

2. Proof of ([4). Let y be a smooth function in R* such that y(s) =1 if |s|] < 1, and

-
Img 10—

x(s) = 01if |s| > 2. Set ¥;(v) = [x(277v) — x(277 T v)] <|”||v|2#11”) Let U(.) = U(t,.)

be a unique solution of the extended problem

div,, (y' 2079V, ,U) =0 in Q x (0,00),
U=0 on 0N x (0, 00),
U(,0) = v;(v(x)) in Q.

As proof of ([LT), we have

// y1_2(1_5)|Vx,yU|2dyd:c
aJo

<C / / y”“‘s’IVx,y@bj(V)IZdydl"+C/ / [ (V) |y' 29|V, V [*|U|dydz.
QJO QJ0
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?mz

Since [U] < [[¢h5(v(x))l| 1(0) < CEFTmm " and

! (2j)m_1+9 ' (Qj)ﬁ—zﬂ)
[0 (V)| < Clajaqpyi<as Wv Wj/(v)\ < Cl2j71§|v|§21’w,
S0,
/ // 1=20=9)| 7, U2 dydxdt
(29) L —2+20
= CW// Li- 1<\w<23y1_ (1= |nyV|2dydxdt
E@In (QJ)m—2—2+29 — (29
—_— 2-7 mo M 7M
a (27 +1)%0 @) C(gg 1)
Thus,
r 1—s 2 1/2 (2])9
4.1 AV co @)
(1.13) (/ [ 1-8)'% o) da:dt) <o

0—
Since Z]__k i(v) — % as k — oo, we derive from (L13)) that

([ fesr (M pa) < 5 ([ s

j=—00

(27)°
Sj;mC(WH) oM

<CM

which implies (Z4)).

Lemma 6. Forp € (1,00)

414
4 ’y =
/|u )P+ Sp(p — 1) /|u|p | Vul + mﬂ” /| S
<p /f|U|p_2u
Q
In particular, (i).
415
4 'y p 1
/|u )P+ op(p —1//|u|p A i ) //| -
(r+p-

< / uol? + p / / il
Q 0 Q

23
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for allt € (0,7T).

wie)  [or o [ v ] ear= g
§0/9|u0|v+1+0/0 /Q|(—A -1

Proof. 1. For p € (1,00), choosing (|u| 4+ )?~2u as test function of (BI)),

for allt € (0,7).

u(t)
% /Q /O (la| + £)*~2adadz + § / VuV|(ul + )]
+/ || ™V (=A) " (Ju| ™2 )V [(|u|—|—€p 2u /f lu| + )P~ u
Q

for all ¢ € (0,7"). By Lemma (2) and Corollary [[l and then Letting ¢ — 0, we have

W+P1 1

4
limi(l)nf/ﬂ|u|m1V(—A)_s(|U|m2_1u)V [(Jul +&)P~%u] > anp_l /'

u)f?
E—

Thus, we find [@14) and ({I5).
2. Applying (EI4) to p =~ + 1, we have

(4.17) dt/ lu(t |V+1+C’5/ lu|7™ l|Vu|2+C’/| = (|u] " ))?

<4y ([1-arss ) (/\ \u\“>|2)%.

So, using Holder’s inequality we derive (4.16]). O
Lemma 7.
(4.18) |ul|Lr) < [luollze@) + Tl f]|2@r)-

Proof. From ([d14), we get

[t < [t [ ' [ 17
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Fix A > T, we have

(1= TA#7) sup /|u )P A7 / P < sup /\u(t)p
te(0,T) Qr te(0,T7) JQ
f;/WW+p/\ﬂmwl
Q Qr
Hoélder’s inequality »
z /hM%+V/“uw+XTT/ ul?
Q Qr Qr

1/p 1/p
(1—T>\p1 /p sup {/\u ] S[/|Uo|p+>\p/ \f|p] .
t€(0,7) Q Qr

Letting p — o0,

So

[ul|Le@r) < luollLe@) + Al fllLe@r) VA>T,

which implies (ZI8]).

U

Lemma 8. Ifmy =1,

(4.19)

s t 1—s t
/\ 2u(t)\2d:c+5/ /\(—A)Tu\2—|—/ /\u\ml\V(—A)_s(u)Pd:cdt
0 Jo 0 Jo
t 1/2 ¢ 1/2
< —/ [(—A) "3 ug|?da + (/ / |(—A)‘3f|2d:cdt> </ / |(—A)—Su|2dxdt)
2 Ja 0 Ja 0 Ja
for allt € (0,T).
Proof. Choosing (—A)~*u as test function of ([B1]), we find (£19). O

Lemma 9. Assume f = 0. Let qo > 1 be such that N(y — 1) + 2qo(1 — s) > 0. Then,
there holds

N(v— 1)41+2¢Z0(1 s) a-20yN

(4.20) lu(®)llg < Clluoll a0 TR NGt Y g € [go, 00,

Proof. Applying (I4) to f =0,
4m2p /

4.21

(4.21) & [t +

25

’Y+p 1

1> <o0.




By (1), (Z8)) and (Z.9) in Lemma [I3] we have

(4.22)
4m2p( —-1) +p—1
u(t 1 ul [P
B e LIS ] gy
W‘FP 1
s=1-2 BMO(Q) s<1-% e
+1 [l 5713 +1 [lull7=(e)
-1 “/+p 1 —1
< —C | Lonllull Boon +Lowlllul= [Byo@ + Ly Julli g,
LN=20-5) (Q)
for all p > pg > 1, since %@52 > C,, for all p > po.
Let go > 1 be such that N(y — 1) + 2¢(1 — s) > 0.
It is enough to prove {.20) with ||uo||zw0 @) = 1. By {@IH), we have ||u(t)||rw0@) < 1.

Assume s > 1 — &, We have from ([@22) that

(4.23) / u(®)” < C||U||V+f+p1 HN
LLN-2 1—s) (Q)

Let gy < ¢ < p. Clearly,

— 2(1-s)
vy—1 2(1-25) R
. + ~ >0, = T 7 € (0,1).

_l’__
vl A

By interpolation inequality,

1 y+p—1 B(W‘Fpﬁ 1)
[l > il e
LN-2(1-s) (Q)
Thus,
Yt+p—1_,, 2(1—s) y—1,2(0=s)
d li = - I,lN
G [ OF < =ClldlgF Nl

Set F,.(t) = Hu(t)||23(ﬂ) for all r € (1, 00], t — F,(t) is nondecreasing and

d y+p—1 2(1—s) ol 1+2(1 s)
GHOTS-CRM) T R i
Leads to
d PN (y—1)+2q(1=5)) N(y—1)+2¢(1—s) a(N(y=1)+2p(1=s))
—F(t N(p—a) >C F(t N(p=a) i
dtp> pma — N(p_q) II(> p—a



Now we apply this to p = p = 2¥qy and ¢ = pr_1 = 28" 1¢

F

Pk

E

NoF1g, e (T dr V t>0.

(t)2(N('Y*1)+1\?qu(1*S)) > /t CNW —1) + 2Fg(1 — ) ( )(N(V*1)+2f\r+1qo(1*s))
0

Thus,
(4.24) E, () > ¢t ¥t >0

where ¢, satisfy ¢ = 1,99 = 0 and

N

N 1) Pl o) e OO (-2
c RVINES :
N(2F — 1)qo kol "TON(y— 1)+ 2¢0(1 — )

Cr — |:C
Set by = log(cx), we have

N log CN(’Y—l)—i-?qo(l—S)]

b — N@F—1)q0 N 1(N(y=1+ 2k go(1 — 8))bk 1
2N(y =1) +25qo(1 = 5)) 2 (N(y—1)+ 251 —5)) ~
It follows,
C | 1(N(y—1)+2""g(1 - 3))
bl < — br_1].
WS TaE T NG =D+ Fa—s)
There exists kg > 10 such that
L(N(y—=1)+2Mlg(1—5)) 4 _ 1
- —=—>=-V k>k
2 (N(y-1)+2ql-s) 77 "=
It is equivalent to
C <1(N(7—1)—|—2k+1q0(1—3)) 4  4C vk k
(T/4)F =2 (N(y = 1) +2kq(1 —s)) (7/4)1  (7/4)F -
So,
4C L(N(y—1)+ 2M1g(1 - s)) 4C
< Z —_— > kg.
N T N e e A R 77 B
Thus,
4C 1 (N(y—1)+2"1g(1 — s)) 4C
< >
b+ FrE S R (N = 1) + 2R —s)) |t T et Y 2k

This means,
br] < C ¥V k>0.
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Hence, ([4.24]) implies
1-2"F)N

(4.25) ||u(t)||2kq0 — F2kqo(t)_1 < Ot NG-DF2000-)

Using interpolation inequality, we get

(1— qO)N

[u(t)[]q < CtNEDFEmT= Y g > go
which implies (@20) for case s > 1 — .
Similarly, we also obtain ([L20) for case s < 1 — -, we omit the details. O
Lemma 10. Assume f = 0. let go > 1 be such that N(y—1)+2q(1—s) >0. Then,

. 1—s yta—1_ 4 2 Nﬁ(wl)fﬁ)ﬁizo(%(ls)é) . (‘i ‘12)N1 — -1
(4.26) [(=A) = (Ju@®)] 2 " u®)["dz < Clluol| o ) ¢ VO
Q

for all q € [qo,00) N (1, 00).
Proof. First, we prove that if F': (0,00) — (0, 00) satisfies

2t
(4.27) / F(s)ds <t™* V t >0,
t/4

for some a > 0, then
(4.28) Ft) <27t V t>0.

Indeed, let x. be the standard mollifiers in R with supp x. C B.(0). Let t > 0 be such
that lirr(l)(x6 x F')(t) = F(t). We have for all € € (0,t/8),
E—r

[oceneass [ pes<en

t/2 t/4

Applying a mean value principle to the smooth function y. * F' yields

t+71 3t/2
(x- % F)(t) < 2 max / (xe F)(s)ds < 7 / (x. % F)(s)ds < 2",

t refo,t/2] t/247 t/2
Letting € — 0, we get (£25).
By (414)), we have
/ / (- T |u|7+q ! |2 / u(t/4)|
@ N(y—1)qg+2q9q(1—s) (¢g—q0)N

< C||U0HLN” D209 4~ NG=D+9a(1=9) |

: - 1os tq-1_
Applying ([{27) to a = % and F(s) = [, [(=A)= (Ju(s)| 7 ~tu(s)’dz, we

find (4.20]). O
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Lemma 11. There exists a subsequence of us converging to a solution u of Problem (I.TJ).
Moreover, u satisfies the properties stated in Lemmas [, [0, [7, [8[9 and [10 with § = 0.

Proof. From ([I5) and ([EIF), we have
1—s yt+p—1__
(4.20) | ay

u(;\ 2 lu(;)‘2 + ||U5HLO<>(QT) <CV p > 1.
Set Ej := div(|us|™ V(=A)7*(Jus|™2 1us)). We prove that

(430) ||E5||L2(0,T;(H3(Q)ﬂW2*19’T'(Q))*) < C' for some ,’19 € (0, 1),7’ € (1, 2)
Indeed, if s > 1/2, it is easy to find (£30) since

[[us|™ V (=A) 7 (Jus| ™ us) || 1200y < C.
If s < 1/2, we deduce from ([B.2I) in Lemma (@) below that

| Esl| 20,73 yrw2-or ) < Mus sl 2o mi-2e0) < C.

It follows (A.30). Hence, from (430) and (4.29) we have

tp—1
us| "2 tug) [ + ||us| e (ag) < C

1-s
0usl i gmmva-orony + [ 1(-8)F
Qp
for some r € (1,2). By Lemma [Bl, there exists a subsequence of {us} converging to u in
LY (Q7) as 6 — 0. Moreover, u satisfies the properties stated in Lemmas 5] B [7, R0 and
Q@ with § = 0. and

atp—1 ytp—1

lus| "2 tus — |u| T2 tu L0, T; H'5(Q) V g9 > 0,p > 1.

From proof of Lemma M|, we see that
div(|us|™ ¥V (=A) "5 |us|™  ug) — div(|u|™ V(=A) "5 |u™ )

in L2(0,T; (H(Q) N W272r(Q))*) for some ¥ € (0,1),r € (1,00). Thus, for ¢ €
C([0,7), (W™ (2))")

/ f90+/uw=/ (—wt—éAw)uﬁ/ Esp
Qr Q Qr Qr

5 / o+ / (div(Ju™ 7 (~ )~ (Ju]™ ), @) .

which implies that u satisfies

T
/—gotudatdt+/ (div(Ju|™V (=A) " (|u|™ ")), @)dt = fgpdxdt+/uog0dxdt,
0 0

Qr Q

for all ¢ € C1([0,T), (Wy>(Q))*). Hence, u is a solution of problem (LI). The proof is
complete. 0
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5 Universal bound

The property of universal boundedness depends on general arguments that we stress here
because of their possible use in other settings. We recall that we consider equations with
zero right-hand side. Suppose we have already proved the a priori estimate

lu(®)lloe < CluollFt=",

for some exponents «, 5 > 0, where a constant C' that does not depend on the data, it
depends only on N, s and 2. Suppose the equation has the following Invariance Property:
If u(z,t) is a solution in our admissible class, so is

(5.1) ug(z,t) = ku(x, k77't).
In the case of our model (IT]) the result holds and v depends only on the powers of the
equation, actually v = my + ms. We need to assume that v > 1.

Proposition 5. Under those assumptions we get the universal estimate

(5.2) [lu(®)|] () < Ca(N, 5,7, Q)07

valid for all solutions that we have constructed.

Proof. (i) We begin with an initial data bounded above by constant 1. Since €2 is bounded

this datum is in L'(€2). We and use the a priori estimate to find a time ¢; = ¢; such that
leOllimo < gy Y120

(ii) Let us now apply the result to data with an estimate ||ug||11q) < 2. We define the
new solution wu(z,t) = ku(z, k7~'t) with & = 277 and apply the previous step to show
that

1
i (t1)] | Loo (@) < m,
hence ,
1 271
Hu(tj)HLw(Q) < 2]{;(‘9‘ T 1) = ‘Q‘ +1°
and

21710 < 9i-1
Q] +1 ’

[lu(t) o) <

when we put t; = k771, = 277071t We may now apply iteratively the argument after
displacing the origin of time and get

22
1 +1

ult; +tj-1)[|Le@) < c [ty + o)) < 2772
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so that

[u(T5)]| oo () <

the conclusion is that for data less than 2 we need to wait 7} seconds to get the bound
[ull e < 1.
(iii) Consider now a general initial datum wug, not necessarily integrable or bounded. We

approximate from below by bounded data and conclude that there is a limit solution with
the estimate

[|u(t)|| o) <1 for some t < Ti = Z 9=, =
i=1

131
271 -1

So,
l|lu(t)||pe) <1 forall t > Ti.

This estimate should be valid for all our constructed solutions. This is a particular case
of the universal estimate.

(iv) To get estimate (5.2) for any t = ¢ > 0 fixed, use again the scaling ug(x,t) =
ku(z, kK7=1t), now with k7T, = 1, to get

|u(t2)||Loo ) = (1/K)[Jur(Too)| | Loy < 1)k = (Too/tz)l/(”_l).
The estimate follows with C; = TC}O/ (r=1), 0

Remark 6. The result is not true for my + my < 1 as many particular cases show.
Thus, when my + mo = 1 any multiple of a solution is still a solution so that no a priori
estimate may exist independent of the size of the initial data. For mqy + ms < 1 we have
the transformation (B.)) but now with v — 1 < 0. Suppose for contradiction that we have
an a unwersal priori estimate

|u ()] Loe(o) < CF(1)

with C a universal constant and F(t) > 0 and nonincreasing. We consider uy(.,t) =
ku(., k7=t). Then,

Elu)|| ne = |Jur(k'778)|| 1) < CF(E'™) < CF(t) ¥V k> 1.

Letting k — oo, we find the contradiction. We recall that sharp asymptotics in those
cases have been explored for the fast diffusion equation uy — A(lu]""'u) = 0 and also the
fractional porous medium u; + (—A)*(|u]""'u) = 0. Phenomena of extinction in finite
time occur.
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6 Existence of solutions with bad data

In this section, we establish the existence of solutions to Problem (IT) with bad data.

Theorem 4 (Distributional data). Let f € L*(0,T; H 1*%(Q)) and ug € L"™Y(Q). Then,
Problem (L)) admits a weak solution v € C(0,T; L)) satisfying

sup/|u O+ + //| 5 (uf? |2<c/|u|7+1+c//|
te(0,T

Moreover, when f =0 the Universal Bound (ILI1I) holds for these solutions.

Proof of Theorem[f] Let uy be a solution of problem (Il in Theorem M with wg = T} (uo)
and f = f, € L>®(Q) such that f, — f in L?*(0,T; H*"*(Q)) and

[ [ =ne<z [ 1

We have from (4I6]) of Lemma
uk|2<C’/|Tku0P+1—l—C//|

sup /|uk )| + / /| 5
te(0,T)
<o [mrve [ e
Q 0 JQ

‘ 2

So, by (321 in Lemma [ we have

(6.2)
H div(\uk\mV(—A)_s\uk\mTluk)||L2(07T;(H5(Q)OW2719,T(Q))*) < C for some ¥ € (O, 1), re (1, OO)

Thus,
||atuk||Lmi“{7+1»2}(QT;(H&(Q)OWQ*”W(Q))*) + |||Ul~c|7_1uk||L2(0,T;H1*S(Q)) + [|url| Lo 0. 1;20+10)) < C,

for some ¥ € (0,1),7 € (1,00). By Lemmal[3] there exists a subsequence of {us} converging
to u in L'(Qr) as & — 0. Moreover, u satisfies the properties stated in Lemmas [l [ [7]
R and [[Q with § = 0. and the Universal bound (5.2]) and

lug |ty — |u|" e in L2(0,T; H'75750(Q)) ¥ g > 0.
From proof of Lemma Ml we see that
div(|ur|™ V(= A) "% Jug| ™ tug) — div(ju|™ V(=A) " Ju|™2 ),

in L1(0,T; W=27(Q)) for some r € (1,2). It is easy to check that u is a weak solution of
problem (I1). The proof is complete. O
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We need a new definition of solution when the data are measures.

Definition 3. Let p € My(Qr),0 € My(). We say that u is a distribution solution of

problem ([LI)) with (f,up) = (u,0), if
(Z) u € LI(QT),
(i) x div(|u|™V (=A)~*|u|™ " u) € L0, T, (W™ (Q)*) for any x € C(Qx[0,T) and

- / ' / wgndadt — / (vl (- 8) ™), o) = /ﬂo)d“ i /OT / o

for all ¢ € C*(Q x [0,T)).
Here and in what follows, we denote by M,(D), the set of bounded Radon measures in

a set D. We can state the following theorem.

Theorem 5 (Measure data). Let € My(Qr) and 0 € M,(Q2). Assume that v >
1 _ 20-

admits a distribution solution satisfying

63 Laglull e+ Loyl

T) s=173 L’Y+17%'OO(QT) * 1S>1_%HUHLVH’M(QT)

N+42(1—s) 21 2
< Cls<1_%MwN*2(1*S) + Clszl_%Ml(er)fl + Cls>1_%M7+1,

for alll > 1 and
3+6-1
('“' “) dedt < CoM Y 0> 0

o[ freare (s

where M = [|uo|| s, ) + || fllmyr)- Moreover, the Smoothing Effect (L9) and the Uni-
versal Bound (LII)) holds for these solutions.

Proof of Theorem[d. Let o, i, be in L>(2) and L>* () converging weakly to o and p
in My(€2) and M, (Q27) such that

(6.5) || () < ol(Q), |pnl(Qr) < |u(Qr) ¥V keN.

Let u, be a solution of problem (1)) in Theorem [[] with uy = o, and f = p,,. We have

(6.6)
1S<1_%||un||LW+2(171\7$)’°°(QT) + 15:1—%||un||L'y+17%,w(QT) + ]‘s>l—%||un||L“/+1’°°(QT) S C
and
(6.7) [|tnllzoe0r.12) < C,
T . 14+0-1
(6.8) / (—A) ' (7”"'220 “") Pdzdt <C ¥V 6> 0
o Jo |u,]?? + 1



Since v > 1 — 2(1 — s)/N, then we obtain from (€.0))
(6.9) |n||Lagr) < C for some ¢ > max{y,1}.

Now, we prove that for that for any € € (0, (1 — s)/2),

(6.10) / [ 1=a

for some ¢y > 0. In particular, for any o > 0

|u 301y, )|2dxdt<0

(6.11) [t |2~ 0t | 20 211150 () < C ¥ 7.

Indeed, it is not hard to check that for any 6, € (0,~/10)

1+0-1 140-1 I—6p—1 T—60— V+2290
T T i) xXr T2 €T1 — |Tol2 ,f]j‘ Y 0
|$1‘ + \:L’z‘ + “1’1‘5_90_1% . |x2|5_00_ xQ\V*”O +1

for all << 6y. We obtain from (6.8)), (6.9]), and (7.17) that for any 6, € (0,~/10)

[ //\uxwwu(y, Op+1
y+20

2
- [l (2, )2~ (2, 1) — Jun(y, )12~ un(y, D=0 gedyar < ¢
\x—le”l D\, £) 300V (1, 8) — un(y, )3~ (g, £)[ 7% + 1 -

y+26 v+26 )
2(9-‘,—90)’ y—2600 /7

2
<
/ //Q lz —y| J;’g N+2(1—s) Ee,eo(x,y) dxdydt < C,

for some v > 1. Using Hélder’s inequality for (

where

et (2, £) 3002 (2, ) — [y, )3 0 (3, 1)
[t (0, £)| 3% + [ (y, £)| 300|527 41

0+69
Epp,(7,y) = (lu(z, Y + |uly, 6)]" + 1)+ .

Note that for 8 > 0 small

Epp(,y) = Cgllun (. )27 up (2, 8) = |un(y, )2 (y, )| (ful, )] + Jun(y, 1)]) 070
> Cllun(a, )| 2D 0w, (2, 8) — Jug (y, )20 0w, (y, 1)),

where ¢g > 0 and ¢ — 0 as § — 0. Thus we deduce [EI0). Let 5 = 2. Let x; be

smooth function in €2 such that y, = 1 in Q\Qy/, and x; = 0 in /9. Now, we prove
that

(6.12)  ||xk div(Jun| >V (=A) " fun| " un) || a0, 72 @rwze @)y < Ck ¥ n €N,
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for some v > 2. We have for ¢ € L>°(0,T, Wh>(Q)),

(6.13) I =

Xk div(|un|m1V(—A)_8|un|m2_1un)cpd:£dt‘
Q

T
[ DA el ) Ve
Q

V(=AY (1 = m)|un|m2—1un>v<xkso>dxdt'
Q
= ]1 + ]2.

Estimate: I,

T
Bz [ el V8) (0 =l ) ol 7 ) oyt
0

e / el 780 o 72 9] st

€9
< Cillell oW ()

for some v > 2.
Estimate: [;. It is easy to see that if s > 1/2,

I < Cillel| e omwre (@)
for some v > 2. So, it is enough to assume s € (0,1/2). We will prove that

(6.14) I < Cillel| o o,mw2v2 ()

holds for some vy, 15 > 1. Indeed, for 5 € (0,1/2)

I = Ol ™ ) (=A) 77 div (fua ™V (xap)) ddt
_A\B— 2—1 5 _A) B d; my 5
< / =80 uarlual ™l 2, o =807 div (™ T ) 1], 7,
By Lemma [16]

[un]™ VO 126, dt

T
< mo—1
L < Ck/o ||X4k|un| un|| w29t @) my @)

Il

T
< Co [ Icaunl™ tnll ooty [P -5 by
0

m2 Q)
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Case 1. m; = mo. We take g = 1+2S Using interpolation inequality yields
T ol
o112
1= G [l Bl

T v 4 4(1-2s)
ng/ un|2 ™ unll 1502 \Hun\2||izf’5 ol lw22n/8 () dt
0

@3 T vy 4(1-2s)
S Ck/ |||un|§_ un| H2113335/2(Q)||90||W2’2N/6(Q)dt
0

EID)
< Ck||§0||LV(O,T,W2’2NW(Q))

for some v > 2. So, we get (6.14).
Case 2. my; < mg. We take 5 € (s,1/2) such that 2%(1 —s)>1-2p.
As ([B23) we have

2mq

(6.15) ||un|%_1UN||HTlfS 2(Q) >C|||un|m1 1un||Ww v

my

> Clllunl™ ] 1.5 g

for o > 0 small enough. By |41 Proposition 5.1, Chapter 2]

(6.16) || xak|wn] ™™ Un|| w2, mQ(Q)
Je
< OO Junl )57 s | ity
Ta—™ v
<C|||un| || Pl(mz m1)-(Q |||u"|2 1un||H2(B75)(Q)

2mo

< Oflfunl 2~ ot [ 1

2N 2N :
for o > 0 small enough, where p; = (mg—ml)(sz(l—s—g))v Py = 7N+2(1_s_5(m2_m1) if N —
2(1=s)>0,and p1 = 1,pp = ;L if N —2(1—s) <0.

So, it follows from (G.I5) and (616]) that

T
L<c, / TP E T [ |12 [
0

Thus, as in case 1., using interpolation inequality and (G.9) we get

I < Ck||90||LV(07T,W2’2N/5(Q))’
for some v > 1.

Case 3. my > my. Similarly, we also obtain

I < Ck||90||L“(0,T,W2’2N/5(Q))’
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for some v > 1. Therefore, we deduce (6.12).

Since
(wttn)e = X fn 4 X0 div([un|™ V(= 2) 7 un ™2 ),
thus for any o > 0, k> 1
10: (Oxrwn) | 20, 1w2 (@))+) + [|tnl|La@r) + ||| 2 2200011 -5-0)) < Cx ¥ 1,

for some v > 2. By Lemma B] there exists a subsequence of {u,} converging to u in
LY () as n — oo. Moreover, u satisfies the properties stated in Lemmas B [, [7, B and
with § = 0 and the Universal bound (5.2)) and

| "y = Jul2 e in L2(0,T; H570(Q) ¥V g0 > 0
Thus, we derive from proof of ([GI2) that

| div(\un\mlV(—A)_S\un\mQ_lun)apdx—/ div(\u\’mV(—A)_s|u|m2_1u)g0d:c|
Qr

Y (a7t — [ 0) (=) [div (e ™ V)] dxdt\

A5 (Jul™ ) (= A) P [div ((|un|™ — |u|™) V)] d:cdt‘ as n — 00.

for any ¢ € CE(Q % [0,7)). Thus, u is a distribution solution of problem ([I.I]). The proof
is complete. O

7 Appendix

In this section, we collect some basic estimates of the semi-group e and the fractional
operator that we have used throughout the paper.

Lemma 12. Let ' be the semi-group in bounded domain Q2. Then, the following prop-
erties hold

(7.1) lle"uollL=(@) < Clluol|r= (),
(7.2) 1€ div(g)||=(0) H9||L°°
© =7
and
(7.3) IVe 2 ug|| 1 @) H“0||L°° Q)-
(@) \/’ (@)
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We refer to [32 B3] for LP estimates for the semi-group e'2. Let H(t, x,y) be the Heat
kernel in Q x (0, 00). We recall some basic properties of H, see [22],

(7.4) fﬂuay)§Chmn{J&Q—J}nﬂn{l&ﬁﬁl}fgemﬁ—Jx_yP)

[z — | |z —y] t

and

1 T —y
15)  IVaH ()] < C | 7 + (T | Hlt200)

1 1 |z — y
. V., H < —1 +(—+—)1 H .
(7 6) | Y (ta x,y)| <C [d(y) Vit>d(y) (\/l_f n ) \ﬂ<d(y):| (ta :):,y)

It is not hard to show that these properties of the Heat kernel imply (T1),([7.2) and (Z.3).
We omit the details.

Lemma 13. Let p > 1 and 8 € (0,1]. Then, if 6 < N/2p

(7.7) I i o) < 1(=2) fllney ¥V f € LP(Q),
=4

(7.8) | fllzmo@) < (=2 flle ¥ f e LP(Q),
if 8> 4

(7.9) 11z < N(=A) fllone) ¥ f € LP(9).

Proof. By [21, Theorem 2.4], we have

S, fW)ldy q
gy e [l o

p

with R = 2diam(S2). Thus, by the standard potential estimate, see [3] we get (7)), (Z.8))
and (Z9). O
Lemma 14. Let § € (3,1]. Then,

(7.10) IV(=8)" fllze0) < ClIfllz=0)

Proof. Its proof can be found in [21, Theorem 5]. O

Lemma 15. Let § € (0,3]. Then,

(7.11) 1(=2)" div(g)llz2@) < Cllgllm-2si0) ¥ g€ H'T(Q).
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Proof. Set v = (—A)"tdiv(g), by the standard regularity theorem for Laplace we have
||| zrer1(2) < Cllgllme) ¥V 0 €[0,1]
see [30], it follows
1(=2)7 div(g)l]z2) = [1(=2)""0llz2() < Cllvllm20-0) < Cllglla-2s(),

so, we find (ZII). The proof is complete.

Lemma 16. Let § € (0,1/2),p > 1 and e > 0. Then,

(7.12) 1(=2)7hl|Lo) < ClIAllw2s(0)
for all h € W22(Q) supph C Q\Q., and

(7.13) 1(=2)77 div(9)llzr@) < Cllgllwi-25m(0)
for all g € W=25P(Q) supp g C Q\€L,.

Proof. 1. We have

(=A)’h(x) = Cy /000 7178 (h(z) — v(a,t))dt

where v is a solution of problem
O —Av =0 in Q x (0,00),
v=>0 on 99 x (0,00)
v(0) =h in Q
Since supp(h) C Q\Q.,,
HU||0172(§EO/2x[07T}) < Clhl|Ly@)-

Let x € C°(€2) be such that x = 1 in Q\Q.,/4 and x = 0 in €., /5. We have

O:(xv) — A(xv) = —Axv — 2VxVov in RY x (0, 00),
xv(0) = xh in RV
Set V = et®e¥ (xh) — x(x)v(t, ). Then,
OV — AV = —Axv — 2VxVu in RY x (0,00),
V(0) =0 in RV
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Clearly, |[V|[c21 @V x(0,00)) < ClIvllcr2@, ,, < ClIRl|L1@)- So,

eg/2 —
V(t,2)] < Cmin{t, t™}|gl| 10y .

and

1(=2)Ph[ o0y = [[(=A)gn (xh) + Cs /0 PV D) dt | ooy
< OYI(=A)2 ()l zogeny + CllAllrc@) < CllAllwasoey
which implies ([Z.12]).
2. We have
(-8) P div(g)a) = Ca | £ ula, )i
0

where v is a solution of

Jw — Aw =0 1in  x (0, c0),
w=0 on 09 x (0,00)
w(0) = div(g) in Q

Since supp(g) C Q\,,
HUHCLZ(ﬁEO/QX[O,T}) < Clgll -
As above, we get
e div(xg) () — x(x)w(z, )] < Cmin{t,t™"}|g]|yq) ,
thus,
1(=2) 7 div(g)|| o) = [(—A)zx div(xg) — CB/ ¢~ PetaN div(xg) (x) — x(x)w(z, t)dt]| ooy
0

< C[|(=A)zx divxg)l|r@y) + Cllgllie)

< Ol div ((=2)52x9) Il + Cllgllia)

< Cllgllwi-200(0)
which implies (ZI3). The proof is complete. O

Comments and related problems

e We could do the same program with the spectral Laplacian replaced by the other
standard option, the so-called natural or restricted Laplacian on bounded domains. Other
more general integro-differential operators could also be considered.
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e Concerning similar problems posed on bounded domains, there is much recent work for
porous medium equations involving nonlocal fractional operators in the case of the model
equation

(7.14) Ou+ (=AY (F(u)) =0

usually for F'(u) = cu™, m > 0. This includes the references [12], 13|, 10, 14} 8, [7]. Higher
regularity is treated in [44] and [7]. The linear case is treated in [II], and a case with
m < 0 in [9].

As in the just mentioned model, we also want to address a number of questions. Our
present model seems to be more difficult to analyze.

e There is a very important question of uniqueness for our model that cold be solved in
one space dimension by using the viscosity ideas of [6].

e Questions of regularity that must be proved: C“ regularity, higher regularity. Also the
question of potential estimates.

e Question of finite speed of propagation, cf. works [37, B8] [39] for problems posed in the
whole space. Regularity of free boundary problems, with open questions even for PME
with nonlocal pressure, [1§].

e Questions of asymptotic behaviour, cf. the work [10] for equation (T.14]).

e An interesting case in which a related problem is treated in a bounded domain concerns
the work of Serfaty et al. [Il [2, 34] on equations of superconductivity, which formally
corresponds to m; = my = 1 with s = 1.

e In order to study the Cauchy problem in R", we may use as approximations the problems
posed in a sequence of balls By, (0). Using the previous results in bounded domains
(Theorems [l M, B), and passing then to the limit R, — oo we can obtain existence and
estimates for the solutions of the same equation posed in the whole space with bounded
and integrable data, or with merely integrable data, or bounded Radon measures. This
is to be compared with the previous results of [5], 38 [39]. Note that in these references
only one nonlinearity is considered at a time, the approach is different, and f = 0. This
proposal needs careful elaboration.
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