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Abstract

Let Q = (0,T) x €, where  is a bounded open subset of R?. We consider the parabolic p-
capacity on ) naturally associated with the usual p-Laplacian. Droniou, Porretta and Prignet
have shown that if a bounded Radon measure p on @ is diffuse, i.e. charges no set of zero
p-capacity, p > 1, then it is of the form p = f +div(G) + g; for some f € L*(Q), G € (L¥' (Q))*
and g € LP(0,T; Wy () N L?(R)). We show the converse of this result: if p > 1, then each
bounded Radon measure i on () admitting such a decomposition is diffuse.

1 Introduction

Let Q be a bounded open set in R? and Q = (0,7) x Q for some T > 0. For p > 1, the
parabolic p-capacity of an open subset U of @) is defined by (see [5], [13])

cap,(U) = inf{{lullw : u € W, u > 1y a.e. in Q},

where W = {u € LP(0,T;V) : uy € LP'(0,T;V")}, V. = WyP(Q) N L2(Q) and V" is
the dual of V; we endow V with the norm ||ully = HU”WOl,p(Q) + ||l 2(q), and W with
the norm |[ullw = [Juell 1o (o 7.v7) + [ullLeo,7;v). The capacity cap,, is then extended to
arbitrary Borel subset of () in the usual way.

Let My(Q) denote the space of all (signed) bounded Radon measures on @ equipped
with the norm ||ullry = |p/(Q), where |u| stands for the variation of p. We call
€ My(Q) diffuse if it charges no set of zero parabolic p-capacity, i.e. if u(B) = 0 for
any Borel B C @ such that cap,(B) = 0. We denote by Mg ;(Q) the subset of My(Q)
consisting of all diffuse measures. Droniou, Poretta and Prignet [5] have shown that
for every u € Moy(Q) there exists f € LY(Q), G = (G,...,G?%) with G* € LV (Q),
i=1,...,d,and g € LP(0,T;V) such that

p=f+div(G) + g:. (1.1)

The decomposition (I plays crucial role in the study of evolution problems with
measure data whose model example is

w— Apu+h(u) =p in Q,
u = ug on {0} x Q, (1.2)
u=20 on (0,T) x 09,
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where A,u = div(|Vu[P~2Vu) is the usual p-Laplace operator, p > 1, ug € L*(Q) and
h:R — R (see [5, 9, 11]).

The decomposition (L)) is a counterpart to the decomposition of diffuse measures
proved in the stationary case by Boccardo, Gallouét and Orsina [2] (see also [7] for
an extension to the Dirichlet forms setting). In the stationary case, each finite Borel
measure p on ) that charges no set of zero p-capacity admits decomposition of the
form

w=f+div(G), (1.3)

where f € L'(Q), G = (G',...G%) with G* € L¥(Q), i = 1,...,d. The decomposition
(L3]) proved to be important and useful in the study of elliptic equations with measure
data (see, e.g., [3, [4, 5] [§]).

In the stationary case it is also known that if p is a bounded Borel measure on {2
admitting decomposition (L3]), then it is diffuse (see [2] and also [7] for a related result
concerning the capacity associated with a general Dirichlet operator). In the parabolic
setting only a partial result in this direction is known. The difficulty is caused by the
term gy appearing in (([LT]). Petitta, Ponce and Porretta [11] (see also [10]) have shown
that if p € My(Q) admits decomposition (L.I]) with g having the additional property
that g € L>°(Q), then p is indeed diffuse. The problem whether one can dispense with
this additional assumption was left open. It is worth noting here that not every diffuse
measure can be written in the form ([LI) with bounded g (see [10, [11]).

In this note we show that if p > 1, then in the parabolic case the situation is the
same as in the stationary case, i.e. if u € My(Q) satisfies (1)), then it is diffuse.

2 Main result

Define V, V', W as in Section[Il. We denote by (-, -) the duality pairing between V' and
V, and by ((-,-)) the duality pairing between the dual space W’ of W and W.
We start with recalling decompositions of ® € W’ and p € Mg (Q) proved in [5].

Lemma 2.1. For every ® € W' there exist h € LP (0,T;L*()), g € LP(0,T;V)
G=(G',...,GY with G' € L”(Q), i = 1,...,d such that for every u € W,

(D, u)) = / hu dt dx — / GVudtdx — /T(ut,g> dt. (2.1)
Q Q 0
Proof. See [5, Lemma 2.24]. O
If ® € W’ satisfies (2.I)), then we write
b = h+ divG + ¢;.

Theorem 2.2. If u € Moy(Q), then there exists f € LY(Q), g € LP(0,T;V) and
G=(G',...,GY withG' € L’ (Q), i = 1,...,d, such that for everyn € C°([0, T]xQ),

T
/nd,u:/fndtdx—/G'Vndtda:—/ (n, g) dt. (2.2)
Q@ Q Q 0

Proof. See [5, Theorem 2.28|. O



Definition. Let ® € W’. We say that w € LP(0,7;V) is a weak solution to the
Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

wy — Apw = P, w(0,-) =0, w=0 on (0,7) x 90 (2.3)

T
—/ (ng, w) dt+/ |Vw|P~2Vw Vndtdz = ((®,n))
0 Q
for all n € W with n(T,-) = 0.

In what follows, {j,} is a family of symmetric mollifiers defined on R x R?. For a
given ® € W’ and a given decomposition (2.1)) with h, G, g having compact supports
in @, we define (for sufficiently large n > 1) ®,, € W' by

T
(P, u)) :/ hnudtdx—/ GnVudtd:E—/ (gn,ug) dt, uweW, (2.4)
Q Q 0

where h, = h * j,, G, = G * j, and g, = g * jn.
Proposition 2.3. Let ® € W'.
(i) There exists a unique weak solution w to (2.3]).

(ii) Assume that ® admits decomposition (Z1I) with some h,G,g having compact sup-
ports in Q. Let ®,, be given by (2.4) and let w, be a weak solution to the problem

(wn)t — Apwy, = Py, wy(0,-) =0, wy, =0 on (0,T) x 0N.
Then w, — w in LP(0,T;V).

Proof. Part (i) is proved in [5, Theorem 3.1]. To prove (ii), we modify slightly the proof
of [5, Theorem 3.1]. By the definition of a weak solution and (2.4)), for sufficiently large
n>1,

T T
—/ (e, wy, — gp) dt —l—/ |an|p_2an Vndtdx = / hpn dt dx + / (xn,n) dt,
0 Q Q 0

for every n € C2°([0,T] x D) such that n(7') = 0. From the above equality it follows
that w, — g, € W and, by a standard approximation argument, that

t t
- /0 (s — ga) ds + (0(t), (0 — ga) () £20) + /0 /Q VP2V, Vi ds da

t t
:/ /hnndsdaz—l—/ {Xn,n)ds, te(0,T],
0 Ja 0

for every n € W. Therefore from the proof of [5, Theorem 3.1] (see the last two
equations in [5l, page 131]) and [I, Lemma 5] it follows that Vw, — Vw in LP(Q) and
wy, — w in LP(0,T; L?(2)). By this and [5, (3.6)] (see also the comment following it),
the sequence {wy, —gn } is bounded in W. Therefore, by [14] Corollary 4] and uniqueness
of the solution to (23], w, — g» — v — g in LP(Q). Since g, — g in LP(Q), it follows
that w, — w in LP(Q). By what has been proved, w, — w in LP(0,T;V). O



Lemma below is the key to proving our main result. To state and prove it, we
need some more notation.

Since cap,, is subadditive (see [5, Proposition 2.8]), each u € My(Q) has a unique
decomposition (see [6]) of the form

1= pa + fhe (2.5)

where 115 € Mp(Q) (the diffuse part of p) and p. € My(Q) is concentrated on a
set of zero p-capacity (the so-called concentrated part of u). For p € My(Q) with
decomposition (2.5), we set

P = % Jn, B = [ * Jn He = fhe * Jn-
We denote by w(n,m) (resp. w(n,d)) any quantity such that

lim limsup|w(n,m)| =0 (resp. limlimsup |w(n,d)|=0).
m—00 n—oo 010 n—oo

For m > 0, we set T,,,(t) = ((—=m) At)Vm, t € R.

Let D be an open subset of Q. We denote by M;,(D) N W’ the set of elements
® € W' for which there exists ¢ > 0 such that [((®,7))| < ¢[|n]leo, 7 € CZ(D). For
given ® € My(D) N W', we denote by &P € M,;(Q) the unique measure such that

(@) = /D nddm=P, e 0=(D)

(see the comments following [5, Definition 2.22]).

Remark 2.4. In the proof of Lemma 2.5 we will use [9, Lemma 5], which was proved
in [9] under the assumption that p > (2d+1)/(d+1). A close inspection of the proof of
[9, Lemma 5] reveals that this additional assumption on p is unnecessary. The reason
is that this assumption on p is needed in [9] to apply [9, Lemma 4]. However, from [5],
Remark 2.3] it follows that the assertion of [9, Lemma 4] holds true for any p > 1.

Lemma 2.5. Let D be an open subset of Q and ® € My(D) N W'. Assume that
& admits decomposition [2.11) with some h,G, g having compact supports in @ and by
un € LP(0,T;V) denote a weak solution to the problem

(un)t — Apuy, = Oy, un(0,-) =0, up, =0 on (0,T) x 00 (2.6)

with ®,, defined by (Z4). Then for every n € C(D),
lim limsup I(n,m) :/ nd(®mP). (2.7)
D

m—=00 n—oo

where
1 1
I(n,m) = —/ |Vug|Pndtde — — |Vug,|Pndt dz.
m {m<un<2m} m {—2m<up<-m}

Proof. Set v = @=Ly, = (&)L and O,,(s) = 2 (Tom(s) — Tn(s)), 0 = |0,
P(s) =0(s)—1, U(t) = fg P(s)ds, O(t) = fg 0(s)ds. We extend v, v, to measures on



Q by putting v(Q\ D) = v,(Q\ D) = 0. Observe that |v,| < dt ® dz, so by a standard
approximation argument, for all w € W with compact support in D,

(D, w)) = /Q wdvy.

Moreover, for every fixed w € W with compact support in D, there exists N > 1 such
that

/wdun:/wd(y*jn), n > N. (2.8)
Q Q
Indeed, for sufficiently large n > 1,
/ wd(v * jn) = / (w* gp) dv = (P, w * jp))
Q Q
= / h(w * j,) dt do — / G(Vwy, * jp) dt dz — / (w * jip)rg dt dz
Q Q Q
= ((Pp,w)) = / w duy,.
Q

Let E C @ be a Borel set such that cap,(£) = 0 and v, is concentrated on E. By
regularity of the measure v and [9, Lemma 5], for every § > 0 there exists a compact
set K5 C E, an open set Us C D such that K5 C Uy, and ¢5 € CL(Us) with 0 < 15 < 1
such that

W|(Us \ K3) < 6. g@a—wwﬂ%hgi (2.9)
”(1/}5)tHLl(Q)+LP’(0,T;W*1,P’(Q)) + HT/%SHLP(O,T;V) <9, (2.10)
s — 0 weakly* in L™°(Q) as § | 0. (2.11)

Let n € C2°(D). Taking v (uy)vsn as a test function in (2.6]), we obtain
[ tuniandv = [ (ua)ibtunyisn e ds
Q Q
+ / (Vi [P2Vun V (¢ (un )05m) dt da =: I) + Io.
Q
Clearly
h:/@mmwmﬁmz—/mmm%mﬁm:—/mmm%mﬁm
Q Q Q
- / U (un)psm dt dz.
Q

Since ¥ is continuous and bounded, it follows from Proposition 23] and (2I0) that
I = w(n,d). We have

I — / (Ve [P (e )by it d + / IVt [P~V Vst it iz
Q Q

+/ (Vi [P 2V untp (uy, ) Vs dt da. (2.12)
Q



Using Proposition 23] and (2.11]) shows that fQ |V, [Py (up)bsn dt de = w(n,d). Ap-
plying Holder’s inequality, Proposition 2.3] and (210) also shows that the last two
integrals on the right hand-side of ([2.I2]) are quantities of the form w(n,d). Hence
I, = w(n,d), and consequently

/sz(un)zbm dvy, = w(n,9). (2.13)
Since K5 C E, cap,(Ks) = 0. Therefore, by [Z.9), [v4|(Us) = |v4|(Us \ Ks) < 0. We also
have | [, ¥(up)sndvy| < nlloc fq Ysdlval™ with [vg|™ = [va] * jn, which converges to
[nllos J ¥sdlval as n — oo since |vg|™ — |vg| locally weakly*. Thus [, ¥ (up)ihsn dvy =
w(n,d). By this, (2.8]) and 2I3]),
/QT/)(’LLn)T/)(;’I’} v = w(n,?). (2.14)
Taking 0(u,,)n as a test function in (2.6) we obtain
/ 0 (upn)n dvy, = / (un)0 (up)n dt dx +/ (Vi [P~2Vu, V(6 (uy)n) dt da
Q Q Q
= / (O(up,))en dt dx +/ |V, [P0 (up)n dt dx
Q Q
+/ |Vt P2V un,0(un )V dt da. (2.15)
Q

By the definition of 6,

/ |Vun [P0 (up)n dt de = I(n,m).
Q

We have
‘/(@(un))mdtdx‘ - ‘/ O (u ) dt da g/ (7] dt
Q Q {Junl>m}
and
‘/ \vun\l’—2vun9(un)vndtda;( g/ |V P71 |V dt dz,
Q {un|>m}

so by Proposition 23],
/Q(G(un))m dt dx + /Q |Vt P2V, 8 (u, )V dt de = w(n, m).
By the above and (2.15]),
I(n,m) = /QH(un)n dvy, + w(n,m). (2.16)

By [11, Theorem 1.2, Proposition 3.3],

| /Q 0 )y di?

< Inllso / dval" = w(n,m). (2.17)
{|un|>m}
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Furthermore, by the definition of 1,
[ owmary = [ wave + [ v, (2.18)
Q Q Q
and by (23] and (214,
/Q Wl vt = /Q lan)(1 = t5) 7 + /Q bl A = w(n,d).  (2.19)

Since [, 0(un)ndvy does not depend on 4, from (Z8) and 2I7)-(2I9) we conclude
that

/G(un)ndl/n:/ndug—l—w(n,m).
Q Q

Combining this with (ZI6]) we see that
Inom) = [ vz + o, m),
Q

which implies (2.7)). O

In case @ is positive, Lemma is essentially [12 Proposition 5|. Note that [12
Proposition 5] is proved for any positive ® € My(Q). In Lemma we drop the
assumption that ® is positive, but we additionally assume that ® € W’.

Theorem 2.6. Let un € My(Q). If 22) is satisfied for all n € CX(Q), then u €
Mop(Q).

Proof. Let v =p— fdtdz and ® = div(G) + ¢4, i.e.

T
(@, n)) /Gvndtdw—/ (mi,g)dt, meW.
0

Clearly ® € W’. By ([22), ((®,n)) = and,u — fQ nf dtdz for n € C(Q). From this

and the assumption that u € My(Q) it follows that ® € My(Q) N W' and d*CQ = p.
Fix an open subset of Q such that D C Q and choose a nonnegative function § € C2°(Q)
such that § = 1 on D. Set G? = GO, ¢’ = g0, and then ®° = div(G?) + (¢%)y, i.e.

T
(@Y, n)) /GGVndtdx—/ (s, g)dt, neWw.
0
Next, set G? = G x j,,, g = g% * jn, and then ®% = div(G%) + (¢0)s, i.e.
T
(@hn) =~ [ Gindrdo— [ (gl dt, mew (2.20)
Q 0
Clearly ®%, ®% € W'. Since § = 1 on D, we have ((®% n)) = ((®,7)) for n € C=(D),
so ® € My(D) N W' Integrating by parts, we conclude from (Z20) that ®¢ ¢

My (D) N W’. Moreover,
(@) = v, (2.21)

where v/ denotes the restriction of v to D. Indeed, for n € C°(D) we have (97, 7)) =
[pnd(®?)=<=L "and on the other hand, ((®?,7)) = (®,n)) = [, ndv = [ ndvp. Let
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u, be a solution to ([Z6) with ®, replaced by ®¢. From Proposition 3 it follows that
SUp;,>1 ||unHLp(O7T;V) < 00. Hence, for every n € C°(Q),

1 1
lim i — Vu,[Pndtde < lim limsup — ||u,||® =0.
mgnoo lrILn—>Solcl>p M J{m<|un|<2m} | un| ! v HUHOO m—00 n—)oop mH nHLP(O’T;V)

By Lemma and (2.21), this implies that (v|p). = 0. Hence (uc)p = (4p)e =0

since fdtdr € Mgu(Q). Since D was an arbitrary open subset of @ with D C @, we
see that p. = 0. U
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