arXiv:2108.11065v1 [math.AP] 25 Aug 2021

ON THE EQUIVALENCE OF
VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS AND DISTRIBUTIONAL SOLUTIONS
FOR THE TIME-FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION

YOSHIKAZU GIGA, HIROYOSHI MITAKE, SHOICHI SATO

ABSTRACT. We consider an initial-boundary value problem for the time-fractional dif-
fusion equation. We prove the equivalence of two notions of weak solutions, viscosity
solutions and distributional solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T > 0 and a € (0,1) be given constants and Q@ C R? be a bounded domain with
smooth boundary. We are concerned with the time-fractional diffusion equation:

dfu(z,t) + Lu(xz,t) = f(x,t) for (x,t) € Qx(0,T),
u(z,t) =0 for (z,t) € 992 x (0,T), (1.1)
u(z,0) = up(z) for z e Q.

Here, u : Q x [0,7] — R is an unknown function, f : Q x [0,T] — R, ug : Q — R are given
continuous functions and L is a symmetric uniformly elliptic operator of divergence form
given by

d
Lu(x,t) := — Z 0i(a;j(x)0ju(x,t)),
ij=1
where (a;;) is a given continuous diffusion coefficient satisfying the following assumptions:
(A1) The matrix (a;j(x));; is symmetric, i.e.,
a;j(x) = aji(x) forall i,j=1,...,d, and x € Q.
(A2) The operator L is uniformly elliptic, i.e., there exists a constant A € (0, 1) such that

d
MNEP? < Z aij(2)§&; forall €€ R? and z € Q.
ij=1
Moreover, we denote by df'u the Caputo fractional derivative of uw with respect to ¢, that
is,

t
dfu(z, t) = (gl_a * %) (x,t) = /0 gi—a(t — s)ccli—z;(x,s) ds
for all (z,t) € Q x (0,T), where we write gg for the Riemann-Liouville kernel,
191
95 = 53

where I is the Gamma function.

fort >0 and 5 > 0,
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Fractional derivatives attracted great interest from both mathematics and applications
within the last few decades, and developed in wide fields (see [12] 13| 17, 19, 2] for in-
stance). Studying differential equations with fractional derivatives is motivated by math-
ematical models that describe diffusion phenomena in complex media like fractals, which
is sometimes called anomalous diffusion. It has inspired further research on numerous
related topics. We refer to a non-exhaustive list of references [11 2, [3] [7], 141 (15 [18], 20} 22]
and the references therein.

The well-posedness of the initial-boundary value problem (LI]) was first established by
using the Galerkin method in [20] 23] in the framework of distributional solutions. Also,
the existence of unique viscosity solutions to (LI]) was established by [7, [I§], and also
by [22] in the whole space. It is worth emphasizing that as far as the authors know the
relations between two weak solutions, a viscosity solution and a distributional solution,
are not studied yet. The objective of our paper is to prove the equivalence of two notions
of weak solutions.

1.1. Definitions of two weak solutions. Here, we recall the definitions of the viscosity
solution and the distributional solution to (LTI).

Definition 1. A upper semicontinuous : function u : Q x [0,7) — R is said to be a viscosity
subsolution of (L)) if for any ¢ € C%(Q x [0,T]) one has

di (o, o) + Lip(xo,to) < f(wo, to),
whenever u — ¢ attains a local maximum at (zo,%0) € Q x (0,7), u(z,t) < 0 for all
(z,t) € 9Q x (0,T), and u(x,0) < ug(z) for all x € Q.
Similarly, a lower semicontinuous function u : @ x [0,7) — R is said to be a viscosity
supersolution of (L)) if for any ¢ € C%(Q x [0,T]) one has

di'p(xo, to) + Lip(xo, to) = f(xo,t0),
whenever u — ¢ attains a local minimum at (zg,t9) € Q x (0,T), u(z,t) > 0 for all
(z,t) € 02 x (0,T), and u(x,0) > up(x) for all x € €.
Finally, we call u € C(Q x [0,T)) a viscosity solution of (L)) if u is both a viscosity
subsolution and supersolution of (L.I]).

Thanks to [I§] it is known that under (A1), and the assumptions
d
> ()68 >0 forallz €Q, £ €RY,
ij=1
ai; € CPYQ % [0,T)), f€CQ), and ug € C(Q) with ug = 0 on 9,
(CI) has the unique viscosity solution.
To define the distributional solution we first notice that we have the relation (see Lemma
for the proof)
d7v(t) = Dy (v —v(0))(t) forall t € (0,T) (1.2)
for all v € AC(0,T"), which denotes the set of all absolutely continuous functions. Here,
we write Di'v for the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of v with order «, that is,

(0% Pp— d
Dyv(t) == (g1 #0) ).
Thus, we can rewrite (ILI]) as
DY (u — uo)(z,t) + Lu(z,t) = f(z,t) for (z,t) € Qx(0,T),
u(z,t) =0 for (z,t) €
u(z,0) = up(x) for =€ Q.
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Let H'(2) be the standard Sobolev space, W12(Q), and H}(Q2) be the space of func-
tions in H'() that vanish at the boundary in the sense of traces. Also, we denote by
L2(0,T; HL(Q)) the parabolic Sobolev space (see [5] for the notation). We set

W(up) :={u e L20,T; HE(Q) | g1—a * (u—ug) € oHY(0,T; H_l(Q))},

where we denote by o H*(0,T; H~1(€)) the set of all functions in H'(0,T; H~1(Q2)) whose
trace on t = 0 is zero.

Definition 2. We call u a distributional solution to (L3]) if u € W*(ug) and u satisfies

d

d
G oas o wl@de@de+ 3 [ a0 u(e. 000l da

ij=1
_ / Fla,t)p(x) do (1.4)
Q

for all p € H}(2) and almost every t € (0,7).

This is a special case of the definition which was introduced in [23]. Thanks to [20] 23],
it is known that under (A1), (A2) and the assumptions

a;j € CH(Q), f € L*=(0,T; L*()), and uy € L*(Q),
(C3) has the unique distributional solution.

1.2. Main Result. We state our main result in the paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let u € C(Q x [0,7)). Assume that (A1), (A2),
(A3) a;; € CHY(Q), feC(x[0,T)),

(A4) up € C(Q) with ug = 0 on 99,
(A5) Q c R?is a bounded domain with C2-boundary

hold. Then w is the viscosity solution of (ILI]) if and only if u is the distributional solution

of (L3).

Let us briefly describe our approaches to get Theorem [Tl First it is worth emphasizing
that in general the notion of viscosity solutions is based on the comparison principle,
while the notion of distributional solutions is based on the variational principle. Since two
notions of weak solutions are introduced in totally different manners, it is highly nontrivial
whether two notions are same in the settings under (A1)—(A4) or not. In our approach
we use the discrete scheme for time fractional diffusion equations which was introduced
in [6]. This scheme can be regarded as a resolvent-type approximation (see [6] for details).
In 6], in a rather general setting, it is proved that an approximated solution uniformly
converges to a viscosity solution to (LI). In this paper, we modify this approximation to
make it an absolutely continuous function and prove that it converges to a distributional
solution to (L3]) in a suitable norm.

A main difficulty is in proving that the error term which comes from the approximated
solution and the distributional solution converges to zero in a suitable weak sense. Our
approach here is to introduce an approximation of kernel ¢g;_, in consideration of the
discrete scheme, which is our key gradient of our paper. Due to the discrete scheme and
kernel approximation (3.2), we can get the precise error estimate which enables us to get
our main theorem, Theorem [T1]

We conclude this introduction by giving a non exhaustive list of related works to our
paper. The regularity of solutions to a space-time nonlocal equation with Caputo’s time
fractional derivative is studied in [I, 2]. The large time behavior of viscosity solution
to Hamilton—Jacobi equations with Caputo time derivative under the periodic boundary
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condition is studied. The well-posedness and the representation to the weak solution are
given in [3] from the probabilistic point of view.

Results on various analytical aspects of time-fractional diffusion equations are summa-
rized in [24]. For example, recent developments towards the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory,
and the large time behavior of distributional solutions are surveyed. The large time be-
havior of distributional solutions of the evolution equation with Caputo time derivative in
a bounded domain is studied in [4]. Since this approach is energy estimates in an abstract
framework, the spatial operator is not limited to a linear elliptic differential operator but
can be also taken as fractional elliptic operators as well as nonlinear elliptic operators.

We also give several results on the equivalence of two notions of weak solutions. In [8], [16]
the equivalence is studied for linear degenerate elliptic equations. In [9] [10], it is studied
for p-Laplace equations.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we recall the discrete scheme intro-
duced in [6] and modify it to adjust it for our purpose. In Section Bl we introduce a
kernel approximation and Section [ is devoted to give the energy estimate which is a key
ingredient of the paper. We finally give a proof of Theorem [T in Section

2. THE DISCRETE SCHEME

In this section, we first quickly recall the definition of the discrete scheme which was
first introduced in [6]. Let T'> 0, M € N and set h :=T'/M. Note that

. mh, du m—1  .(k+1)h du
diu(mh) = /0 91—a(mh — S)E(s) ds = ];) /kh g1—a(mh — S)E(S) ds

for any function v € AC (|0,7]), and m € N. If u is a smooth function in € x (0,7) and
h is sufficiently small, then we are able to approximate as

(k+1)h (k+1)h _
/ g1-a(mh = S)d_u(s) ds = / g1—a(mh — s)u((k T 1h) ~ ulkh) ds.
kh ds K h

Here, we have

(k-+1)h
A G1-a(mh — s)ds = go_o((m — K)R) — gaa((m — k — 1))

h
= (g2—a(m —k) — go_a(m — k — 1))t~
= dm — W,
where we set
P(r) == go—a(r) = go—a(r—1) for r>1.
Note that ¢'(r) <0 for all » > 1. With this observation, we heuristically have

m—1
diu(mh) = h—la (m — k)(u((k + 1)h) — u(kh))
klo m—1
= T2 o) {u(mh) - kzzo C’m,ku(kh)} , (2.1)
where
oo { I'(2— a)yp(m) for k=
mk r2—-a)(im-—=~k)—yvim-—(k-1))) for k=1,...,m—1.

Set M := {0,1,--- , M}. It is important to notice here that we have
Cpp >0 forallk=0,1,...,m—1, andeM\{O},
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since v is non-increasing.
Take
Ul € C%(Q) N C(Q) so that sup |[UL — ug| — 0 as h — 0. (2.2)
Q

For m € M \ {0}, we inductively define a family of functions {U,’;L}m et CC () by the
viscosity solutions of

1 m—1 ., '
F(2 _ a)hcv {u B ]CZ% Cm7kUk } +Lu = f(amh) m Qa (23)
u = 0 on 02.
We notice that, by [8, Theorem 1], U” is the distributional solution to ([Z3) for each

m € ]\7\ {0}. Moreover since f € C(Q) C L?*(f2), we have {U,’}L}meﬁ c H*(Q) N C(Q)

(see [5] for instance). Henceforth, by abuse of notation, we write U, for Uh.
Based on [6], we define the function u” : Q x [0,7 + h] — R by

ul'(z,t) := U, (x) for each z € Q, t € [mh, (m + 1)h), m € M. (2.4)
Notice that u”(x, ) is clearly piecewise continuous on [0, T + h] for all € Q.

Theorem 2.1. Let u” be the function given by Z4) for any A > 0. We have u? — u
uniformly in € x [0,7] as h — 0, where u is the unique viscosity solution to (LI]).

The proof of Theorem 2] is similar to that of [6, Theorem 1.1], but we need to take
the Dirichlet boundary condition into account. We give a sketch of the proof here.

Proof. We can easily see that u}c‘ is uniformly bounded on Q x [0,7], and we denote by
T, u the half-relaxed limits of u, that is,

u(x,t) = %ig(l)sup{ulg(y,s) || —y|+ ]t —s] <9, (y,8) € Qx[0,T],0<h <5},

u(x,t) = %ig(l)inf{u}c‘(y,s) ||z —y|+ |t —s| <9, (y,s) € Q2 x[0,T],0 <h <6}

for all (z,t) € Q x [0, 7).

We prove that 7 is a viscosity subsolution to (II]) here, and we can similarly prove that
w is a viscosity supersolution to (LI]). We only prove that @ < 0 on 02 x [0, 7).

Let w be the classical solution to the boundary value problem:

Lo = |flle i 9
w = 0 on Of).

By the maximum principle, we have w(z) > 0 for all z € . Fix ¢ > 0, and taking K > 0
large enough, we have

Ul(z) < Kw(z) +e forall 2€Q and 0<h < hg
for some hg € (0,1). We set W (x,t) := Kw(x) + ¢ for any (x,t) € Q x [0,7]. We have
F% {W(-,mh) _ Wicm,kvv(-, k:h)} + LW (-, mh) — f(-,mh)
(2—a)h —
= K|[fllzee (1 + (mh)®) = f(-,mh) > 0.

Since C, > 0 for all k£ = 0,1,...,m, and m € M\ {0}, we can easily see that the
scheme is monotone by iterating the comparison principle for ([Z3]), which implies
Up <W(-;mh) onQ forall m e M.
Thus, we get u”(x,t) < W (z,t) for all (z,t) € Q x [0,T] and h > 0. Therefore, we obtain
u(x,t) < Wz, t) =¢
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for all (x,t) € 9Q x [0,T). Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that @ < 0 on the
boundary 0f2.

The rest of the proof is similar to that of [6, Theorem 1.1], so we omit it. O

We use the following identity, which is well-known (see [11, Lemma A.1]). We give the
proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.2. Let u € WH(0,T). For all t € (0,T), we have

t du

0) [ ar-alt=s)u() = u0)ds = [ malt =95 ) s
() du(t) = Df(u— u(0))(0).

Proof. Noting that g5__ (t) = g1—a(t), we have

d

[ o1-at = 5)0ut6) —u@) ds = [k gaaft = ) als) — ul0)) ds

:/0 92-alt — 5)%(5) ds

for all t € (0,7"), which proves (i). We also have

d du

D (u = u(0))(t) = —(g1-a * (u = u(0))) = g1-a * —

O

Lemma 2.2 requires that u needs to be absolutely continuous on [0, T']. For this purpose,
we modify u” as follows. Define the function u" : Q x [0, + h] — R by

Unt1(x) — Up ()

uh(x,t) =Up(z) + -

(t — mh) (2.5)

for all z € Q, t € [mh, (m + 1)h), and m € M. Clearly, the function u”(z, -) is absolutely
continuous on [0,7 + h| for each = € €2, and

u" — w  uniformly on Q x [0,7] as h — 0 (2.6)

by Theorem 211
Our goal is to prove that u is a distributional solution to (L3)).

Proposition 2.3. Let u” be the function given by ([Z3]). Then, we have
D (uh — UMY () + Lu(t) = f(t) + e(t) forall t € (0,T + h), (2.7)
where we define the error term e : Q x [0,7 + h) — R by
et (1) 1= dut(t) — d2ul (mh) + LuP(t) — Lul(mh) — (f(t) — f(mh))  (2.8)

for any t € [mh, (m + 1)h) and m € M.
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Proof. For h=T/M and m € M \ {0}, we have, by 1),

mh dul
d®u"(mh) = / J1—a(mh —s)—(s) ds
0 ds

k=0 ’kh
m—1 .(k4+1)h .
= / J1—a(mh —s) U1 = U ds
k=0 ' kh h
m—1 1
= ﬁw(m_k)(Uk+1 —Uk) ds
k=0

m—1
1

= —_ g —L .

F(2 — Oé)ho‘ {Um ];:0 Cm,kUk} Um + f(mh)

By Lemma 22 we have dfu = D (u" — Ul). We now observe that (27 follows by the
definition of (23] of e". O

Remark 1. It is worth emphasizing that we cannot expect that viscosity solutions to
(L) is smooth in general that the Caputo derivative makes sense in the classical sense
(see [I8] for instance). Therefore, it is highly unlikely the case that the error term e”(t)
converges to zero as h — 0 in a strong sense. In the next section, we prove that eh(t)
converges to zero in a weak sense (see Theorem [3.3)).

3. THE KERNEL APPROXIMATION

In this section we give a key ingredient to prove that ¢”(t) goes to zero as h — 0 in a
weak sense. To estimate e/ (t), the key term

deul(t) — du” (mh) (3.1)

needs to be carefully handled. For this purpose we first find a primitive function for ([B1I)
which will be defined by G"[u"] such that

d
dul(mh) = —GMul|(t)
dt
for all t € (mh,(m + 1)h) and m € M. By Lemma 23 we have
d d
au (1) = D — U = Lgu_ o (' — 03) = a0,

where we set ,
du
h .
Gu"](t) := <92a * T ) (t).

By definition of u”, we observe that, for t € [mh, (m + 1)h) and m € M \ {0},

N t duh
Glu"|(t) = / g2-alt = 5) () ds
0 S
t Uit — U, m—1 (k4+1)h U U
:/ g2-alt — 8)HE " ds + Z/ g2—alt — 8) = ds
mh = Jkn
Um+1 - Um i Uk-i—l - Uk

= nga(t - mh)T + Z{(QBfa(t - kh) - nga(t - (k + 1)h} h
k=0
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We approximate G[u”] by approximating g3_o. We set

G*lu")() = g5-alt - mh)w
S ok att— 10—l 0 Ui ~ Ui
3ol k) — gt — (k4 Dy T 52)
k=0

for all ¢ € [mh, (m + 1)h) and m € M. Here, we choose a family of functions {gh Ynso
on [0,T + h] satisfying, for all h > 0,

(a) g, is continuous and lincar on (mh, (m + 1)h) for m € M,
d —
(b) %Gh[uh](t) = df'u(mh) for all mh <t < (m + 1)h and m € M,

(¢) sup |(g3_a — gt ,)()| < Crh for some Cr > 0.
te(0,7)
By (b), we have
d

dyu (t) = dju (mh) = 2 (G[uh] —Gh [uh]> (t) (3.3)

for all t € (mh, (m + 1)h) and m € M. Such {gh_ . }n>o actually exists as follows.
Lemma 3.1. Set

0 for 0<t<h,
h L m—1 N
93-all) =3 g (mh)(t—mh)+ Y gha(kh)h for mh <t < (m+1)h,m e M\ {0}.
k=0

Then, (a)—(c) hold.
Proof. We can easily check (a) since
(gh_ ) (t) = gh_o(mh) = ga_a(mh) for mh <t < (m+1)h and m € M.

By a direct computation,

LG (1) = (oo (¢ — mny L=
= h \/ h o\ Up+1 — Uy
Y (= b) — (gl (= (- )y = O
k=0
s Uky1 — Ui

= D {g2-allm—k)h) —go—a((m —k = 1)h)} = dj'u"(mh)

0

for all ¢ € (mh, (m + 1)h) and m € M. This proves (b).
Noting that

d

%(93—04 - gi]’}—a) = gé—a(t) - gé—a(mh) = gQ—Oé(t) - gZ—Oé(mh) >0

for all t € [mh, (m + 1)h) and m € M, g3 — g% . is a nondecreasing function. Thus, we
can easily check that

sup (93— — g5_a) ()] = 1g3—a(T) — g§_o(T)].
te(0,7)

h

B
Il

Noting that
M—1 M-

95-o(T) = g5 o(Mh) = " gh o(kh)h = g2-a(kh)h,
k=0 k=0

—_
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we have
1 M—1
(T =gt (T)] = ———— [ (M) — (2 — kh)'%h
95-0(T) = dh-a(1)] = F5 =y (( P 2= 3 ) )
h2_a ( M-—1
= M?*™® — (2 - ) k1a> .
'3 —a) —
Note
M-1 M—1
2—a)> K° 2—a)/ o dt = (M —1)%
k=0 0
‘We have
T2—a

1 1
_h < _ _—\2a) < 2—a _— -« )
1-0(T) = g o(T)| < gy (1= (- 7P S €T gy = ori o

—

O

Finally we give an important estimate of G[u"] — G"[u"]. We recall that we write Uy
for U, ,? for simplicity.

Lemma 3.2. We fix T' = Mh. Let Uy be the functions given by (2.2), [23]) for k € M.
For all € > 0, there exists hg > 0 such that, for all 0 < h < hg,

|Ups1 — Uglloe < forall ke M.

This is a straightforward result of the uniform convergence of u}c‘ by Theorem 2.1l Next,
we prove a key ingredient of the paper to prove that the error term e goes to zero in a
weak sense as h — 0.

Lemma 3.3. Let G"[u"] be the function given by [E2)). For all ¢ > 0, there exists hg > 0
such that, for all 0 < h < hy,

u")np dedt| < Orlle] g (Inllse + 17 llo)e, (3.4)

for all p € CSO(Q) ,m € CX(0,T), where Cr is a positive constant which is independent
of €.

Proof. Fix & > 0. Set I"(t) := (g93-a — g% ,)(t). Then we have

(G} = G )(0) = 1 (¢ — i) = U
4 Z{zh by —ih(t— (k+1)h)}w.

We multiply the above equation by ¢ € C°(Q2) and n € C°(0,T). Take a small h > 0
satisfying n(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,h] U [T — h, T|. Hence,

/0 ! /Q (Gl =G ") n(t)p(x) dedt = / / 1t %Umn(t)@(x) dzdt

m—1
- /hT/Q > AU = kh) =1 (k + 1)h)}wn(w(m) drdt
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We have

M-1 (m+1)h

n= e = mbn(t)dt [ (Ui (@) = Up())p(a) do
m=1 mh Q
1 M-1 .p
=5 /0 1"(t)n(t +mh) dt /Q (U1 (x) = Up(2))0(x) da
m=1
1 M-1 .p h
< | PO 1V = Ul el .

Note that by property (c) of gi ., we have

h h
/ 1"(t) dt = / (93-a — gh_)(t) dt < Cph?.
0 0

By Lemma [3.2] we have

1 M-1 .p
Bl <3 30 [ POl Wi~ Unli ol
m=1

<Crlnllz=llellr Mhe = CrTnllze= ¢l e

Next, we have

M-1 (m+1)h m=1 x) — Ug(x
12:/9 Z/ > 0= (e )y DO )
m=1

Note that by some tedious computations we have

M—-1m—1 m
L= / 0 k) — 1 (b D) /Q U’““(””)h_ D () da

T — x
. Z/ (zh(t—(m—nh)—zh(t—mh))n(t)dt/QUm(””) hU’”—l( )gp(x)dx
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We extend n(t) = 0 for t < 0 and ¢ > T and keep to use the same notation by abuse of
notation. Moreover, we have

M-1 T—(m—1)h
I = % mzl {/h ()t + (m — 1)h) dt

T—mh
_ /0 1" (t)n(t + mh) dt} /Q (Um(x) = Un-1(x))p(x) dz

M-1 .p
< % /0 ()t + (m — 1)h) dt/Q(Um(ﬂ:) — Un—1(x))p(z) do
m=1
M-1 .1
hpy 1+ (m—1)h) —n(t + mh) - x))p(x) do
+;Al@ ' it [ (Un(a) = Una()pla) d

1 M-1 .p M-1 .7
<y /0 @l (U — Ul ol d+ 3 /0 1) 7 2 | U — U 20w el 1 .
m=1 m=1

By a similar argument to the above, we get

M-1
|2 < Cr(lnllz= + I | r==)llellh D U = Uil
m=1
< Cr(Inllzee + 10 )llellr Mhe = Cr(|Inllzes + [l zoe) Il 1 Te.
Consequently, we obtain (3.4]). O

4. ENERGY ESTIMATE
Lemma 4.1. Let {Uy} be a family of functions in L?*(Q2). Then, we have

m—1 m—1
1 1 ) )
_ > _
<r(2 —a)he {U’” kz_(:) Cm”“U’“} ’Um> = T2 a)he {”UmHLQ kZ_O Cm,k‘”Uk‘HLQ} ,

L2

where we denote L2-norm by (-,-) 2.

Proof. We have

m—1
1
o Um — § CrnkUg ¢ s Un
<F(2 o a)ha { k=0 } >L2

m—1
1
:ﬁﬁﬁﬁh%@—ZQM%%m}

k=0
Noting that

m—1
> Chp=1 forall meM\{0},
k.f

=0
by the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

m—1 m—1
1
kzo Cone(Ug, Up) 2 < 3 <\|Um\|iz + kzo Cm,kHUkH%?) ,

which finishes the proof. O

Remark 2. We notice that the energy estimate for the Caputo fractional derivative

() u(t)) 2 > 5 (lul32)(0) for u e WH(0,T; (@)



12 YOSHIKAZU GIGA, HIROYOSHI MITAKE, SHOICHI SATO

is known. We refer to [12, Theorem 3.3] for the proof. We can regard Lemma 1] as a
discrete analog of this estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Let {Uk} be a family of functions in L?*(Q2). Then, we have

n—1
Z {HU 132 — ch,kHUkH%z}

n:l

mh) ™ & mh)* ~
> % Z HUkH%ﬁ - %HUOHL2 for all m e M\ {0}.

Proof. Note that for any m € M we have

Z { ’U HL2 ch kHUkHL2}
n=1
m—1
= Unl7>+ > (1 — Z Ch k) A ZCnOHUOIILz
k=1 n=k+1
Moreover,
S Car=1-T2—a)®(1) —¢(m+1-k)
n=k+1
:F(Q—a)w(m—i-l—k) :(m+1_k)1*a_(m_k)1,a
Due to the concavity of r — 7“1_0‘, we have, for all k =1,2,--- ,m,

m+1—k)—m-k>m—(m-1D"> 10 -a)m™.
Also, note that
Therefore,

n—1
1
a4 NUall72 = Y ol Ukl
I'2—a)h
1 k=0
= e Ul + D (1= Y 28— o> CollUol?
m_a)ha{uv HL2+H< 0n7k> 101 | = = ayam 2 Cralvol

n=k+1

) ZnUknLg— ))quan

Remark 3. We note here that our result is a discrete analog of

t o t tlfcv
o 2 > 2 B 2
[ e s> s [ Il ds - g5 1Ol
for all u € WH1(0,7; L?(Q2)) in [IZ, Theorem 3.3].

Theorem 4.3. Let {Uy}, 57 be the family of the functions given by ([2.2) and ([2.3)). Then,
we have

M M M
h <Z Ul + > ||VUm||%z> <Cr (IIUoHiz +h> ||fm||%2> :

m=1 m=1 m=1

where we set fp,(z) := f(z,mh) for x € Q and m € M.
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Proof. Fix m € M\ {0}. We have

1 m—1
T2 a)he {Um -2 Cm,kUk} + LUy = fon. (4.1)

k=0

Multiplying (£1)) by U,, and integrating on 2, by Lemma [ZI] and the uniform ellipticity
of L, we get

m—1

1
@ = a)he {HUmH%Q -y Cm,kuvkué} A VU|

k=0
€
(fma )L2 < 8||me%2 + §HUmH%2

for any € > 0. Summing up on m, by Lemma 2] we arrive at

h M M
g Z ||me%2 +¢eh Z HUmH%2
m=1 m=1

M m—1
h
= T2 - a)he > {IIUmH%z Z kaHUkHLQ} + 2X\h Z IV Upa |2

m=1 m=1

M

Mh Mh)l—«

Zli(%thU ||L2—%||UOHL2+MZHVU 2,
=1

m=1

which implies

T« Ti-
(fi=s —e)thU 22+ 200 S V02, < T ol + 3 hZH Fl2a.

m=1 m=1
1-NT"¢
Take € := ﬁ to get
M M C M
T
PSRN oA B (L RS SITATY
m=1 m=1 m=1
for some Cr > 0 independent of A. O

Theorem 4.4. Let u” and u” be the functions given by ([24]) and (23, respectively. For
any € > 0, there exists hg > 0 such that for all A € (0, hy), we have

HU?HB(O,T;Hl(Q)) + HuhHL2(0,T;H1(Q)) < Cr(lluollz2 + 1flz20,7;02(02)) + €)
for some Cp > 0 which is independent of € and h.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0. Noting that u"(t) = U, for mh <t < (m 4+ 1)h, we have, by Theorem
13

T o M—-1 (m+1)h ) M-1 )
JRCECI D Sl R AT Y oA
m=1

mh m=1

M
<Cr (HUo\@ +hy Hmei2> :

m=1

Take hg > 0 small so that for 0 < h < hg,

M
IS
ITollZ2 < fluollZe + 5, P D o lfmllze < UF 120120 +
m=1
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Thus, for all h € (0, hg), we get
HU?H%%O,T;Hl(Q)) < Cr(|luol7 + HfH%Q(O,T;L?(Q)) +e)
Next, we give an estimate for ||uh||L2(O7T;H1(Q)). We have

2

T M—-1(m41)h U U
/ Jah ()2t = 3 AR |

h m:1 mh I—I1

M-1 (m+1)h _ 2
< (HUmHﬂl o B Bl oy )
m=1 "/ mh h
M-—1 h
m:l m
h M-—1
=3 { 1l + U1 = Unall )2
m=1

+ (IUmllzr + Umtr = Ul ) 1Unm | g0 + HUmH?p}

M
< Ch > Unl2n

m=1

for some C' > 0. By the same argument as above we get the conclusion.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [L]]
Lemma 5.1. Let ¢” be the function defined by ([2.8]). We have

/ / (x,t)p(x)n(t)dxdt -0 ash —0
for all ¢ € C2°(Q2) and n € C°(0,T).
Proof. Let ¢ € COO(Q) and n € C°(0,T). We have

(x,t)p )dwdt‘

da h(t) — d% h(mh)) o(z)n(t) dmdt‘

amxa@-,j(w)amjuh(t)) 00, 05 0)0n 0 () (o) ]

mh)) p(z)n(t) dwdt' =1 + Iy + I5.
By 33) and Lemma B3] for any £ > 0, there exists hy > 0 such that

n=|- [ (@010 - 610 eton @) deat] < Orloli (e + )

for all h € (0,hp). In light of Theorem [£.4] and the weak compactness, there exists a
subsequence {u""}, ey such that

u' —~ v in L2(0,T; H}(Q)) asn — oo
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for v € L*(0,T; Hj(92)). Noting that ul — win C(Q x [0,T]) as h — 0, by Theorem 2]
and (Z0) we have u = v on Q x [0,T]. Therefore,
‘ / / a;j(x 8$Ju "(x,t) — ijuh” (w,mh)) O, 0(x)n(t) dedt| — 0

as n — 4o00o. Also, I3 — 0 as h — 0.
Therefore,

lim
h—0

T
/0 /Q " () ()n(t) dasdt1 < Crllllo (1 1loo + 17 lo0)e

for all € > 0, which implies the conclusion. ]

Proof of Theorem [LT. We first assume that u is the unique viscosity solution to (I.T]). Let
ul and u” be given by (Z4) and (ZH) respectively. By Theorem 2] and (Z8), we have
ul' uh = u  uniformly on Q% [0,7] as h — 0.
We prove that u is the distributional solution to (L3)), i.e.,
w € L*0,T; HY(Q)), g1-a* (u—ug) € gH (0, T; H1(Q))

and u satisfies weak form (L4]).
By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.1l we have

ulm —~u in L%0,T;H(Q)) as n— 400
Next, we prove that u satisfies weak form of (L4]). By Proposition 23] we have
D& (u — UM (t) + Lul(t) = f(t) + e(t) for (mh,(m+1)h) and m € M. (5.1)
Multiplying ([B.1I) by ¢ € C°(2) and n € C2°(0,T), and integrating on Q x (0,7), we get

/ /at 91— a* ul _UO ngpdxdt+/ /Lu - drdt = / /f+e ngpdmdt

Integrating by parts, we get

/ /at gi—a * (u" = UM))np dudt = / /91 o * (U = U)o dadt

—>—/ /(gla*(U—uo))n'godxdt ash — 0,
0o Jo

since we have u" — u uniformly on Q x [0, T]. Also, noting that v — w in L%(0,T; H} (Q))
as h — 0, we have

T T
- / / ami(aij ('I)all?]’uh) “np drdt = / / Qjj (x)amjuhamigp -mdxdt
0 Q 0 Q

T
—>/ /aij(x)agcju@wicp-ndxdt ash — 0.
o Jo

Here, we use the Einstein summation convention. By Lemma 5.1}, we have

T
/ / e"nodrdt ash — 0.
0 Q
Therefore, we obtain

T
/ / J1—a * (U — ug) goda:dt—}—/ /am U0y, dadt = / n/fgodxdt,
0 Q

which implies (I.4]).
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Finally, we prove that g1 * (u —ug) € oH'(0,T; H-*()). By Young’s inequality, we
have
91— * (v —wo)llz2(0,75m-1(0)) < llg1-allzro,mllw — wollL2075-1(0)) < 0
Also, by (L4]), we have

d
Goar w0 =
H_l(Q) ”U”Hé(g):l

/Q %[gm ¥ (= )| ()0 da

= sup

—/ aij(-)axju(-,t)axivdx—i-/ fvdx
Q Q

”U”Hé(g):l
< aijll oo @ llu@ 71 @) + 1f @)l 20) < o0

for almost every ¢ € (0,7"). Thus, we get %[gl,a* (u—wup)] € L?(0,T; H~1(Q2)). Moreover,
using (u — ug) € C(Q x [0,7]), we have

- (1= w0 Ol = sow ([ aalt = s)tute.s) ~ watw)ds ) vl o

ol
< lu = uollL=(x(0,1))92-a(t) = 0

as t — 0. Thus, we obtain g o * (u — ug) € oHY0,T; H-1(Q)). Therefore, u is a
distributional solution of (3.

Conversely, assume that u is the distributional solution to (IL3). Let @ € C(Q x [0,7T7])
be the unique viscosity solution to (II). As proved in the above, @ is also a distributional
solution of (L3]). The uniqueness of distributional solutions to (L3]) implies u = @ a.e.
on Q x (0,T), that is, u admits only one continuous representative % on Q x [0,7]. This
completes the proof. O

REFERENCES

[1] M. Allen, L. Caffarelli, A. Vasseur, A parabolic problem with a fractional time derivative, Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 221 (2016), no. 2, 603-630.
[2] F. Camilli, A. Goffi, Ezistence and regularity results for viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equations with Caputo
time-fractional derivative, NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl. 27 (2020), no. 2, Paper No.
22, 37 pp.
[3] Z.-Q. Chen, P. Kim, T. Kumagai, J. Wang, Time fractional Poisson equations: representations and
estimates, J. Funct. Anal. 278 (2020), no. 2, 108311, 48 pp.
[4] S. Dipierro, E. Valdinoci, V. Vespri, Decay estimates for evolutionary equations with fractional time-
diffusion, J. Evol. Equ. 19 (2019), no. 2, 435-462.
[5] L. C. Evans, Partial differential equations. Second edition, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 19.
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2010.
[6] Y. Giga, Q. Liu, H. Mitake, On a discrete scheme for time fractional fully nonlinear evolution equa-
tions, Asymptot. Anal. 120 (2020), no. 1-2, 151-162.
[7] Y. Giga, T. Namba, Well-posedness of Hamilton-Jacobi equations with Caputo’s time fractional de-
rivative, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 42 (2017), no. 7, 1088-1120.
[8] H. Ishii, On the equivalence of two notions of weak solutions, viscosity solutions and distribution
solutions, Funkcial. Ekvac. 38 (1995), no. 1, 101-120.
[9] V. Julin, P. Juutinen, A new proof for the equivalence of weak and viscosity solutions for the p-Laplace
equation, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 37 (2012), no. 5, 934-946.
[10] P. Juutinen, P. Lindqvist, J. J. Manfredi, On the equivalence of viscosity solutions and weak solutions
for a quasi-linear equation, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 33 (2001), no. 3, 699-717.
[11] A. Kubica, P. Rybka, K. Ryszewska, Weak solutions of fractional differential equations in non cylin-
drical domains, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 36 (2017), 154-182.
[12] A. Kubica, K. Ryszewska, M. Yamamoto, Time-fractional differential equations—a theoretical intro-
duction, SpringerBriefs in Mathematics. Springer, Singapore, 2020.
[13] A.A. Kilbas, H.M. Srivastava, J.J. Trujillo, Theory and Applications of Fractional Differential Equa-
tions, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2006.



[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

21]
22]

23]

24]

EQUIVALENCE OF TWO WEAK SOLUTIONS 17

A. Kubica, M. Yamamoto, Initial-boundary value problems for fractional diffusion equations with time
dependent coefficients. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 21 (2018), no. 2, 276-311.

O. Ley, E. Topp, M. Yangari, Some results for the large time behavior of Hamilton-Jacobi Equations
with Caputo time derivative, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. A. 41 (8) (2021), 3555-3577.

P.-L. Lions, Optimal control of diffusion processes and Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations, Part 2:
Viscosity solutions and uniqueness, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 8 (1983), no. 11, 1229-1276.
R. Metzler, J. Klafter, The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: a fractional dynamics ap-
proach, Phyics Reports 339 (2000) 1-77.

T. Namba, On existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions for second order fully nonlinear PDEs
with Caputo time fractional derivatives, NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl. 25 (2018), no.
3, Art. 23, 39 pp.

J. Nakagawa, K. Sakamoto, M. Yamamoto, Ouerview to mathematical analysis for fractional diffu-
sion equations-new mathematical aspects motivated by industrial collaboration, Journal of Math-for-
Industry 2 (2010A-10), 99-108.

K. Sakamoto, M. Yamamoto, Initial value/boundary value problems for fractional diffusion-wave equa-
tions and applications to some inverse problems, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 382 (2011), no. 1, 426-447.

I. Podlubny, Fractional Differential Equations, Academic Press, San Diego, 1999.

E. Topp, M. Yangari, Ezistence and uniqueness for parabolic problems with Caputo time derivative, J.
Differential Equations 262 (2017), no. 12, 6018-6046.

R. Zacher, Weak solutions of abstract evolutionary integro-differential equations in Hilbert spaces,
Funkcial. Ekvac. 52 (2009), no. 1, 1-18.

R. Zacher, Time fractional diffusion equations: solution concepts, reqularity, and long-time behavior,
Handbook of fractional calculus with applications. Vol. 2, 159-179, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2019.

GRADUATE SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO, 3-8-1 KomMABA, ME-
GUROKU, TOKYO, JAPAN 153-8914
Email address: labgiga®ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp, mitake@ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp, shoichi@ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Definitions of two weak solutions
	1.2. Main Result

	2. The discrete scheme
	3. The kernel approximation
	4. Energy estimate
	5. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	References

