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Abstract

We prove existence of variational solutions for a class of doubly nonlinear nonlocal evolution equations

whose prototype is the double phase equation

∂tu
m + P.V.

ˆ

RN

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|p−2(u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N+ps

+ a(x, y)
|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|q−2(u(x, t)− u(y, t))

|x− y|N+qr
dy = 0, m > 0, p > 1, s, r ∈ (0, 1).

We make use of the approach of minimizing movements pioneered by DeGiorgi [30] and Ambrosio [4]

and refined by Bögelein, Duzaar, Marcellini, and co-authors to study nonlinear parabolic equations with

non-standard growth.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The problem

The notion of variational solutions was introduced by Lichnewsky and Temam in [45] to study parabolic

equations by a variational approach, which has advantages when studying equations with unbalanced

growth conditions where Lavrentiev phenomenon can prevent the existence of weak solutions. These

methods were greatly refined and expaned upon by the group of Bögelein, Duzaar, Marcellini and coauthors

in a series of papers such as [7, 20, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 62]. The group of Stefanelli has also conducted extensive

work on variational methods in the existence theory of evolution equations starting from his early work

on De Giorgi conjecture [64] and subsequent works [2, 59, 60].

In a recent preprint [56], the latter two authors extended the framework of variational solutions to

parabolic fractional equations with time independent initial and boundary data. As an application, the

latter two authors also studied the local boundedness of variational solutions to double phase nonlocal

parabolic equations in [57].

In the present work, our aim is to study the fractional variant of the work of Bögelein et al [9].

We hope that this would open the path to studying boundedness and Hölder regularity for variational

solutions of doubly nonlinear double phase nonlocal parabolic equations. In the recent work [5], regularity

of non-negative weak solutions of doubly nonlinear nonlocal parabolic equations was studied.
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To be precise, we will study the following equation

∂tb(u) + P.V.

ˆ

RN

DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dy = 0 in Ω∞

u = u0 on (RN \Ω)× (0,∞) ∪ Ω× {0} (1.1)

where Ω is an open bounded subset of RN , and Ω∞ = Ω × (0,∞). The function H = H(x, y, ξ) satisfies

the following structure condition

H(x, y, ξ) ≥ A

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

)p

(1.2)

H is a Caratheodory function which is convex in the variable ξ. (1.3)

We assume 1 < p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and A > 0. The function b : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a continuous, piecewise

C1 function. We may assume without loss of generality that b(0) = 0, by replacing b(u) with b(u)− b(0).

As in [9], we make the following assumptions on the function b:

b(u) > 0 for u > 0. (1.4)

l ≤
ub′(u)

b(u)
≤ m, for u > 0, (1.5)

whenever b′(u) exists and for m ≥ l > 0. In particular, this implies the non-negativity of b′(u) whenever

it is defined.

These structure conditions admit a variety of problems with non-standard growth such as

• H(x, y, ξ) =

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

)p

+ a(x, y)

(
|ξ|

|x− y|r

)q

, for 0 ≤ a(x, y), 1 < p < q and r, s ∈ (0, 1).

• H(x, y, ξ) =

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

)p

log

(

1 +

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

))

.

• H(x, y, ξ) =

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

)a+b sin
(

log log
(

|ξ|
|x−y|s

))

.

In particular, we would like to emphasize that in the double phase case, we obtain existence of variational

solutions without any restrictions on the gap q − p.

1.2. Background

Regularity theory of fractional p-Laplace equations and their parabolic counterparts, along with other

nonlinear variants has seen a lot of growth in recent years, particulary following the authoritative account

of the associated functional frameworks in [32]. However, a theory for parabolic fractional equations with

non-standard growth requires the development of an existence theory which can handle the possibility

of the appearance of Lavrentiev phenomenon. The variational framework introduced in [7] proves to be

particularly well-suited for such a study.
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On the other hand, the existence of solutions for doubly nonlinear equations for local equations found a

definitive treatment in [3]. A variational approach was introduced in [2] as well as [9], which differ in many

specifics as described in the latter article, particularly as it eschews any growth condition from above.

Other works tend to be based on the Galerkin method. Some recent works studying existence of solutions

to nonlocal parabolic equations, including doubly nonlinear nonlocal equations, are [36, 37, 44, 43].

The regularity theory of p, q growth problems was started by Marcellini in a series of novel pa-

pers [46, 47, 48, 49]. There is a large body of work dealing with problems of (p, q)-growth as well as

other nonstandard growth problems, for which we point to the surveys in [50, 51].

Regarding fractional p-Laplace equation, in the elliptic case, regularity theory of fractional p-Laplace

equations has been studied extensively. An early existence result can be found in [39]. Local boundedness

and Hölder regularity in the framework of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory was worked out in [31] and [29].

Moreover, explicit higher regularity of the gradient is obtained in [13]. On the other hand, explicit Hölder

regularity of the solutions is obtained in [15]. Higher integrability by a nonlocal version of Gehring’s

Lemma was proved in [41]. Other works of interest are [52, 55, 54, 53]. For equations of nonstandard

growth, the relevant works are [63, 19, 23, 26, 24, 25, 27, 35, 18]. For the case of linear equations, i.e.,

p = 2, we refer to [22, 21, 42, 28].

In the case of parabolic counterparts of the fractional p-Laplace equations, local boundedness was

proved in [65]. Local boundedness and Hölder regularity has been proved in [33]. Explicit Hölder regularity

has been obtained in [16]. The latter two authors have proved local boundedness estimates for the double

phase nonlocal parabolic equation in [57].

1.3. Framework

In order to define the notion of weak solution, we need to set up the Orlicz spaces related to the

function b. For details, we refer to the article of Bögelein et al [9] where these function spaces have been

defined.

Let us denote by φ the primitive of the function b, i.e.,

φ(u) :=

ˆ u

0
b(s) ds, for all u ≥ 0. (1.6)

The function φ is C1 and convex since b is an increasing function. Moroever φ(0) = 0. We define the

convex conjugate of φ by

φ∗(x) := sup
v≥0

(xv − φ(v)), for all x ≥ 0. (1.7)
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Due to the convexity of φ, we have

φ∗(b(u)) = b(u)u− φ(u) for all u ≥ 0. (1.8)

Further, the Fenchel inequality holds

uv ≤ φ(u) + φ∗(v) for all u, v ≥ 0. (1.9)

Define the boundary terms

b[u, v] := φ(v) − φ(u)− b(u)(v − u)

= φ(v) + φ∗(b(u)) − b(u)v for all u, v ≥ 0 (1.10)

where the second equality follows from the definition of the convex conjugate.

Also define the boundary integral

B[u, v] =

ˆ

Ω
b[u, v] dx for all u, v : Ω → [0,∞). (1.11)

For a domain A in R
d, d ∈ N, define the Orlicz space

Lφ(A) :=

{

v : A→ R measurable :

ˆ

A
φ(|v|) dx <∞

}

. (1.12)

This definition is well-defined particularly since φ, φ∗ satisfy the doubling condition or the ∆2-condition.

This will be a consequence of some technical lemmas which are proved in [9] and which we will list in a

subsequent section. The Orlicz space Lφ(A) is equipped with the norm

||v||Lφ(A) = sup

{∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

A
vw dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
:

ˆ

A
φ∗(w) ≤ 1

}

. (1.13)

More details on this restricted class of Orlicz spaces may be found in [1].

1.4. Definition

Definition 1.1. Let Ω be an open bounded subset of RN . Suppose that H satisfies the assumptions (1.2),

(1.3) and b satisfies the assumptions (1.5) and (1.4). Let the time-independent Cauchy-Dirichlet data

u0 : R
N → [0,∞) satisfy

u0 ∈W s,p(RN ), u|Ω ∈ Lφ(Ω) and sup
t∈(0,T )

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u0(x)− u0(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy <∞. (1.14)

By a variational solution to (1.1) we mean a function u : (0, T ) × R
N → [0,∞) such that

u ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(RN )) ∩ C0(0, T ;Lφ(Ω)), u− u0 ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω))

and
ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv (b(v) − b(u)) dx dt+

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t)) −H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

≥ B[u(τ), v(τ)] −B[u0, v(0)], (1.15)
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for any τ ∈ [0, T ] and for all v : (0, T ) × R
N → [0,∞) such that v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(RN )) and ∂tv ∈

Lφ(0, T ; Ω) such that v − u0 ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω)) and v(0) ∈ Lφ(Ω).

Remark 1.2. In our definition of variational solution, both the solution and the comparison map have to

match on Ωc×(0, T ) and since we have assumed that the data on Ωc is in W s,p(RN ) we may cancel integrals

of H over Ωc × Ωc on both sides to obtain the following equivalent form of the variational inequality:
ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv (b(v) − b(u)) dx dt+

ˆ τ

0

¨

CΩ

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t)) −H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

≥ B[u(τ), v(τ)] −B[u0, v(0)]

where CΩ = (Ωc × Ωc)c.

Remark 1.3. Let us also mention that in the double phase case i.e. when H is of the form

H(x, y, ξ) =

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

)p

+ a(x, y)

(
|ξ|

|x− y|r

)q

the condition on initial data (1.14) is satisfied if u0 ∈W s,p(RN ), u|Ω ∈ L2(Ω) and:
¨

RN×RN

|u0(x)− u0(y)|
p

|x− y|N+sp
+ a(x, y)

|u0(x)− u0(y)|
q

|x− y|N+rq
dx dy <∞.

1.5. Main Results

The following existence theorem is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.4. (Existence of variational solutions) Let Ω be an open bounded subset of RN . Suppose

that H satisfies the assumptions (1.2) and (1.3) and b satisfies the assumptions (1.5) and (1.4). Let the

time-independent Cauchy-Dirichlet data u0 satisfy (1.14). Then, there exists a variational solution to (1.1)

in the sense of (1.15), with ∂t
√

φ(u) ∈ L2(ΩT ). The initial data is attained in the Lφ sense.

Remark 1.5. Time-dependent functions H can be studied in the manner of [61]. As a first step, one

considers H that have a p growth condition from above and Lipschitz regularity in the time-variable. To

consider more general H with only measurability in the time-variable, one needs to regularize H and then

pass to the limit in the regularizing parameter. This last step, however, is not straightforward as it involves

composition of weak limits and nonlinearity.

Remark 1.6. As remarked in [9], uniqueness is a delicate issue. However, for H with p-growth condition

and b Lipschitz continuous, uniqueness may be proved in a manner similar to [3].

Remark 1.7. Existence in unbounded domains Ω is also proved in [9]. This requires construction of a

suitable function space which has Poincaré inequality built in. This may be achieved by taking completion

of C∞
0 (Ω) in the Gagliardo seminorm [·]s,p.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notations

We begin by collecting the standard notation that will be used throughout the paper:

• We shall denote N to be the space dimension. We shall denote by z = (x, t) a point in R
N × (0, T ).

• We shall alternately use
∂f

∂t
, ∂tf, f

′ to denote the time derivative of f.

• Let Ω be an open bounded domain in R
N with boundary ∂Ω and for 0 < T ≤ ∞, let ΩT := Ω×(0, T ).

• Integration with respect to either space or time only will be denoted by a single integral

ˆ

whereas

integration on Ω× Ω or R
N × R

N will be denoted by a double integral

¨

.

2.2. Sobolev spaces

Let 1 < p <∞, we denote by p′ = p/(p− 1) the conjugate exponent of p. Let Ω be an open subset of

R
N . We define the Sobolev-Slobodekiĭ space, which is the fractional analogue of Sobolev spaces.

W s,p(Ω) =
{
ψ ∈ Lp(Ω) : [ψ]W s,p(Ω) <∞

}
, s ∈ (0, 1),

where the seminorm [·]W s,p(Ω) is defined by

[ψ]W s,p(Ω) =





¨

Ω×Ω

|ψ(x) − ψ(y)|p

|x− y|N+ps
dx dy





1
p

.

The space when endowed with the norm ‖ψ‖W s,p(Ω) = ‖ψ‖Lp(Ω) + [ψ]W s,p(Ω) becomes a Banach space.

The space W s,p
0 (Ω) is the subspace of W s,p(RN ) consisting of functions that vanish outside Ω.

Let I be an interval and let V be a separable, reflexive Banach space, endowed with a norm ‖·‖V .

We denote by V ∗ its topological dual space. Let v be a mapping such that for a.e. t ∈ I, v(t) ∈ V . If

the function t 7→ ‖v(t)‖V is measurable on I, then v is said to belong to the Banach space Lp(I;V ) if
ˆ

I
‖v(t)‖pV dt <∞. It is well known that the dual space Lp(I;V )∗ can be characterized as Lp

′
(I;V ∗).

2.3. Mollification in time

Throughout the paper, we will use the following mollification in time. Let Ω be an open subset of RN .

For T > 0, v ∈ L1(ΩT ), v0 ∈ L1(Ω) and h ∈ (0, T ], we define

[v]h(·, t) = e−
t
h v0 +

1

h

ˆ t

0
e

s−t
h v(·, s) ds, (2.1)

for t ∈ [0, T ]. The convergence properties of mollified functions have been collected in Appendix A.
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2.4. Auxiliary Results

We collect the following standard results which will be used in the course of the paper. We begin with

a general result on convex minimization.

Proposition 2.1. ([58, Theorem 2.3]) Let X be a closed affine subset of a reflexive Banach space and let

F : X → (−∞,∞]. Assume the following:

1. For all Λ ∈ R, the sublevel set {x ∈ X : F [u] < Λ} is sequentially weakly precompact, i.e., if for a

sequence (uj) ⊂ X, F [uj ] < Λ, then uj has a weakly convergent subsequence.

2. For all sequences (uj) ⊂ X with uj ⇀ u in X-weak, it holds that

F [u] ≤ lim inf
j→∞

F [uj ].

Then, the problem minimization problem: Minimize F [u] over all u ∈ X has a solution.

We will need the following general result on weak lower semicontinuity of functionals.

Proposition 2.2. ([17, Corollary 3.9]) Assume that φ : E → (−∞,∞] is convex and lower semicontin-

uous in the strong topology. Then φ is lower semicontinuous in the weak topology.

We have the following Sobolev-type inequality [32, Theorem 6.5].

Theorem 2.3 ([32]). Let s ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ p < ∞, sp < N and let κ∗ =
N

N − sp
, then for any

g ∈W s,p(RN ) and κ ∈ [1, κ∗], we have

‖g‖pLκp ≤ C

¨

RN×RN

|g(x)− g(y)|p

|x− y|N+sp
dx dy. (2.2)

. If g ∈W s,p(Ω) and Ω is an extension domain, then

||g||pLκp(Ω) ≤ C ‖g‖W s,p(Ω) . (2.3)

If sp = N , then (2.2) holds for all κ ∈ [1,∞), whereas if sp > N , then (2.3) holds for all κ ∈ [1,∞].

We will require the compact embedding as follows.

Proposition 2.4. ([38, Proposition 2.1]) Assume N ≥ 2, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 < s < 1. Let Ω be a bounded

extension domain. When sp < N , the embedding W s,p(Ω) 7→ Lr(Ω) is compact for r ∈ [1, p∗), and when

sp ≥ N , the same embedding is compact for r ∈ [1,∞). The theorem also holds for W s,p
0 (Ω) for any

bounded domain in R
N .

We end this section with a Poincaré inequality for Gagliardo seminorms.
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Proposition 2.5. ([14, Lemma 2.4]) Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and Ω is an open and bounded set in

R
N . Then, for every u ∈W s,p

0 (Ω), it holds that

||u||pLp(Ω) ≤ C(N, s, p,Ω) [u]p
W s,p(RN )

2.5. Technical Lemmas

In this subsection, we collect some technical lemmas regarding the functions b and φ as proved in [9].

The inequalities hold for those arguments for which b′ is defined.

Lemma 2.6. ([9, Lemma 2.1]) For b : [0,∞) → [0∞) which is continuous and piecewise C1 and satisfies

(1.5), the following estimates are true for every λ > 1 and u > 0:

1. λlb(u) ≤ b(λu) ≤ λmb(u).

2. b(1)min{ul, um} ≤ b(u) ≤ b(1)max{ul, um}.

3.
l

m
λl−1b′(u) ≤ b′(λu) ≤

m

l
λm−1b′(u).

4. λl+1φ(u) ≤ φ(λu) ≤ λm+1φ(u).

5. λ
m+1
m φ∗(u) ≤ φ∗(λu) ≤ λ

l+1
l φ∗(u).

Lemma 2.7. ([9, Lemma 2.3]) With the standard assumptions on b, we have

1

m+ 1
ub(u) ≤ φ(u) ≤

1

l
φ∗(b(u)) ≤

m

l(m+ 1)
ub(u)

for any u ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.8. ([9, Lemma 2.4]) With the standard assumptions on b, we have for all u, v ≥ 0 the following

estimates

φ∗(b(u)) ≤ 2b[u, v] + 2m+2φ(v), and

φ(v) ≤ 2b[u, v] + 22+
1
l φ∗(b(u)).

Lemma 2.9. ([9, Lemma 2.5]) With the standard assumptions on b, there exists a constant c = c(m, l)

such that for all u, v ≥ 0, the following estimates are true:

b[u, v] ≤ (b(v) − b(u))(v − u)

≤ |
√

vb(v) −
√

ub(u)|2

≤ c|
√

φ(v)−
√

φ(u)|2 ≤ c2b[u, v].
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Lemma 2.10. ([9, Lemma 2.6]) Let the standard assumptions on b hold. Let (ui)i∈N be a sequence in

Lφ(Ω) and u0 ∈ Lφ(Ω) such that φ(ui) → φ(u0) in L1(Ω). Then, there holds ui → u0 in Lφ(Ω).

Lemma 2.11. ([9, Lemma 2.7]) Let the standard assumptions on b hold. Let v ∈ L1(ΩT ) is given with

∂tv ∈ Lφ(Ω). Then we have v ∈ C0([0, T ];Lφ(Ω)).

2.6. A lower bound on the nonlinear operator

In this subsection, we derive a lower bound on the nonlinear and nonlocal operator by the use of

Poincaré inequality ([14, Lemma 2.4]).

Let u ∈ W s,p
u0 (Ω), then u− u0 ∈W s,p

0 (Ω). Therefore, by Poincaré inequality in the space W s,p
0 (Ω), we

get for any t ∈ [0, T ],

||u− u0||
p
Lp(Ω) ≤ C[u− u0]

p
W s,p(RN )

≤ C[u]p
W s,p(RN )

+C[u0]
p
W s,p(RN )

≤ C

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy + C[u0]

p
W s,p(RN )

.

As a result, we obtain

||u||p
Lp(RN )

≤ ||u− u0||
p
Lp(Ω) + ||u0||

p
(Lp(RN ))

≤ C1

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy + C2||u0||

p
W s,p(RN )

, (2.4)

for some positive constants C1 and C2.

Once again, due to (1.2), we get

||u||p
W s,p(RN )

≤ C1

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy + C2||u0||

p
W s,p(RN )

. (2.5)

2.7. Regarding initial condition

In this subsection, we prove that variational solutions satisfy the initial condition in the sense of Lφ(Ω).

Lemma 2.12. Any variational solution as defined in (1.15) satisfies the initial condition u(0) = u0 in the

Lφ(Ω) sense, i.e.,

lim
τ↓0

||u(τ) − u(0)||Lφ(Ω) = 0

Proof. Taking the time-independent extension of v(x, t) = u0(x) as a comparision map in the definition

of variational solutions (1.15), we get

B[u(τ), u0] ≤ τ sup
t∈[0,T ]

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u0(x)− u0(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy → 0 as τ → 0.

10



On the other hand
ˆ

Ω
|φ(u(τ)) − φ(u0)| dx ≤

(
ˆ

Ω
|
√

φ(u(τ)) −
√

φ(u0)|
2 dx

)1/2 (ˆ

Ω
|
√

φ(u(τ)) +
√

φ(u0)|
2 dx

)1/2

≤ C (B[u(τ), u0])
1/2 → 0 as τ → 0.

where in the last inequality, we have used Lemma 2.9. As a result, we have φ(u(τ)) → φ(u0) in L1(Ω).

Therefore, by an application of Lemma 2.10, we get u(τ) → u0 in Lφ(Ω).

2.8. A discrete integration by parts formula

We state a discrete integration by parts formula as proved in [9]. For h ∈ R\{0}, denote the difference

quotient of a function w with respect to time by ∆hw and define as

∆hw(t) :=
1

h
(w(t+ h)− w(t)).

Lemma 2.13. ([9, Lemma 2.10]) Let h ∈ (0, 1], u, v ∈ Lφ(Ω×(−h, T+h)) be two non-negative functions.

Then, the following integration by parts formula is valid
¨

ΩT

∆−hb(u)(v − u) dx dt ≤

¨

ΩT

∆hv(b(v)− b(u)) dx dt

−
1

h

¨

Ω×(T−h,T )

b[u, v(t + h)] dx dt

+
1

h

¨

Ω×(−h,0)

b[u, v] dx dt + δ1(h) + δ2(h),

where

δ1(h) :=
1

h

¨

ΩT

b[v(t), v(t+ h)] dx dt,

δ2(h) :=

¨

Ω×(−h,0)

∆hv(b(v(t + h))− b(u)) dx dt.

If, in addition, ∂tv ∈ Lφ(Ω× (−h0, T + h0)) for some h0 > 0, then

lim
h↓0

δ1(h) = 0 and lim
h↓0

δ2(h) = 0. (2.6)

3. Compactness Theorem

We shall require the following compactness theorem in order to identify the limit function of the

approximating minimizers. It is the fractional analogue of [9, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω ⊆ R
N be a bounded domain, p > 1, T > 0 and k ∈ N. Suppose that hk :=

T

k

11



piecewise constant functions u(k) : RN × (−hk, T ] → R are defined by

u(k)(·, t) := u
(k)
i for t ∈ ((i− 1)hk, ihk) with i = 0, 1, . . . , k,

where u
(k)
i ∈ Lφ(Ω)∩W s,p

u0 (Ω). Suppose further that there exists a constant M > 0 such that the following

energy estimate and continuity estimate hold true for all k ∈ N:

max
i∈{0,1,...,k}






ˆ

Ω
φ(uki ) dx+

¨

RN×RN

|u
(k)
i (x)− u

(k)
i (y)|p

|x− y|N+ps
dx dy




 ≤M, and (3.1)

1

hk

k∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u
(k)
i )−

√

φ(u
(k)
i−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx ≤M. (3.2)

Moreover, u(k) ⇀ u in Lp(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω))-weak as k → ∞. Then, there exists a subsequence such that as

k → ∞, we have
√

φ(u(k)) →
√

φ(u) in L1(ΩT )− strong,

u(k) → u a.e. in (0, T )× R
N .

Proof. Since we are working with subsequences, we may always begin with a subsequence where k = 2β

for β ∈ N. Then, for α ∈ N, we define another piecewise constant function where each piece is of length

εα :=
T

2α

wk,α(t) :=

2α∑

j=1

u(k)((j − 1)εα)χ((j−1)εα,jεα](t).

Then, depending on whether α ≤ β or β ≤ α, respectively εα is a multiple of hk or hk is a multiple of εα.

For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2β}, define

i− :=

⌊
hk(i− 1)

εα

⌋
εα
hk

+ 1 =

⌊
i− 1

2β−α

⌋

2β−α + 1.

Now, we claim that for a fixed α ∈ N. there is a subsequence of k = 2β labelled k(α) for which
√

φ(wk(α),α) converges in L1(ΩT ) as k(α) → ∞. For the proof, observe that by (3.1) and Poincaré

inequality in W s,p
0 (Ω), the sequence (u(k)((j − 1)εα) − u0) is uniformly bounded in W s,p

0 (Ω). Therefore,

by the fractional version of Rellich’s compactness theorem (Proposition 2.4), there is a subsequence for

which (u(k)((j−1)εα)−u0) converges in Lp(Ω), and for a further subsequence, (u(k)((j−1)εα)) converges

pointwise a.e. in R
N for any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2α}. As a consequence, (wk,α), whose summands are exactly

(u(k)((j − 1)εα)), converges pointwise a.e. in R
N along a subsequence labelled k(α). As a result, by a

standard application of dominated convergence theorem (which will use the uniform bound from (3.1)),

we will get convergence of
√

φ(wk,α) in L1(ΩT ) along the subsequence k(α).

Hence we obtain convergence along a subsequence for each α ∈ N. Therefore, we can extract a diagonal

12



subsequence κ of k such that
√

φ(wk,α) converges in L1(ΩT ) as κ → ∞ for any α ∈ N. (3.3)

Now, we wish to prove L1(ΩT ) convergence along a subsequence of the original sequence
√

φ(u(k)). To

achieve this, we start with the following estimate, which is a consequence of the continuity estimate (3.2):

¨

ΩT

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u(k))−
√

φ(wk,α)

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx dt = hk

2β∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u
(k)
i )−

√

φ(u
(k)
i−

)

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≤ hk

2β∑

i=1

i∑

j=i−+1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u
(k)
j )−

√

φ(u
(k)
j−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≤ εα

2β∑

j=1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u
(k)
j )−

√

φ(u
(k)
j−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≤ εα|Ω|
1/2

2β∑

j=1





ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u
(k)
j )−

√

φ(u
(k)
j−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx





1/2

≤ εα

√

2β|Ω|





2β∑

j=1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

√

φ(u
(k)
j )−

√

φ(u
(k)
j−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx





1/2

≤ εα
√

M |ΩT |. (3.4)

Now, for α ∈ N and k, k′ ∈ κ we have
∥
∥
∥
∥

√

φ(u(k))−

√

φ(u(k
′))

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(ΩT )

≤

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

φ(u(k))−
√

φ(wk,α)

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(ΩT )

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

φ(wk,α)−
√

φ(wk′,α)

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(ΩT )

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

φ(wk,α)−

√

φ(u(k′))

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(ΩT )

(3.4)

≤ 2εα
√

M |ΩT |+

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

φ(wk,α)−
√

φ(wk′,α)

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(ΩT )

Now, applying (3.3) to above, we get for any α ∈ N

lim sup
κ∋k,k′→∞

∥
∥
∥
∥

√

φ(u(k))−

√

φ(u(k
′))

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(ΩT )

≤2εα
√

M |ΩT |.

This estimate implies that the sequence

{√

φ(u(k))

}

k∈κ

is Cauchy in L1(ΩT ). Let Φ ∈ L1(ΩT ) be its

limit. We clain that Φ =
√

φ(u). To this end, for N ∈ N, we define the truncation operator

TN (s) :=







−N if s < −N,

s if −N ≤ s ≤ N,

N if s > N.

From the strong convergence of

{√

φ(u(k))

}

k∈κ

in L1(ΩT ) and the weak convergence of u(k) in Lp(ΩT ),

13



we get for any N ∈ N

0 ≤ lim
κ∋k→∞

¨

ΩT

TN

(
√

φ(v)−

√

φ(u(k))

) (

v − u(k)
)

dx dt =

¨

ΩT

TN

(√

φ(v) −Φ
)

(v − u) dx dt

for any v ∈ Lp(ΩT ). Now replace v by u+ δv for δ > 0, followed by division by δ and take limit as δ → 0

to get for any N ∈ N:

0 ≤ lim
δ↓0

¨

ΩT

TN

(√

φ(u+ δv) − Φ
)

(v) dx dt =

¨

ΩT

TN

(√

φ(u)− Φ
)

(v) dx dt.

Replacing v by −v, we get equality above and since it holds for any N ∈ N, we conclude that Φ =
√

φ(u).

Then, passing to a further subsequence, we get pointwise a.e. convergence of u(k) to u.

4. Existence of variational solutions

The proof is based on the method of minimizing movements in which we discretize time and consider

minimizers of time-discretized functionals. This results in the construction of piecewise constant functions

as approximating solutions. As the number of steps in the discretization goes to infinity, we recover

variational solutions of the original problem. Much of the calculation is analogous to [9, Section 4].

4.1. Approximating functionals

We fix a step size h ∈ (0, 1]. We will inductively construct ui ∈ Lφ(Ω) ∩ W s,p
u0 (Ω) of non-negative

minimizers to certain elliptic variational functionals whenever i ∈ N and ih ≤ T . Suppose for some

i ∈ N, 0 ≤ ui−1 ∈ Lφ(Ω) ∩ W s,p
u0 (Ω) has been defined. We initialize with ui=0 = u0 where u0 is the

time-independent initial data. We define the variational functional

Fi[v] :=

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy +

1

h

ˆ

Ω

b[ui−1, v] dx, (4.1)

where b[ui−1, v] = φ(v) − φ(ui−1)(v − ui−1). We choose ui as the minimizer of Fi in the class of non-

negative functions in Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω). This class is non-empty since u0 is an admissible function. The

proof of existence of ui is by the direct method of calculus of variations and relies on the convexity of H

as well as the coercivity of the functional.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that u0 satisfies the hypothesis (1.14) and u∗ ∈ Lφ(Ω) with u∗ ≥ 0 a.e. in Ω.

Then there exists u ∈ Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω) with u ≥ 0 a.e. in R

N minimizing the functional

Fi[w] :=

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, w(x, t) − w(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy +

1

h

ˆ

Ω

b[u∗, w] dx,

in the class Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω).
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Proof. Let (uj)j∈N be a minimizing sequence in X := {v ∈ Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω) : v ≥ 0 a.e. in Ω} such that

lim
j→∞

F [uj ] = inf
w∈X

F [w]. By Lemma 2.8, we receive the following upper bound

φ(uj) ≤ 2b[u∗, uj ] + 22+1/lφ∗(b(u∗))

≤ 2b[u∗, uj ] + 22+1/lmφ(u∗).

Using the lower bound on the functional (2.5), we get

1

2h

ˆ

Ω
φ(uj) +

1

C1
||uj ||

p
W s,p(RN )

≤

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, uj(x, t)− uj(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+
C2

C1
||u0||W s,p(RN ) +

1

h

ˆ

Ω
b[u∗, uj ] + 21+1/lmφ(u∗) dx

<∞

independent of j. Therefore, the sequence (uj)j∈N is bounded in Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω). Hence, for a subse-

quence, there exists u ∈ Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω) with u ≥ 0 a.e. in Ω such that

uj ⇀ u in W s,p
u0 (Ω)− weak,

uj ⇀ u in Lφ(Ω)− weak,

since weak convergence preserves non-negativity. Recall that Lφ(Ω)∩W s,p
u0 (Ω) is reflexive due to doubling

property of φ and since p > 1.

Due to Fatou’s lemma, F is lower semicontinuous with respect to strong convergence in Lφ(Ω) ∩

W s,p
u0 (Ω). Since F is convex, it is also lower semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence (see

Proposition 2.2).

As a consequence, we have

F [u] ≤ lim inf
j→∞

F [uj ] = inf
w∈X

F [w].

Hence u is a minimizer.

4.2. Energy bounds

The non-negative function ui−1 ∈ Lφ(Ω) ∩W s,p
u0 (Ω) is an admissible function for the functional Fi in

(4.1) for any i ∈ N. Therefore, by minimality of ui, we get
¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, ui(x, t)− ui(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy +

1

h

ˆ

Ω

b[ui−1, ui] dx = F [ui]

≤ F [ui−1] =

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, ui−1(x, t)− ui−1(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy.

By iterating the previous inequality, we obtain
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¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, uk(x, t) − uk(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy +

k∑

i=1

1

h

ˆ

Ω

b[ui−1, ui] dx (4.2)

≤

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u0(x, t)− u0(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy, (4.3)

whenever h > 0, k ∈ N with kh ≤ T .

By Lemma 2.9 and (4.2) and the non-negativity of H, we obtain

k∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣

√

φ(ui)−
√

φ(ui−1)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C

k∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

b[ui−1, ui] dx ≤ ChM, (4.4)

where

M =

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u0(x, t)− u0(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy.

As a result,

ˆ

Ω

φ(uk) dx ≤ 2

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣

√

φ(uk)−
√

φ(u0)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx+ 2

ˆ

Ω

φ(u0) dx

≤ 2k

k∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣

√

φ(ui)−
√

φ(ui−1)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx+ 2

ˆ

Ω

φ(u0) dx

≤ CMT + 2

ˆ

Ω

φ(u0) dx, (4.5)

and also

¨

RN×RN

|uk(x)− uk(y)|
p

|x− y|N+ps
dx dy ≤ C1

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, uk(x)− uk(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy + C2||u0||

p
W s,p(RN )

≤ C1

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u0(x)− u0(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy + C2||u0||

p
W s,p(RN )

≤ C1M + C2||u0||
p
W s,p(RN )

. (4.6)

4.3. Convergence to a limit function

In the sequel, we will consider such h = h(k) ∈ (0, 1] such that hk =
T

k
with k ∈ N. We define the

map

u(k)(·, t) := ui for t ∈ ((i− 1)hk, ihk) with i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}

where ui = u0 for i = 0.
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From (4.5) and (4.6), we get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ˆ

Ω

φ(u(k)(t)) dx + sup
t∈[0,T ]

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy (4.7)

≤ C1M + 2

ˆ

Ω
φ(u0) dx+ C2||u0||

p
W s,p(RN )

. (4.8)

The estimate in (4.7) guarantees boundedness in the space L∞(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω)). Therefore, there exists a

subsequence of (u(k)) and a limit function u ∈ L∞(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω)) such that as k → ∞ for the not-relabelled

sequence, we have

u(k) ⇀ u in L∞(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω))− weak − ∗. (4.9)

By (4.7), (4.4) and (4.9), the hypothesis of Proposition 3.1 are satisfied. As a result, for a further

not-relabelled subsequence, we have

√

φ(u(k)) →
√

φ(u) in L1(ΩT )− strong (4.10)

u(k) → u a.e in R
N × (0, T ). (4.11)

Now, observe that by (4.4)

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

|∆hk

√

φ(u(k))|2 dx dt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣

1

hk

(√

φ(u(k)(t+ hk))−
√

φ(u(k)(t))

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx dt

=

ˆ

Ω

hk

k∑

i=1

∣
∣
∣
∣

1

hk

(√

φ(ui)−
√

φ(ui−1)
)
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

=
1

hk

ˆ

Ω

k∑

i=1

∣
∣
∣

√

φ(ui)−
√

φ(ui−1)
∣
∣
∣

2
dx ≤ C.

Therefore, for a further, not-relabelled subsequence, there exists w ∈ L2(ΩT ) such that

∆hk

√

φ(u(k))⇀ w in L2(ΩT )− weak. (4.12)

Now we calculate for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (ΩT )

¨

ΩT

√

φ(u)∂tϕdx dt = lim
k→∞

¨

ΩT

√

φ(u(k))∆−hkϕdx dt

= − lim
k→∞

¨

ΩT

∆hk

√

φ(u(k))ϕdx dt
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= −

¨

ΩT

wϕdx dt,

where in the first equality we used pointwise a.e. convergence of

√

φ(u(k)) and strong convergence of

∆−hkϕ, in the second inequality, we used discrete integration by parts and in the last equality, we used

(4.12).

The above calculation implies that w = ∂t
√

φ(u). Therefore, ∂t
√

φ(u) ∈ L2(ΩT ). As a result,

∂tφ(u) = 2
√

φ(u)∂t
√

φ(u) ∈ L1(ΩT ). This implies that φ(u) ∈ C0([0, T ];L1(Ω)), which, by Lemma 2.11

implies that u ∈ C0([0, T ];Lφ(Ω)).

4.4. A variational inequality for approximate minimizers

Let us observe that the map u(k) minimizes the integral functional defined by

F (k)[v] :=

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt+

1

hk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(k)(t− hk), v(t)] dx dt (4.13)

in the class of non-negative functions v ∈ Lφ(ΩT ) ∩ L
p(0, T ;W s,p

u0 (RN )).

Justification. We have the following chain of inequalities

F (k)[u(k)] :=

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x, t) − u(k)(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt+

1

hk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(k)(t− hk), u
(k)(t)] dx dt

=

k∑

i=1

˚

(RN×RN )×((i−1)hk ,ihk)

H(x, y, ui(x)− ui−1(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt+

k∑

i=1

1

hk

¨

Ω×((i−1)hk ,ihk)

b[ui−1, ui] dx dt

=

k∑

i=1

ˆ ihk

(i−1)hk

Fi[ui] dt ≤

k∑

i=1

ˆ ihk

(i−1)hk

Fi[v] dt = F (k)[v],

where the minimizing property of ui on each time interval is used (Proposition 4.1).

Now, for a fixed comparision function v ∈ Lφ(ΩT )∩L
p(0, T ;W s,p

u0 (Ω)), observe that for any s ∈ (0, 1),

the convex combination ws := u(k) + s(v − u(k)) is also admissible. Therefore, by minimality of u(k), we

have

F (k)[u(k)] ≤ F (k)[ws] ≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

(1− s)
H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

s
H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+
1

hk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(k)(t− hk), ws] dx dt.
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This implies
ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+
1

shk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(k)(t− hk), ws] dx dt−
1

shk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(k)(t− hk), u
(k)] dx dt

=

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy +

1

hk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

1

s

(

φ(ws)− φ(u(k))
)

−
1

hk

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

b(u(k)(t− hk))(v − u(k)) dx dt.

The function s 7→
1

s

(

φ(ws)− φ(u(k))
)

is monotone and converges a.e. to b(u(k))(v − u(k)). Hence,

passing to the limit as s→ 0 by dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x) − v(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

∆−hkb(u
(k))(v − u(k)) dx dt. (4.14)

The preceding inequality (4.14) can be localized to the time interval (0, τ) by choosing the comparision

function v = χ(0,τ)v + χ(τ,T )u
(k). This gives us

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

∆−hkb(u
(k))(v − u(k)) dx dt. (4.15)

4.5. Passage to limit in variational inequality

To the inequality (4.15), we apply the discrete integration by parts lemma as in Lemma 2.13 to get
ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω

∆hkv (b(v) − b(u(k))) dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

A

−Bτ (hk) +B0(hk) + δ1(hk) + δ2(hk) (4.16)

for every τ ∈ (0, T ].

The latter four terms are

Bτ (hk) :=
1

hk

¨

Ω×(τ−hk,τ)

b[u(k)(t), v(t+ hk)] dx dt,

B0(hk) :=
1

hk

¨

Ω×(−hk,0)

b[u(k), v] dx dt,
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δ1(hk) :=
1

hk

¨

Ωτ

b[v(t), v(t + hk)] dx dt,

δ2(hk) :=

¨

Ω×(−hk,0)

∆hkv
(

b(v(t+ hk))− b(u(k))
)

dx dt.

By Lemma 2.13, if ∂tv ∈ Lφ(ΩT ), then

lim
k→∞

δ1(hk) = 0, and (4.17)

lim
k→∞

δ2(hk) = lim
k→∞

¨

Ω×(−hk,0)

∆hkv (b(v(t+ hk))− b(u0)) dx dt = 0. (4.18)

The comparision map v in (4.16) is chosen to satisfy v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω)) with ∂tv ∈ Lφ(ΩT ) and

v(0) ∈ Lφ(Ω). Moreover, we extend v to negative times t < 0 by v(t) = v(0).

Let us look at the term A. Notice that ∆hkv → ∂tv in Lφ(ΩT )-strong. This can be proved in two steps.

The mollification of v is strongly convergent by [1, Theorem 8.21] and the difference quotients converge

strongly to derivative for smooth functions.

On the other hand, b(u(k)) is bounded uniformly in Lφ
∗
(ΩT ) by Lemma 2.7 and (4.7). The space

Lφ
∗
(ΩT ) is reflexive due to the doubling property of φ∗ ([1, Theorem 8.20]). Therefore, for a subsequence

b(u(k)) converges weakly to some limit in Lφ
∗
(ΩT ). However, due to (4.10), the limit can be readily

identified as b(u) by continuity of b.

As a result, we can pass to the limit:

lim
k→∞

¨

Ωτ

∆hkv (b(v) − b(u(k))) dx dt =

¨

Ωτ

∂tv (b(v)− b(u)) dx dt. (4.19)

Now, let us look at B0(hk). Since u(k) and v are constant over the interval (−hk, 0), we have

B0(hk) =

ˆ

Ω
b[u0, v(0)] dx. (4.20)

Except for the expression Bτ (hk), it is possible to pass to the limit as k → ∞ in all the expressions in

(4.16). To handle Bτ (hk), we integrate over τ ∈ (t0, t0 + δ) for t0 ∈ [0, T − δ] and δ ∈ (0, T ) and divide by

δ. As a consequence, (4.16) becomes

ˆ t0

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(k)(x)− u(k)(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ t0+δ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x) − v(y))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

 t0+δ

t0

¨

Ωτ

∆hkv (b(v)− b(u(k))) dx dt −
1

δ

¨

Ω×(t0,t0+δ−hk)

b[u(k)(t), v(t+ hk)] dx dt

+

ˆ

Ω
b[u0, v(0)] dx + δ1(hk) + δ2(hk) (4.21)

Now, u(k) → u pointwise a.e. by (4.10) and since v ∈ C0([0, T ];L1(Ω)), we have v(t+ hk) → v(t) a.e.
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in ΩT as k → ∞. By non-negativity of b, we can apply Fatou’s lemma to conclude

1

δ

ˆ t0+δ

t0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(t), v(t)] dx dt ≤ lim inf
k→∞

1

δ

¨

Ω×(t0,t0+δ−hk)

b[u(k)(t), v(t + hk)] dx dt. (4.22)

Using weak lower semicontinuity of the integral

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
or by Fatou’s

lemma and the convergences (4.10), (4.22), (4.17), (4.19), we get

ˆ t0

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ t0+δ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

 t0+δ

t0

¨

Ωτ

∂tv (b(v)− b(u)) dx dt −
1

δ

ˆ t0+δ

t0

ˆ

Ω

b[u(t), v(t)] dx dt

+

ˆ

Ω
b[u0, v(0)] dx. (4.23)

It remains to pass to the limit in δ → 0. The first and the second term on the right hand side depends

continuously on δ due to absolute continuity on integration in time. For the third term, we have

0 ≤ b[u(t), v(t)]
(1.10)

≤ φ(v(t)) + φ∗(b(u(t)))
Lemma 2.7

≤ φ(v(t)) +
m

m+ 1
u(t)b(u(t))

Lemma 2.7
≤ φ(v(t)) +mφ(u(t)). (4.24)

Since u, v ∈ C0([0, T ];Lφ(Ω)), the right hand side of (4.24) is continuous in time. Therefore, by an

application of dominated convergence theorem ([34, Theorem 1.20]), the function

[0, T ] ∋ t 7→

ˆ

Ω

b[u(t), v(t)] dx

is continuous.

Hence, now, we can pass to the limit as δ → 0 in (4.23) to get
ˆ t0

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy ≤

ˆ t0

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy

+

¨

Ωτ

∂tv (b(v) − b(u)) dx dt −

ˆ

Ω

b[u(t0), v(t0)] dx dt+

ˆ

Ω
b[u0, v(0)] dx,

for all v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω)) with ∂tv ∈ Lφ(ΩT ) and v(0) ∈ Lφ(Ω). This completes the proof of

Theorem 1.4.
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5. Variational inequality for weak solutions

In this section, we compare the notion of weak solutions to that of variational solutions. We will first

show that if the function ξ 7→ H(x, y, ξ) is C1 and satisfies a comparable growth condition from above

namely

H(x, y, ξ) ≤ C

(
|ξ|

|x− y|s

)p

and |DξH(x, y, ξ)| ≤ C
|ξ|p−1

|x− y|sp
(5.1)

then a variational solution is a weak solution in the sense given in the following theorem, which is analogous

to [9, Theorem 6.1].

Theorem 5.1. Let Ω be an open bounded subset of RN . Suppose that H satisfies the assumptions (1.2)

(1.3) and (5.1) and let the time-independent Cauchy-Dirichlet data u0 : R
N → [0,∞) satisfy (1.14). Then

the solution

u ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(RN )) ∩ C0(0, T ;Lφ(Ω)), such that u− g ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω))

as in Theorem 1.4 satisfies the following variational inequality for all τ ∈ [0, T ]:
ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))((v − u)(x, t)− (v − u)(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt+

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v) − b(u)) dx dt ≥ B[u(τ), v(τ)] −B[u0, v(0)], (5.2)

for all v : (0, T ) × R
N → [0,∞) such that v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(RN )) and ∂tv ∈ Lφ(0, T ; Ω) such that

v − u0 ∈ L
p(0, T ;W s,p

0 (Ω)) and v(0) ∈ Lφ(Ω).

Proof. For a comparison function v as stated in the theorem, let us test inequality (1.15) with the com-

parison maps

wh = [u]h + s(v − [u]h),

where s ∈ (0, 1), h > 0 and [u]h denotes the time mollification with initial values v0 = u0. This implies

that

B[u(τ), wh(τ)] +

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))−H(x, y, wh(x, t)− wh(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

≤ B[u0, wh(0)] +

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂twh(b(wh)− b(u)) dx dt (5.3)

Let us re-write the integral involving the time derivative in the following form:
ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂twh(b(wh)− b(u)) dx dt =

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω

[
∂twhb(wh)− (1− s)∂t[u]hb(u)− s∂tvb(u)

]
dx dt

=

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω

[
∂t(φ(wh))− (1 − s)∂tφ([u]h)− s∂tvb(u)

]
dx dt
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+ (1− s)

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂t[u]h

(
b([u]h)− b(u)

)
dx dt.

By the monotonicity of b and the identity in Proposition A.1, the last integral is non-positive. Moreover,

let us use the identity

s

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v)) dx dt = s

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂t(φ(v)) dx dt

= s

ˆ

Ω×τ
φ(v) dx − s

ˆ

Ω×0
φ(v) dx

and corresponding identities for wh and [u]h, to get the following estimates:
ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂twh(b(wh)− b(u)) dx dt ≤ s

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v) − b(u)) dx dt

+

ˆ

Ω×{τ}

[

φ(wh)− (1− s)φ([u]h)− sφ(v)
]

dx

−

ˆ

Ω×{0}

[

φ(wh)− (1− s)φ([u]h)− sφ(v)
]

dx

Since u ∈ C0([0, T ];Lφ(Ω)) by construction of u and Lφ(Ω) ⊂ L1(Ω), we can apply Lemma A.2 (iv). This

implies that

[u]h −→ u a.e. Ω× {τ},

[u]h −→ u a.e. Ω× {0}.

Therefore, using convexity of φ along with Jensen’s inequality and Lemma A.2 (iv), we can invoke the

dominated convergence theorem to get the following estimates:

lim sup
h↓0

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂twh(b(wh)− b(u)) dx dt ≤ s

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v) − b(u)) dx dt

+

ˆ

Ω×{τ}

[

φ(u+ s(v − u))− φ(u) + s(φ(u)− φ(v))
]

dx

−

ˆ

Ω×{0}

[

φ(u+ s(v − u))− φ(u) + s(φ(u)− φ(v))
]

dx. (5.4)

Using the same argument, we can show that

lim
h↓0

[

B[u0, wh(0)] −B[u(τ), wh(τ)]
]

=

ˆ

Ω×{0}
b
[
u, u+ s(v − u)

]
dx−

ˆ

Ω×{τ}
b
[
u, u+ s(v − u)

]
dx. (5.5)

For the term involving the nonlocal operator, we have pointwise a.e. convergence for wh using Lemma A.2

(i). Then, by the p-growth condition (5.1) which allows us to use dominated convergence theorem, we get

the following estimates:

lim
h↓0

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, wh(x, t)− wh(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

−→

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, [u+ s(v − u)](x, t)− [u+ s(v − u)](y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt. (5.6)
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Taking limit h −→ 0 in (5.3) by way of (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6), we obtain
ˆ

Ω×{τ}
b
[
u, u+ s(v − u)

]
dx

+

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t)) −H(x, y, [u+ s(v − u)](x, t) − [u+ s(v − u)](y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

≤

ˆ

Ω×{0}
b
[
u, u+ s(v − u)

]
dx+

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v) − b(u)) dx dt

+

ˆ

Ω×{τ}

[

φ(u+ s(v − u))− φ(u) + s(φ(u)− φ(v))
]

dx

−

ˆ

Ω×{0}

[

φ(u+ s(v − u))− φ(u) + s(φ(u)− φ(v))
]

dx.

We divide the inequality by s ∈ (0, 1) and using the definition of b, we have

0 ≤
1

s

ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, [u + s(v − u)](x, t) − [u+ s(v − u)](y, t)) −H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

+

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v) − b(u)) dx dt +B[u0, v(0)] −B[u(τ), v(τ)].

Making use of the growth assumptions on the derivatives of the H and dominated convergence theorem,

we can pass to the limit s −→ 0 in the first integral. Finally, we get the following estimates:
ˆ τ

0

¨

RN×RN

DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))((v − u)(x, t)− (v − u)(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt+

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

Ω
∂tv(b(v) − b(u)) dx dt ≥ B[u(τ), v(τ)] −B[u0, v(0)],

for all v : (0, T ) × R
N → [0,∞) such that v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(RN )) and ∂tv ∈ Lφ(0, T ; Ω) such that

v − u0 ∈ L
p(0, T ;W s,p

0 (Ω)) and v(0) ∈ Lφ(Ω).

6. Variational solutions are distributional solutions

In this section, we want to check whether the variational solutions are also distributional solutions.

We will show that this is the case when the nonlinearity b satisfies

l ≤
ub′(u)

b(u)
≤ m, for given constants m ≥ l ≥ 1, (6.1)

and for functions H satisfying, additionally,

H ≥ 0 and H(x, y, 0) = 0 a.e. x, y ∈ R
N × R

N (6.2)

We make a few comments about these assumptions.

The non-negativity of solutions can also be seen as solving an obstacle problem with 0 function as an

obstacle. The assumption (6.2) corresponds to the 0 function being a minimum of the nonlocal functional

with zero boundary values.
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The assumption l ≥ 1 is required so that ∂tb(u) does not become singular, that is, it is zero whenever

u is zero. The assumption l ≥ 1 also guarantees Lipschitz continuity of b which matches the assumption

in the existence result of Alt & Luckhaus [3, Theorem 2.3]. However, we can relax their assumption of

p-growth from above. The following theorem is analogous to [9, Theorem 7.1].

Theorem 6.1. Assume that the function H satisfies (1.2), (1.3) and (6.2) and ξ → H(x, y, ξ) is C1.

For the function b, assume that (6.1) holds and the initial and boundary data satisfies (1.14). Let u ∈

C0([0, T ];Lφ(Ω)) ∩ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
u0 (Ω)) be as obtained in Theorem 1.4. If for every ψ ∈ C∞

0 (ΩT ) there is a

function F ∈ L
p

p−1 (RN × R
N × (0, T )), which may depend on u and ψ, so that

|DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t)− ψ(y, t)))|

|x− y|
N−N

p
−s

≤ F (6.3)

holds almost everywhere for every 0 < s < 1, then u is a solution in the sense of distributions, that is
¨

ΩT

−b(u)∂tψ dx dt+

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt = 0 (6.4)

Remark 6.2. In particular, the assumption (6.3) is satisfied when H satisfies the p-growth condition as

in (5.1).

Proof. Notice that for every s ∈ (0, 1) and every testing function ψ ∈ C∞
0 (ΩT ), assumption (6.3) implies

that

|H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t)− ψ(y, t))|

|x− y|N
≤

|H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t)|

|x− y|N

+ s

ˆ 1

0

|DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + sσ(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t)))|ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t)|

|x− y|N
dσ

≤
|H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t)|

|x− y|N
+

(

|ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t)|

|x− y|
N
p
+s

)

F (x, y, t) (6.5)

holds a.e. (x, y, t) ∈ R
N × R

N × (0, T ). We know that
H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
∈ L1(RN × R

N × (0, T )),

therefore by (6.5), (6.3) and Hölder’s inequality, we get
ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

|H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t))|

|x− y|N
dx dy dt <∞ (6.6)

for all ψ ∈ C∞
0 (RN × R

N × (0, T )) and uniformly in s ∈ (0, 1).

We would like to use v = u+sψ as a comparision function in the variational inequality, however it does

not have the requisite time regularity. For this purpose, we consider vh := [u]h + s[ψ]h where the initial

value for computing [u]h is taken to be u0, while for [ψ]h, we choose ψ(0) = 0. Moreover, we must choose

(vh)+ as the comparison function in the variational inequality (1.15) since vh might become negative. As

usual, ∂t(vh)+ = (∂tvh)+. Also recall that (vh)+(0) = vh(0) = u0. Therefore, there is no boundary term
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at t = 0 in the variational inequality. Thus, we get

B[u(T ), (vh)+(T )] +

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, (vh)+(x, t)− (vh)+(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
∂t(vh)+(b((vh)+)− b(u)) dx dt

≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, vh(x, t)− vh(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

+

¨

ΩT∩{vh≥0}

∂tvh(b(vh)− b(u)) dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

II

, (6.7)

where the last inequality follows since the function ξ 7→ H(x, y, ξ) attains its minimum at ξ = 0 by (6.2).

By Theorem A.3, we have

H(x, y, vh(x, t)− vh(y, t))

|x− y|N
≤

[
H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y.t)))

|x− y|N

]

h

, (6.8)

where the initial value for computing the mollification is taken to be
H(x, y, u0(x)− u0(y))

|x− y|N
. We know

from (6.6) that
H(x, y, (u + sψ)(x, t)− (u+ sψ)(y, t))

|x− y|N
∈ L1(RN × R

N × (0, T )). Hence from Lemma A.2

(i), we receive

lim sup
h↓0

I ≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t)− ψ(y, t)))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt. (6.9)

We turn to the second term II. This part is handled exactly as in [9]. By the definition of vh, the

term II can be expanded to the following three terms:

II = −s

¨

ΩT∩{vh≥0}

∂t[ψ]hb(u) dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

II1

−

¨

ΩT∩{vh≥0}

∂t[u]hb(u) dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

II2

+

¨

ΩT

∂t(vh)+b((vh)+) dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

II3

. (6.10)

For the integrand in II2, we have the following chain of estimates

−∂t[u]hb(u)
Proposition A.1

=
1

h
([u]h − u)φ′(u) ≤

1

h
(φ([u]h)− φ(u))

≤
1

h
([φ(u)]h − φ(u))

Proposition A.1
= −∂t[φ(u)]h (6.11)

where the final inequality is a consequence of convexity of φ. The mollification of φ(u) is defined in the

usual way with initial condition φ(u0).
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As a result, we receive

II2 ≤ −

¨

ΩT∩{vh≥0}

∂t[φ(u)]h dx dt

= −

¨

ΩT

∂t[φ(u)]h dx dt+

¨

ΩT∩{vh≤0}

∂t[φ(u)]h dx dt

=

ˆ

Ω
φ(u0) dx−

ˆ

Ω
[φ(u)]h(T ) dx+

¨

ΩT∩{vh≤0}

∂t[φ(u)]h dx dt (6.12)

For the integral II3 we write

II3
φ′=b
=

¨

ΩT

∂t[φ((vh)+)] dx dt =

ˆ

Ω

φ(([u]h + s[φ]h)+)(T ) dx−

ˆ

Ω

φ(u0) dx (6.13)

Substituting (6.12) and (6.13) in (6.10), we receive

II ≤ −s

¨

ΩT

∂t[ψ]hb(u) dx dt+

¨

ΩT∩{vh≤0}

[s∂t[ψ]hb(u) + ∂t[φ(u)]h] dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

III

+

ˆ

Ω

[φ(([u]h + s[ψ]h)+)(T )− [φ(u)]h](T ) dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

IV

. (6.14)

By Theorem 1.4, we have ∂tφ(u) = 2
√

φ(u)∂t
√

φ(u) ∈ L1(ΩT ) therefore by Lemma A.2 (vi), we

conclude that ∂t[φ(u)]h → ∂tφ(u) in L1(ΩT ) as h ↓ 0.

We also have ∂t[ψ]h → ∂tψ uniformly on ΩT and lim sup
h↓0

χ{vh≤0} ≤ χ{u+sψ≤0} almost everywhere in

ΩT .

Hence, we have

lim sup
h↓0

III ≤

¨

ΩT∩{u+sψ≤0}

[s|∂tψ||b(u)| + |∂tφ(u)|] dx dt (6.15)

By Lemma A.2 (iv), we also have that [u]h(T ) → u(T ) and [ψ]h(T ) → 0 pointwise a.e. on Ω. Then

by convexity of φ (which leads to φ(vh) ≤ [φ(u + sψ)]h), Lemma A.2 (i) and a version of dominated

convergence theorem, we find that the integral IV vanishes in the limit h ↓ 0. With this knowledge and

(6.15), we obtain

lim sup
h↓0

II ≤ −s

¨

ΩT

∂tψ b(u) dx dt +

¨

ΩT∩{u+sψ≤0}

[s|∂tψ||b(u)| + |∂tφ(u)|] dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

V

(6.16)

For the term V in (6.16), the function u satisfies u ≤ s ‖ψ‖L∞ . Therefore, using monotonicity of φ

and the property (4) in Lemma 2.6, we get

|∂tφ(u)| ≤ 2
√

φ(u)|∂t
√

φ(u)| ≤
√

φ(ψ) s
l+1
2 |∂t

√

φ(u)| (6.17)
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for any s ∈ (0, 1).

Substituting (6.17) in (6.16), we conclude

lim sup
h↓0

II ≤ −s

¨

ΩT

∂tψ b(u) dx dt+ cs

¨

ΩT∩{u+sψ≤0}

[|b(u)|+ |∂tφ(u)|] dx dt, (6.18)

where we use the fact that l ≥ 1, s ∈ (0, 1) and the constant c depends on ψ.

Now, on dividing inequality (6.7) by s and substituting (6.9) and (6.18) in order to pass to the limit

h ↓ 0 while using the non-negativity of the boundary term, we receive
¨

ΩT

∂tψb(u) dx dt ≤
1

s

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, (u + sψ)(x, t)− (u+ sψ)(y, t))−H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

+c

¨

ΩT∩{u+sψ≤0}

[|b(u)| + |∂tφ(u)|] dx dt (6.19)

By mean value theorem we write the first integral on the right-hand side of (6.19) as

1

s

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, (u + sψ)(x, t)− (u+ sψ)(y, t)) −H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

=

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

ˆ 1

0

DξH(x, y, (u+ sσψ)(x, t) − (u+ sσψ)(y, t)) · (ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t))

|x− y|N
dσ dx dy dt (6.20)

On account of (6.3) and Hölder’s inequality, the integrand in the above integral satisfies

DξH(x, y, (u+ sσψ)(x, t) − (u+ sσψ)(y, t)) · (ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t))

|x− y|N

≤

(

|ψ(x, t)− ψ(y, t)|

|x− y|
N
p
+s

)

F ∈ L1(RN × R
N × (0, T )), (6.21)

independently of s ∈ (0, 1). On passing to the limit as s ↓ 0 on the right-hand side of (6.20), we obtain

lim
s↓0

1

s

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H(x, y, (u+ sψ)(x, t) − (u+ sψ)(y, t)) −H(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

=

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

ˆ 1

0

DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t)) · (ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t))

|x− y|N
dσ dx dy dt (6.22)

We also have

lim
s↓0

¨

ΩT∩{u+sψ≤0}

[|b(u)| + |∂tφ(u)|] dx dt =

¨

ΩT∩{u=0}

[|b(u)| + |∂tφ(u)|] dx dt = 0 (6.23)

since b(0) = 0 = φ(0) and ∂t
√

φ(u) = 0 almost everywhere where
√

φ(u) = 0.

Substituting (6.22) and (6.23) in (6.19), we receive
¨

ΩT

∂tψ b(u) dx dt ≤

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|N
.(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t)) dx dy dt.

We obtain equality above by replacing ψ with −ψ which is what we set out to prove.
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Remark 6.3. The assumption (6.3) can be substituted with either of the following two conditions. It is

not clear which among the three conditions is best. However, (6.3) subsumes (5.1).

(H1). For every ψ ∈ C∞
0 (ΩT ) there is a function F ∈ L1(RN ×R

N × (0, T )), which may depend on u and

ψ, so that

|DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t)))|

|x− y|N
≤ F

holds almost everywhere for every 0 < s < 1.

(H2). For every ψ ∈ C∞
0 (ΩT ) there is a function F ∈ L1(RN ×R

N × (0, T )), which may depend on u and

ψ, so that

|DξH(x, y, u(x, t) − u(y, t) + s(ψ(x, t) − ψ(y, t)))|

|x− y|N−1
≤ F

holds almost everywhere for every 0 < s < 1

Appendix A. Mollification in Time

In the definition of variational solutions, the test functions or comparison functions have additional

time regularity compared to the solutions, therefore the variational solutions themselves cannot be used

as comparison functions. To fix this, we need a smoothening in time. Let Ω be an open subset of RN . For

T > 0, v ∈ L1(ΩT ), v0 ∈ L1(Ω) and h ∈ (0, T ], we define

[v]h(·, t) = e−
t
h v0 +

1

h

ˆ t

0
e

s−t
h v(·, s) ds, (A.1)

for t ∈ [0, T ]. The basic properties of time mollification were proved earlier in [40, 6]. We state them

below for easy reference and prove the ones that are new.

Proposition A.1. ([6, Lemma B.1]) Let X be a Banach space and assume that v0 ∈ X, and moreover

v ∈ Lr(0, T ;X) for some 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞. Then, the mollification in time defined by (A.1) belongs to

Lr(0, T ;X) and

||[v]h||Lr(0,T ;X) ≤ ||v||Lr(0,t0;X) +

(
h

r

(

1− e−
t0r
h

))
1
r

||v0||X , (A.2)

for any t0 ∈ (0, T ). Moreover, we have

∂t[v]h ∈ Lr(0, T ;X) and ∂t[v]h = −
1

h
([v]h − v). (A.3)

Lemma A.2. ([7, Lemma 2.2]) Let Ω be an open subset of RN . Suppose that v ∈ L1(ΩT ) and v0 ∈ L1(Ω).

Then, the mollification in time as defined in (A.1) satisfies the following properties:
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(i) Assume that v ∈ Lp(ΩT ) and v0 ∈ Lp(Ω) for some p ≥ 1. Then, it holds true that [v]h ∈ Lp(ΩT )

and the following quantitative bound holds.

||[v]h||Lp(ΩT ) ≤ ||v||Lp(ΩT ) + h1/p||v0||Lp(Ω). (A.4)

Moreover, [v]h → v in Lp(ΩT ) and pointwise a.e. in ΩT as h→ 0.

(ii) Assume that v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(Ω)) and v0 ∈ W s,p(Ω) for some p > 1 and s ∈ (0, 1]. Then, it holds

true that [v]h ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p(Ω)) and the following quantitative bound holds.

||[v]h||Lp(0,T ;W s,p(Ω)) ≤ ||v||Lp(0,T ;W s,p(Ω)) + h1/p||v0||W s,p(Ω). (A.5)

Moreover, [v]h → v in Lp(0, T ;W s,p(Ω)) as h→ 0.

(iii) Suppose that v ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω)) and v0 ∈ W s,p

0 (Ω) for some p > 1 and s ∈ (0, 1]. Then, it holds

true that [v]h ∈ Lp(0, T ;W s,p
0 (Ω)).

(iv) Suppose that v ∈ C0([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and v0 ∈ L2(Ω). Then, it holds true that [v]h ∈ C0([0, T ];L2(Ω)),

[v]h(·, 0) = v0. Moreover, [v]h → v in C0([0, T ];L2(Ω)) as h → 0 and pointwise a.e. in Ω for every

t ∈ [0, T ].

(v) Suppose that v ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)) and v0 ∈ L2(Ω). Then, it holds true that [v]h ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

Moreover, [v]h = −
1

h
([v]h − v).

(vi) Let r ≥ 1. Suppose that ∂tv ∈ Lr(ΩT ) then ∂t[v]h → ∂tv in Lr(ΩT ) as h→ 0.

Proof. The proofs of statements (i), (iv), (v) and (vi) are the same as in [6, Lemma B.2] and [9, Lemma

6.2]. The proofs for (ii) and (iii) are given in the appendix of [56].

We also note the following theorem.

Theorem A.3. Let T > 0, and assume that v ∈ L1(0, T ;W s,1(RN )) with

H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
∈ L1(0, T ;L1(RN × R

N)),

and v0 ∈W s,1(RN ), with

H (x, y, v0(x)− v0(y))

|x− y|N
∈ L1(RN ×R

N ).

Then, we have

H(x, y, [v]h(x, t)− [v]h(y, t))

|x− y|N
≤

[
H(x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N

]

h

, (A.6)

so that

H (x, y, [v]h(x, t)− [v]h(y, t))

|x− y|N
∈ L1(0, T ;L1(RN × R

N)).
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Moreover,

lim
h→0

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H (x, y, [v]h(x, t)− [v]h(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt =

ˆ T

0

¨

RN×RN

H (x, y, v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|N
dx dy dt

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [7, Lemma 2.3]. The only difference is we use convexity of

ξ → H(x, y, ξ) and use convergence in L1(0, T ;L1(RN × R
N )).
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