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LP ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY OF 1D DAMPED WAVE
EQUATION WITH NONLINEAR DISTRIBUTED DAMPING

Y. CHITOUR, M. KAFNEMER, P. MARTINEZ, AND B. MEBKHOUT

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the one-dimensional wave equation with lo-
calized nonlinear damping and Dirichlet boundary conditions, in the LP frame-
work, with p € [1,00).

We start by addressing the well-posedness problem. We prove the existence
and the uniqueness of weak and strong solutions for p € [1, 00), under suitable
assumptions on the damping function.

Then we study the asymptotic behaviour of the associated energy when
p € (1,00), and we provide decay estimates that appear to be almost optimal
as compared to a similar problem with boundary damping.

Our study is motivated by earlier works, in particular, [11, 7]. Our proofs
combine arguments from [16] (wave equation in the LP framework with a linear
damping) with a technique of weighted energy estimates ([22]) and new integral
inequalities when p > 2, and with convex analysis tools when p € (1, 2).

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the one-dimensional wave equation with nonlinear
and localized damping, in a functional framework relying on LP spaces, with p €
[1,400). The problem is the following:

ztt — Zox +a(x)g(ze) =0 for (t,z) € Ry x (0,1),
(1.1) 2(t,0) =0=z(t,1) for t € Ry,
2(0,2) = zo(x), (0, ) = z1(x) for x € (0,1),

where the initial data (zg, z1) belong to an LP functional space (defined later), with
p € [1,00). The function a is a continuous nonnegative function on [0, 1], bounded
from below by a positive constant on some non-empty open interval w of (0, 1),
which represents the region of the domain where the damping term is active. The
nonlinearity g : R — R is a C' nondecreasing function such that g(0) = 0 and

(1.2) Ve eR, zg(z)>0,

the classical condition ensuring that the usual energy is nonincreasing in the L2
framework.

For many years, the asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of (1.1) has been
investigated in the classical functional space HJ(0,1) x L2?(0,1). Our paper is
devoted to the case of the following functional spaces

(1.3) X, := W, *(0,1) x L?(0,1),
(1.4) v, = (W22(0,1) N WS P(0,1)) x WoP (0, 1),
both equipped with their natural norm, and with p € [1, +00).
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To the best of our knowledge, very few is known about the global asymptotic sta-
bility of (1.1) in those functional spaces. This is partly due to the fact that for linear
wave equations on R™, n > 2, the “semigroup” associated with the d’Alembertian
operator [z (equal to z;; — Az) is not, in general, a well-defined bounded opera-
tor for an L? space framework when p # 2, see Peral [25]. However Haraux [11]
succeeded to study the problem in the one dimensional case, and this is one of the
motivations of our work.

Let us give our main results, and then we will compare them to the already
existing results on this subject.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Assumptions.
We will work under the following assumptions:
(H1) a:[0,1] - Ry is continuous, and satisfies

(2.1) Jag>0, a>ap on w=(bc)C]l0,1].
(Hz) g : R — R is a C'! nondecreasing function such that g(0) = 0, and
(2.2) Ve #0, zg(z) >0.

(Note that hypothesis (Hz) implies that ¢’(0) > 0.)
(H3) g : R — R is a globally Lipschitz function, (2.2) holds true and there exists
an increasing and odd function go : [-1,1] = R and 0 < o < § such that

{Vs e[=1,1], lgo(s)| < lg(s)| < Bls],

2.3
23) Vsl 21, als| < lg(s)| < Bls]

2.2. Well posedness: Weak/strong solutions of Problem (1.1).

2.2.a. Functional framework.
Given p € [1,+00), the space X, (defined in (1.3)) is equipped with the norm

1 [t v
(2.4) ||(u,v>||xp:—<]; / |u'|p+|v|Pda:> .
0

which is equivalent to the natural norm ||u'||L» + ||v]|Le-
Given p € [1,+00), the space Y, (defined in (1.4)) is equipped with the norm

1
1! v
(25) oy, i = (5 [ el as)”
P Jo
which is equivalent to the natural norm ||u”| > + ||v||Le-

2.2.b. Weak/Strong solutions of (1.1).
We consider the following definitions:

Definition 2.1. (Weak solutions of Problem (1.1))
Given p € [1,400), and (20, 21) € X, the function
ze LRy, WyP(0,1)) NWH=(R,, LP(0,1))

is said to be a weak solution of Problem (1.1) if it satisfies the problem in the dual
sense (meaning that the equalities are taken in the weak topology of X, ).

Definition 2.2. (Strong solutions of Problem (1.1))
Given p € [1,400), and (20,21) € Yy, the function
ze LRy, W?P(0,1) N W, *(0,1)) N WH2(R,, Wy P(0,1))

is said to be a strong solution of Problem (1.1) if it satisfies the problem in the
classical sense.
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Then we prove the following results, that complete the studies in [11, 7] in the
L framework:

Theorem 2.1. Weak solutions for p € [2,+00).

Assume that Hypotheses (H1) and (Hz) are satisfied, and take 2 < p < co. Then
for every initial conditions (z9,21) € X,, there exists a unique weak solution z of
Problem (1.1), satisfying additionnally

(2.6) 2 € L®(Ry, LP(0,1)).

Theorem 2.2. Strong solutions for p € [1,+00).

Assume that Hypotheses (H1) and (Hg2) are satisfied, and take 1 < p < oo.
Then for every (zo,21) € Y,, there exists a unique strong solution z of Problem
(1.1), satisfying additionnally

(2.7) 2 € LRy, W, P(0,1)).

Theorem 2.3. Weak solutions for p € [1,+00).

Assume that Hypotheses (H1) and (Hg) are satisfied, and take 1 < p < oo.
Then, for every initial conditions (zo,z1) € X, there exists a unique weak solution
z verifying (2.6).

Remark 2.1. The argument based on D’Alembert formula and fixed point theory
that is used in [7] cannot be used in the nonlinear case without imposing the extra
assumption that g is linearly bounded.

2.3. Stability results.
In the classical L? framework, the natural energy is defined by

1 1
&at)i= 5 [ 1l + | do,
0

and (1.2) implies that & is nonincreasing along solutions of (1.1). We will recall
in section 3 the main stability results in this context.
In the LP framework, the natural energy is defined by

1 1
(2.8) &0 = 1 200, = / zal? + |za]? d,

and is equivalent to the following one, which will reveal to be more useful:

1 1
(2.9) E,(t) := 2—?/ |22 + 2e|P + |22 — 2¢|P d.
0

It is well known ([11]) that E,, is nonincreasing along solutions of (1.1). The main
stability result of this paper is to estimate the decay of that energy for a large class
of damping functions g.

2.3.a. Stability results when p € (2, +00).
When p € (2, +00), we prove the following.

Theorem 2.4. Fizp € (2,+00). Assume that (2.1) and (2.3) hold. Then we have
the following:

(i) If ¢'(0) > 0, the energy E, decays exponentially to 0, i.e., there exists C > 0,
w > 0 such that, for every initial condition (29, z1) € X,p, we have
(2.10) Vt >0, E,(t) < CE,0)e “".

(i1) If ¢'(0) = 0, assume that there exists n > 0 such that the function

H(s) := gOT(S)
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is increasing on [0,m]. Then, for every initial condition (z0,21) € X, and § > 0,
there exists Cs(E,(0)) such that

-1 1.\p—9
(2.11) vzl B < C(E,0) (7)) -
Moreover, fit m > 1, and denote
2
. VD
H(zr)

Then there exists Cp, 5(E,(0)) such that

m.s (£, 2s(t
(2.12) VE> b, Ep(t) < CmsEpO) e 4 = Ll)

s(t)m =) H (=)

Two typical examples of application:

e Assume that there exists o > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that
(2.13) Vs €10,1], go(s) = as’.
The estimate (2.11) gives that

Cs(Ep(0))

(2.14) Vi>1, Eu(t) < =

)

and this can be improved using the estimate (2.12), which is not ideal
but gives almost optimal decay rates here: indeed, taking m large enough,
(2.12) gives that, for every § > 0, there exists C5(E,(0)) such that

Cs(Ey(0
(2.15) vix 1, Ey() < 2EO)
ta-1"
e Assume that there exists o > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
(2.16) Vs e [0,1], go(s) = ae™®/*".
Then (2.11) (and (2.12)) gives that, for every § > 0, there exists Cs(E,(0))
such that
Cs(E,(0
(2.17) vi>o, Ey() < 2E0)
(Int)a™

The estimates (2.15) and (2.17) are almost optimal in the following sense: con-
sider the wave equation with boundary damping, acting at the boundary point:

Ztt — Zgpx = 0 for (t,.I) S R+ X (0, 1),
t = fort € R
(2.18) z(t,0) =0 ort € Ry,
25(t, 1) + g(z(¢,1)) =0 for t € Ry,

2(0,2) = zo(x), (0, ) = z1(x) for z € (0,1).

Then, using [28] (see also [8]), there exist initial conditions (zg, z1) such that

e in the case (2.14), the solution z satisfies

E,(t) ~ % as t — +oo,

e in the case (2.16), the solution z satisfies

E,(t) ~ w as t — +oo.
(Int)«
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([28] gives lower bounds of energy for several classes of damping function g in the
L? framework, but the proofs are immediately adaptable to the LP framework.)
This is why we say that (2.15) and (2.17) are almost optimal. The optimal ones
would probably be the same ones with é = 0, but we were not able to obtain such
estimates.

The proof of Theorem 2.4 is based on the multiplier method with suitably chosen
multipliers from [16] (done in the linear case), on the method developed in [22]
(to study the nonlinear stabilization in the L? framework), and on new integral
inequalities. We refer the reader to Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8.

2.3.b. Stability results when p € (1,2).

When p € (1,2), we need to combine previous arguments with convex analysis
tools, in particular, the convex conjugate of some suitably chosen convex function
F (that will replace the function F(y) = |y|?), and the Fenchel’s inequality, see
section 6.4. We obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.5. Fiz p € (1,2). Assume that (2.1) and (2.3) hold. Then we have
the following:

(i) If g is linear, then there exists C,w > 0 such that, for every initial condition
(20,21) € Xp, we have

(2.19) Vt >0, E,(t) < CE,0)e “".
(i1) If ¢’'(0) > 0, the energy E, decays exponentially to 0, i.e., for every initial

condition (z9,21) € X,, there exists C® >0, w® > 0 depending on E,(0) such
that,

(2.20) VE>0, E,(t)<COE,0)e "
(i11) If ¢'(0) = 0, assume that there exists n > 0 such that the function

_ 90(s)

H(s):
is increasing on [0,m]. Then, for every initial condition (zo,z1) € Xp, there exists
C(Ep(0)) such that

(2:21) vi> 1, By < CEO) (5'(3)"

Moreover, we also have the following: then, given m > 1, we have

(2.22) VE> b, Ep(t) < where t=

and t,, s given in Theorem 2.4.

Two typical examples of application:

o if gg satisfies (2.13), then the estimate (2.22) (with m large enough) gives
that, for every § > 0, there exists Cs(E,(0)) such that (2.15) holds;
e if (2.16) holds, then (2.21) gives that there exists C'(E,(0)) such that

(2.23) Vt>2, E,(t) < C(Lﬂ;)).

(Int)



6 Y. CHITOUR, M. KAFNEMER, P. MARTINEZ, AND B. MEBKHOUT

2.4. Organization of the paper.
The paper is organized as follows:

e In Section 3, we compare our results with the already existing ones,

e In Section 4, we prove Theorems 2.1-2.3; starting by rewriting (1.1) using
the Riemann invariants.

e In section 5, we prove Theorem 2.4.

e In section 6, we prove Theorem 2.5.

3. COMPARISON WITH EARLIER RESULTS

3.1. The L? framework.

The nonlinear problem (1.1) has been already hugely studied in the Hilbertian
framework, i.e., with p = 2. The well-posedness is a classical result and is a conse-
quence of the theory of maximal monotone operators. Decay estimates have been
known for a long time, and we refer in particular to Nakao [24], Haraux [10], Lagnese
[19], Zuazua [29], Komornik [17] for estimates when the damping function has a
polynomial behaviour near 0, to Lasiecka and Tataru [20], Martinez [22], Alabau-
Boussouira [1, 2] under more general conditions on the damping function, and to
Vancostenoble and Martinez [28] for lower bound estimates, essentially proving the
optimality of the previous upper estimates. These upper estimates are mainly ob-
tained thanks to the multiplier method that allows one to obtain integral estimates
on the energy, and then to some integral inequalities of the Gronwall type, or com-
parison with ODE, for which the asymptotic behaviour of the solutions can be
more easily estimated. In particular, Alabau-Boussouira [1, 2] succeeded into prov-
ing optimal estimates under very few assumptions, and for a large class of problems,
combining cleverly convexity arguments with weighted integral inequalities.

3.2. The L? framework.

The non-Hilbertian framework has only been considered recently, even if, from an
applied point of view, the L™ setting is particularly interesting (and challenging).
The usual well-posedness Hilbertian techniques (maximal monotone operators for
instance) are not easy to handle in this framework.

The main results that exist and are relevant to our context come primarily from
Haraux [11], and were extended in several directions in Chitour, Marx and Prieur
[7], and Kafnemer, Mebkhout, Jean and Chitour [16].

Haraux [11] proves that the semigroup associated with the d’Alembertian oper-
ator in one space dimension and with Dirichlet boundary conditions is well-posed
for every X,,, p € [2,+00]. Haraux also provides some decay rate estimates of an
energy equivalent to the natural one for solutions associated to smooth initial data,
and when a = 1 and g behaves polynomially near 0 and at infinity: if there exists
ko, k1 > 0, and R > r > 0 such that

(3.1) Vs €R, kols|" < g'(s) < ka(ls]” + |s|™),
and (2o, 21) € Yoo, then
0(20,21)

In [5], Amadori, Agel and Dal Santo provide an asymptotic analysis when a is
positive and g has a linear behaviour:

{O<k1 < a(z) < ke, . {0<g1 < g'(s) < go,

(3.2) V20, (el + Il <

vz € (0,1), Vs e R.

The techniques used in this paper are based on the theory of scalar conservation
laws, which makes the analysis in those L? spaces really natural.
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In [7], Chitour, Marx and Prieur study (1.1) when p € [2,+0o0], and provide
well-posedness results in the associated LP framework (relying on the d’Alembert
formula); they also provide semi-global exponential stability results when the damp-
ing function satisfies mainly ¢’(0) > 0: given R > 0, there exists K(R),3(R) > 0
such that

I(z0,21)llx, <R = [|(2(t), 2(t))l|x, < K(R)e PPt vt > 0.

Finally, in [16], Kafnemer, Mebkhout, Jean and Chitour study (1.1) when g(s) =
kos with some kg > 0, extend the well-posedness results of [7] to the case p > 1,
obtain exponential decay for all 1 < p < 400 using a generalized multiplier method
and exponential stability when p = oo in some cases of a constant in space global
damping.

Here we use as a basis [14, 16] alongside with some techniques from [22] and
[7] to prove our stability results. However, combining the existing arguments was
not sufficient, and we needed new integral inequalities necessary to conclude when
p > 2, see Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8, and to extend or precise some estimates when
p € (1,2).

3.3. Open questions.
There are some natural open questions associated to our work:

e Optimality of the decay estimates of Theorem 2.4: when p > 2, we believe
that the optimal decay estimates would be the ones of Theorem 2.4, with
0 = 0. It would be interesting to know if such decay estimates hold true.

e Optimality of the decay estimates of Theorem 2.5: in case (ii), we do not
know if the decay rate can be uniform with respect to the norm of the initial
conditions. It would also be interesting to know if the estimate (2.15) holds
with § = 0.

e Our proofs are not valid in the case p € {1,00}. However, there are some
results in some particular cases in [14], when the function a(x) is constant
on (0, 1), and with some constraints on the value of that constant. It would
be interesting to go further in that direction, and to obtain estimates in
Xp, p € {1, 00}, with less restrictive assumptions on the feedback term.

4. WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we study the well-posedness of Problem (1.1). Before, we intro-
duce a crucial tool, namely, the Riemann invariants.

4.1. Riemann invariants.
We define the Riemann invariants for all (¢,2) € Ry x (0,1) by

(4.1) p(t,x) = 22 (¢, x) + 2:(t, x),
(4.2) E(t,x) = 2, (t, ) — 2(t, x).
Along strong solutions of (1.1), we deduce that

pt — pz = —a(x)g p—;E) for (¢t,2) € Ry x (0,1),
& + & = a(2)g(?54) for (t,z) € Ry x (0,1),

p(t,0) — &(¢,0) =0 for t € Ry,
p(t,1) —&(t,1) =0 for t € Ry,
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Note that (pg, &) € WHP(0,1) x WP(0,1).
Before proving Theorems 2.1-2.3, we need to study the monotonicity of the
associated energy.

4.2. The energy E, of strong solutions is nonincreasing.
For r > 0, we introduce the following notation

(4.4) |z]" :=sgn(x)|z|", VzeR,
where sgn(z) = 177 for nonzero 2 € R and sgn(0) = [—1,1]. We have the following
obvious formulas, which will be repeatedly used later on:

d
(4.5) —(|21") =7z, ¥r>1, 2 €R,

dx

d
(4.6) d—(|:v|r) =r2]"', Wr>1, zeR.

x

First, we recall that the pth-energy E, of a solution z is defined in (2.9). The
Riemann invariants allow us to have the following expression of Ej:

(4.7) @@—%Auw+mmm

Here is the natural extension of Proposition 2.1 of [16].

Proposition 4.1. Let p € [1,00) and suppose that a strong solution z of (1.1)
exists and is defined on a non trivial interval I C Ry containing 0, for some initial
conditions (z0,21) € Y,. Let F be a C' convex function. For t € I, define

(48) ﬂW—AV@+Hmw,

where p, € are the Riemann invariants, defined in (4.1). Then ® is well defined for
t € I and satisfies

(49) @m——AlumG§$yﬁw—f@wm

As a consequence, the function ® is nonincreasing on I.
As an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.1, we will have the following

Corollary 4.1. Letp € (1,00). Assume that z is a strong solution of (1.1). Denote
p and & the Riemann invariants, defined in (4.1). Then

1
p—§ - -
@ == [ a0 (255) -1 o
0
As a consequence, the energy E, is nonincreasing on its existence interval.

Proof of Corollary 4.1 assuming Proposition 4.1. If p > 1, it is sufficient to apply
Proposition 4.1 with F(z) = |z|?, and it is clear that F is C! on R and convex. [0

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The proof of the formula of ®’(t) is similar to the proof
of [16, Proposition 2.1], but for the sake of completeness, we provide it. For ¢ > 0,
it holds

1
()= [ Floo+ ) do.
Using (4.3), we have p; = py — a(a:)g(”—;f), and § = —&; + a(a:)g(”—;f). Therefore

V0= [ Foe - F Qe [ g’ (F i) - 7)) do

=Vw—f@T—Aﬁ@m2§mfw—f@0m
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Thanks to the Dirichlet boundary conditions, we have z; = 0 at the boundary, and
then

F(p)la=1=F (E)ja=1 = F (22 +2t) |a=1 = F (22 = 2t) |a=1 = F (22)|a=1—F (22)|2=1 = 0,
and the same thing at x = 0. This implies that

¥~ [ @255 (F ) - 7)) do.

To conclude, since F' is nondecreasing, the sign of F'(p) — F'(§) is the same than

the sign of p—¢; and the sign of g (%) is also the same than the sign of p—&. This
implies that g (%) (F'(p) — F'(€)) is nonnegative, and then that ®'(¢t) < 0. O

Remark 4.1. The previous proposition was first introduced in [10] and reused in
[7] to prove that the energy functional is nonincreasing. Then it was improved in
[16] by omitting the hypothesis that function F should be even on top of being
convex.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1.

Fix 2 < p < 400 and let (29, 21) € X,. Since Y}, is dense in X, forall 2 < p < oo
and Zy = (20,21) € X,, there exists a sequence (Z\" = (20, 2™),, such that
Z{M €Y, and 2" — Z; in X,,.

Now, since Y, C X, we have Z(g") € X, and [7, Theorem 1] gives us that
there exists a unique solution

M e LRy Wy™(0,1)) N W (R ; L2(0,1))
of (1.1) associated to the initial condition (z\™, z{™), and we have, for all t > 0,
n n / n
(1) E™, ) < 2max (2 s 1247 = 0)) -

Denote Z(™ .= (z(”),zt(")). We prove now that, for every ¢y > 0, the sequence
(Z(™(ty,-) is a Cauchy sequence in X,. This will follow from the following obser-
vation:

p
12 t0) = 2™ (to)I1%, = |

(=7 t0) = 2 (t0), 2™ (t0) — 2™ (t0) )

1 1
3l

Define for all (t,x) € Ry x (0,1) the quantity e(™™ as

Xp

dx.

p n m p
Zi")(tO)—Zim)(tO)} +}Z§ (to) — 2 )(fO)‘

(4.12) e(mm) _ (n) _ (m),
Then
(n) (m) p 1 ' (n,m) p (n,m) p (n,m)
120 10) = 20 Go) i, = | [ebrm )| + [ef ™ t0)]da = £ () o),
0

where &, is defined in (2.8). But &, is equivalent to the energy defined in (2.9):
there exists C* > C such that

C.E, <& <CE,,
and therefore we obviously have

(4.13) 1Z (ko) — Z (o), < C* Bp(e™™)(t0).
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Then the property that the sequence (Z(™ (t, -)), is a Cauchy sequence in X, will
derive from a suitable estimate on E,(e(™™)(t), and this will be a consequence of
the problem satisfied by the function e(™"), which is the following one:

el ™ = eli™ +a(@) (9(=") — g(:™) =0, (t,2) € Ry x (0,1),

(4.14) ¢ elmm)(t 0) = e(™™)(t1) =0, ¢>0,
e (0,.) = 2V _ plm) | glnm) (g 1y _ () _ Gm),

20 =z 21
Since
9(y) —g(x) = / g9'(s)ds = (/O g'(ty + (1 —7)z) dT) (y — ),

we have

1
o) =) = ([ o + (0= e ar) ) = )
1
- (/ g (th(") +(1- T)z,gm)) dT) ei”’m).
0

Denoting
1
A("’m)(t, x) = a(x) (/ g (th(") + (1 - T)z,gm)) dT),
0

we see that e(™™) satisfies

elmm) _elnm) 4 Am) (¢ 2)e™™ =0, (t,2) € Ry x (0,1),
(4.15) emm(t,0) = e™™(t,1) =0, t>0,
e (0,) = 25" — 2™ e™™(0,) = ) - ™.

Proceeding as in Proposition 4.1, one has in the same way

1
GEAL @) = =5 [ A 1) (=) (F (gt~ F ()
dt 2,

where F(z) = |z|P, and p(™™ and ™™ are the Riemann invariants associated
to e(mm): plnm) — elmm o e§"”">, and £(mm) = el _ e§"”">. Since g is non-
increasing, ¢’ is nonnegative, and thus A(™™) > 0. This implies that Ep(e("’m)) is
nonincreasing on [0, +00). It follows that

vt >0, E,(e™™)(t) < E,(e™™)(0),
and using (4.13), we have

n m * n,m C* n m
Vo 20, (12 (t0) = 2 (to) %, < CTEp(e™™)(0) < 125" - 25k,

Since (Z(g"))n is a Cauchy sequence in X, we obtain that for all ¢y > 0, the sequence
(Z™(ty))n is also a Cauchy sequence in X,,. Tt follows then that (Z"(to,)), con-
verges to a limit in X, that we denote by Z(to,-) = (2(to, -), 2¢(t0, -)). In particular,
for tog = 0, we have that Z(0,-) = Zy(-). Note also that the convergence is uniform
with respect to tg > 0. We define the function (t,z) — Z(t, x), where Z(to,-) is the
limit of Z"(to,-) in X, for every ¢ > 0.

It remains to prove now that the limit Z is a weak solution of (1.1). Fix T >
0 and denote v a test function that belongs to C*([0,T] x [0,1]) also verifying
P(T,-) =(0,-) =0 and 9(-,0) = (-, 1) = 0. Define

(4.16) B (y / / ) dzdt.
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We have that

B (¢) — / / (2 — 2™y dzdt — / / — 2™ dadt.

By integrating by parts, it follows that

B (y) — B / / () _ ), dadt + / / (2{m) — 20 ), davdt.

Using Hélder’s inequality,

P T 1
B () — B (¢ g(/ / 2™ —z§m>|dedt> (/0 /0 |wt|qudt>

1

T 1 B T 1
+ (/ / |2(W) — zg(cm)|pd$dt> (/ / |1/)m|qd3:dt> ,
o Jo o Jo

n m 1 n,m L
B ()~ B ()| < T% Ey(e™™)3 (0) (Il oo,y 0.0) + el lpago 017 -

=
Q=

Q=

which means that

By a density argument, we obtain that for all ¥ in the space

XqT = {'@[J : [07 T] X [07 1] =Ry, (’@[17 '@[Jt) € Wl)q((ov T) X (07 1)) X Lq((O,T) X (07 1))7
¢(T7 ) = 1#(07 ) =0 and ¢('=0) = ¢(= 1) = 0},

where ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p and is equal to =5, we have that

1 )

n m 1 n,m 1
B ()~ B ()| < T% Ey(e™™)5 (0) (Il oo,y 0.0) + el lpagomp017) -
Then
n m 1 n,m 1
|BEW) = B @)| < TFEy(e™ )3 0)][]

which gives that (ngn))n is a Cauchy sequence in (X]")’, the dual of X, since

(Z(()n))n is in X,,. We conclude then that (B(T"))n converges in (X])', ie., (zt(tn)
zg(ﬁ))n converges t0o 2y — 2z, as a linear functional on XqT . We also know that for
alln € N,

2l — o) = —a(2)g(=™), on Ry x (0,1),
which means that, the sequence of linear functionals (—a(az)g(zgn)))n defined on
XT also converges zy(t,-) — zza(t,+) in (X])". We use now the existence of weak
solutions in L? framework (see [23], [15]). For (2o, 21) € X, with p > 2, we have the
existence of a unique weak solution z € W1 (R, L?(0,1)) N L= (R4, H(0,1)).
The solution z satisfies that for almost every ¢t € R

(4.17) 2t (t, ) — 2ga(t, ) = —a(x)g(2ze(t,-) in H(0,1).

In particular, for every T' > 0, 24(t,+) — 242(t,-) = —a(z)g(2:) belongs to (X])".
Since g < 2, one has that (XqT ) c (xf ) yleldmg in particular that z is a weak
solution of System (1.1) in X,. O
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4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.2.

Take Zy = (z0,21) € Y, for all 1 < p < co. Using Sobolev embeddings classical
results, we have that Zy € X.. Then we are in position to use once again [7,
Theorem 1], and we have the existence of a unique solution z of (1.1) such that

(z,21) € L™®(Ry; W™ (0,1)) x WHe(Ry; L(0,1)),
and, for all ¢ > 0,
(4.18) (22 20l < 2max (2= 0.0 21l o)
To have more information on z;, we note that w := z; satisfies

W — Wee = —a(z) ¢’ (W) wy in Ry x (0,1),
(4.19) w(t,0) = w(t,1) = 0 Vvt € Ry,
w(0,-) = z1, w(0,-) = z{ — g(z1).
We define for all (¢,z) € Ry x (0,1) the associated Riemann invariants for (4.19):

(4.20) U = wy + we,
(4.21) V= Wy — W
Along strong solutions of (4.19), we have
Up — Uy = —# g (w) (u—v) in Ry x (0,1),
(4.22) UV F Vg = # g (w) (u—v) in Ry x (0,1),

u(t,0) —v(t,0) =u(t,1) —ov(t,1) =0 VteR;.
Introducing
aft, z) := a(z)g’(w),
Problem (4.22) can be written

2
(4.23) v + v = alt, x) 5" in Ry x (0,1),
u(t,0) —v(t,0) = u(t, 1) —v(t,1) =0 VieR;.

Then, we consider the p-th energy associated with w:
1 [
(4.24) By(w)(t) = 5 [ (1P +1ol")da.
0

and proceeding as in Corollary 4.1, we see that E,(w) is nonincreasing, the funda-
mental remark to obtain that property being that the function @ is nonnegative,
since ¢’ > 0. Hence

up — uy = —a(t, ) 452 in Ry x (0,1),
0,1

E,(w)(t) < E,(w)(0), for a.e. t>0.
Then, using the fact that E,(w) is an equivalent energy to &,(w), it follows that

1
/0 wolP de < pCy By (w)(0).

Therefore
. 1
[ztllwr(0,1) < (PC™ Ep(w)(0)) 7,
and this implies that (z,z¢) € Y, for all £ > 0, and yields the required regularity for
a strong solution. (Il

Remark 4.2. For strong solutions in the case p > 2, we can easily use the results
that have been proved in [11] for p > 2 to prove the well-posedness. Indeed, let
(20,21) € Yp, with p > 2 this implies that (29, 21) € (H?(0,1) N H}(0,1)) x Hg (0, 1).
We have then the existence of a unique strong solution

z € C(Ry, Hy(0,1)) N CHR, L*(0,1)),
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such that

(2(t,-), 2e(t,-)) € (H?(0,1) N Hg(0,1)) x Hg(0,1), ¥t € Ry,
which means that z(t,-) € L*°(0,1) we can then use [11, Corollary 2.3, item
(ii) ] that implies in our context that if (zo,2z1) € Y, then the solution z €
Lo°(Ry, W22(0,1) N Wy P(0,1)) and z € L>®°(Ry, W, "(0,1)) which guarantees
the well-posedness in Y.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 2.3.

Now assume Hypotheses (Hy) and (Hs). In that case, the argument follows
closely [10, Corollary 2.3] or [16, Theorem 3.3] and we refer the reader to these
references. g

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4

5.1. Asymptotic stability: the key integral inequality on the energy.

For the rest of the paper, we will manipulate (essentially) only strong solutions
of (1.1), and a standard density will complete the arguments in order to obtain
conclusions relative to weak solutions of (1.1).

In the following we assume that ¢ : Ry — R, is increasing and concave. The
goal of this section is to prove the next lemma, which will be useful in determining
the asymptotic behaviour of the energy. The function ¢ will be chosen later.

Lemma 5.1. There exists C,, > 0 (independent of the initial conditions) such that,
for every pair of times 0 < .S < T and, it holds

T
6.0 [ BP0 < CLE(SPH(S)
) T top—¢&
0 [ B 000 [ o) 25 (10) - 1) doa

The proof of Lemma 5.1 is based on the estimates (5.4), (5.6) and (5.9), that
are consequences of the identities (5.3), (5.5) and (5.8). These identities will be
obtained using the multiplier method, and we will use some cut-off functions in
order to localize some information in the damping region.

In order to make the paper easier to read, first we give the main identities
(obtained by the multiplier method) and their consequences (see Lemmas 5.2-5.4),
then we prove that Lemmas 5.2-5.4 imply Lemma 5.1; then we show how Lemma 5.1
implies Theorem 2.4; and at the end we prove Lemmas 5.2-5.4 with the multiplier
method and suitable estimates.

5.2. Multiplier method: useful estimates.

5.2.a. Some notations.
Consider

(5.2) F(s):= "=, f(s):=F'(s)=[s]""".

Choose a3 < az < a1 < ag < by < by < by < bs such that (asz,b3) CC w, and
0 < eg < €1 < €2 < g3 and introduce the following cut-off functions:
e function ¢ : R — [0, 1], smooth, equal to 1 on (—oo,a1] U [b1,+00) and
equal to 0 on [ag, bo];
e function 93 : R — [0, 1], smooth, equal to 0 on (—o0,as] U [ba, +00) and
equal to 1 on [a1, b1];
e function ¢35 : R — [0, 1], smooth, equal to 0 on (—oo,as] U [bs, +00) and
equal to 1 on [ag, ba].
Of course, we have that there exists C' > 0 such that 3 < Ca.
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5.2.b. First multiplier, first identity, first estimate.

Multiplying the first equation of (4.3) by Ep¢'zi1(z)f(p) and the second equa-
tion of (4.3) by E,¢’ zi1(x)f(£), we obtain the following first identity: along strong
solutions of (1.1), it holds

T

53 [ B0 0a= 5060 [ wnw(re - Fp) ]!
+ [ B0 [ (1= @) (R + F©) da
+ [ Emod o) [ wnw(Fe - F©)
[ E0s 0 [ rawn@al (50 + @) dea

This first identity (5.3) allows us to obtain the following first estimate:

Lemma 5.2. There exists C1 > 0 independent of the initial conditions such that

T
64 [ BPd©d < ESP(S)
T 1
wa [ B080 [ n(pro)+() e
g ’ ! p—§
- [ B0 [ aatapn@a" 55 (10) + 1) dodt

5.2.c. Second multiplier, second identity, second estimate.
Multiplying the first equation of (4.3) by E,¢'v2(z) f'(p)z and the second equa-
tion of (4.3) by Ep¢’ ¢2(x)f'(€)z, we obtain the following second identity:

55 [ B0 / (o) pf()+§f(§)) dedi
v [/ to(rc i) ]
+/Et't’/w2xz —(§)>d:1cdt
/ /1/;2 +(©)) dodt

[ / el zgp 5>(f (1) +1€)) dodi

o /S B, ()61 / dola) 5

This second identity (5.5) allows us to obtain the following second estimate:

- f(g)) dz dt.
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Lemma 5.3. There exists C4 > 0 independent of the initial conditions such that

T T b2
6.0 [ Ere©d < CESPOS) + 0 [ B0o@([ 1)

S as

201 [ B0 / () (100 - 1)) deat

2 [ B0 [ w55 10+ 5©) e

5.2.d. Third multiplier, third identity, third estimate.
Given t > 0, consider the solution v(*) of the elliptic problem

(57) {vm = s(2) f(2(tz) @ e (0,1),

v(0) =0 = v(1).

Multiplying the first equation and the second equation of (4.3) by E,¢'v, we
obtain the following third identity:

(5:5) 2/ p¢/w3||p p¢>/p5
—/S<p<z>>/0< —/ pqs/vtp&
2 /S By / a(@)vg(25 )

This third identity (5.8) allows us to obtain the following third estimate:

Lemma 5.4. There exists Cy > 0 independent of the initial conditions such that

T T 1
(5.9) /S B2 < ChE,(S)6(S) + Ci / E,¢ / Yala) |p — €7 da

+403/ p¢/ )+c4/ p¢/ o 2 f(p)—f(&))
—4/ p¢/ za(z)y: (z —5)(f(0)+f(§))-

5.3. Proof of Lemma 5.1 assuming Lemmas 5.2-5.4.

The starting point is (5.9), and the goal is to estimate the second, third, and
fifth terms.

The third term of the right hand side of (5.9): using (5.63) and the fact that g

is globally Lipschitz, we have

’Ala(x)v(t,x)g(p—;f)dx] < o(/o1 |v(t,x)|qu)l/q(/01 a(x)P|g(pT_€)|pdx)l/p
<c (CCpEp(t))l/q (/01 a()|p — g|pdx)1/p.

Then, as we did before, choosing ¢ > 0, we have

cac,
=

’/()la(:zr)v(t,x)g(p ¢ ) dx ’<C’ E()—I—]ﬁ/ola(xﬂp—ﬂpdx}.
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Therefore

o[ Bt ot

7% / B2 dt
q S

s GC / By / Dlp — € du

po’p/q

and choosing o such that CyC’ % 1, and remembering that ¢35 < Ca, we

obtain that

CUN] " 26 < 204,(5)%6/(S) + O / By / 2)|p— € da
v [ B [ 255 (50 - 110)
- 4[: Ep¢’/01wa(:v)¢1 (:v)g(p—;g)(f(p) + f(é“))-
The fifth term of the right-hand side of (5.9): We note that
[ Bt [ e @5 (104 1(0)
i pas/ va(e)r (@g(“5>) (£(0) ~ £(6) ~ 24(0))
1 [ B [ e @o 350 - 116)
/ pas/ ra(z)s (@ p—)( 2f(p ))

/ B¢ / =5 (1)
/ / 2SI,
On the other hand, one has
T 1 T
d [ B [ a@at5E (10— 1©) =4 |

T 1 T
<4 () [ ~Ey it = 40/(5) [T B 0P < 2B,(57°0/(5)

and also

/ m/ wa(e)r () g(C=5)) o~ < 8C, /TEpgb//lax 2 ol
§4C/ qus/ lo — &) (/ 1) " a
/ / Plo—e) " (Bu0) " ar
i/ E2¢dt+0/ p¢/ x)|p — &P dx dt.

| /\
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Therefore
-4 /ST Ey¢' /01 za(z)y1 (w)g(p—;g) (f(p) + f(§))

1 T T 1
<2, (5P () + 1 [ Boarc [ B [ a@lo-erasar

and with (5.10), we obtain that

T T 1
G.11) [ B2 <30.E,(SP6(S) + C /S B¢ / ala) o — & d

S

+C4/STEp¢’/01 Pa(x) pgg(f(p) —f(é“))-

The second term of the right-hand side of (5.9): we claim that there exists C' >
0 such that

(5.12) Va,b €R, |a—bP < C(a—b)(f(a)— f(b)).

Indeed, (5.12) is obvious if ab = 0: assume that b = 0, then |a — b|P = |a|P =

af(a) = (a—b)(f(a) — f(b)).
Next, (5.12) also holds if ab < 0: assume that b < 0 < a, and denote d := —b;
then

la =P = (a+ d)P < C(a® + dP),
and
(a=b)(f(a) = f(0) = (a+d)(f(a) + f(d)) = (a+d)(a"" +d"™") > a” + ",
which implies that (5.12) holds if ab < 0.

Last, (5.12) also holds if ab > 0. One can assume that a and b are positive and
that b < a. Then b = fa with some 0 € [0,1]; and

la—bP =a”(1=0)", (a—Db)(f(a) = f(b))=al(1-0)(1—6""").
Denote s := 1 — 6. The function s € (0,1] — % is continuous on (0, 1] and

goes to 0 as s — 07, therefore this function is bounded on (0, 1]. Hence there exists

C > 0 such that
sP~1

Vs € (0,1], <,

—(1—sp 1=
hence
Vse (0,1], sP!< 0(1 —(1- s)p_1>.

Coming back to # =1 — s:
Vo el0,1), (1-6)P < 0(1 - 9?‘1).
Therefore
Vo €[0,1), (1—6)P <C(l— 9)(1 - 9P—1),
which gives that
la = b = (1= 0)" < Ca?(1 - 0) (1= 6""") = (a = b)(f(a) ~ F(b).

Therefore (5.12) holds.
And then, we deduce from (5.12) that

T 1
613) ¢ [ By [ atw)lp—grda

T 1
<oy /S By / az) (o — O)(F(p) — F(©)) da.
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Since 3 < Ca on (0,1), (5.11) and (5.13) give (5.1). This concludes the proof of
Lemma 5.1. d

5.4. Asymptotic stability: Proof of Theorem 2.4, part (i).
We recall that we know from (4.10) that

1
B0 =~ [ atels (255) (G0) - £(&)
Now assume that there exists 0 < « < S such that
Vs e R, as<g(s) < Ps.
Then choose ¢ : Ry — Ry, ¢(t) =t: Lemma 5.1 gives that

T T 1 _
1) [ B0 < CB(SP 0L [ B0 [ o) EEE(10)=s(©)) do

If p > £, we have

p—E&

) and  (f(p) = £9) >0,

hence

if p <&, we have

Therefore (5.14) gives that

[ m<cnsr+ S [ [ awol 3 (10 - 1)

S

:CE(S)%&/TE (—E)
u~p o s p P

C 1 T C
= 0, Ep(S)? —"{—Etz} <(u _“)E 2
CuE (57 + [ SHE 7] < (Cu+ S2)By(s)”
and then a classical Gronwall type inequality ([18]) gives that Ef) decays exponen-
tially to 0, as proved in [16] in the linear case. O

5.5. Asymptotic stability: Proof of Theorem 2.4, part (ii).

Consider the assumptions of Theorem 2.4, part (ii): ¢’(0) = 0, and there is an
increasing and odd function go : [-1,1] = R and 0 < a < 3 such that (2.3) holds.
Moreover, the function

(5.15) H(s) := ,

is C*, satisfies H(0) = 0 and is increasing on [0, 7] for some n > 0.
Now, assume that € : R, — R, is C!, positive, £(0) < 1 and decreasing to 0 as
t — 400. The function € will be chosen later. And we choose

(5.16) ¢'(t) = H(e(t)),

which is well defined and decreasing on R .
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5.5.a. Decomposition in subdomains and application.
Given t > 0, consider the following partition of (0, 1):

QY = {w € (0,1), |p(t, x) — &(t,2)| < 2e(1)},
(5.17) Q) = {x € (0,1),22(t) < |p(t, z) — £(t, )| < 20},
Q) = {w € (0,1),p(t, x) — &(t,2)| > 2n}.

In the following we decompose the integral appearing in the right-hand side of (5.1)
according to the above domain decomposition,

/STqus’/Olax Py p)—f(f))d:cdt
/ /Qu) 2 (
+ /S B, o ( )d:vdt

/ /2 . - f(g)) dz dt.

P (50 - 11©) = |25 |10 - 166)|
There exists o € (0,a] such that
Visl =, lg(s)] = o/Is|.

fp ) de dt

(t)

Estimate on €3’. Here we have

Therefore
225 [760) — 10| < S]a?5 )| [760) — 1] = 25> (700) - (8)).
Therefore

/ST Ep(b//(f) a(z) p_—§ f(P) - f({)) dx dt
/ /Qm O/ ( )
= _/ Epdf / )d:z: dt
¢

/Em i) de sai &) SE07]

dx dt

s’

hence

o [ me [ o

Estimate on Q;). If x € Q;), then ‘p_;f‘ € [e(t), n], hence

(0) ~ 1(©)) dedt < 5, (S)0/(S).

H(]f’_;f]) > H(e(t) = ¢'(0),
which brings
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We deduce that

vee ol o055 <a0(|255]) = [an(*

)| <l(*50)l

Then

Therefore

T J—
e10) [ B[ a@ B (1) - £©) dedt < 3,5

Estimate on Qgt). Assume that |p(t, x) —&(t, z)| < 2e(t). If p > &, then the mean
value theorem gives us that

50) = 5©] < (_swe 1£1)1o—€l < -1l +2:(0) "

2e(t).
And if p <&, then

70— £ < 0= 1) (1ol +22(0) " 22(0).

Then, in any case, we have

[70) — £ < 0= 1) (ol +1el +22()) " 22(0).

Then we obtain that

/STEpab'/m (@) 25

— 1)) dodt
< [T B [ 20 Dawew? (1l + i +2:0) et
<c /STEp<t>¢’<t>a<t>2(/ (1 + Ie] + 2¢()) " a )”’/p
< /S ' Ey(t)' (0)=(1)? [ oI+l e ) dx) A

T

< [ B ey (pE<> <t>p)(p 7 ar

<" / By DD g et dt.
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Therefore

(5.20) /TEpaﬁ’ () 225 (F(0) ~ £(©))

g ol 2
T T
< C”/ E,(t)HP=2/p g (1)e(t)? dt+C”/ E,(t)¢' (t)e(t)” dt.
S S

Consequence on Lemma 5.1. Using (5.18)-(5.20), we deduce from (5.1) that

T
(5.21) /SE§¢’§O;EP(S)2

T T
+C, / E,(t)' T 2/r g/ (1)e(t)? dt + C, / Ep(t)¢/ (t)e(t)? dt.
s s
In the following we choose the function € and we deduce some decay of the energy.

5.5.b. Some possible choices for the functions ¢ and € and their properties.
A way to obtain an estimate on the decay of the energy is to note that since E,
is nonincreasing, we can derive from (5.21) that

T
622) [ B < CLESY

T T
+ C;E,,(S)”(P*?)/P/ &' (H)e(t)* dt + C;E,,(S)/ & (H)e(t)P dt.
S S

The trick is now to choose the function e such that we can compute the integrals
appearing on the right-hand side of (5.22): using (5.16), we have

e(t) = H'(¢' (1)),

which gives

2 (T) 2
/ e )] - / . 17 (=)

Then, computations would be easy if, for some m > 1, we had

/ 0 de = / e m)] s o
B »(T)

1 1
H™! = :
((¢‘1)’(8)) (s +A)™
where A is a constant. With that idea,

e first, given m > 1, let us consider

y 1
(5.23) (E)) ::/0 mda:

the function t,,, is well defined, of class C?, and

1
— >0.

H( )

Hence v, and 1!, are increasing, hence v, is convex; and . (s) = 400
as s — +00.

Ui (s) =



22 Y. CHITOUR, M. KAFNEMER, P. MARTINEZ, AND B. MEBKHOUT

e Next, let us consider

(5.24) G = Pt
Of course ¢,, is C?, increasing and concave. Moreover, fix A = nl%’ take
t > 0 and denote s := ¢, (t); then t = ¢ 1(s) = ¥ (s), and
1 1
= = H
e A

In particular, ¢/, (0) = H(-=) = H(n), and ¢/, (t) — 0 as t — 400, hence

@ ([0, +00)) = (0, H(n)].
e Finally, let us choose

(5.25) em(t) == H (¢, (1)) :

from the previous remarks, ¢/, takes its values in the region where H 1 is
well-defined, hence &,, is well-defined on [0, +00), and C! by composition,
and decreasing, with &,,(0) = 7, and &,,(¢) — 0 as t — +o0.

G (t) = G (Y (5)) )-

Therefore, these choices have all the requirements we assumed to derive (5.22), and
are going to allow us to estimate the decay of the energy F,,.

To conclude, we will need to have an estimate of the asymptotic behaviour of
¢m as t — +oo: it is related to the behaviour of H (and thus of gg) as z — 0T:

S S 2s
A el S S S W) S Al
hence
(5.26) Vs> A, $<ém(t), where t= 251
H((zs)m)
Then,
e With m = 1, this brings
¢ = 2i _ 11 7
q0(12s) go(g)
25
hence
(5.27) bi(t) > 5=
290 (%)

e If there is some o > 0 and some g > 1 such that

(528) Vz € [0577)7 go({E) 2 O‘Iqa
then
‘= 251 S l(2s)m(q71)+l,
H( (25)m) o
therefore
1
(5.29) m(t) > 5> i(at)l/[m(q—l)ﬂ]'
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We end this section computing the two integrals that were the motivation for our
choice of ¢, and g,,: given m > 1, we have

—+oo

a0 [ dneatra [ [ ()]

+oo 1 2 A —2m+14 400
= / (7) ds = [M}
$m(s) N8+ A)™ =2m+1 (s
1 1
©2m — 1 (¢ (S) + A)2m—1"

In the same way,

1 1
pm =1 (¢m(9) + A)pm—t-

+oo
(5.31) L O (t)em (B)? di =

5.5.c. A first estimate on the decay of the energy, using ¢1.
Let us choose m = 1, ¢ := ¢; and € := &1. Then we derive from (5.22), (5.30)
(with m=1) and (5.31) (with m=1) that

T E,(S)+e=2/p E,(S)
2 41 / 2 / /
(5.32) /S Byt < CuBp(8)" + Cu= e+ Cugrgy 1 apt

This implies the following (weakened) estimate

(5.33) /S ' E,(t)%¢'(t) dt

/ 2 / (p—2)/ E(S) , Ep(S)
< CLE(S)? + CLE0) /oo™ 4 Oy
= CLE,(S)? + (CLE,(0)"2/ 4 ) Gj(lé)(% |

and we can now apply an integral estimate of the Gronwall type (see [22]):

Lemma 5.5. (Lemma 2 in [22]) Let f : Ry — Ry be a nonincreasing continuous
function. Assume that there exists o > 0, 0’ > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

Wf(())"f(t).

+oo
(5.34) vt >0, / f)odr <cf(t)*te +
t
Then there exists C > 0 such that
C

(5.35) vE>0, f(t)< f(O)W'

As an immediate corollary, we have the following.

Lemma 5.6. (Lemma 3 in [22]) Let E : Ry — Ry be a nonincreasing continuous
function and ¢ : Ry — Ry an increasing function of class C* such that

?(0) =0 and ¢(t) = +o0 ast — +o0.
Assume that there exists o > 0, o/ > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

c

+oo
(5.36) VS >0, /S E(t)"o¢/ (t)dt < cE(S)' + T OE

E(0)°E(S).

Then there exists C > 0 such that
C
(1+ g(t)) At o

(5.37) vt >0, E(t) < E0)
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Then Lemma 5.6 gives that there exists C'(E,(0)) that depends on E,(0) such
that

C(E,(0))
Using (5.27), we obtain that
(5.39) V20, Byt) < 0E0)(6(5)

This is the first estimate of the decay of the energy.

5.5.d. A new integral inequality and its application.
We claim that we have the following more adapted result:

Lemma 5.7. Let f: Ry — Ry be a nonincreasing continuous function. Assume
that there exists p > 2, and ¢ > 0 such that

+o0 f(t 1+(p—2)/p f(t
(5.40) /t f(r)Pdr <cf(t)* +ec ( )1 o +(t))p—1'

Then, for all 6 > 0, there exists Cs > 0 such that

G
(14 t)p—o°
Remark 5.1. We were not able to prove that (5.41) is true for § = 0. This would

be interesting in itself, and would of course give a better estimate on the decay of
the energy L.

(5.41) vt >0, f(t) < f(0)

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Denote 6 := ijz' Assumption (5.40) implies that
i t) f®)
49 2dr < cf(t)? 9& KA
(5.42) /t f(r)2dr <cf(t)” +cf(0) 1+t++cl+t’

therefore we are in position to apply Lemma 5.5 with ¢ = 1 = ¢/, and we obtain
that there exists C7 such that

(5.43) ft) < (liiltﬁ
This is the first estimate, that we can plug into (5.40) to obtain that
+00
(5.44) /t f(r)?dr < cf(t)* + cC? i —ESLQG + C(l —{(tt))P_l .
Before using Lemma 5.5, we need to compare 1 + 26 and p — 1; we see that
1+20<p—1:
indeed,

p—2 p’—4dp+4  (p—2)?
P D P

p-1)—-(1+20)=p—2-2 > 0.

Therefore we deduce from (5.44) that

+oo
| serar < epwr ot oL

therefore we are in position to apply Lemma 5.5 with o = 1, and ¢’ = 1 + 26, and
we obtain that there exists Cy such that

Cy

(5.45) f(t) < Wu

which improves the decay estimate (5.43).
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Let us prove by induction that, for all n € N, there exists C,, such that

Cy
(5.46) (H) 10 S s

(Hp) is true, thanks to (5.44), and (Hy) is true, thanks to (5.45). If (H,) is true,
then we derive from (5.32) to obtain that

+00 £ f(t)
(5.47) /t f(r)? dr < ef (1)° +eCy (141¢) (1 +1)20 X0 0F BT
f(t) f(t)

=cf(t)> + cC}, :
cf(t)"+e T4 )2 e +C(1—i—t)1’—1

In the same way, we need to compare the exponents, and we remark that

n+1 n+1 1_9n+2
k) _ k _
(p—l)—(l—i—?Z@ ) =p-2Y 0 =p -2
k=1 k=0
1_9n+2 1_9n+2
p p

Therefore we deduce from (5.44) that

f(t)
(1 + t)1+2 Sedler?

—+oo
[ s@rar <P + e+ o
t
therefore we are in position to apply Lemma 5.5 with 0 = 1, and ¢/ = 1+2 EZ:; 6",
and we obtain that there exists C) 11 such that

C’n,-‘,—l Cn+1
5.48 t) < Tgr — o
(5.48) QRS (14 )2F25050 0% (1 4 4)2 205 0

which is (5.46) at the rank n + 1. This concludes the end of the induction and
proves the validity of (5.46) for all n € N. Since we already noted that

n 1— 9n+1 1— 9n+1 1— 9n+2

229k:2 1-46 :21 7o =273 =p(1-0"") = p asn— oo,
k=0 T P

we obtain (5.41). O

Then Lemma 5.7 can be applied to (5.32), and we obtain that

Cs(Ep(0))
¥5> 0,30 W20, Byt) < oo

hence (2.11). O
5.5.e. An extension of the new integral inequality and its application.

Now, let us choose m > 1, ¢ := ¢,,, (defined in (5.24)), and € := &,,, (defined in
(5.25)). We derive from (5.22), (5.30) and (5.31) that

T E,(S)t+=2/p E,(S)
2 / 2 / /
(5.49) /5 E ¢ < CLEp(S)”+C, (¢;ZS) T ApRm-1 + Gy (6(S) _|p_ A)ymp—1"

We claim that we have the following extension of Lemma 5.7:

Lemma 5.8. Let f: Ry — Ry be a nonincreasing continuous function. Assume
that there exist m > 1, p > 2, and ¢ > 0 such that

ftte=2re ft)
(1 + t)2m—1 + C(l + t)mp—l :

+oo
(5.50) /t f(r)2dr <cf(t)* +c
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Then, for all 6 > 0, there exists Cy, 5 > 0 such that

Cm,6

Proof of Lemma 5.8. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 5.7, the only

difference being the induction formula: one has to replace (5.46) by

Cn
(1 4 t)2m S g0k’

(5.52) (Hn) = f(t) <

and (5.51) follows in the same way. O
Then Lemma 5.8 can be applied to (5.49), and we obtain that

5.53 V6 > 0,3Cs,Vt >0, E,(t) < e :
( ) >0, & = Y P( ) = ((bm(t)_i_A)m(p,g)
Then (2.12) follows from the estimate (5.26) on the growth of @,,. O

Finally, assume that (5.28) holds true. Then we deduce from the growth estimate
of ¢, given in (5.29) that

Ch.s(Ey(0
(5.51) g,(1) < Cma B 0)
(1 4+ ¢)m@Do+1
Taking m large enough, we find (2.15). (Il

5.6. Proof of Lemmas 5.2-5.4.

5.6.a. Proof of Lemma 5.2.

The starting point is (5.3), obtained multiplying the first equation of (4.3) by
E,¢' xp1(x) f(p) and the second equation of (4.3) by E,¢' z¢n () f(€), as in [16]
(the only difference being here the presence of the multiplier ¢’.)

Then, first, we estimate the integrated term and we get, for ¢ > 0 that

1
E,060) [ evi@)(Plett.o) - Plote.a)) de
< B0/ (t) / F(é(t,2)) + F(p(t.z)) de
1
= B0 () / €t )P + [o(t, )P di = B, (1)°6 (1)
Therefore

B [ @) (P&~ ()] | < By(TP0(T) + By (526 (5),

and recalling that ¢’ and E, are nonincreasing, we obtain

(5.55) ] [quy /0 1 2 () (F(g) - F(p))}i’ < 2E,(S)2¢/(S).
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Next, in the same way, we have

[ Ewsor [ e )( (>—F<§)dzdt!

/ ‘ (F(p) + F(§)) dz dt

A

T
-/ (—E;<t>¢’<t>—Ep<t>¢”<t>)Ep<t> at
S

E, (06 (1) + Ey(0)" (1) Ep(t) d

= /S T(—EL(t)Ep@)) ¢/(t)dt + /S " B0 (~o"®)) at

< ¢/(5) / T(—E;<t>Ep<t>) dt + B, (S)? / T(—qs"(t)) dt
° -1 T ° T
= 0/ (S)[F B0, + EulS)?[ -4 1)
= §(8)(3E(8)? — 3Bo(T)?) + By(5) (6/(8) - (1)),
Therefore
550 | [ B0 [ e (Fe) - FO) wal < 35s200s)

Finally, we note that, for all z € (0,a1) U (b1,1) we have ¢ (z) = 1, hence
Vo € (0,0,1)U(b1,1), 1—(I¢1($))/:1—1:O
Therefore, denoting C7 := sup(q 1) |1 — (231 (x))’], we have

[ Bt [ (=) (Forr©) = [ B ¢ " (1= (Fo+F©)
<o /S By / b F(p)+ F(©)) = < / By / Iol? + €.

Since sf(s) = |s|?, and 15 is nonnegative and equal to 1 on (a1, by), we have

(5.57) / ,,qs/ 1= (21 (2 () (6))

C
<2t [ B / Ua(a) (0f () +E£(0)).
Then we deduce (5.4) from (5.3) and (5.55)-(5.57). O

5.6.b. Proof of Lemma 5.3.

The starting point is (5.5), obtained multiplying the first equation of (4.3) by
E,¢'v2(x) f'(p)z and the second equation of (4.3) by E,¢' 2(x)f'(§)z, as in [16]
(the only difference being here the presence of the multiplier ¢'.)

Then we start by estimating the first four terms of the right-hand side of (5.5).

The first term of the right hand side of (5.5): given ¢ > 0, and using Holder’s
inequality with

q= 1 such that +-=1

p—

3

K=
SR

we have
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/ a(@)=(7(6) - 1(0)) da] < / EA©) + 210 o

_ (/01|2|de>1/p /(|§|p 1 qd:E / |z|pdgc /P /01(|p|1”1)‘1d;v)1/q
<> / o dot / (EP~1)7 + (|plP=)7 de

2 [t p—1 [t 2 [t
:—/ |z|pdx+—/ |§|p+|p|de:—/ 2P da + (p — 1)E(t).
P Jo P 0 P Jo

Moreover, using Dirichlet boundary condition and Poincaré’s inequality, we have

1 1 1 1 1
Jeracs [pan =g [prerar<co [ prsieran = om0,
0

hence there exists some (explicit) Cj, such that

/ Ua(@)z (F(6) ~ (o) do| < OB, (1)
Therefore, and once again using that ¢’ is nonincreasing, we have
1 T
e58) (B [ w@s(r© - 10)] | <2008920(5).

The second term of the right hand side of (5.5):
Using the previous estimates, we have

/. B0y / (o) - £ )\<

Therefore, as in the previous subsection, we have

550 |[ By [ a@=(10) - 10)] < S S).

The third term of the right hand side of (5.5): once again we use Holder esti-
mates:

- /STquS’ /lwmz fo)+ 1) <c /STqus’ /b 21170 + 1£0)])
<o [ mol( / |z|Pdw)””(/bzuap-l)qdw)”q

a2

([ an) ([ Gopryran) ")

a2 a2

pd + Epd” |CLEp(t) dt

For nn > 0, we have

a
ab=(-)(nb) < — +
(77)( ) pr

This gives

( /;2 ) " ( / " (ep1ye ) " /:2 el )" (/:('p pyds) |

2

< iﬁ(/ el dr) + %(/ P + 1o d)

2 /(P
<= ([ e dn) £ wo - DB
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Therefore

(5.60) klj&ﬁ/ﬁawz p)+ 1)
<Cp—77p/ E,¢' (/ab |z|de) dt+cnq(p—1)/STE§¢'dt.

The fourth term of the right hand side of (5.5): first we note that since g is glob-
ally Lipschitz and ¢g(0) = 0, there exists Cy such that

Vs €R, |g(s)| < Cyls],

and then we have

o255 (70 + £19))] <

(o) + £(©)|

But, using Holder estimates (and the fact that p > 2), we have

o= €117 (o) + 7@ < 0= 1) (1ol + 1¢]) (102 + Ig*2)
= (p= D)l + 167 + loligl 2 + Iello*2)
< GoIol " +16P71) = G (17 +1£(€)1).

Then, we see that

[ vat@ra p5XfU+f@DM\
Cct/w (150l +15))
_Cfnm/ﬂaWwHU@u

az

Then

‘—/ p¢/ Ya(w)a(x) zg(Z

(e + o)
c,C,

< Syt [t [ I (1501 + 166N),

and we are in the same situation as in the third term, studied just previously.
Therefore, denoting C" = %H

all~, and given n > 0, we have

o0 |- [ B [ vawater o 5>(f< )+ 1©))

o —— 2 /T qus’( |z|P d:v) dt+C"n(p—1) /T E2¢' dt.
pnp a2 S
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Consequence for (5.5): Equations (5.5) and (5.58)-(5.61) give that there exists
some Cy such that, given n > 0 we have

562 [ B [ e (o) + )

T 02 T ba
< CLE,(S)2/(S) +02nq/ B2/ dt + Epd)/(/ 2|7 da:) dt
S S a

" .
+2/STEp¢’/01 o () pgg(f(p) —f(é“))-

Consequence of (5.4) and (5.62): gathering (5.4) with the previous equation yields
that

T 7 T
| B < G+ COE($20(5) + Cicu [ i

S
Ci0y [T b2
+ " /S Ep¢'(/ |z|P dw) dt

as

= "B / i) 255 (10 - 106)

_ /ST qus’/ol za(z)yy (iﬂ)g(p—;g)(f(p) + f(§)>'

Choosing 71 such that % = 1, we obtain that there exists C} such that (5.6)
holds. (]

5.6.c. Proof of Lemma 5.4.

The starting point is (5.8), obtained by multiplying the first equation and the
second equation of (4.3) by E,¢'v, as in [16] (the only difference being here the
presence of the multiplier ¢'.)

Now, (5.8) allows us to estimate the localized term in |z|? that appears in (5.6).
This involves the function v defined in (5.7). Hence a preliminary step is to have
some estimates on v. We recall the following.

Lemma 5.9. ([16]) Consider v the solution of (5.7). Then there exist positive
constants C,C), such that we have the following estimates:

1
(5.63) V>0, / lo(t,2)| de < CC, By (1),
0

and, for all o >0,
1 C 1
(5.64) Vt >0, / lvg (t, 2)| da < Cp(p—2)aEp(t)+O_p—_”2/ Vs(x) |z (t, z)|P da.
0 0

Proof of Lemma 5.9. The proof is based on the following remark: |f(2)|? =
|2|(P=D4 = |z|P, therefore the right hand side of (5.7) is in L. One can easily
solve (5.7) and find the expression of v:

1 x
u(t,z) = —:v/ (I =93y f(z(ty) dy + (x — 1)/ ys(y) f(2(t,y)) dy,

0
and (5.63) derives directly from this integral expression, using Holder’s and Poincaré’s
inequalities.

Moreover,

vi(t, ) = —x/ (I=)¢s() S (2(t y) = (L, ) dy+(I—1)/z ybs() ' (z(t y)z (L, y) dy.

0
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Then we deduce that
1 q
el < O [ o)1 ) )] )
0
1 q
<C'( [ vatw et )2 e )l )
0
1
<0 [ @) e, 2 e )| dy
0
! (0=2)/(p=1) / ahg|z| \P/(P—1)
o P 3|~t
=C /0 (a|z|) (70(1)72)/]0) dy
'p—2 1 Pslze] \P
<" p p 3|2t
=0 /0 b1 (”|Z| )+ —(; <p—2>/p) da

p—
_C” / |z|pdy+ e 2/ V8|2 |P dy.

Using the LP Poincaré’s inequahty:

1 1 1 1
[ erar<c, [ara=c, [ orerar<cy [0 +1er o =0y 0,
which gives
p— O// 1
|’Ut(t I)|q < ON JpC'/ ( )+ W/O 1/)3|Zt|p dy,

and we conclude mtegratlng w.r.t. x. ([l
The first and second terms of the right hand side of (5.8): we have, using (5.63):

[ -0 < ([ 1) ([ 10-ev)"" <om e Bae = Ry
Therefore
(5.65) [t [ oto-0]1] < Byt 2o s).
and
(5.66) - [ ey [ o-9] < Bs18®)

The third term of the right hand side of (5.8): fix & > 0; then using (5.64), we
have

[ wto=a] < ()" ([ 10-er)"”

< C(C (p—2)0E,(t) g 2/ s (x) |2 (2, x)|de) 1/q (Ep(t))l/p

=060~ 255550+ o [ @) (s5,0) "

C 1
< O[O - D2T5 B )+ st [ (@) ) do+ 9By 1)

Choosing o such that Cp(p — 2)=z75 = &, we obtain that

}/01 wl(p—8)| < C'|28By(t) + %/ww et 2)|P .
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Therefore
T 1 T
o0 |- [ B [ uto-9] <205 [ B2
s 0 s
Gy T

Consequence for (5.8): Equations (5.5) and (5.65)-(5.67) give that

T 1
(5.68) 2/5 Epgb//o Ys3(x)|z|P
T
< (C"+CNE,(S)2¢'(S) + 20’5/ E.¢
S
C T 1
o—=>__ | B4 t z)|Pd
" | B [ @ it ds

oP=254/P Jq
T / ! p—&
w2 [ B [ a@eatHE,

Consequence of (5.68) for (5.6): since 11 = 1 on (ag,bs), (5.6) allows us to es-
timate from above the second term of the right-hand side of (5.68) and we obtain
that

T T
/S E}¢ < Cs(1+C" + C")Ey(S)*¢/(S) + 2030’5/5 E.¢
oP—254/p

T 1
Ly —Cr / B, / (@) |zo(t, )P da
S 0

T 1 B
20 [ B [ aw)oa"3S)

= "B / i) 255 (110 - 106)

2 [ B [ ra@rin@o 3 (16) + 1)

=

Choosing & such that 2C3C’6 =
that there exists Cy such that (5.

, and remembering that 2z; = p — £, we obtain
) holds. O

O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5

Here we prove stability results when 1 < p < 2, adapting the proof done in the
case p > 2. Due to the presence of f’ (and therefore of the power p — 2) in the
second set of multipliers in the case p > 2 (see subsection 5.2.¢), it is not clear if
one has the right to use them directly in the case 1 < p < 2. However, we are able
to adapt our arguments, mainly following and completing [16, Section 4.2].

6.1. A modified energy.
The first thing is to modify the functions f and F just like it was done in [16,
Section 4.2]. Thereore, we consider, for p € (1,2), the functions f and F defined
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on R, by

(6.1) fy)=@rp-1) /Oy(|s| +1)P"2ds = sgn(y) [(Jy| + )P~ = 1],

(6.2) F(y) = /OU fs)ds = % [yl + 1) =1] = [yl.

This drives us to modify the energy E, by considering, for every ¢t € R, and every
solution of (1.1), the function E, defined by

(6.3) By = [ (B o)+ F©)

First we note that Ep is nonincreasing: indeed, the function f is continous on
R, increasing and odd, therefore the function F' is C! on R, convex (and even), and
then Proposition 4.1 ensures that E), is nonincreasing.

6.2. The key integral inequality on the modified energy.
We are going to prove the following extension of Lemma 5.1:

Lemma 6.1. Let p € (1,2). Then there exists c© >0 (depending on the norm of
the initial conditions) such that

T
(6.4) /S B, ()26 (1) dt < CO B, (5)%¢/(5)

T 1
~ p— 5 ~ ~
+00 [ E 000 [ ale) 252 (F0) - ) dot
0
Before proving Lemma 6.1, let us prove the decay rate estimates of Theorem 2.5.

6.3. Decay rate estimates of £, and F, assuming Lemma 6.1.
The key integral inequality (6.4) will allow us to prove decay rate estimates of
E, when p € (1,2). But Ej, is a more natural energy, and we can note that

2/p -
([ _w)" <[ we<Bw.
lp|<1 lpI<1

Ep (t) < CEp(t)p/2 + CEP (t)
< (14 Ey(0) ) E, (12 < ¢'(1+ E,(0) 25 E,(1)?/2,

and therefore

therefore a decay rate estimate on Ep gives immediately a decay rate estimate for
E,.

6.3.a. Theorem 2.5, (i): g linear.
If g(s) = as with some s > 0, then we choose ¢(t) = ¢, and (6.4) gives us that

T
/ E,(t)%dt < COE,(S)?
S

0) pT _ 1 - -
+ G [ Btt) [ atwato =) () - 7€) da

2 S

1 -
= (1+ )OO, (8P,

and we deduce that Ep decays exponentially to 0. Since the problem is linear, the
decay is uniform. O
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6.3.b. Theorem 2.5, (ii): ¢'(0) > 0.
The situation is almost the same, the main difference being that the decay rate
depends on C(®) hence on E,(0). O

6.3.c. Theorem 2.5, (ii1): ¢'(0) = 0.
Here we proceed as in subsection 5.5. the only difference lies in Qgt), where now f
is bounded. Therefore

Flp) = FOI < 2(p - 1)e(t),

and
[jEmQéwwwupfxﬂm—faﬁSCVAjiﬁw%kaFﬁ

Choosing ¢ := ¢y, defined in (5.24), and € := &, defined in (5.25), we have
E,(5)
(6m () + A)>m—t

T
/ By(6)26 (1) dt < CO B, (S)2 + C©)
S

Then Lemma 5.6 gives that
- Cm(Ep(0))
E,(t) < — P2
b0 = 0+ A

Then, as in Theorem 2.4, we have

- ' (E 2s(t
Ey(t) < ng))) where t = Ll)
s(t) H ()
Concerning the natural energy, we have
Cn(Ey(0 2s(t
E,(t) < % where ¢t = Ll)
s(t) H ()

If go satisfies (5.28), then we deduce from (5.29) that
Cm(E,(0))
Ep(t) < oy im@—n 1T
Letting m — oo, we find a decay of the form
E
B, < SO,
ta-1
hence as in the case p > 2. ]
Therefore it only remains to prove Lemma 6.1. Its proof follows from convex
analysis arguments, combined with identities given by the multiplier method. In

the following, we start by explaining the tools that we will use later, in particular
some extensions of Holder’s inequality that wil be adapted to our setting.

6.4. Fenchel’s inequality and applications. }
It is easy to see that the asymptotic behavior of F' as y — 07 and y — 400 is
the following:

> p—1 = yP
F(y) ~y—0 2 y27 and F(y) ~Ny——4oo ;

Then one can consider the convex conjugate of F, denoted F* and defined by
(6.5) Vb e R, F*(b):=sup (by - F(y))
yER

This function has the following properties, that we will use later:

. }Z”* takes finite values, thanks to the asymptotic behavior of F,
e F™ is positive on (0,+00), equal to 0 in 0 (since F is nonnegative),
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) 15“* is even, since Fis even, R B
e F* is convex, since the derivative of F'* is f~!, that is increasing.
We also recall the classical Fenchel’s inequality ([13]):

(6.6) Va,b€R, |ab] < F(lal) + F* (b)),
that is an immediate consequence of the definition of F* (taking y = a) but will

have nontrivial consequences. (When F(y) = ‘y‘ , then F*(b) = % where ¢ is the

conjugate exponent of p, and (6.6) is the classmal Hélder inequality.)
In particular, modifying a little some arguments of [16, Section 4.2], we have the
following

Lemma 6.2. There ezists C, > 0 such that

Cp
(67) Va,y € Ravn S (Oa 1)7 |af(y)| S F ( ) + CPU2F( )
and
(6.8) Va,y RV e (0,1), |af(y) < CprPFla) + fj—F( ).

Note that (6.7) and (6.8) are very close, and allow one to have a small coefficient
in front of F(y) (using (6.7)) or in front of F'(a) (using (6.8)).

Proof of Lemma 6.2. First, we prove (6.7). Using (6.6), we have
laf(y) = |<%> (nfy))| < F(|%|> + F*(Inf()))-

Next, thanks to the asymptotic behavior of F as y — 07 and y — +oo:

~ »— 1 ~ yp
F(y) ~y—0 2 y27 F(y) NMy—+oo T
p
we see that there exists C; > C;, > 0 such that
(6.9) Yy eR, C, min(y?,y?) < F(y) < C,min(y?,yP).
This yields
~ a? a? a? a?
(6.10) F(|77|) <Cp rnlrl(?727 ) < Cp mln(ﬁ, ﬁ)
Cp . Cp
= n—ﬁmln(az,ap) < 2T (|a|)

On the other hand, looking at the definition of F* it is clear that, given b > 0,
the function
yeR— by — F(y)
attains its maximum at y := f~!(b) (remember that f is increasing), and therefore
we always have
Vo >0, F(b)=bf(b) - F(f(b)),

or, equivalently,

(6.11) vy eR, yfly)=Fly) +F(f(y)).

This allows us to obtain the asymptotic behavior of F* (b) as b — 0 and b — +o0:
first, we have

_12 _12

F*(f(y)) ~yoo (p— 1)y? — Ty Y

therefore

as b — 0;
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next, we have

therefore

p—1
p

Since £+ > 2 and since F* is increasing on R (and even on R), we see that there

exists C > C;’ > 0 such that

F*(b) ~ b1 as b — 4oc.

(6.12) VbeR, CF max(b? b7 1) < F*(b) < O max(b?,b77).

Now we can conclude:

F*(Inf(y))) < Cy max((Inf(®)])*, (Inf)))77)
= Gy max(i? f(|ly)% 07 f(ly))7 7)) < C; max(n? F(|lyl)>,n* F(lyl) 7 7)
= Cy® max(f(ly))*, (1) 7).
But
max(f(ly)% F(1y)77) = F(y)* ~ (0= 1)%y*  asy—0,
and
max(f(y))*, f(y)7T) = F(y) 7T ~y”  asy — +oo,

therefore there exists ', > C}, > 0 such that
(6.13) vy >0, Cpmin(y’,y?) <max(f(|y))> f(ly))77) < Cpmin(y? 7).
Then, using (6.9), we obtain that

L i c G
(6.14) Fr(Inf(y)l) < Con* Cpmin(y?,y") < =7 EnPF(Jy)).
p

The proof of (6.7) follows from (6.10) and (6.14). O

In the same spirit, we prove (6.8): first we can assume that a,y > 0, and using
(6.6), we can write

Using (6.9), we have

F(na) <G, min(nzaz, nPaf) < Cpn? min(az, aP) < %npﬁ(a).

P
Using successively (6.12), (6.13) and (6.9), we have
e (JON _ e SW)? Fly)7
EAC2A IS
F(n) Cpmax(n2,nﬁ)
Cp i
< ——max(f(y)", f(y)77)
ne-t
CxC, CiCy -
< L min(y®, ") < ——-F(y).
nrp-1 nﬁCZ/)
This concludes the proof of (6.8) and of Lemma 6.2. O

As an application, we have the following generalized Poincaré’s inequality:
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Lemma 6.3. [14, Section 4.2] Let p € (1,2). Then there exists a positive constant

Cp such that, for every absolutely continuous function z : [0,1] — R satisfying
z(0) = 0, one has

(6.15) /0 F(z(s))ds < Cp/o F('(s))ds

Proof of Lemma 6.3. We have

Fl(a)) = F(x(x)) - F(2(0)) = / " f(a()) #(s) ds.

Then using (6.7), we have

Fe10) #(5)| < TP 00) + o FLa()

/’f ds<—/ ds+Cp77/F 5)) ds.

Integrating with respect to = on (0, 1), we get

/O F(z(z)) dx <—/ ))ds + Cpn? /Olﬁ(z(s))ds,

and we obtain (6.15) choising 1 small enough. O

Therefore

5. Proof of Lemma 6.1.
The proof of Lemma 6.1 follows adapting the arguments given by [16, Section
4.2.4], using the following modified multipliers:

e modified first multiplier: we replace f by f, and E, by E’p;

e modified second multiplier: we replace f’ by f’, and E, by E,;

e modified third multiplier: we replace f by f in the elliptic problem (5.7),
and v and E, by ¥ (the solution of the modified elliptic problem, now
associated to f) and E,.

6.5.a. Estimate given by the modified first multiplier.
When p € (1,2), and with the modified first multiplier, we have the following
estimate, that is a modified version of (5.4):

Lemma 6.4. There exists C1 > 0 independent of the initial conditions such that

T
(6.16) / B (26 (t) dt < C1E,(5)°6/(5)

S

w01 [ B0 [ ) (pF0) +€7(0) et
1

T
~ 0 — g ~ ~
- [ B0s [ st ™S (f0)+ 7©) dedr
6.5.b. Estimate given by the modified second multiplier.

When p € (1,2), and with the modified second multiplier, we have the following
estimate, which is a modified version of (5.6):
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Lemma 6.5. Denote k(®) := max(1, Ep(O)%Tp). Then there exists C} > 0 indepen-
dent of the initial conditions such that

(6.17) / Ey( t)dt < Ch kO E,(S)%4/(S)
+C k<0>q/ B (t)¢’(t)(/b2 F(z) d:c) dt
T _ , 1 _g N _
20 [ B0 0) [ vl 255 (o) - ) deat

2 [ B0d 0 [ ra@in@a®5 4 (70 + 7©) et

(The only difference with (5.6) is the fact that the coefficients in (6.17) depend
on E,(0), hence on the norm of the initial condition.)

6.5.c. Estimate given by the modified third multiplier.
Consider the solution v of

(6.18) {” (I) f(z(t,z)) = €(0,1),

When p € (1,2), and with the modified third multiplier, we have the following
estimate, which is a modified version of (5.9):

Lemma 6.6. There exist exists Cio), Céo), C?(,O) that depend on E,(0) such that

T 1
619 [ B < COB20) + A [ B [

+Cg(0)/ qu/ vg )+4C'1/ p¢/ o(x p (f(P) f(g))
—4/ Byl [ watainta *)(f() + 7).

(Note that, if it has some utility, we have

C\ = ¢ max(1, E,(0)7") + max(1, E,(0)25
Céo) = Cfmax(1, EZ,(O)(qszq)Z;pp ) max(Ep(O)%Tp ,E,(0)7=1),

O = ¢ max(1, B, (0)71)).
We will need to extend (5.63) and (5.64), and here are the natural extensions:

Lemma 6.7. There exists C independent of the initial conditions such that
(6.20) vt >0, / F*(8(t,x)) de < Cmax(1, E,(0)51) E,(t),
and

L 2-p 2 p 1 ~
(6.21) V¥t >0, / F(0;)dx < Cmax(E,(0) » ,E,(0)r-1) / Vs F'(z) dz
0 0
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6.5.d. Proof of Lemma 6.1 assuming Lemmas 6.4-6.7.
We proceed as for the proof of Lemma 5.1, the starting point being now (6.19).

First, as we did in the previous section, using (6.6), (6.9), (6.12), and (6.20), there
exists C' > 0 such that, for all o € (0,1), we have

[ Bt [ a5
gco—/ pqs/F* /;ﬂb/
gca2max(1,Ep(0)%)/S B2 +—/ paﬁ/

and that allows us to get rid of the third term of the right hand side of (6.19)
(taking o > 0 small enough).
Next, as we did in the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have

i [ Bt [ st @5 (T + 70)
=1 [ B / ra@)in(@)g(“5>) (7o) - 7(©)
w1 [ B / raayir ()25 ) (~27(0))
F(9)26/(S) + 5C, / By /

and using (6.7), we have

/ p¢/ 1 _/ m/ o Bla(e) (o — €) + CpF(p)
< p¢/ Flp- §+Cp77/ B2,

Combining with the previous estimate and taking 1 > 0 small enough, we can get
rid of the fifth term of the righ hand side of (6.19), and we obtain

T~2/ 0) £ 2 . (0) T / ! 7
(6.22) /S B2 < O B, (5)%¢(S) + /S By / a(@)F(p — ) de

+ 20, /STEpsb’/Ola(x) (p—ﬁ)(f(p)—f(ﬁ)),

with Cio) and Cf()o) for which we can have an explicit estimate in terms of E,(0).
It remains to estimate the second term of the right hand side of (6.22), and this
follows from the following result, extracted from [14, Lemma 3.2.7] but for which
we give an alternative proof.

Lemma 6.8. There exists C), uniform such that, for all M > 1, we have

(623) Vp.teR, Fp—£) <2

T2 (F(p) + F(9))

+CpM* P (p = €)(f(p) — F(€))-
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End of the proof of Lemma 6.1 assuming Lemma 6.8. Tt follows from (6.22) and
(6.23) that

T T
. . C .
o20) [ B < CB(520(8) + V3 [ B

T 1
eV 20 [ B [ o) o-0(fo) - ).
Then it is sufficient to take M large enough, and we obtain (6.4). O

Proof of Lemma 6.8. Take M > 1, and divide the first quadrant of the plane
{(p,€), p, € € R} into the following four regions:

M+1 M+1

Ri:={(p,§),p>0,§> o}, Re:={(p,&),p>0,p<E< 7 ot
M
Ry :={(p €62 0. grgr &< ph Ra={(p 9,62 0.6 < g0}
Then, using (6.9),
(p§) ERy = 0§§—p§ﬁ: :>F@—mgFﬁ?§Cﬁ@f
In a symmetric way,
-~ F
(p,§) eR3s — ng—ggé; :>F@—OSFT%%SO$ﬁ.

Now, we note that
Ri=Ri,- UR1 4,

where
Rly* = {(pag) € Rlag —p S 1}5 R1,+ = {(pvg) € Rlvé. —pP Z 1}
It is clear that R — is compact:

0<p<M,

eR . =
(p.&) € 1, 0<E<1+p<1+M

p

— <E&E—-p<l1

M=t est = {
Therefore, if (p,£) € R1,—, we see from (6.9) that

F(&-p) < Cplé = p)*,
and, on the other hand, there exists ¢, ¢ € (p,§) C [0, M + 1] such that

(€ p)(F(©) — Flp) = (6 - ,,)2%;”@) (€= )T (epe) = (€ — )P (M +1).
Therefore
(PO R —  F(E—p) < —2 (6~ p)(F() - F(0)).

fr(M+1)
Since f'(z) = (p — 1)(1 + x)P~2, there exists ¢, > 0 independent of M > 1 such
that
(PO ER- = F(E—p) < M€~ p)(f(€) — f(p)).
Now, if (p,&) € Ri1 4, introducing 7 := & — p — 1, we see from (6.9) that
F(&—~p)

F(f - p) < Cp(§ — p)P7 hence ﬁ < Cp(f _ p)p—l _ Cp(l + 7.);0—17
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and, on the other hand, we have

F© - Fo) =+ — 4ot = (e +1+o) (140
=1+7)P! ((1 +o)Pt — U”_1> where o = 1_—::?’

To conclude, it is sufficient to note that, first, the function
ceRL = (1+o)pP ! —gP!
is nonincreasing, because p < 2, and that ¢ < 2 if p <1, and
1+p 14p 1+4p 1+p
o = = S =
L+7 &—p =
hence, in any case, 0 < 2M, since M > 1. Therefore, we obtain that, if (p,§) €
R1,+, we have

M <o2M ifp>1,

F© = Fo) = (L 207 = @M ) (1 4

which gives that

PO R = FlE=0) < Tt €~ O — Fo).

Since we have
_ - p—1
(1_|_2M)p 1—(2M)p 1Nm as p — 09,

there exists some ¢, > 0 independent of M > 1 such that

(P, ) ERL = F(E—p) <M P(E—p)(f(€) — flp)).

The situation is similar in Ry4.

If p¢ < 0, the proof is much easier: assume that p < 0 < & Then, either
E—p < 1,0or & —p > 1. The subregion where £ — p < 1 is exactly the triangle
bounded by the horizontal axis (Op), the vertical axis (O¢), and the line £ = p+ 1.
Then |p|,& <1, and we have

F(§=p) S Cpl€— 0 = Gy€+ 1ol
and on the other hand,

2
’

I
Cp F

f
> (e410) (Fe+ Flol) = PO e+ 10l) = T e — ).

If&—p>1, then

N—

g_p — P(§ p) )
while } } } 3

F(&) = fp) = F&) + fllpl) = cp€" + cplplP ™,
and once again there is a uniform C' such that

F(§~p) < CE=p)(f(©) ~ F(p)
This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.8. O
6.5.e. Proof of Lemma 6.4.

The modified first multiplier gives immediately an identity completely similar to
(5.3) (with f and E, instead of f and E,), and then we easily obtain (6.16). O
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6.5.f. Proof of Lemma 6.5.

The strategy is of course to follow the proof of Lemma 5.3, but there are some
modifications that we have to explain.

The starting point is the modified (5.5), modified in the sense that f and E,
are replaced by f and E’p. We follow the estimates in the same order as in section
5.2.c, in the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Modifications of (5.58) and (5.59) when p € (1,2): First

/ (@)= (F©) - ) e < / e+ [2F) | o

< C(/Olﬁ'(z)dx+/olﬁ'(§) —I—F'(p)da:).

But z, = § + %, therefore, since F' is convex, we have

Plea) = F(E+5) < SF() + L),
Therefore, there exists C' > 0 such that
1 ~ ~ ~
(6.25) [ wa@=(F©) = ) aa] < CE,)

This directly implies that

6260 |[B00 ) [ @)z (5©) - F0) de] | < OB (87%/(5).
0

and

627) | /ST<E / ba(@)z(F(p) = F(6)) dwdt| < CE,(8)°0/(5),

hence the modifications of (5.58) and (5.59) when p € (1,2).
Modification of (5.60): using (6.7), we have

- [ B0 [ 1=+ )

b B N
< /S By (0 (1) / |2 F (o) + |27(6)| duw dt

2

< [ B0&0 [ FE)+ O + FQ) dr
S as n

Therefore we obtain the modification of (5.60):

(6.28) ‘—/ /1/)2 —l—f(&))dxdt’
<% /S B0d() / "R de) ae+ ot [ B07 )

Modification of (5.61): since g is globally Lipschitz and f’ is bounded, we have

629 |- [ B0do [ vt 055 (F0)+ F1©)

<o [ Booo [ 155
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On the other hand, the function z belongs to L (R, W,7(0,1)), and hence to
L (R4, L>°(0,1)). We can even provide a more precise estimate: as noted before,
since z(t,0) = 0, we have

tx|P—}/ tsds < /|p|ds—|— /|§|ds

p p
<— Pd — Pds=ZE,(t) < ZE,(0).

Therefore

1/
¥t >0,z € [0,1], |2(ta)| <O where O = (ng(O)) g

Since f is increasing and f’(O) =p—1>0, there exists K9 such that
vy € [~ 0(0 OO, Lyl < KO f(ly)).
(In fact, since f is concave, one can choose
(0)
K(O) = %7
(e
and then there is some C, > C}, > 0 independent of E,(0) such that
€l max(1, B,(0) 7 < K© < €, max(1, B,(0) 7" )

Therefore,
(6.30) Vi >0,Ve € [0,1], |z(t,2)] < K©|f(z(t, x))].

Now we are in position to obtain the extension of (5.61): combining (6.30) with
(6.29), we see that

/ A2 < KO [ (1oFete. 1) + (167229,

az

and using twice (6.8) (with a = p and a = &), we obtain

n
KO b2 | bz | N
=2 " p/ F(z)+ KQC,» [ F(p)+ F(¢).
Therefore we obtain the extension of (5.61):
630 |- [ B06 0 [ et 0570+ 7©) et
K(O)O -

/S By 06 (1) ( / " By ) + KOCp / " B2 (1) dt.

2

nq
We deduce the modified version of (5.62):

(652 / B0 ) [ va(o)( pf<p>+5f<5>)dxdt
B,(S)%¢/(S) + K© cn/ B2 dr+ & / / ()d:v) dt
+2 / D / Yoz

wich immediately gives (6.17). O
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6.5.g. Proof of Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7.
Proof of Lemma 6.7. First, we have an integral formula of v:

1 ~ x 5
o(t,z) = —:v/ (I =93y f(z(ty) dy + (x — 1)/0 ys(y) f(2(t,y)) dy,

and, since F'* is convex, we derive that

P <o (- [ 0-pusIeam a) -0 (- [ wawicen) a)

0

</ F (0 st ) ) dy + | B (atitete.n) dy
1
<2 [ F(fet) dv

Since f is concave, we have

[FEEI< (0= D=t y)],

and therefore by monotonicity of F*:
F(Ft9)) < F* (0 - D2(tm)
and using (6.12)

F*((p = )2(t.y) < G max((p = 1)%2(t,y)% (0 — 1) (, )|
< ¢ max(z(t,y)% |2(t,)|%) < C'max(z(t,)>, 0" 2(t,9)?)

= C"2(t,y)* max(1, Céo)qiz).

Using (6.9), one easily see that
2—p

max l,C(O)
Ve [LCO, e, <X )

< F(y),
&4

and therefore

(0)27P
— 1
(0= D(ty) < max(, oL )

c F(z(t,x))

Therefore

0277y 1
1 ~
MC:P) / F(2) da.
c, 0
We conclude using the generalized Poincaré’s inequality (6.15) that there is C”
independent of the initial conditions such that

F*(i(t, 2)) < 20" max(1,C0" )

1
F*(i(t, 2)) < € max(1,CO"?) max(1, ) / F(p) + F(€) da.
0

Using the expression of 01(70)7 we see that
max(1, CZ(,O)q_2) max(1, 050)2_17) < C'max(1, Ep(())g)7
which gives (6.20) (integrating w.r.t. x).
To prove (6.21), we start from the integral formula of 0;:

Ui(t, x) = —x/ (L=y)es () [ (=(t, )= (t,y) dy+(x—1)/z s () f (2(t,y))z(t,y) dy.

0



45

Then

FWMSF%AwamwwM@—F%%L$quﬂ+%ﬂpfwm0
<gB ([ 2wlad) 5B ([ 2wlal)

Since there exists ¢y > 0 such that

Vy € [07 1]7 f(y) > coy,

2 _
/Zt|<1 bz | < a/zt|<l VY3 f(|2e]),

we deduce that

and therefore,

F*(/|z<12¢3|Zt| <C/ F* (3 f(|z))) <C/ W F(F(1) SC”/01¢3F(Zt)

as we have seen previously, and that is what we want.
On the other hand,

[z [ ([ o)« ([ ) <cmon

and then it follows from (6.12) that
Vb€ [0,CoE(0)7), F*(5) < O max(b?,b7*)
< € max(b?, (CyE,(0)/7)4~2?) = (C* max(1, (cpEp(O)l/p)H)) b2,

Therefore,

ﬁw(/;plm%kﬂ)SC%nwxu,agEAoﬂ”ﬂ-%(/

[2¢]>1

2
2¢3|Zt|) :
Now it is sufficient to note that there is some ¢; > 0 such that

Vy>1, fly) > ey’
This yields that

ey

lze] >1 = |z < (
c1

Then

/Zt|>1 el S/|zt>1 2¢3( ) ! S/ 243 ( (|21:t|))1/p_1

so/wﬁmw@ﬂmgo(£Wﬂmmw

We can conclude that
[ * 1/pyq—2 ! ~ 2/p
F (/I 205/2]) < G max(1, (G, Ep(0)1/7)12) / ng(zt))
zi|>1

SC; max(1, (C,E,(0 )1/p)q 2 E / ¢3F ),
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and finally, we get
F*(ﬁt) < O; max(l,(CpEp( )1/p)q 2 " / 1/13 (2t)

— _ 1 ~
< cmax(Ep(o)Tp,E,,(O)p—ff) / Vs F ().
0
This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.7. O

Proof of Lemma 6.6. First, as we proved (5.8), we have now:

(6.33) 2/ m/ws )2f(2) = p¢>/ (0-9)]
—/Sms)/oap £) - / pqs/vtp )
2 [ B [ atwnat 5,

Note that the function y — yf(y) is even, and satisfies

yf(y) ~y—0 (p - 1)5[:27 and yf(y) ~Ny—+oo y”,
there exists some ¢, > ¢;, > 0 such that
Yy eR, ¢F(y) <yf(y) < cF(y).

Therefore, using Lemma 6.7 and (6.17), we see that the second term that appears
n (6.17) can be estimated as follows:

T by T 1 3
[ Bweo ([ o)< 2 [C B0 [ vatwzie ) i

a2

that is estimated using the identity (6.33) and the estimates of Lemma 6.7. First,
using (6.6) and (6.20), we have

\/Olzxp— JE / F(5) + F(p—€) < Cmax(1, B,(0) 5 B, 1),

and therefore

(86 [ 560-0] - [ Bty [ 00 < Cmax(t, BOFDE(SP6(5),

S 0

Next, once again using (6.6), (6.9), (6.12), and (6.21), we have: given o € (0, 1),

[ ato-o|=[[ % (o0-9)

/OF*( 4P (o <p—§>)sQ/Jlﬁ*<@t>+c:ap/olﬁ<p>+ﬁ<g>

o4
~ C 2-p 2-p 1 -
< CoP By (1) + o max(B,(0) 7 B, 0)57) [ vl (e do
0

The last estimates give (6.19). O
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