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On Some Nonlocal in Time and Space Parabolic Problem

Sandra Carillo* fand Michel Chipot ¥

Abstract

The goal of this note is to study nonlinear parabolic problems nonlocal in time and space.
We first establish the existence of a solution and its uniqueness in certain cases. Finally we
consider its asymptotic behaviour.
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1 Introduction and notation

We will denote by Q a smooth bounded open set of R", n > 2 with boundary 992. We would
like to consider the following problem. Find u = w(z,t) such that

{ut —a( [o9@)u(z,t)dr) Au+ B( fg h(s)u(z, s)ds)u = f in Qx (0,T),

(1.1)
u(-,t) =0o0n 0Q, t € (0,T), u(z,0) = up(z).

T is a positive number, ug, f, g, h are given data. The equation could be regarded as a model of
population dynamics where u(z,t) is the density of a population at the location x, at the time
t. The nonlinear terms are an account for a death or diffusion rate which at time ¢ depends
on the total population having been at the location x in the past or in  at time ¢. To study
this issue we were inspired by the papers [7]-[10] where a similar problem was introduced at the
difference that in (II]) the integral goes up to 7" which we think is an interesting point of view
but perhaps a bit surprising from a realistic one in our framework.

The paper is divided as follows. In the next section we prove existence of a weak solution to
([CI). In the subsequent section we establish a result of uniqueness. Note that in comparison to
[7]-[10] our result is global. Finally we study in a simple case the asymptotic behaviour of the
solution to (LII).
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2 A result of existence

We denote by LP(Q2),1 < p < 400 the usual LP-space on ). It is equipped with its usual norm
and for instance, in the case where p = 2, we denote it by | |3 i.e.

\Ug:/v(x)%x Vo € L2(Q).
Q

We refer the reader to [2]-[6] for the notation used in the sequel, for instance for HE(€2) or its
dual H=(Q) or the spaces L?(0,7;V), L?(0,T;V’) when V is a Banach space.
The main result of this section is the following :
Theorem 2.1. Set V = H}(Q),V' = H 1(Q). Suppose

ug € L*(Q), f e L*0,T;V"), a,f € C(R)NL¥(R), g € L>®(Q),h € L=(0,T), VT, (2.1)
and that for some positive constant a one has

0<a<a. (2.2)

Then there exists a weak solution to (ILI)). C'(R) denotes the space of continuous functions.

Proof. 1. One can assume that g > 1.
Indeed, suppose that we can solve ([I.I]) in this case. w is solution to (LIJ) iff

i =e My (2.3)
satisfies
t
(eMi), —a(/ g(z)e Mz, t)daz)e)‘tAﬂ—FB(/ h(s)e u(x, s)ds)e)‘tﬂ = f,
Q 0
t
& My + e — a(/ g(z)eMa(z, t)dx)e)‘tAﬂ—i—ﬁ(/ h(s)e a(x, s)ds)e)‘tzl =,
Q 0
t
& U — a(/ g(x)eM iz, t)dr) At + {\ + B(/ h(s)e i(x, s)ds) b = e M,
Q 0
i.e. iff @ satisfies (ILI)) with f, h, a replaced respectively by e f, e*h, a(e*.) and B by A + 3

which is greater than 1 for A large enough.

2. We suppose that g > 1.
Let w € L*(0,7;L%*(Q)) c L'Y0,7;L'(Q)). Then, see [2], there exists a unique u = S(w)
solution to

uw € L*0,T;V), u € L0, T; V"),

L (u,v)+ a [ 9(@)w(z, t)dz) [, Vu- Vvdz + (B( fot h(s)w(z, s)ds)u,v) (2.4)
= (f,v) Yv e H}), in D'(0,T).



In the equation above we denote by (', ) the canonical scalar product in L?(€2) and by (, ) the
duality between H~1(Q) and H}(Q2), D(0,T) and D’(0,7T) denote respectively the space of C>
functions with compact support in (0,7) and its dual, the usual space of distributions on (0,7).
(Cf. for instance [2]). We will be done if we can show that S has a fixed point. Taking in the
equation above v = u we get easily if a A 1 denotes the minimum of a and 1

1d
3B ant [ (Vu- Vs < () < Iflu| [l
< — P+ — .

| flv+ denotes the strong dual norm of f in H~'(£2) associated to the norm ||Vul|, in H{(€).
From this we derive

d, 2 1 2
1 . < ’
dt|u|2—|—(a/\ )/Q(Vu Vu+u)d:1:_a/\l|f|v

and after an integration in ¢

t 1 t
lul3 + (a A 1)/ /(Vu - Vu + u?)dads < |ugli + —— / £, 8)|%ds.
0o JQ all 0
It follows that

1 1 (7
ult2 00y uliz0. 200y < CF = @) (\Uolg tanil/, !f('ys)’%/'d3>~

Set
B ={ve L*0,T;L*(Q)) | |v|20.1:22(0)) < C}-

Clearly, S maps B into itself. Moreover since

up = a(/ﬂg(a:)w(m,t)da:) Au — ﬂ(/o h(s)w(z,s)ds)u+ f in V'

uy is uniformly bounded in L2(0,7; V') and S(B) is relatively compact in B. The existence of
a weak solution to (L) will follow by the Schauder fixed point theorem if S is continuous. To
show that, let w,, € L%(0,T; L%()) such that

w, — w in L*(0,T;L*(Q)).

Denote u,, = S(wy,). The estimates above hold and one can extract a subsequence such that, if
we still label it by n
gw, — gw in L*(0,T;L*(Q)),

hw, — hw in L*0,T;L*(Q)),

Uy — Uso in L2(0,T; L*()), (2.5)
Vu, = Vus in L*0,T; L*(Q)),

(un)t — (Uso) in L2(0,T; V).
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By definition of u,, we have for every v € H}(Q) and every ¢ € D(0,7)
T T
/ —(un,v)cp'(t)dt—i—/ gp(t)/ a(/ g(z)w(z, t)dz) Vu, - Vo dzdt
0 0 Q Q
T t T
+/ gp(t)/ B(/ h(s)wn(z, s)ds)u,v dodt = / (f,v)p(t)dt.
0 Q 0 0

By the Lebesgue theorem
t t
cp(t)ﬂ(/ h(s)wy(z, s)ds)v — gp(t)ﬂ(/ h(s)w(z, s)ds)v in L2(0,T; L2(Q)). (2.6)
0 0
Indeed, note that

t
0

|/0 h(s)wn(:n,s)ds—/ h(s)w(zx, s)ds|
T
S/o [P oo |y, — wl|(z, s)ds
T 1
< ’h‘OO\/T{\/O (w, —w)?(z,s)ds}? — 0 a.e.

up to a subsequence. |h|s is the L>°(0,T)-norm of h. Using (2.6]) and the analogue written for
a and g, one can pass to the limit in the equation satisfied by w,. It follows that u., = S(w).
Since the limit of w,, is unique the whole sequence u,, converges toward u,, = S(w) and thus S
is continuous. This completes the proof of the theorem. [l

Remark 1. The same existence result holds if in (L) one replaces the integral on (0,t) by

Aﬁmm@g@

where t' is any real number in (0,T].

3 Uniqueness issue

One has the following estimate for the solution to (LI]):
Proposition 3.1. Suppose that ug € L*°(Q), f € L>®(Q x (0,T)), 8> 1. Then it holds
lul < K = [floo V [to]oo- (3.1)

(V stands for the mazimum of two numbers).
Proof. One has

d t
—(u—K)-V- (a(/gudw)V(u—K)) —l—ﬂ(/ hu ds)u — K = f — K <0.
dt Q 0
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It follows, using as test function (u —

1d

This implies that

%mu - R <

and since this quantity vanishes at 0 it vanishes for all time. This shows that u < K. Since —u
satisfies a similar equation one has also —u < K. This completes the proof of the proposition. [J

One can then prove the following uniqueness result :

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that ug € L*(2), f € L>®(Q x (0,T)), g € L>(Q), h € L>(0.T).
Suppose that 3 > 1, o are Lipschitz continuous in the sense that for some positive constant Cl,,
Cs

[a(§) —a(m)] < Cal§ —nl,  |B() =B < Csl§ —nl V{nER, (32)

then the weak solution to (1)) is unique.
Proof. Let uy,us be two solutions to (ILT]). By subtraction one gets

:;t(ul —uy) — a(/gg(a:)ul (z, t)dx) Alur — ug) + ﬂ(/o h(s)ui(z,s)ds)(ug — ug)

= (a(/ﬂg(m)ul(x,t)da;) —a(/ﬂg(x)w(a:,t)dx))AUQ
_ {ﬁ(/ot h(s)ul(x,s)ds) — ﬁ(/ot h(s)u2(m,s)ds) Yug.

Multiplying by (u; — uz) and integrating on 2 we get

li\ul — qug + oz(/gg(a;)ul(m,t)da:) /Q |V (up — uz)\2daz

2dt
+/Qﬂ(/0t h(S)ul(w,s)dS) (1 — u2)?dw
) _/ <a(/ g(x)u (@, t)dz) - a(/gzg(a:)uz(x,t)dxwvm - V(uy — ug)dx

/{B / s)ui(z, s)ds) — ﬂ(/o h(s)ua(z, s)ds) yua(ur — ug)dx.
By (22]) and since 5 > 1 we derive
]ul u2]2+a/ |V (u1 — ug) daz+/ﬂ(u1 — ug)?dx
§/ ]a(/ g(z)uy (z,t)dz) —a(/Qg(x)u2(x,t)da:)HVUgHV(Ul — ug)|dx
/]{B / s)uq (z, s)ds) ﬂ(/o h(s)u2(x,s)ds)}Hu2H(u1—uz)\daz,

2dt
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which implies

1d

2dt’ul uzb—l—a/ IV (u1 — u2)| daz+/(u1 — up)?dx
Q

/0 |/ oy (2, ) — s (a, £)) ] [ Vo ||V (g — )|
+/QCB|/O h(s)(u1(z,s) — ua(w, s))ds|luz||(u1 — uz)|dx
S/QCagoo</Q\u1(a:,t)—u2(a:,t)\da:>\Vu2HV(u1 — ug)|dx

+ /Q Cshso /Ot |u(z, 8) — ua(x, s)|ds|ug(z, t)||(u1 — u2)(z,t)|dx

where goo, hoo denotes the L°(€2) and L°°(0,T) norms of g and h. Now we use ([BI]) and the
young inequality
ab < ea® + C.b*

to get
1d
—lug — U2|2+a/ |V (up — ug)] dx—l—/(ul — up)?da
2 dt o
< / C’{ '0Joo / lug(z,t) — ug(z, t)|d:n>|VuQ|} + €|V (uy — u9)|*dx
/C’Bh K2dt / lug(z, s) (:E,S)|d8) dz.
Choosing € = 5 it comes

1d
2dt‘u1 ugl3 4~ /]V uy — ug)| dm+/(u1—u2)2dx
Q

2
S/C’EC’agoo|Vu2| /|u1(:n,t)—u2(:17,t)|d:17> dx
Q

/C’Bh K2dt / lui(x, s) — ug(z, 8)|d8>
< [ CCR Vsl — wfide
Q

/Cgh K2dt / |ui (2, 8) — ug(x, s)]ds)

We used Holder’s inequality, || denotes the measure of Q. Thus we obtain

1d

2 a 2 2
— \Y - d — d
2dt‘u1 uz; + 2/9’ (u1 — ug)| x+/g(ul ug)*dx

< CCLg2 | Vual3|9Q[ur — ual3
2

t
+/QcﬁhOOK%%</o |u1(z, s) —ug(x,s)]ds> dx.
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Integrating between 0 and ¢ we derive
t
i~ waff <2 [ €O Vs — uafit
0
¢ 2
+/ C’BhooK</ lui(x, s) —’LL2(33,8)|d8> dx
Q 0
t
<2 [ C.O2RITu s o.t) — ualer )
0
t
+ / C’BhooKt/ lu (z, s) — ug(x, s)|*dsdz
Q 0

t
— [ (2020 Vsl + Cohoc Kt s — walFa.
0

Since (20€C’§ggo|§2||Vu2|% + Cghoo K t) € L'(0,T) the result follows from the Gronwall inequa-
lity. O

4 Stationary problem

In this section we consider u solution to (L) and we assume
fyuo,9,h > 0. (4.1)
Moreover we assume that
B(z) admits a limit when z — +o0. (4.2)

First notice that ([@J]) implies that u > 0. Indeed multiplying (LI]) by —u~ we get

1d i
——|u"|3 + a(/ g udm)/ |Vu~|?dx —I—/ ﬁ(/ h uds)(u™)%dx = —(f,u”) < 0.
2dt Q Q a Jo
Since «, § are positive we get
1d “2<o0
a2 =
ie. u~ =0 since u~ (z,0) = 0. Since u > 0, then

t —>/0 h(s) u(z,s) ds

is nondecreasing in time and has a limit when t — +oo for almost every x € 2 and so does

ﬂ(/ot h(s) u(zx,s) ds).



We denote by Boo(z) € L°(2) this limit. Then the stationary problem associated to (1) is :
find us, weak solution to

(4.3)

_a(fg g(m)uoo(x)dx) At + Booloo = f(l‘) in Q,
Uso = 0 on 0N

For convenience we set

0(u) :/Qg(a;)u(a:)da: (4.4)

and for any p > 0 we denote by u, the weak solution to

{—uAuu + Bocuy = f(z) in Q, (4.5)

u, = 0 on 0.

As usual, solving a problem like (£3]) reduces to solve an equation in R (see [4], [1]). Here
arguing on £(u) or a(¢(u)) offers two different equations. Indeed we have

Theorem 4.1. The mapping u — {(u) is a one-to-one mapping from the set of solutions to
3) into the set of solutions of the equation in R

B= e(ua(,u))’ (46)

Proof. Suppose that s, is solution to ([@3]). Then, with our notation for u,

Uoo = Ua(l(uco))
this implies
g(uoo) = e(ua(é(uoo)))

i.e. l(ux) is solution to (AG). Conversely, suppose that p is solution to (AG). Then, wuq(,)
satisfies

_a(:u')Aua(u) + Booua(u) - f(.Z') in 0,
Ug () = 0 on 9.

Since, by [lL.G), (i) = a(l(ua(y))), Ua(y is solution to ([L3). The injectivity of the map u — £(u)
is due to the fact that if £(uq) = £(uz) when u; and uy are solutions to (@3] then clearly u; = ua.
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Similarly we have

Theorem 4.2. The mapping u — «(¢(u)) is a one-to-one mapping from the set of solutions to
3) into the set of solutions of the equation in R

1= alt(u,). (4.7)



Proof. Suppose that us, is solution to ([@3). Then, with our notation for u,

Uoo = Ua(l(uco))
this implies that
a(l(uso)) = a(b(Ua(e(ua)))

ie. a(l(us)) is solution to ([@T). Conversely, suppose that p is solution to (@T). Then wu,, is
solution to

—a(l(uy))Auy + By = f(x) in
u, = 0 on 092,

i.e. uy is solution to ([3]). To prove the injectivity of the map v — a(¢(u)) one has just to notice
that if a(f(u1)) = a(f(uz)) when uy,up are solutions to ([A3) then clearly u; = uz = uq(p(u,))-
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Then we can now show

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that for some constants ag,aq one has
0<Oé(]§04§041, (4'8)

then the problem ([A3)) admits at least one solution.

Proof. Due to (4L8) the strait line y = p is cutting the curve y = a(¢(1)) and the result follows
from the theorem 4.2. O

Remark 2. Of course @) can have several solutions and even an infinity. In the case of a
single solution it would be interesting and non trivial to show the convergence of u(t) toward use.
In the next paragraph we address a simple case to show what is on stake. We made it voluntary
stmple in a didactic spirit.

Let us suppose that g is an eigenvalue of the Dirichlet problem i.e. that for some A > 0, ¢
satisfies in a weak sense

—Ag=MXgin 2, g=0 on 0. (4.9)
Then we have

Theorem 4.4. Let g be solution to [A9). Suppose that B is a positive constant and that the
equation
(Aa(p) + B =(f,9) >0 (4.10)

admits a unique solution. Then if u(x,t) is solution to (L)) and us solution to [@3) one has

|u(z,t) — usol2 — 0 when t — 4o0. (4.11)



Proof. Tt is enough to show (see [2]) that ¢(u(z,t)) — f(us) when t — oco. Multiplying the
equation (II)) by ¢ and integrating on 2 one gets

%(% 9) + a(t(w)) /Q VuVgdz + B(u, g) = (f,9)

i.e. using the definition of g and /¢ it comes

d

Z () + Xa(C(u)(u) + fl(u) = (f.9)-

Denote by fis the unique solution to ([I0). Since we assume (f,g) > 0 one has p > 0 and
(Aa(p) + B < (f,g) for p < poo. Suppose that

L(up) < foo-
Since ¢(u) is solution to the differential equation

4,

W) = (f,9) = Qall(w)) + 5)¢(u)

¢(u) is increasing and of course converging toward fio. Similarly £(ug) > oo implies that £(u)
is decreasing toward fo.. This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 3. In the case that we just considered one could describe the asymptotic behaviour of u
using the same argument when the equation (LI0]) admits different isolated solutions. We leave
the proof to the reader.
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