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TIME-FRACTIONAL GRADIENT FLOWS FOR
NONCONVEX ENERGIES IN HILBERT SPACES

GORO AKAGI AND YOSHIHITO NAKAJIMA

ABSTRACT. This article is devoted to presenting an abstract theory
on time-fractional gradient flows for nonconvex energy functionals in
Hilbert spaces. Main results consist of local and global in time existence
of (continuous) strong solutions to time-fractional evolution equations
governed by the difference of two subdifferential operators in Hilbert
spaces. To prove these results, fractional chain-rule formulae, a Lips-
chitz perturbation theory for convex gradient flows and Gronwall-type
lemmas for nonlinear Volterra integral inequalities are developed. They
also play a crucial role to cope with the lack of continuity (in time)
of energies due to the subdiffusive nature of the issue. Moreover, the
abstract theory is applied to the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for some p-
Laplace subdiffusion equations with blow-up terms complying with the
so-called Sobolev (sub)critical growth condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be a real Hilbert space equipped with an inner product (-, -)g
and the norm || - ||z = \/(+, -)g. Fori = 1,2, let ¢ : H — (—00, )]
be a proper (i.e., ¢' # o0) lower-semicontinuous convex functional with the
effective domain,

D(¢') :={we H: ¢'(w) < oo} #0,
and define the subdifferential operator 0¢' : H — 2H of ¢ by

04 (2) = {E € H: ¢i(v) — i(z) > (€0 — 2)r forv € D(e))
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for z € D(¢") with the domain D(0¢") = {w € D(¢"): dp'(w) # 0}. In
this article, we are concerned with the abstract Cauchy problem for time-
fractional evolution equations of the form,

d

T [k % (u—up)] () +00" (u(t)) =0 (u(t)) > f(t) in H, 0<t<T, (1.1)
where T' € (0,00], ug € D(p') N D(¢?) and f : (0,T) — H are prescribed,
and the convolution k * (u — ug) with a kernel k € L{ (]0,00)) is defined by

(kxw)(t) := /0 k(t —s)w(s)ds for w e L ([0,00); H), t>0.

Here and henceforth, we assume:

(K) The kernel k € LL ([0, 00)) is nonnegative and nonincreasing. There

exists a nonnegative and nonincreasing kernel £ € Li ([0, 00)) such
that

(k*ﬁ)(t):/Otk(t—s)ﬁ(s)ds:l for ¢ > 0.

Hence k is a completely positive kernel (see [12, Theorem 2.2]). A typical
example of k satisfying (K) is the so-called Riemann—Liouville kernel,
t—a

and then, the nonlocal time-derivative (d/dt)[kq * (u — ug)] corresponds to
the a-th order Riemann-Liouville derivative 9§ (u—ug) of u—wug, which also
coincides with the a-th order Caputo derivative of wu if it is smooth.

The study of classical gradient flows dates back to the early work of Haim
Brézis (see, e.g., [9]) concerning the evolution equation

i—?;(t) FOpu() S f(t) mH, 0<t<T, ul0)=u

for a proper lower-semicontinuous convex functional ¢ on a Hilbert space
H. The work of Brézis is nowadays known as Brézis—Komura theory (see
also [20]) and has been extended in various directions. Among those, Otani [25]
significantly relaxed the convexity assumption of the functional ¢ by study-
ing the Cauchy problem for evolution equations governed by the difference
of two subdifferential operators such as

U 0)+ 0! (u(t) -0 (u(0) > (1) m H, 0<t<T, u(0)=u, (13)

which can be regarded as gradient flows for (essentially) nonconver energies
(see also [24] for long-time dynamics and [6] for a variational analysis). Ac-
tually, in contrast with gradient flows for semiconver energies, the abstract
Cauchy problem (L3]) can cover (even degenerate or singular) parabolic
equations whose solutions blow up in finite time, and hence, one cannot
generally expect global (in time) existence of solutions to (I.3]). We further
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refer the reader to [26] 27] for a nonmonotone perturbation theory for (con-
vex) gradient flows. Extensions of these results on classical gradient flows to
time-fractional variants have been pursued only for gradient flows of convex
energies. In [3], the well-posedness of the abstract Cauchy problem

%[k*(u—uo)](t)—k&p(u(t))Bf(t) inH, 0<t<T

is proved for proper lower-semicontinuous (semi)convex functionals ¢ : H —
(—00,00] and f € L?(0,T; H), and moreover, a Lipschitz perturbation the-
ory is developed. Furthermore, the abstract theory is also applied to time-
fractional variants of nonlinear diffusion equations as well as Allen-Cahn
equations. We also refer the reader to [1] and references therein for related
works (see also [2] [7, [16], 21} 29] 33| 341 35| 36}, 38| B9} [40} 42} [43] [44]). On
the other hand, time-fractional gradient flows for (essentially) nonconvex
energies such as (L)) have never been studied so far.

The main purpose of the present paper is to establish an abstract the-
ory on existence of strong solutions (continuous on [0,7")) to the Cauchy
problem (ILI)). To this end, there arise several significant difficulties from
the presence of time-fractional derivatives. We immediately face a diffi-
culty from the defect of chain-rule formula for time-fractional derivatives.
Indeed, the chain-rule formula is a crucial device to analyze gradient flow
equations. There is an alternative formula established in [3], from which a
fractional chain-rule inequality for subdifferentials is derived in a practical
form instead of usual identities; however, it is still insufficient to analyze
the present issue (II)). Moreover, the semigroup property does not hold
true for the time-fractional evolution equations, that is, the concatenation
of two solutions may not be a solution any more. As a result, one cannot
construct a global solution to (1)) by concatenating some local solutions
(see Remark 2.2l below). We further realize another difficulty due to the lack
of continuity (in time) of the energy ¢ — ' (u(t)), which is actually from the
subdiffusive nature of the issue. In the previous studies on non-fractional
equations, various arguments based on the continuity are potentially used
here and there, e.g., to construct local (in time) solutions to evolution equa-~
tions (see, e.g., [18]). Hence we may need to develop an alternative scheme
to establish a local existence result without exploiting the continuity of the
energy.

Another aim of this paper is to apply the preceding abstract theory to
the following Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for p-Laplace subdiffusion equations
with blow-up terms:

O (u—up) — Apu — |u|T2u = f in Qx (0,00), (1.4)
u=0 on 09 x (0,00), (1.5)
where 1 < p,q < 0o, Q is a smooth bounded domain of R with boundary

00, 07 (u—up) = O[kq * (u — ug)] denotes the Riemann—Liouville derivative
of u —wyg (i.e., Caputo derivative of u) of order 0 < o < 1 (see (L2))), A, is
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the so-called p-Laplacian given as
Apw =V - (|[Vw|P2Vuw)

and ug = up(x) and f = f(x,t) are prescribed. Equation (L4)) is a time-
fractional variant of p-Laplace diffusion equations with blow-up terms of the
form

O — Apu — |u|T2u = f in Qx(0,00), (1.6)

along with the initial condition u;—o = up in 2 (cf. see [15]). Equation (L.6])
was proposed in [22] and then studied in [32], where local and global (in
time) existence of weak solutions to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem for (L)
is proved for ug € WO1 P(Q) based on Galerkin’s method. Although the global
existence is proved under the so-called Sobolev subcritical condition ¢ <
p* :=dp/(d—p)4+, the local existence is verified under a somewhat restrictive
assumption on ¢q. The abstract results established in [25] 18 24, 26] are also
applied to (L6) for studying existence and asymptotic behavior of its L?-
solutions under the assumption that ¢ < p*/2+ 1, which is strictly less than
p* (on the other hand, it can be relaxed to ¢ < 2* for the semilinear case
p = 2 in [26] 27]). Moreover, in [5], an abstract theory for (L3) is developed
in a reflexive Banach space setting and it is also used to prove local (in
time) existence of weak solutions to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem for (L.0)
under the subcritical condition ¢ < p* for ug € VVO1 P(Q). Furthermore,
in [4], local existence of weak solutions to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem for
(L6]) is eventually proved for any uy € L"(Q2) and ¢ > p > 2, provided that
r > d(q—p)/p; this result can cover all the local existence results mentioned
above and even be regarded as an extension of Weissler’s results [37] on
the (semilinear) Fujita equation. We also refer the reader to [23] [14]. On
the other hand, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, there have been no
contribution to the study of the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem (L), (LH]) for
the p-Laplace subdiffusion equation so far. In this paper, thanks to the
abstract theory on (L)) along with a nonlinear Calderén—Zygmund theory,
we prove local (in time) existence of L?-solutions to (L4, (L5) under the
Sobolev subcritical condition ¢ < p* for any 2d/(d+2) < p < co. Moreover,
global (in time) existence of L2-solutions for small data is also verified for
q < p* even including the Sobolev critical exponent p*.

Plan of the paper. This paper is composed of eight sections. In Section 2]
we shall exhibit main results of the present paper, which consist of local and
global (in time) existence of strong solutions to the abstract Cauchy problem
(LI) under certain assumptions. We also stress that the strong solutions
are continuous on [0,7). Section [ is concerned with preliminary material
on subdifferential operators (see §3.1I]) as well as nonlocal time-differential
operators (see §3.2)). In Section Ml we shall develop time-fractional chain-
rule formulae for subdifferentials (see §4.1I), continuous representatives of
some convolutions (see §4.2)) and a Lipschitz perturbation theory for convex
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gradient flows in Hilbert spaces (see §4.3) in order to prove the main re-
sults. Sections BH7] are devoted to giving proofs of the main results: Section
gives a proof of Theorem [2.3] concerning the local (in time) existence re-
sult. In Section [6] we shall prove Theorem and Corollary 2.8 which are
concerned with the global (in time) existence of strong solutions for small
data. Moreover, another global existence result (see Theorem [29]) will be
proved in Section [7l Section [§]is dedicated to discussing applications of the
abstract theory to the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for p-Laplace subdiffusion
equations with blow-up terms. In Appendix, we shall give an outline of a
proof for the solvability of some approximate problems which will be used

only in {1l

Notation. For each 1 < r < oo, we denote by ' the Holder conjugate of
r, that is, 1/r + 1/7" = 1. Moreover, we use the same letter I for identity
mappings defined on any spaces when no confusion can arise. We denote by
C a generic nonnegative constant which may vary from line to line.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present main results concerning existence of strong
solutions to the abstract Cauchy problem (LI]). Throughout this paper,
let H be a real Hilbert space equipped with an inner product (-,-)y and
the norm || - ||z = /(-,)m, and moreover, we are concerned with strong
solutions to the Cauchy problem (L)) in the following sense:

DEFINITION 2.1 (Strong solutions to (LII)). Let T' € (0,00]. For any S €
(0,7) (and S € (0,7 if T < 00), a function u € L%(0,S; H) is called a strong
solution on [0,S] to the Cauchy problem (L), if the following conditions
are all satisfied:

(i) It holds that k * (u — ug) € W12(0,S; H) and [k * (u — ug)](0) = 0.
Moreover, u(t) € D(0pt) N D(9¢?) for a.e. t € (0,5).
(i) There exist &, € L?(0,S; H) such that

£(t) € 0o (u(t)), n(t) € 0*(u(t)),

a[k‘*(u—uo](t)+f(t)—77(t):f(t)

for a.e. t € (0,5).
2

Moreover, a function u € Li, ([0, 00); H) is called a strong solution on [0, c0)
to the Cauchy problem (I.I]) with 7' = oo, if the following conditions are all
satisfied:

(i)" Tt holds that kx (u—ug) € VVé’f([O,oo);H) and [k* (u—up)](0) = 0.
Moreover, u(t) € D(0¢') N D(9p?) for a.e. t € (0,00).
(ii)" There exist &, € L2 ([0,00); H) such that (@) holds for a.e. t €

loc
(0, 00).

(2.1)

=
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REMARK 2.2 (Lack of semigroup property). We emphasize that the semi-
group property fails for strong solutions to the Cauchy problem (I.I) due to
the nonlocal nature of the equation, that is, the concatenation

() o= wuy (t) if tel0,7T),
T\ ue(t—T) if te|[T,2T]

of two strong solutions uj,ug on [0,7] to (LI]) does not always solve (L))
on [0,27] even if u;(T) = u2(0). Hence, the lack of semigroup property
prevents us to construct (global) strong solutions on [0, c0) by concatenation.
Moreover, it is noteworthy that, in contrast with classical gradient flows, the
existence of strong solutions to (ILI]) on [0, 00) does not follow immediately
from the existence of those on [0, 7] for an arbitrary 7' > 0, unless solutions
are uniquely determined by initial data.

In order to state main results of the present paper, we set up the following
assumptions:
(A1) For each r € R, the sublevel set {w € H: p'(w) + |w||g < r} is
(pre)compact in H.
(A2) It holds that D(9¢') C D(dp?), and moreover, there exist a con-
stant 11 € [0,1) and a nondecreasing function M; : R — [0, 00) such
that

[092 (@)l < wil|dp () 1+ My (" (w) + [lw] 1)
for w € D(0¢'). Here 8:& denotes the minimal section of d¢’ for
i = 1,2, that is, E?Z,Oi(w) is the unique element of the set d¢'(w)
such that ||9¢’(w)|| = min{[|¢]|x: & € 0 (w)} for w € D(dp).
We are now ready to state main results. The following theorem is con-

cerned with local existence of strong solutions to (I.IJ).

THEOREM 2.3 (Local existence of strong solutions to (LI). In addition
to (K), assume that (Al) and (A2) hold and let T € (0,00). Then for
every ug € D(¢') and f € L*(0,T; H) satisfying £ = || f(-)||3 € L*(0,T),
there exists Ty € (0,T] such that the Cauchy problem (LL1l) admits a strong
solution u € L?(0,To; H) on [0, Ty] such that

we C([0,Tol; H), u(0)=uo and @' (u(-)) € L®(0,Tp).
Here Ty depends only on €, vi, My(-), ||uol|m, ' (uo) and HE*Hf(')H%{HLoo(O’T).
REMARK 2.4. Let T € (0,00). Since £ € LY(0,T), every f € L>®(0,T; H)
fulfills £ || £(-)||% € C([0,T)). In particular, if k = k, with 0 < o < 1, since
¢ = ki_, belongs to LY/(1=2):2°(0, T'), one can check £ x ||f(-)||% € C([0,T])
for any f € L*5(0,T; H) with some § € (0,a) due to Young’s convolution
inequality.

We next present a theorem on global existence of strong solutions to (L)
for “small” initial data by assuming the following conditions instead of (A1)
and (A2):
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(A1) For each r € R, the sublevel set {w € H: ' (w) < r} is (pre)compact
in H.

(A2)" Tt holds that D(dp') € D(d¢?) and ¢! > 0, and moreover, there
exist a constant v € [0, 1), a nonnegative Borel measurable locally
bounded function my : [0,00) — [0,00) and a nondecreasing func-
tion My : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying

. My(r)
ma(r) >0 for 0<r<ry and r1_1>161+ ma(r) 0 (2.2)
for some 7y € (0, 00] such that
ma(i! (w)) < 1|09 (w)] a1, (2:3)
1092 (W) < val| 00 (W)l + Ma(¢" (w)) (2.4)

for all w € D(dp).

REMARK 2.5 (Coercivity of ¢! = condition [23))). If ¢! fulfills the following
coercivity condition:

©'(0)=0 and afw|f <¢'(w) for we D(p") (2.5)

for some constants a,p > 0 (hence ¢!(w) > 0 if and only if w # 0), then
one has

ot (w) < (9t (w),w)y

: @ .
< 0@t (w)llallwllr < 100 (W)l ra™P{e! (w) 17,

which yields @3] with ma(s) := a/Ps!=1/? > 0 for s > 0 and mx(0) := 0.
Moreover, (A1)’ also follows from (Z5) and (A1).

THEOREM 2.6 (Global existence of strong solutions to (L.I) for small data).
In addition to (K), assume that (A1)" and (A2)" hold. Then there exists
a constant 8o > 0 depending only on Ms(-), ma(-) and va such that the
following (i) and (ii) hold true:

(i) In case T € (0,00), for every ug € D(¢') and f € L?*(0,T; H)
satisfying
Er(ug, f) == ¢" (ug) + | ¢ * ||f(')\|%{HLoo(07T) < do,
the Cauchy problem (L)) admits a strong solution v € L*(0,T; H)
on [0,T] satisfying
we C(O.TEH), u(0)=uo and ¢'(u() €L*O.T) (26
as well as

sup o' (u(t)) < CEr(ug, f)
te[0,T

for some constant C > 0 depending only on vs.
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(ii) In case T = oo, for every ug € D(p') and f € L _([0,00); H)
satisfying

Eoo(u07f) = (101(“0) + Hé* ||f()‘|%{HL°°(O,oo) < 507 (27)

the Cauchy problem (LI)) with T = oo admits a strong solution
u € L2 _([0,00); H) on [0,00) such that

loc
u e C([0,00); H), u(0)=wug and o"(u(-) € L>(0,00)
and

sup ¢ (u(t)) < CEso(uo, f)
te[0,00)

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on vs.

REMARK 2.7. When ¢! (ug) < 1, a sufficient condition for f € L2 ([0,00); H)
satisfying (2.7) reads,

£ (O3} < ek(t) for ae. t € (0,00)
for some constant € > 0 small enough.

We also give a corollary concerning global existence of strong solutions
to (ILI)) for small data under the following critical growth condition (A2)/,
instead of (A2)":

(A2)! Tt holds that D(d¢') C D(0p?) and ¢! > 0, and moreover, there

exists a nondecreasing function M3 : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying

Ms(r) >0 for r>0 and li%l Ms(r)=0 (2.8)
r—U04
such that
1092 (W)l < 10} (W) 1M (" (w)) (2.9)

for all w € D(dp).

COROLLARY 2.8 (Critical growth case). In addition to (K), assume (A1)
and (AZ)/C above. Then there exists a constant 69 > 0 depending only on
Ms(+) such that (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.0 hold true with C' = 1.

Finally, the following theorem asserts global existence of strong solutions
to (LI) even for “large” initial data under an additional assumption,

(A3) There exist constants v3 € [0,1), r € [0,2) and ¢; > 0 such that
9 (w) < vsp!(w) + er((lwllly +1)  for w e D(p),
which in particular yields D(¢!) C D(p?).

THEOREM 2.9 (Global existence of strong solutions to (ILII). In addition
to (K), assume that (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. In case T € (0,00), for
every ug € D(p') and f € WH2(0,T; H), the Cauchy problem (1)) admits
a strong solution v € L?(0,T; H) on [0,T)] satisfying (2.0]).

In case T = 0o, for every ug € D(p') and f € I/Vli’f([o,oo);H), then the

Cauchy problem (L)) with T = oo admits a strong solution u € L% ([0, 00); H)
on [0,00) satisfying 2.8) for any T > 0.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Subdifferential operators. In this subsection, we give a brief sum-
mary on subdifferential operators and maximal monotone operators. We
refer the reader to, e.g., [0, [§] for the details of the following material.

Let ¢ : H — (—00,00] be a proper (i.e., ¢ # o0) lower-semicontinuous
convex functional (see, e.g., [10]). Set the effective domain of ¢ as

D(p) :={w € H: p(w) < oo} # 0.
Then the subdifferential operator Op : H — 21 of ¢ is defined by

dp(w) :={& € H: p(v) —p(w) > ({,v—w)y forall ve D(p)}
for w € D(y) with the domain

D(9¢) :={w € D(p): dp(w) # 0} .

It is known that every subdifferential operator is maximal monotone in H.
An operator A : H — 2 is said to be mazimal monotone (or m-accretive)
in the Hilbert space H, if the following two properties hold:
° (fl — &9, u1 — UQ)H >0 for any (ul,fl), (’U,Q,fg) S G(A),
e R(I +)A)=H for any (or some) A > 0,
where G(A) stands for the graph of the operator A and R(I+\A) denotes the
range of the operator I + AA. We also denote by A(w) the minimal section
of A(w), that is, A(w) = argmin{||¢||z: & € A(w)}, for w € D(A) := {w €
H: A(w) # 0}. Such a minimal section is uniquely determined for each w €
D(A). Moreover, as every maximal monotone operator is demiclosedness,
we have the following useful property: Let (up,&,) € G(A) be such that
U, — u strongly in H and &, — £ weakly in H. Then (u,§) € G(A).
For each maximal monotone operator A : H — 2 the resolvent Jy :
H — H and Yosida approzimation Ay : H — H are defined by

Iy
BEED

for A > 0. The following properties are well known:

Jv=(T+AA)71, A,

PROPOSITION 3.1 (Resolvents and Yosida approximations). Let A : D(A) C
H — H be a mazimal monotone operator in a Hilbert space H and let
Jy:H — H and Ay : H — H be the resolvent and Yosida approximation of
A, respectively, for X > 0. Then the following (1)—(iv) are all satisfied:
(i) Jx : H — H is non-expansive (i.e., 1-Lipschitz continuous) in H
and Ay : H — H is Lipschitz continuous in H with the Lipschitz
constant 1/X. Moreover, Ay is mazimal monotone in H.

(ii) Jyw — w strongly in H as X — 04 for every w € (A)H

(ili) Ax(w) € A(Jyw) forw € H and A > 0.

(iv) |Ax(w)|lz < |JA(w)|g for w € D(A) and X > 0, and moreover,
Ax(w) = A(w) strongly in H as A — 04 for w € D(A).
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We next define the Moreau—Yosida reqularization ¢y : H — R of ¢ for
A >0 by

e (L 2
eatw) = inf (5l = =1+ o(2) )

1 A
= ﬁH’w — Ll + e(Jw) = §HAA(w)H12H +o(Jaw)  for we H,

where Jy and Ay stand for the resolvent and the Yosida approximation of
A = 0y, respectively. Then we recall that

PROPOSITION 3.2 (Moreau—Yosida regularizations). Let ¢ : H — (—00, x0]
be a proper lower-semicontinuous convex functional defined in a Hilbert space
H and let ¢y : H — R be the Moreau—Yosida reqularization of ¢ for A > 0.
Then the following (i)—(iii) are all satisfied:

(i) The Moreau—Yosida regularization @y : H — R is convex and
Fréchet differentiable in H, and moreover, its derivative d(py) co-
incides with the Yosida approximation (0p)x of Op. Hence we shall
simply write Op)y, instead of both d(py) and (Op)y in what follows.

(i) p(Jraw) < pr(w) < p(w) forw € H and X > 0. Here Jy : H — H
stands for the resolvent of Op.

(iii) r(w) = e(w) as X = 04 for w € H.

Define a functional ® : L2(0,T; H) — (—o0, 00| by

®(u) = {f lu)ar i plut) €L10.T)

for w € L?(0,T; H). Then @ is proper, lower-semicontinuous and convex in
L?(0,T; H), and moreover, it is known that

£ € 0®(w) ifand only if ¢(t) € dp(w(t)) for a.e. t € (0,7)
for w € D(®) and & € L%(0,T; H). Furthermore, it also holds that

T
By (w) = /0 or(w(t) dt, 0 (w) = dp (w(-))

for w € L?(0,T; H) and A > 0 (see also [30, IV.Example 2.C]).
Finally, we recall the following chain-rule formula for subdifferentials:

PROPOSITION 3.3 (See [0l p.73, Lemma 3.3]). Let T € (0,00) and let
u € WH2(0,T; H) be such that u(t) € D(0¢) for a.e. t € (0,T). Assume
that there exists g € L?(0,T; H) such that g(t) € dp(u(t)) for a.e. t € (0,T).
Then the function t — p(u(t)) is absolutely continuous on [0,T], and more-
over, it holds that

(Grh) = goetutt)  for any e dp(ute)

for a.e. t € (0,T).
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3.2. Nonlocal time-differential operators. Let T € (0,00) and p €
[1,00] be fixed and let X be a Banach space. We denote by

A:D(A) C LP(0,T;X) — LP(0,T; X)
the (standard) time-differential operator defined by

D(A):={we WLP(0,T; X): w(0) = 0},
d
A(w) = d_zf for w e D(A).
Then A is a linear m-accretive operator in LP(0,7T; X).
Let k € L1 (]0,00)) satisfy (K) (hence, k is a completely positive kernel).

loc
Then the nonlocal time-differential operator

B:D(B)cC LP(0,T;X) — LP(0,T; X)
is defined by
D(B):={w e LP(0,T;X): kxw € D(A)}
={we LP(0,T;X): kxw € WHP(0,T; X), (k*w)(0) =0},

B(w) = A(k*w) = %(k‘ xw) for we D(B).

Then we observe that

D(A) Cc D(B).
It is also known that B is a linear m-accretive operator in LP(0,7; X) un-
der the assumption (K) (see, e.g., [11], [I7], [13], [33], [41]). Hence one
can define the resolvent [J;,, : LP(0,7;X) — LP(0,T;X) and the Yosida
approximation By, : LP(0,T; X) — LP(0,T; X) of B for n € N by

Tim(w) == (I +07'B) ™" (w),

By () = w0 — Fygu0)) = BTy je) = Sk  0)

for w € LP(0,T; X). Here k, € W11(0,T) is a nonincreasing nonnegative
kernel given by k, = ns,, where s, is a unique solution to the Volterra
integral equation,

Sp+n(lxs,) =1 in (0,00).
Then k, depends only on ¢ and n, and it is in particular independent of
the choices of X and p. Due to the general theory on linear m-accretive
operators (see, e.g., [28], [8]), we assure that

Byjn(w) = B(w)  strongly in LP(0,T; X) as n — oo, (3.1)
provided that w € D(B). Indeed, B is densely defined in LP(0,7; X), and
hence, for w € D(B), we deduce that B, /,(w) = B(J/n(w)) = T jn(B(w)) —
B(w) strongly in LP(0,7; X) as n — oo. In particular, setting X = R and
p =1, we find that w =1 € D(B), and hence, it follows from (B3] that

k, — k strongly in L'(0,T) as n — occ. (3.2)
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In what follows, we always set
X=H and p=2,

unless noted otherwise, to consider the operators A and B for k € L ([0,0))
satisfying (K). Then A and B are maximal monotone in L?(0,T; H), and
hence, thanks to Mazur’s lemma along with the (demi)closedness of A and
B, the graphs G(A) and G(B) of A and B, respectively, are weakly closed
in L2(0,T; H) x L*(0,T; H).

Finally, we recall the following

PROPOSITION 3.4 (See [3, Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.6]). Let T €
(0,00). Under the assumption (K), it holds that

A(MMUM%MﬂMdT

1

> 5 (< IB@OI) 0+ 5 [ (Bl dar

for allu € D(A) andt € [0,T]. It further implies the mazimal monotonicity
of A+ B in L*(0,T; H).

4. SOME DEVICES

This section is mainly devoted to developing integral forms of fractional
chain-rule formulae and a Lipschitz perturbation theory for proving the main
results stated in §21 Moreover, we also give a sufficient condition for the
existence of continuous representatives of convolutions.

4.1. Fractional chain-rule formulae. In this subsection, we develop some
integral forms of (time-)fractional chain-rule formulae. To this end, we first
recall the following nonlocal chain-rule formula for regular kernels, which is
used in [3] to derive differential forms of fractional chain-rule formulae:

PROPOSITION 4.1 (Nonlocal chain-rule formula [3, Proposition 3.4]). Let
T € (0,00). Let h € WHY0,T) be a nonnegative nonincreasing function
and let ¢ : H — (—00,00] be a proper (i.e., ¢ # 00) lower-semicontinuous
convex functional. Let u € LY(0,T;H) be such that o(u(-)) € LY(0,T).
Then for each t € (0,T) satisfying u(t) € D(dyp), it holds that
d d
(s = wolng) = 5 e (o0l — ptu)] (0
H
for any up € D(p) and g € Op(u(t)).

In particular, if we choose ¢(-) = (1/2)| - ||%, then we also have

(G- ui000)) >3 et @

for a.e. t € (0,T) and w € L%(0,T; H) (see [41]).



TIME-FRACTIONAL GRADIENT FLOWS FOR NONCONVEX ENERGIES 13

We next present some integral forms of fractional chain-rule formulae,

which will play a crucial role to derive a priori estimates for approximate
solutions to (LIJ).

PROPOSITION 4.2 (Integral forms of fractional chain-rule formulae). Let k €
LL ([0,00)) be a function satisfying (K). Let ¢ : H — (—o0, 0] be a proper
(i.e., @ # 00) lower-semicontinuous convex functional. Let T € (0,00),
up € D(¢) and let u € L?(0,T; H) satisfy

o kx(u—wuy) € WH2(0,T; H) and [k * (u — ug)](0) =0,

e u(t) € D(d¢) for a.e. t € (0,T).
Assume that there exists g € L?(0,T;H) such that g(t) € dp(u(t)) for
a.e. t € (0,T). Then the following holds true:

(i) It holds that

/0 <%[k‘*(u—uo)](7),9(7)> dr > [k (p(u() — e (uo))] (t)

H
for a.e. t € (0,T).
(ii) Let £ be the conjugate kernel of k (see (K)). It holds that

[ﬁ * <%[k‘ * (u— uo)](),g()> ] (t) > p(u(t)) — p(uo)
for a.e. t € (0,T).

H

Proof. First of all, it follows from the assumption that o(u(-)) € L'(0,T).
Indeed, we see that

p(u(t)) < p(uo) + (9(t), u(t) — uo)u
for a.e. t € (0,7), and moreover, u and g belong to L?(0,T; H). Further-
more, ¢ is affinely bounded from below (see, e.g., [9]), we conclude that
o(ul)) € L0, T).
Assertion (i) can be proved as in [3]; however, we give a proof for the
convenience of the reader. For n € N, let k, € WH1(0,T) be a regularized
kernel (see §3.2)). Thanks to Proposition A1l we have

(Gl » e w)09)) > 5 [hs (o) = elu)]| () (@)

for a.e. t € (0,T). Integrate both sides over (0,t), we infer that

/0 <%[k¢n % (u —ug))(7), g(T)>H dr > [kn = ((u() — @(uo))] (1)

for t € [0,T]. Since By, (u — uo) = (d/dt)[ky * (u — uo)] — B(u — ug) =
(d/dt)[k* (u—wup)] strongly in L(0,T; H) (by u—uo € D(B) and ([B.))) and
kn — k strongly in L'(0,T) (see (3:2))), passing to the limit as n — oo, we
deduce that

/0 <%[k‘*(u—uo)](7),9(7)> dr > [k (p(u() = e(uo))] (t)

H
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for a.e. t € (0,7).
As for (ii), we convolve both sides of (@Il with ¢ to see that

o (G = wl(00)) |0

> £ 5 [k (900 — 0(00)] ()

= ks (9(u()) — )] (1) (4.2)

for a.e. t € (0,7T). Here we used the fact that [k, * (¢(u(-)) — ¢(up))](0) = 0.
Moreover, we claim that

H

o (Glh s (o= w0l000)) = (Gl + = w0l00) @)

H

strongly in L'(0,T) as n — oo. Indeed, we see that

HECE <u—uo>]<->,g<->)H S G TR ONTE)

< |’€HL1(O,T) HB1/n(U — ) — B(u — UO)HLZ(O,T;H) H9”L2(0,T;H) — 0.

HIlL1(0,1)

We next test both sides of (4.2]) by a nonnegative test function ¢ € C2°(0, 7).
It then follows that

[ o0 [+ (= - wloat)) Jwar
/<z>

0 0% ke (9(u()) ~ ()] (1) d

CL

/ &(1) [0 % ko % (0(u()) — lu))] () dt
. /<z> ) [k (o (ul) — pluo))] () dt
© _ / o) /0 [p(ulr) - p(uo)] dr ) at

T
- /0 6(t) [p(u(t)) — p(uo)] dt.

Hence combining the above with ([4.3]), we conclude that
T d
[ o e (G- wleno0)) | @ar
0 H

T
> / o(t) [p(u(t)) — o(uo)] dt,
0
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whence it follows from the arbitrariness of ¢ > 0 that

[z ' <§t [ x (u = wo))() g<->) H] (t) > p(u(t)) — ¢(uo)
for a.e. t € (0,T). This completes the proof. 0

4.2. Continuous representatives of convolutions. In this subsection,
we give some criterion on existence of continuous representatives of convo-
lutions, which will be used to prove continuity of strong solutions to the
Cauchy problem (1)) and to check initial conditions in a classical sense.
Moreover, it will also be used in the next subsection concerned with the
Lipschitz perturbation theory.

LeMMA 4.3 (Continuous representatives of convolutions). Let T € (0,00),
a € H and let g € L*(0,T) be nonnegative and nonincreasing. Let G €
LY0,T; H) be such that g+ ||G(")||% € L>(0,T) and define u € L*(0,T; H)
by

u(t)=a+ (gxG)(t) forae. te(0,T). (4.4)
Then u has a continuous representative u € C([0,T]; H), that is, u(t) = u(t)
for a.e. t € (0,T), such that

~ 1/2
liatt) — as)ller < Noll2o osp 1o * IGO0

1/2
Tllglt = sl + ) = 9y N9 * IGO0

forallt,s € [0,T]. Moreover, it holds that a(t) — a strongly in H ast — 0.

Proof. By assumption, there exists I C (0,7") such that |I| = 0 and (4.4
holds for all ¢t € (0,7) \ I. Then letting s,t € (0,7) \ I satisfy s < ¢t and
using Hélder’s inequality, one observes that

[u(t) = u(s)l|m
=g+ G)(@) = (g G)(s)llm

:‘/0 g(t—T)G(T)dT—/O g(s —1)G(7)dr
é/s g(t—T)HG(T)HHdTJr/O lg(t —7) —g(s = DIG(7)||m d7

H

- /g<t P 2g(t — TYV2|G(r) | dr

/ lg(t — ) — g(s — 7)|"2g(t — 7) — (s — )72 G(7) | dr

1/2

< gl o g+ IGO0

L1(0,t—s)
1/2 1/2
+llgt = s+ ) = ()0 r——sy 19 % IGO0
Here we also used |g(t — 7) — g(s — 7)| = g(s —7)—g(t—71) < g(s—7)
from the nonincrease and nonnegativity of g to derive the last inequality.
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For each t € [0,7] one can take a sequence (t,) in (0,7") \ I converging
to t, and then, (u(t,)) forms a Cauchy sequence in H. Hence u(t) can be
defined as its limit, since the limit is also uniquely determined. Therefore
there exists a continuous representative u € C([0,T]; H) of u such that u
fulfills the desired inequality for any s,t € [0,7]. Moreover, repeating the
same calculation above, we also find that

1/2 1/2
lu(®) = alli < llgl;%50 llg* IGO0
for all t € (0,7) \ I. Hence u(t) — a strongly in H as t — 04. This
completes the proof. O

4.3. Lipschitz perturbation theory. A Lipschitz perturbation theory to
time-fractional gradient flows for convex energies is established in [3], §5]. In
this subsection, it is further developed in order to derive better regularity
(which can enable us to guarantee the initial condition in a classical sense)
of strong solutions to the Cauchy problem,

d

T [k * (u—wuo)] (t) + 0p(u(t)) + B(u(t)) > f(t) in H, 0<t<T, (4.5)
where T' € (0,00], ¢ : H — (—00,00] is a proper lower-semicontinuous
convex functional, B : H — H is a Lipschitz continuous operator, i.e., there
exists a constant Lg > 0 such that

|B(w1) — B(we)||g < Lpllwy —ws|lg  for wy,wy € H, (4.6)

for every up € D(yp) and f € L?(0,T; H) satisfying € * || f()||3 € L>=(0,T).
Strong solutions to (4.5 are defined analogously to Definition 21l The
following theorem will be used to construct approximate solutions to (L.IJ).

THEOREM 4.4 (Lipschitz perturbation theory (cf. see [3])). Assume that (K)
and ([A0) are satisfied and let T € (0,00]. In case T € (0,00), for every
up € D(o') and f € L?(0,T;H) satisfying £ = ||[f(-)|3 € L>=(0,T), the
Cauchy problem (&3] admits a unique strong solution u on [0,T] such that

uwe C([0,T];H), u(0)=up and (u(-)) € L>0,T). (4.7)

In case T = oo, for every ug € D(¢') and f € L% ([0,00); H) satisfying
x|l f()NI% € Lloc([O,oo)), the Cauchy problem (&) with T = oo admits a
unique strong solution u on [0,00) satisfying [@X1) for every T > 0.

Proof. Let T € (0,00) be fixed. With the aid of Theorem 5.1 of [3], for
every ug € D(p) and f € L%(0,T; H), one can assure that there exists a
unique strong solution v € L?(0,T; H) on [0,T] to ([&H), that is, there is
€ € L?(0,T; H) such that

C(lit [k # (u— )] (1) +&(t) + B(u(t)) = f(t), &(t) € Op(u(t))  (4.8)

for a.e. t € (0,7). Hence it suffices to show (£7) under the (additional)
assumption £ * ||f(-)||% € L>®(0,T). We assume ¢ > 0 without loss of
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generality. Multiplying both sides of ([A.8]) by (d/d¢)[k* (u—up)](t), we have
2

+ (€0 Iox -0 0)

H dt H

H— [k * (u — ug)]

(B(a(t)) Gl @) (70,5 s =] )

H
2
<5 |5t e w0 1B+ 10
2
<55 Bl @]+ 0BG+ Lallu) ~ ual®
H
7

for a.e. t € (0,T). Convolving both sides with ¢ and using (ii) of Proposition
A2 we infer that

1 2

5 (é* H%[kz*(u—w))] ()

> (t) + p(u(t)) — ¢(uo)
< ||ex ”f(’)H%‘IHLOO(QT) + 2HB(UO)”%IH€”L1(O,T)
+2L% (£ [Ju(-) — uol/F) (t) (4.9)

for a.e. t € (0,T). Since ¢ is nonnegative, one has

(5* d

dt [
< C (o) + |E5 IF O | o .7 + 1B By €111 0.1) |
+C (£ |lul) - uol%) (t)

for a.e. t € (0,T"). Here we note the following fact:

H

2
kx (u—uo)] ()

H

> (t) + o (u(t))

d 2

u(t) = uollf = qp Roxlx (u—uo)] (t)

H
2

= <€*%[k’*(u—uo)]> (t)

H

d
= /0 02— )02t — s) <& [k * (u— uo)]> (s)ds

([ ([l

[k (u = uo)] (+)

2

H

2
ds
H

IA

— [k * (u—uo)] (s)

2
> (t)
H

d
< HEHLl(O,T) (5* ai
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for a.e. t € (0,7"). It follows that
Ju(t) = ol
< Clitll oy [(wo0) + [+ 1O | oo 1y + 1B ) €l 22 0.1
+ Cllel oy (€ Ju(-) — uollZr) (t)

for a.e. t € (0,7). Thus applying a Gronwall-type lemma for a Volterra
integral inequality (see Lemma below), we obtain

esssup |lu(t)||g < C,
te(0,T)

which along with ([£9]) yields

esssup | | £ *
te(0,7)

Moreover, we recall that

2

 The (u—w)] () <c.

) (t) + o (u(t))

H

u(t) = up + <€ * % [k * (u— uo)]> (t) forae. te(0,T).

Therefore Lemma [4.3] asserts that there exists a continuous representative
of u (still denoted by the same letter) and «(0) = wo.

Finally, we prove existence of strong solutions on [0,00) to the Cauchy
problem (@) with T' = oo for up € D(p') and f € L2 ([0, 00); H) satisfying

x| fON% € Le([0,00)). For each finite T > 0, from the fact which
we have proved so far, the Cauchy problem (4.5) admits a unique strong
solution u(™) € C([0,T); H) on [0,T] satisfying @Z). Hence due to the
uniqueness of strong solutions to (&3] (i.e., u(T)][O, 5] = ul®) if § < T), one
can define u € C([0,00); H) such that u| 1 = u™) for T > 0. We also set
¢ = f = B(u(-)) = (d/dt)[k * (u — uo)] € L{,o([0,00); H) and 7 := B(u(-)) €

C(]0,00); H). Therefore it follows that v € C([0,00); H) is a strong solution
on [0, 00) to (@A) with T"= oo and u(0) = ug. This completes the proof. [

We close this subsection with the following Gronwall-type lemma for a
Volterra integral inequality:

LEMMA 4.5. Let S € (0,00) and 1 < r < oco. Let ¢ € L'(0,5), h € L"(0,5)
and g € L*(0,S5) be nonnegative functions such that

o) < h(t)+ (g*d)(t) for a.e. te(0,5). (4.10)

Then it holds that ¢ € L"(0,S), and moreover, there exists a constant Cy > 0
depending only on S and g such that

ol (0,9) < CollhllLr(0,9)-
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Proof. Let (p,) bea mollifierl] and convolve both sides of (#I0) with p, > 0.
It then follows that

On(t) < hp(t) + (g% ¢n)(t) for ae. te(0,5), (4.11)
where ¢, 1= p, x ¢ € L>(0,5) and h,, := p, x h € L*=(0,5). We observe
that

(g% 6u)(t) = /0 g(t — 5)bu(s) ds

=Mt /t gt — s)e M=) g (s)e™M5 ds
0
= Mt [(ge_M') * (dn, e_M')] (t) for te]0,5],

where M is a constant which will be determined later and e stands for
the function ¢ — e~ from [0,00) — R, and which along with the Young’s
convolution inequality yields

(g * ¢n) e ™ lzr0,5) < lge=™" 21 (0,9)llPn e M Iz (0,)-

Hence it follows from (IT]) that

léne™ llzr0,9)
< hne™ N0, + (g * dn) e [lr0,5)
< hne™ N8 + lge™ N8 léne™ [z @.5)-
We take a positive constant M large enough so that
1
5
Here we note that M depends only on S and g. Therefore we deduce that

lge ™" lz100,5) <

e Iz 0,5) < 2[|hn e M 27 0,5)

for n € N. We pass to the limit as n — oco. Note that ¢, — ¢ strongly in
L'(0,8) and h,, — h strongly in L"(0,.5). Hence as for r > 1, one finds that
¢n — ¢ weakly in L"(0,S) up to a subsequence. Thus for r € [1,00) we can
reach

lpe™ - 0.5 < 20he™ |1 0.5),

which yields the desired conclusion with the choice Cy = 2eM5. (]

IThe mollifier (pn) may be supposed to enjoy the following properties: p, €
C([0,00)), pn > 0, [;7 pn(s)ds = 1 and supppn, = [0,1/n] for n € N. Then for
1<p<ooand T € (0,00), one can check in a standard way that p, xw € L>=(0,T) and
pn *w — w strongly in LP(0,T") for any w € L?(0,T).
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.3]

In this section, we give a proof for Theorem 2.3l To this end, we first set
up a Gronwall-type lemma for nonlinear Volterra integral inequalities.

LEMMA 5.1. Let S € (0,00) and let ¢ € L>(0,S) be a nonnegative func-
tion. Suppose that there exist a constant a > 0, a nonnegative function
g € LL ([0,00)) and a nondecreasing function M : [0,00) — [0,00) such
that

o) <a+[g*x M(p()](t) forae te(0,5).

Then there exists a constant R > 0 which depends only on M(a + 1) and g
such that

18] oo (0,min{r,5}) < a+ 1.

Here it is noteworthy that ¢ is not supposed to be continuous in Lemma
Bl Actually, in order to prove Theorem 2.3 we shall apply Lemma [5.1] for
some possibly discontinuous functions ¢ € L*(0,T") due to the subdiffusive
nature of the problem.

Proof. We can assume M > 0 in (0,00) without loss of generality, and
we denote by the same letter the zero extension of ¢ onto [0,00). Since
g € L .([0,00)), there exists a constant R > 0 such that

R 1
/0 g(t)dt < atl)

Here R depends only on M(a + 1) and g. Moreover, we note that
o(t) < a+ [gx M(e())](t)
<a+[g* M([|]l0,5))(t) = a+ gl M (|l 2> (0,5))

for a.e. t € (0,00). Hence we similarly observe that ||¢||pe( 0 < a+ 1 for
t > 0 small enough. Set

Ty = sup{t € (0,00): ||| poc(0,) < a+1} > 0.

We claim that R < Ty. Suppose to the contrary that Tj; < R. Then since
g € L ([0,00)), there exists t, € (T, R) such that

loc
a+1<oty) <atlgs M(B(-))(te),

to=To 1 5.1
M(H¢|’L°°(O,S))/O¢ g(t)dt < =. (5.1)

4

Therefore we derive from the monotonicity of M and the choices of t4 and
T¢ that

a+1<oty) <atlgs M(B()(ts)

T
—at /0 " gl — )M(6(1)) dt + / g(t, — )M(6(1)) dt
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Ty ty
§a+M(a—|—1)/0 g(t¢—t)dt—l—M(||qz5HLoo(075))/T oty — ) dt
[l
2

to—T,
—a+ Ma+1) / g(r) dr + M (6]l e (0.5) /0 " g dr

to—Ty
<a+Ma+1) [ gr)dr 4 M (olieos) [ olr)dr
0 0
1 1 1
< M l)——+ - = —
<a+ M(a+ )4M(a+1)+4 at g,
which yields a contradiction. Thus we conclude that R < Tj, which implies
the desired conclusion. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.3

Proof of Theorem 23l Thanks to the affine boundedness of proper lower-
semicontinuous convex functionals (see, e.g., [9]), one can assume ¢* > 0 for
i = 1,2 without loss of generalityE Let T' € (0, 00) be fixed and consider the
following approximate problems:

STk = (un = w0)] (1) + 0! (un(0)) — DR (ur(9) > f(1) in H, 0<t<T,

(5.2)
where 4,0?\ stands for the Moreau—Yosida regularization of 2, for A € (0,1)
(see §3.1). Since dp3 : H — H is Lipschitz continuous, due to Theorem
44 for A € (0,1), up € D(p') and f € L?(0,T; H) satisfying ¢ || f(-)||% €
L*>(0,T), we can prove that the Cauchy problem (5.2) admits a strong
solution uy € L?(0,T; H) on [0, 7] such that

uy € C([0,T); H), ux(0) =ug, @ (ur(-)) € L>=(0,T).
Let gy € L%(0,T; H) be such that gy(t) € 9! (uy(t)) and
Slkx (i - w)] () +a(0) ~0R@ ) = 10) (53

for a.e. t € (0,7).
We next establish a priori estimates uniformly for A € (0,1). Test (5.3])
by gx(t) to see that

<% [k * (1 — )] (t),gA(t)>H + o ()%
= (8()0%\(U)\(t))79)\(t))}] + (f(t)7g>\(t))H
< 10X (x() lallga®)ller + 1Lf @)l zllga (Bl e

2Indeed, for each i = 1, 2, there exist a; € R and z; € H such that ¢° (w) > (zi,w)m+a;
for w € H. Set ¢'(w) := ¢'(w) — (zi,w)sr — a; > 0. We note that 9¢" (w) = dp*(w) — 2.
Hence (T)) is rewritten as (d/d#)[k* (u—uo)](t) + 0@ (u(t)) — 0> (u(t)) 3 f(t) — 21+ 22 =
f(t). Moreover, ¢' and $? fulfill (A1) and (A2) as well.
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for a.e. t € (0,7). From (iv) of Proposition Bl and (A2), using Young’s
inequality, we find that

1092 (ur () |z < 1092 (un(®)) |l
< wvllga®)lg + Mi(e" (ur(t) + [lua(®)[|m)
<ullgn®)|la
+ My (1/2)llun(t) — woll} + @ (ua(®) + Juollr +1) . (5.4)

Hence we have

(3 1+ o = )l Bhsn®)) + )y

< nillga @)1
+ My ((1/2)llux () = wollFr + ¢ (ur(®)) + luollzr + 1) lgr(®)|l
+ [LfOllllgr @)z

for a.e. t € (0,7). Therefore employing Young’s inequality, one can take a
constant C7 = Cy(v1) > 0 such that

(5 B o -l @0.00(0)) 0l

< C1My ((1/2)[|ux(t) — uollzr + @' (ua(t) + lluollm + 1)2 + Gl fF )

for a.e. t € (0,7). Convolving both sides with ¢ and employing (ii) of
Proposition [£.2], we have

P (r (1)) — ' (o) + 52 (Cx [9rOI) ()
<y [e+ 301 ((UDr() = ol + ¢ (n() + ol +1)°] 0

+C1 (Cx I FO)IIE) (@) (5.5)

for a.e. t € (0,7).
Moreover, testing (5.3) by uy(t) — ug, we derive from (5.4]) that

(G5 o =m0 0 00(6) =)+ (6 ) = )

< 109X (ur ()l llua(®) = wollmr + ILf )l llua(t) — uoll

for a.e. t € (0,T). Recalling the definition of subdifferential and employing
Young’s inequality again, one can take a constant Co = Cs(v1) > 0 such
that

(G (= ] .00 =0 ) 01 an() = )
<~ Plloae) s

+ Co{ M ((1/2)r (8) = oy + 2" (un(8)) + ol +1)
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+ IS @I + (/2 (8) = ol }
for a.e. t € (0, 7). Convolving both sides with ¢ and applying (ii) of Propo-
sition B2 to () := (1/2)|| - —uol|%, we deduce from the nonnegativity of
1
" that
1
~ ust) — woll

1—1/1

(£ lax Ol (0
0o [0 03 ((1/2)un() — wollf + ' (ua()) + ol +1)°] ()

+Co (L IFONF) () + Co [£5 (1/2)]Jun () — uollf] (1) (5.6)
for a.e. t € (0,7). Combining (5.5) and (5.6]), we obtain

(€% laaO)lE) (2)

< |1l 1o,y (uo) +

1—1/1

Sllun(t) — wolly + " (ua(0)) +

=:¢(t)
Sat [Le M) —wl} + ' @mO)]B  67)
=4()
for a.e. t € (0,T). Here a and M are given as
a:= (|l m) +1) " (u0) + (Co + Co) |0+ L F O || oo 0.1
M(s) := Cys 4 (C1 + Co) M (s + ||luol|g +1)*  for seR.

Hence applying Lemma [5I] we can take a constant Ty € (0,7 such that

esssup [(1/2)[lux(t) — uollf + ' (ur(¥))] < C.

te(0,Th

Here and henceforth, C' denotes a generic constant being independent of ¢
and A. We also note that Ty depends only on ¢ and M(a + 1). Moreover,
since uy belongs to C([0,T]; H) and ' is lower-semicontinuous in H, one
can further verify that

sup [(1/2)[lux(t) — uollF + ¢' (ua(t))] < C. (5.8)
te[0,To)

Recalling (5.7)), we also get

esssup (0 lga()[1F) () < C,
t€(0,T0)

which along with (K) yields
To
| sl <
Moreover, we deduce from (A2) and (5.8)) that

esssup (£ |0 (un())]) () < €,
te(0,To)
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which leads us to obtain
To ) 9
/0 oG (ux @), dt < . (5.9)

It further follows from (£.2]) that

d 2
esssup | £x ||[—=[k * (ux —ug)](*) (t) <C, (5.10)
te(0,70) di H
which also gives
To d 2
/ sy~ at<c.
o |ldt H
Furthermore, noting that
(f * %[kz * (uy — uo)]> (t) =ux(t) —ug for te (0,7), (5.11)

we deduce from Lemma 4.3 along with (5.10) that

sup  sup [lux(t +h) —ur(t)|ly — 0
A€(0,1) te[0,To—h]

as h — 04. On the other hand, it follows from (5.8) and (Al) that
(u(t))re(0,1) is precompact in H for each t € [0, Tp].

Combining all these facts and using Ascoli’s compactness lemma (see,
e.g., [31, Lemma 1]), one can take a sequence (\,) in (0, 1) converging to 0
such that

uy, — u  strongly in C([0,Tp]; H), (5.12)

gr, — & weakly in L?(0,Ty; H), (5.13)
8<pin (ux,(-)) = n  weakly in L*(0,Ty; H),
(d/dt)[k * (uy, —up)] — ¢ weakly in L*(0,Tp; H)

for some u € C([0,Ty]; H) and &,n,¢ € L*(0,Ty; H). Moreover, (5.12) along
with u)(0) = wg also yields u(0) = wug. Recall that the map 9®' : u
! (u(-)) is maximal monotone in L2(0,Tp; H) (see [9, p.25]) and every
maximal monotone operator is demiclosed (see §3.1]). Since (uy, gy) lies on
the graph G(0®1) of O®; (equivalently, (uy(t), gr(t)) € G(dp') for a.e. t €
(0,Tv)), we find from (5I2) and (5I3) that (u,§) € D(OPy), that is,

u(t) € D(@p') and  &(t) € D' (u(t))
for a.e. t € (0,Tp). Furthermore, let .Jy : H — H be the resolvent of dp?,
that is, Jy = (1 + A9¢?)~!, for A € (0,1). Note that

Jur(t) = Jaur(®) |l = A |03 (ua(t)]|
for all t € [0,T]. It follows from (5.9) that

uy — Jyuy — 0 strongly in L*(0,Tp; H) as A — 0,
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which along with (5.12]) implies

Jy, uy, —u  strongly in L%(0, Ty; H).
Recalling that (Jyux(t), 093 (ur(t))) lies on the graph of d¢? for a.e. t €
(0,Tp), we can similarly conclude that

u(t) € D(9¢?) and  1(t) € dp* (u(t))

for a.e. t € (0,Tp). Moreover, due to the linear maximal monotonicity (in
particular, weak closedness) of B in L?(0,Ty; H), we further obtain

u—ug € D(B) and (=B(u—wuy) = %[k’* (u — uop)],

the former of which yields the initial condition, that is, k % (u — ug) €
W12(0,Ty; H) and [k * (u — up)](0) = 0. Finally, from (5.8) along with the
lower-semicontinuity of ¢! on H, one can verify that

o' (u(-)) € L=(0,Tp).

This completes the proof. O

6. PROOFS OF THEOREM AND COROLLARY 2.8

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.8 To this
end, we first set up the following lemma, which is a variant of Lemma [5.11

LEMMA 6.1. Let S € (0,00) and let ¢ € L*°(0,S) be a nonnegative function.
Suppose that there exist constants 6 > b > 0, a nonnegative function g €
LY(0,8) and a locally bounded Borel measurable function N : [0,00) — R
satisfying
N(r)<0 for rel0,d] (6.1)

such that

o) <b+[g* N(gp(:)](t) for a.e. te(0,8).
Then ||9[|L<(0,s5) < b-
Proof. Fix € > 0 satisfying 0 < € < (6 — b)/2 (hence b+ 2¢ < 0). As in the
proof of Lemma 5.1 we set

Ty = sup{s € (0,5) : |l (0,5) < b+ 2¢} > 0.

From the arbitrariness of € > 0, it suffices to show that Tjy . = S. Suppose
to the contrary that Ty . < S. Then there exists t4 . € (T, S) such that

b+ 2¢ < P(tge) <b+[g+ N(o()](tg.e),

t¢y€—T¢’5
IVl oo 0.5 /O g(t)dt < e,

where Ry := ||¢]| 1 (0,5)- As ¢(t) < 6 for a.e. t € (0,T},), we find from (6.1])
that

b+ 2¢ < (tge) < b+ [gx N(B())](tg,e)
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t¢7€
- / o(toe — N (6(t)) dt
0

<ot [ " gltae — DN(O(8)) dt

Ty..
2
< b+ [Nz (0,ry) /0 g(t)dt < b+e,

which yields a contradiction. Thus we obtain S = T}, .. The desired conclu-
sion follows from the arbitrariness of € > 0. (]
We are in a position to prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem 2.6l Let T € (0,00) be fixed. Set
Ep(ug, f) = o' (uo) + ||€ ”f(')H%{HLOO(O,T)

and recall the approximate problems (5.2]), which admit strong solutions u)
on [0, T] such that uy € C([0,T]; H), ux(0) = ug and o' (uy(-)) € L>=(0,T).
Moreover, let gy € L?(0,T; H) be such that g\(t) € dp'(ux(t)) and (E3)
holds for a.e. t € (0,T).

From (iv) of Proposition Bl and (A2)’, we have

103 ur(@)lr < 110 (ua (W)l < vallgr®)llm + Ma(p (ua(t)  (6.2)

for a.e. t € (0,T'). By the use of (6.2)) instead of (5.4)), testing (5.3]) by ga (%)
and convolving it with £, as in the proof of Theorem 2.3, we can derive

P (un(0) — ¢ (o) + 22 (€ loa()l) ()

< [5 * My (901(%\(')))2] (t) + C1 || ”f(’)H%iHLoo(o,T)

for a.e. t € (0,T) and a constant C; = Cy(v2) > 0 (see (B.3])). Thus one can
take a constant C3 = C5(v2) > 1 such that

P (r () + 52 (Cxlor()IB) (0

< CsBr(uo, )+ Cs [£x My (! ()] ()
for a.e. t € (0,T). Here we note from (2.3]) that
lgr (Bl = ma (e (ua(t)))
for ae. ¢ € (0,T). Hence it follows that
PHua®) + 2 anO)lB) (0
< C3B7(ug, f) + [0+ N (o' (un()))] (1)  for ae. t€ (0,T), (6.3)

where N is a function given by

1—1/2

N(r) := C3My(r)? — mo(r)?  for r>0.
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Here due to (2.2 one can take a constant dy > 0 small enough depending
only on vy, ma(:) and Ms(-) that N(r) < 0 for any r € [0,dp]. Thanks to
Lemma [6.1] we obtain
sup @' (ux(t)) < C3Er(ug, f), (6.4)
te€[0,T
provided that CsEr(uo, f) < dp (cf. see (5.8)). Furthermore, it follows from

63) that

ess sup (6* HQA()H%{) (t) < C, (6.5)
te(0,T)

which in particular implies

T
Auww@mga

Here and henceforth, C' denotes a generic constant being independent of ¢
and \. Hence combining (Z4]) with (6.4) and (6.5), we deduce that

esssup (¢ 093 (ux() 1) (1) < C,
te(0,T)

which also yields
T
2
| logal, at<c.
and hence, (5.3)) gives

ks (ux — )] ()

ess sup <€ * i

te(0,7)

) (t) < C.

Due to (6.4) and (A1), one can also deduce that (u(t))re(0,1) is precompact
in H for each t € [0,T]. Hence repeating the same argument as in the proof
of Theorem 2.3, we can conclude that

uy, — u  strongly in C([0,T]; H)

for some sequence A\, — 04 and u € C([0,T]; H) complying with u(0) = ug,
and moreover, the limit u turns out to be a strong solution on [0, 7] to (LI)).
Furthermore, (6.4]) and the lower-semicontinuity of ! yield

o' (u(t)) < C3Br(uo, f)

for all ¢t € [0,T].

Finally, we show existence of strong solutions on [0,00) to the Cauchy
problem (L)) with T = oo for uy € D(¢') and f € L% ([0,00); H) sat-
isfying C3E(ug, f) < dp. Thanks to Theorem 4], for each A > 0 the
approximate problem (5.2)) with 7' = oo admits a unique strong solution
uy € L2 ([0,00); H) on [0,00) satisfying (&T) for any 7 > 0. From the
arguments so far, for each N € N, one can inductively take a subsequence

(A&N))neN of ()\%N_l))neN such that
Uy (N) = u™) strongly in C(]0, N]; H)
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for some strong solution uY) € C([0, N]; H) on [0, N] to (L) with T' = N
and ©M)(0) = wy. Then one observes by definition that the restriction
uN )|[07 N-1] coincides with wM=Y . Due to a diagonal argument, one can
take a (not relabeled) subsequence of ()\%n))neN such that

u,(m) = u  strongly in C([0,T);H) for any T >0

for some u € C([0,00); H) satisfying u(0) = ug. Moreover, recalling the
relation gy := f — (d/dt)[k * (ux — uo)] + 93 (ur(+)) (see (B3) with 7' = o0)

along with the uniqueness of uy, one can construct &,n € L2 ([0, 00); H) sat-

isfying (2.1)) for a.e. t € (0,00). Indeed, for each N € N, one can similarly
construct €NV n(N) € [2(0, N; H) such that () holds for a.e. t € (0, N),
f(N)\[()’N_” = ¢WN=1) and n(N)][O,N_l] = nN=1_ Define a strongly measur-
able function £ : (0,00) — H as a limit

£(t) = ]\;E}n EN(@)  for ae. te (0,00),

where £€N) € L2(0,00; H) is a function given as

£ () = {§<N><t) if te [0, N],

for t € [0, 0).
0 it te(Noo) 0, 00)

Then we observe that {|(g n) = ¢WN) for N € N. Hence € € L? ([0,00); H).

loc

By a similar argument, we can also construct n € L2 ([0,00); H) such that

nljo,n] = n™) for N € N. Therefore u is a strong solution to (LI)) on [0, c0)

in the sense of Definition 2.1} since uljp n] = u™) for each N. This completes
the proof. O

We now move on to a proof of Corollary 2.8l

Proof of Corollary28. Let T € (0,00) be fixed. Due to (2.8]), one can take
constants dg, € > 0 small enough depending only on Mjs(+) that

1
0< Ms(r+e) < 3 for r € [0,d].

Testing (B3] by ga(t), using Young’s inequality, and convolving it with ¢,
one can deduce that

P (ua(1)) — (o) + 5 (¢ lnOI%) (1)
< (L 103 nO)F) @) + 15 1F O] o 0.
for a.e. t € (0,T). From (iv) of Proposition Bl and (Z3) of (A2)., we have
1903 (ur(@ler < 96 (wa®) | < llga ()l Ms (¢ (un (1)),
which yields
1093 (un(8) 11 Ms (0 (ur(8) + €)™ < lga(B)llm (6.6)
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for a.e. t € (0,T). Using (6.6]), we obtain

P (un(0) + 1 (+ lon ) ()
< Er(ug, f) + [0+ N (o' (ur(-)))] (¢)
for a.e. t € (0,T). Here N is a function given by
N = {0 2 2 if 1—(1/4)M3(r—|—e):z <0,
1002 (A 2w oy 31— (1/4)Ma(r + )2 > 0

for r > 0. Then we note that N(r) < 0 for any r € [0,dp]. Thanks to Lemma
6.1, we obtain

esssup @' (ux(t)) < Er(ug, f),
te(0,T)

provided that Ep(ug, f) < dg. The rest of the proof runs as before. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.0]

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.9l

Proof of Theorem 2.9 Let T' € (0,00) be fixed. In this proof, we consider
the following (slightly different) approximate problems:

A%W + % [k + (ux —uo)] (t) + 9 (ur(t)) — 93 (ua(1)) > f(1),
0<t<T, (7.1)
ux(0) = uo,

where 4,0?\ stands for the Moreau—Yosida regularization of ¢?, for A € (0, 1).
For ug € D(¢%), f € WH2(0,T; H) and X € (0,1), one can prove existence
of a unique strong solution uy € W2(0,7;H) on [0,7] to the Cauchy
problem (5.2)) as in [3] (see §Al in Appendix). Testing (TI)) by (duy/dt)(¢)
and employing Proposition B3] we have

2 d duy
; + (a [k * (uy —wo)] (2), E@)}{

duy

)\‘ gy

+ % [(pl(ux(f)) - gpi(ux(t))}

- (r0.20)
= %(f(t)auA(t))H - <E(t)=“/\(t)>

for a.e. t € (0,T). Note that

/Ot <% [k (uy —uo)] (1), %(7)>H dr
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1 2
Z 5 <£* H) (t)

for all ¢ € [0,T] (see Proposition 34]). Integrating both sides over (0,t), we

find that
1 2
— | £ (t)

G
+ ' (un(t)) — @3 (ur(?))
< @' (uo) — @i (uo) + (f (1), ua(t))r — (£(0),u0)

- /Ot <%(7’),ux(7’)>H dr

for t € [0,T]. Using (A3), we observe that
P! (ua()) — pA(ua(t) = ' (ua (1)) — ©* (ur(t))
> (L= w3)¢" (ur(t) — er(Jua (@)l +1)

for t € [0,T]. Moreover, exploiting Jensen’s inequality, we note that

d 2
<£* T H)(t)
/u—s e + (uy — uo)] (5)

> |1e)| 1

e (r— o)) ()

dU)\
7_

Sl (i — o)) ()

[k (ux —uo)] ()

2

ds
H

O*SVW(A—UM>@)

2
o
H

I o laa () — wolly + (1 = w)e (un(0)
< " (o) — 3 (u0) + er (lur () +1) + (FB) un(®)ar — (F(0), o)

—/Ot <((11—{(7'),u,\(7')>H dr

for t € [0,T]. Therefore exploiting Young’s inequality, one finds that

t 2 1 2
)\/0 Hd7'+ <€* H)(t)

1.
2 o lua(®) = w3 + (1 = 1) (un(0)

2
(0,7)

H

GIm ., ,,—
= Hg”Lll(o,T)”u)\(t) - UOHH

for t € [0, T]. Thus we obtain

t 2
)\/ dr + - (6*
0

H

) S hx (un —w0)] ()

1) o (ux— wo)] ()
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< o up) — @R () + C (1F O + 1F O + lluol% + 1)
t ﬂ -
" /0 ()

dt
for t € [0,7]. Here and henceforth, C' denotes a generic constant being
independent of ¢t and A. Since gp?\ (up) is bounded as A — 04, using Gronwall’s
inequality, we conclude that

sup (' (ua()) + [lur(®)lIE) < C, (7.2)

[ux(7) ||z d7
H

te[0,7
T 2
A / duy 1 ar <
o | dt H
d 2
sup | £ ||—= [k * (un —uo)] () (t)y<C (7.3)
te[0,T di H

for A € (0,1). Furthermore, since ¢! is affinely bounded from below, we
infer that

sup o' (ua(1))] < C.
t€[0,T

Hence as in the proof of Theorem [2.3] we can deduce from (7.3)) along with
Lemma [£3] (A1) and Ascoli’s theorem that

uy, — u  strongly in C([0,T]; H)

for some sequence \,, — 04, and therefore, we have u(0) = ug. Moreover,
the convolution of (7.3]) with & also yields

d

— [k * (uy —up)] ()| dt <C.

T
/odt H

Furthermore, it follows from (A2) and (7.2]) that

103 (x @)l 7 < villgr®)lle +C (74)
for a.e. t € (0,T). Testing (7)) by ga(t), one finds that

2

A a0+ (G 1o = ] 0.n0) + ol

< |00X (un ()| 7 lgr @l + 11 F @)l e llga(®)l] 12
< il + Cllaa@® e + 1F Oz llgx @)
for a.e. t € (0,7). With the aid of Young’s inequality, we have

gt )+ (5 B =0l 0,010+ =5 om0l

H
<C(IfOlE +1)
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for a.e. t € (0,T). Integrating both sides over (0,7") and using (i) of Propo-
sition [4.2] we conclude that

A (0) + [k (2 (1) = ¢ @)] (0 + 52 [ ln(ol

T
go(/ ||f(t)\|%{dt+1> for t € [0,T],
0

which along with (4] implies

T T )
| s+ [ oo} @ <c.
0 0

The rest of the proof runs as in §6l O

8. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we apply the abstract theory developed so far in the
present paper to the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for p-Laplace subdiffusion
equations with blow-up terms of the form,

O (u—up) — Apu — |u|T2u = f in Qx (0,00), (8.1)
u=0 on 992 x (0,00), (8.2)

where 0 < v < 1, 1 < p,q < 00, © is a bounded domain of R¢ with smooth
boundary 99 and uy = ug(x) and f = f(x,t) are prescribed. Moreover,
Of(u — ug) 1= Ofkq * (u — up)] denotes the Riemann-Liouville derivative
of u —ug (i.e., Caputo derivative of u) of order 0 < o < 1 and A, is the
so-called p-Laplacian given as

Apu=V- (|Vu|p_2Vu) .

Here and henceforth, we are concerned with L?-solutions to (8.1)), (B2
defined as follows:

DEFINITION 8.1 (L?-solutions to (81)), (82))). For each S € (0,00), a func-
tion u € L?(0,5;L?(2)) is called an L?-solution on [0, 5] to the Cauchy—
Dirichlet problem (B.1), (82]), if the following conditions are all satisfied:
(i) Tt holds that ke * (u—wug) € W12(0,5; L2(2)), [ka * (u—u0)](0) = 0
and u(t) € Wol’p(Q) N L4(N) for a.e. t € (0,5).
(ii) It holds that Apu, |u|7%u € L?(0,S; L?(2)) and
d

3 Fa* (w=u0)] () = Apu(-£) = [ul " u( 1) = f(,1) in L*(Q)

for a.e. t € (0,9).

Moreover, a function v € L2 ([0,00); L*(Q)) is called an L%-solution on

[0,00) to the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem (8.1]), (8.2), if the restriction u|j g
of u is an L2-solution on [0, S] to (&), (B2) for every S > 0.
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We set H = L?(Q) and define ', 0% : H — [0, 00] by

ot w) = {% JolVupde if we Wy"(@)

00 otherwise,

1 wl?dx if we LiI(Q),
g02(10):{(,&! | L1(2)
00 otherwise

for w € H = L*(Q). Then ¢! and ¢? turn out to be proper, lower-
semicontinuous and convex in H. Moreover, dp'(w) and d¢?(w) coincide
with —A,w equipped with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition
in the distributional sense for w € D(9¢') = {w € Wol’p(Q) NL2(Q): Apw €
L2(Q)} and |w|? 2w for w € D(0¢?) = {w € L*(Q) N LI(Q): |w| 2w €
L?(Q)}, respectively. Hence the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (81I), (82) is
reduced into the abstract Cauchy problem,

% [k (u—uo)] () + 9! (u(t)) — 0p*(u(t)) = f(t) in H (8.3)

for t € (0, 00).
We now set up the following;:

LEMMA 8.2 (Calderén-Zygmund estimates for p-Laplacian). Let Q be a
bounded C™' domain of R? with boundary 0Q. Let p € (1,00) be such
that p > 2d/(d+2). Let r =2*(p—1) for d > 3 and r € (p,00) arbitrarily
for d < 2. Then for each f € L*(Q), the Dirichlet problem

“Apu=f inQ, u=0 ondf (8.4)
admits a unique weak solution u € Wol’p(Q) such that Vu € L"(;RY).

Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, p and 02
such that
-1
Hvu”ir(Q;Rd) < C”f”Lz(Q)
for any f € L*(Q). Here u € Wol’p(Q) denotes the unique weak solution to

B®4).

Proof. We only treat the case where d > 3, but the case where d < 2 can
also be treated analogously with the continuous embedding H'(Q) < L*(Q)
for any 1 < p < co. Let ¢ € H2(Q) N H}(Q) be the unique strong solution
to the Dirichlet problem,

Ap=f inQ, ¢=0 on Q.
Then it follows from (8.4]) that
—Apu=f=div(Ve) =div (|F|P"?F), u=0 on 9,
where F € L¥ =1 (Q; R?) is given by
F = |V’ 2V¢.
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Here we note that p < 2*(p — 1) is equivalent to p > 2d/(d + 2). There-
fore by virtue of nonlinear Calderén—Zygmund estimates established in [19]
Theorem 1.6], we obtain Vu € L2 ®=D(Q; R?) and

1
IVull 2 o-v @pa) < CIF 2201 @rey = CIVEIL2 (o pa)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of f. Furthermore, we observe that
VOl L2 ray S NVl a1 ray S 19l m20) S 1Al L2@) = 1 fll2(0)

due to (linear) Calderén-Zygmund estimates. Here L < R means L < CR
for some constant C' > 0 independent of f. Thus the desired conclusion
follows. O

We first apply Theorem 23] to obtain local (in time) existence of L*-
solutions to the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem (81), (82)).
THEOREM 8.3 (Local existence). Suppose that

2d dp
>—— and <pfi=
d+2 N O

and let T € (0,00). For every uy € Wol’p(Q) and f € L*(0,T;L?*())
satisfying

(8.5)

t
ess sup </ ki—a(t — s)|]f(-,s)|]2L2(Q) ds) < 00,
0

te(0,T)
there ezists Ty € (0,00) such that the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem (81]), (8.2)
admits an L2-solution u € C([0, Tp]; L*(Q)) N L>(0, Tp; Wol’p(Q)) on [0, Tp]
such that u(-,0) = ug.
Proof. We note that k = k, satisfies (K) with ¢ = k1_, (see §I). We next
check (A1) and (A2) for o' and ¢? defined above. First of all, (A1) follows
immediately from Rellich-Kondrachov’s theorem (i.e., I/VOl P(Q) is compactly

embedded in L?(Q), provided that p > 2d/(d +2)). We next check (A2). In
case 2(q — 1) < p*, one finds that

“8¢2(w)HH = H|w|q_2wHL2(Q < CvaHLP QRd) = = C{p" (w)}la=/p

for w € Wol’p(Q). In case 2(q — 1) > p*, let us consider d > 3. As q < p*
and 2d/(d + 2) < p, we see that 2(¢ — 1) < 2(p* — 1) < [2*(p — 1)]|* =
2d(p —1)/(d — 2p)+. Hence by virtue of Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequalities
along with Lemma [82] one can take a constant 6 € (0,1) such that

Ha(pz(w)HH = HwH%;(qul)( )

< C||Vw|? (120)e-1)

Lz*(p 1)(Q Rd ” ”Lp (Q
< Ol|apul|fy T (et w) 0@ (s.6)

for w € D(dp'). Here one can observe that
0(g—1)/(p—1) <1 ifandonlyif ¢<p*.
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Hence (A2) follows from (83]), and analogously for d < 2. Thus applying
Theorem 23] to (83]), we obtain the desired conclusion. O

In case p < ¢, the following theorem assures global (in time) existence of
L?-solutions to (81)), (82) for small data for ¢ € (p,p*] even including the
Sobolev critical exponent p*.

THEOREM 8.4 (Global existence for small data and p < q). In addition to
p < q, suppose that
2d dp
— d <pt=—rv—.
P=a2 M ISP Ty
Then there exists 6g > 0 such that, for every ug € Wol’p(Q) and f €
L2 ([0,00); L?(R2)), the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem BI), B2) possesses an

loc
L2-solution u on [0,00) satisfying

u e C([0,00); L2(R)) N L®(0, 00; WaP (), u(-,0) = ug,
provided that

t
P (= .. 8)|I? )
ol - esssup (/0 k1ot = s)[If (5 8)l72q) d8> < do

Proof. We start with the case where ¢ < p*. We observe that

1o¢ @)l = 185wl
= C”prHWpr’(Q)

= OVl gpe) = Clot (@)}

for w € D(d¢'). Hence (Z3) of (A2)" holds with ms(r) := Cr®=D/P > 0 for

7> 0. In case 2(¢ — 1) < p*, (A2)’ holds with My (r) := Cr(@=D/P for r > 0.

Hence My(r)/ma(r) = Crl@=P)/P — 0 as r — 0, because of ¢ > p. In case

2(q — 1) > p*, let us consider d > 3. Then one can check (23] of (A2)" with
1 (1-0)(a—1)

Ms(r) = Crr1=0G@-0/e-1)  for r >0,

where 6 € (0,1) is same as in the proof of Theorem [3l Then we find from
p < q < p* that

Msy(r 1 q=p
lim 2( ) =C lim rrp1-9-1D/p-1) = 0,
r—04+ Mo (7’) r—04

which yields (A2)’. Thus the desired conclusion follows from Theorem 2.6l
As for the Sobolev critical case where ¢ = p*, we can still use (8.6, and
moreover, we observe that

Og—1)/(p—1) =1

Hence (A2)!, follows from (86). Furthermore, the case d < 2 can also be
treated analogously. Therefore the same conclusion follows from Corollary

2.8 a
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In case p > ¢, one can apply Theorem to prove existence of L2-
solutions on [0, 00) to (8], (B2).
THEOREM 8.5 (Global existence for p > ¢q). In addition to p > q, suppose
that (8.5 holds true. For every ug € Wol’p(Q) and f € Wli’f([o,oo);L%Q)),

the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem [81), 82) admits an L?-solution u on [0, 00)
satisfying

u € C([0,00); L2(2)) N L% ([0,00); Wy P (), u(-,0) = up.

Proof. We have already checked (A1) and (A2) in the proof of Theorem B3]
Moreover, we find that

1
#2() = g < Ol g0 = CLo )}

for w € VVO1 P(Q), which along with the assumption p > ¢ yields (A3). Thus
applying Theorem to ([83]), we obtain the desired conclusion. O

We close this section with the following

REMARK 8.6 (On classical p-Laplace Fujita equation). The nonlinear Calderén—
Zygmund estimates (see Lemma [R.2) also enable us to upgrade all the ex-
istence results obtained in [I8] 24 26], 27] concerning (L.6]) to the Sobolev
subcritical range 1 < ¢ < p* even for p # 2. Furthermore, following the
same argument as in the proof of Corollary 2.8 one may also prove global
(in time) existence of L2-solutions for small data even for the Sobolev critical

exponent ¢ = p*.

APPENDIX A. EXISTENCE OF STRONG SOLUTIONS TO (Z.1))

This appendix is devoted to exhibiting an outline of a proof for the ex-
istence of strong solutions to the Cauchy problem (7.I]). We also refer the
reader to [3], where the case A = 0 is treated and which may also be useful to
handle the present case A > 0H Let T € (0,00) be fixed. Then the Cauchy
problem (7)) is rewritten as

A(u — up) + B(u — ug) + 0®(u) + B(u(-)) > f (A.1)

for positive A € (0,1), ug € D(y), f € L?(0,T; H) and B : H — H satisfying
([£3]) (see SubsectionsB.I]and [3.2] for the definition of A, B and ®). To prove
the existence of solutions to ([A.Tl), we set X = C([0,T]; H) equipped with
the norm |lullx := sup;ep e ||u(t)||g for some w > 0 which will be
determined later and define a mapping S : X — X given by

S(w)=u for vedX,
where u € D(A) + ug is the unique solution of
AM(u — ug) + B(u —up) + 0®(u) > f — B(v(+)). (A.2)

3The present case A > 0 is much simpler to the case A = 0. Actually, due to the pres-
ence of the first-order derivative, one can get better a priori estimates for (approximate)
solutions in a standard manner.
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Hence it suffices to find a fixed point of S. We first show that, for each
ve L20,T; H), (A2) admits a unique solution u € D(A) +ug. To this end,
let us introduce

M (uy, — ug) + Bluy, — ug) + 0P, (u) o f — B(v(+)). (A.3)

Then for each p € (0,1) and v € L?(0,T; H), the Cauchy problem (A.3)
always possesses a unique solution u, € D(A) + ug. Indeed, since AA + B
is maximal monotone in L?(0,7; H) (see Proposition B4) and D(8®,) =
L%(0,T; H), one finds that A+ B+0®,,( - +uy) is surjective on L*(0,T; H)
(see, e.g., [9], [8]). Hence as f — B(v(-)) € L*(0,T; H), there exists u, €
D(A) + ugp such that (A3]) holds. As in the proof of Theorem 2.3 of [3],
testing (A.3]) by du/dt and noting that

ool = (Groe)
< Hi—f(t)“H |lw®)||g  for a.e. te(0,T) (A.4)

for w € W12(0,T; H), we can derive

t
sup | A /
pe(0,1) 0

for some C' > 0, which may depend on A > 0 but is independent of u €
(0,1). Furthermore, as A is positive, one can prove that (u,) forms a Cauchy
sequence in C([0,77; H) by using (A.4) again. Thus we can verify that

duy, 2
ET

dr + CP(uu(t))) <C
H

uyu, —u  strongly in C([0,T]; H),
Uy, — v weakly in Wh2(0,T; H)
for some j1,, — 04 and u € WH2(0, T; H) satisfying u(0) = ug, and then, as

in the proof of Theorem 2.3 of [3], the limit w turns out to be a solution to

@.2).
We next claim that choosing w > 0 large enough, one can take a constant
k € (0,1) such that

|S(v1) — S(v2)||lx < Kljvr — va]lx for wvy,ve € X. (A.5)

Then by virtue of Banach’s contraction mapping principle, we can deduce
that S admits a unique fixed point u € X, i.e., S(u) = u, which implies
that u is a solution to (A.Il). Moreover, the uniqueness of solutions to
(A1) follows as well. Indeed, set u; = S(v1) and ug = S(vy). Subtracting
equations and multiplying it by u; — us, we have

S—lu1(t) — w2 (8|7 + (Blur — ug)(t), ur (t) — ua(t)) 4
+ (Op(ur(t)) — Op(uz(t)), ur (t) — uz(t))
= — (B(v1(t)) — B(v2(t)), u1(t) — ua(t)) gy
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for a.e. t € (0,7). Integrating both sides over (0,¢) and using the mono-
tonicity of B and dy, we find that

%Mﬁ%ﬂdM%SLBAHm®—wﬁwﬂm@%mﬂﬂm@

t
SLﬂm—WMMrWﬂ@/émm
0

Lp
< %ezmﬂvl —vollx||ur —ue||lx for te€0,T],
which yields

Lp
— < Dl — .
w1 UzWX._(UAﬂvl va | x

Therefore choosing w > Lp/A and setting x := Lp/(wA) € (0,1), we obtain
(A.5). Thus we conclude that

PROPOSITION A.l. Let T € (0,00) and X € (0,1) be fized. For every f €
L?(0,T;H) and uy € D(y), the Cauchy problem ([AI) admits a unique
strong solution u € WH2(0,T; H) N D(0®) satisfying u(0) = ug.

Therefore for each T' € (0,00), A € (0,1), ug € D(p) and f € L?*(0,T; H),
the Cauchy problem (7.1]) admits a unique strong solution uy € W2(0,T; H)
on [0,7]. Concerning the case where T' = oo, as in the proof of The-
orem [£4] one can verify that for each A € (0,1), up € D(p) and f €
L? ([0,00); H), the Cauchy problem (Z.I)) also admits a unique strong solu-

loc

tion uy € VVlif([O,oo);H) on [0, 00).
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