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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 ( · , · )H
and the norm ‖ · ‖H =

√

( · , · )H . For i = 1, 2, let ϕi : H → (−∞,∞]
be a proper (i.e., ϕi 6≡ ∞) lower-semicontinuous convex functional with the
effective domain,

D(ϕi) :=
{
w ∈ H : ϕi(w) < ∞

}
6= ∅,

and define the subdifferential operator ∂ϕi : H → 2H of ϕi by

∂ϕi(z) :=
{
ξ ∈ H : ϕi(v)− ϕi(z) ≥ (ξ, v − z)H for v ∈ D(ϕi)

}
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for z ∈ D(ϕi) with the domain D(∂ϕi) = {w ∈ D(ϕi) : ∂ϕi(w) 6= ∅}. In
this article, we are concerned with the abstract Cauchy problem for time-
fractional evolution equations of the form,

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)+∂ϕ1(u(t))−∂ϕ2(u(t)) ∋ f(t) in H, 0 < t < T, (1.1)

where T ∈ (0,∞], u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) ∩D(ϕ2) and f : (0, T ) → H are prescribed,
and the convolution k ∗ (u− u0) with a kernel k ∈ L1

loc([0,∞)) is defined by

(k ∗ w)(t) :=

∫ t

0
k(t− s)w(s) ds for w ∈ L1

loc([0,∞);H), t ≥ 0.

Here and henceforth, we assume:

(K) The kernel k ∈ L1
loc([0,∞)) is nonnegative and nonincreasing. There

exists a nonnegative and nonincreasing kernel ℓ ∈ L1
loc([0,∞)) such

that

(k ∗ ℓ)(t) =

∫ t

0
k(t− s)ℓ(s) ds = 1 for t ≥ 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,

kα(t) =
t−α

Γ(1− α)
for t > 0 and 0 < α < 1, (1.2)

and then, the nonlocal time-derivative (d/dt)[kα ∗ (u − u0)] corresponds to
the α-th order Riemann–Liouville derivative ∂α

t (u−u0) of u−u0, which also
coincides with the α-th order Caputo derivative of u if it is smooth.

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

du

dt
(t) + ∂ϕ(u(t)) ∋ f(t) in H, 0 < t < T, u(0) = u0

for a proper lower-semicontinuous convex functional ϕ on a Hilbert space
H. The work of Brézis is nowadays known as Brézis–Kōmura theory (see

also [20]) and has been extended in various directions. Among those, Ôtani [25]
significantly relaxed the convexity assumption of the functional ϕ by study-
ing the Cauchy problem for evolution equations governed by the difference
of two subdifferential operators such as

du

dt
(t)+∂ϕ1(u(t))−∂ϕ2(u(t)) ∋ f(t) in H, 0 < t < T, u(0) = u0, (1.3)

which can be regarded as gradient flows for (essentially) nonconvex energies
(see also [24] for long-time dynamics and [6] for a variational analysis). Ac-
tually, in contrast with gradient flows for semiconvex energies, the abstract
Cauchy problem (1.3) 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 (1.3). 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

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t) + ∂ϕ(u(t)) ∋ f(t) in H, 0 < t < T

is proved for proper lower-semicontinuous (semi)convex functionals ϕ : H →
(−∞,∞] and f ∈ L2(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, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 42, 43, 44]). On
the other hand, time-fractional gradient flows for (essentially) nonconvex

energies such as (1.1) 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, T )) to the Cauchy
problem (1.1). 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 (1.1). 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 (1.1) by concatenating some local solutions
(see Remark 2.2 below). We further realize another difficulty due to the lack
of continuity (in time) of the energy t 7→ ϕ1(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:

∂α
t (u− u0)−∆pu− |u|q−2u = f in Ω× (0,∞), (1.4)

u = 0 on ∂Ω× (0,∞), (1.5)

where 1 < p, q < ∞, Ω is a smooth bounded domain of Rd with boundary
∂Ω, ∂α

t (u−u0) = ∂t[kα ∗ (u−u0)] denotes the Riemann–Liouville derivative
of u− u0 (i.e., Caputo derivative of u) of order 0 < α < 1 (see (1.2)), ∆p is
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the so-called p-Laplacian given as

∆pw = ∇ ·
(
|∇w|p−2∇w

)

and u0 = u0(x) and f = f(x, t) are prescribed. Equation (1.4) is a time-
fractional variant of p-Laplace diffusion equations with blow-up terms of the
form

∂tu−∆pu− |u|q−2u = f in Ω× (0,∞), (1.6)

along with the initial condition u|t=0 = u0 in Ω (cf. see [15]). Equation (1.6)
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 (1.6)

is proved for u0 ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) based on Galerkin’s method. Although the global

existence is proved under the so-called Sobolev subcritical condition q <
p∗ := dp/(d−p)+, 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 (1.6) for studying existence and asymptotic behavior of its L2-
solutions under the assumption that q ≤ p∗/2+1, which is strictly less than
p∗ (on the other hand, it can be relaxed to q < 2∗ for the semilinear case
p = 2 in [26, 27]). Moreover, in [5], an abstract theory for (1.3) 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 (1.6)

under the subcritical condition q < p∗ for u0 ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω). Furthermore,

in [4], local existence of weak solutions to the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem for
(1.6) is eventually proved for any u0 ∈ Lr(Ω) and q > 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 (1.4), (1.5) for
the p-Laplace subdiffusion equation so far. In this paper, thanks to the
abstract theory on (1.1) along with a nonlinear Calderón–Zygmund theory,
we prove local (in time) existence of L2-solutions to (1.4), (1.5) under the
Sobolev subcritical condition q < p∗ for any 2d/(d+2) < p < ∞. 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
(1.1) under certain assumptions. We also stress that the strong solutions
are continuous on [0, T ). Section 3 is concerned with preliminary material
on subdifferential operators (see §3.1) as well as nonlocal time-differential
operators (see §3.2). In Section 4, we shall develop time-fractional chain-
rule formulae for subdifferentials (see §4.1), 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 5–7 are devoted to giving proofs of the main results: Section
5 gives a proof of Theorem 2.3 concerning the local (in time) existence re-
sult. In Section 6, we shall prove Theorem 2.6 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 2.9) will be
proved in Section 7. Section 8 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 §7.

Notation. For each 1 < r < ∞, we denote by r′ the Hölder conjugate of
r, that is, 1/r + 1/r′ = 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 (1.1). Throughout this paper,
let H be a real Hilbert space equipped with an inner product (·, ·)H and

the norm ‖ · ‖H =
√

(·, ·)H , and moreover, we are concerned with strong
solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) in the following sense:

Definition 2.1 (Strong solutions to (1.1)). Let T ∈ (0,∞]. For any S ∈
(0, T ) (and S ∈ (0, T ] if T < ∞), a function u ∈ L2(0, S;H) is called a strong

solution on [0, S] to the Cauchy problem (1.1), if the following conditions
are all satisfied:

(i) It holds that k ∗ (u− u0) ∈ W 1,2(0, S;H) and [k ∗ (u− u0)](0) = 0.
Moreover, u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ1) ∩D(∂ϕ2) for a.e. t ∈ (0, S).

(ii) There exist ξ, η ∈ L2(0, S;H) such that






ξ(t) ∈ ∂ϕ1(u(t)), η(t) ∈ ∂ϕ2(u(t)),

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t) + ξ(t)− η(t) = f(t)

(2.1)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, S).

Moreover, a function u ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H) is called a strong solution on [0,∞)

to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with T = ∞, if the following conditions are all
satisfied:

(i)′ It holds that k∗(u−u0) ∈ W 1,2
loc ([0,∞);H) and [k∗(u−u0)](0) = 0.

Moreover, u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ1) ∩D(∂ϕ2) for a.e. t ∈ (0,∞).
(ii)′ There exist ξ, η ∈ L2

loc([0,∞);H) such that (2.1) holds for a.e. t ∈
(0,∞).
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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 (1.1) due to
the nonlocal nature of the equation, that is, the concatenation

u(t) :=

{

u1(t) if t ∈ [0, T ),

u2(t− T ) if t ∈ [T, 2T ]

of two strong solutions u1, u2 on [0, T ] to (1.1) does not always solve (1.1)
on [0, 2T ] even if u1(T ) = u2(0). Hence, the lack of semigroup property
prevents us to construct (global) strong solutions on [0,∞) by concatenation.
Moreover, it is noteworthy that, in contrast with classical gradient flows, the
existence of strong solutions to (1.1) on [0,∞) does not follow immediately
from the existence of those on [0, T ] for an arbitrary T > 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 : ϕ1(w) + ‖w‖H ≤ r} is
(pre)compact in H.

(A2) It holds that D(∂ϕ1) ⊂ D(∂ϕ2), and moreover, there exist a con-
stant ν1 ∈ [0, 1) and a nondecreasing function M1 : R → [0,∞) such
that

‖ ˚∂ϕ2(w)‖H ≤ ν1‖ ˚∂ϕ1(w)‖H +M1(ϕ
1(w) + ‖w‖H )

for w ∈ D(∂ϕ1). Here ∂̊ϕi denotes the minimal section of ∂ϕi for

i = 1, 2, that is, ∂̊ϕi(w) is the unique element of the set ∂ϕi(w)

such that ‖∂̊ϕi(w)‖H = min{‖ξ‖H : ξ ∈ ∂ϕi(w)} for w ∈ D(∂ϕi).

We are now ready to state main results. The following theorem is con-
cerned with local existence of strong solutions to (1.1).

Theorem 2.3 (Local existence of strong solutions to (1.1)). In addition

to (K), assume that (A1) and (A2) hold and let T ∈ (0,∞). Then for

every u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H) satisfying ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ L∞(0, T ),
there exists T0 ∈ (0, T ] such that the Cauchy problem (1.1) admits a strong

solution u ∈ L2(0, T0;H) on [0, T0] such that

u ∈ C([0, T0];H), u(0) = u0 and ϕ1(u(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T0).

Here T0 depends only on ℓ, ν1, M1(·), ‖u0‖H , ϕ1(u0) and ‖ℓ∗‖f(·)‖2H‖L∞(0,T ).

Remark 2.4. Let T ∈ (0,∞). Since ℓ ∈ L1(0, T ), every f ∈ L∞(0, T ;H)
fulfills ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ C([0, T ]). In particular, if k = kα with 0 < α < 1, since

ℓ = k1−α belongs to L1/(1−α),∞(0, T ), one can check ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ C([0, T ])

for any f ∈ L2/β(0, T ;H) with some β ∈ (0, α) due to Young’s convolution
inequality.

We next present a theorem on global existence of strong solutions to (1.1)
for “small” initial data by assuming the following conditions instead of (A1)
and (A2):



TIME-FRACTIONAL GRADIENT FLOWS FOR NONCONVEX ENERGIES 7

(A1)′ For each r ∈ R, the sublevel set {w ∈ H : ϕ1(w) ≤ r} is (pre)compact
in H.

(A2)′ It holds that D(∂ϕ1) ⊂ D(∂ϕ2) and ϕ1 ≥ 0, and moreover, there
exist a constant ν2 ∈ [0, 1), a nonnegative Borel measurable locally
bounded function m2 : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and a nondecreasing func-
tion M2 : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying

m2(r) > 0 for 0 < r < r0 and lim
r→0+

M2(r)

m2(r)
= 0 (2.2)

for some r0 ∈ (0,∞] such that

m2(ϕ
1(w)) ≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ1(w)‖H , (2.3)

‖ ˚∂ϕ2(w)‖H ≤ ν2‖ ˚∂ϕ1(w)‖H +M2(ϕ
1(w)) (2.4)

for all w ∈ D(∂ϕ1).

Remark 2.5 (Coercivity of ϕ1 ⇒ condition (2.3)). If ϕ1 fulfills the following
coercivity condition:

ϕ1(0) = 0 and α‖w‖pH ≤ ϕ1(w) for w ∈ D(ϕ1) (2.5)

for some constants α, p > 0 (hence ϕ1(w) > 0 if and only if w 6= 0), then
one has

ϕ1(w) ≤ ( ˚∂ϕ1(w), w)H

≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ1(w)‖H‖w‖H
(2.5)

≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ1(w)‖Hα−1/p{ϕ1(w)}1/p,

which yields (2.3) with m2(s) := α1/ps1−1/p > 0 for s > 0 and m2(0) := 0.
Moreover, (A1)′ also follows from (2.5) and (A1).

Theorem 2.6 (Global existence of strong solutions to (1.1) for small data).
In addition to (K), assume that (A1)′ and (A2)′ hold. Then there exists

a constant δ0 > 0 depending only on M2(·), m2(·) and ν2 such that the

following (i) and (ii) hold true:

(i) In case T ∈ (0,∞), for every u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H)
satisfying

ET (u0, f) := ϕ1(u0) +
∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

< δ0,

the Cauchy problem (1.1) admits a strong solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;H)
on [0, T ] satisfying

u ∈ C([0, T ];H), u(0) = u0 and ϕ1(u(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T ) (2.6)

as well as

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ϕ1(u(t)) ≤ CET (u0, f)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ν2.
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(ii) In case T = ∞, for every u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H)

satisfying

E∞(u0, f) := ϕ1(u0) +
∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,∞)

< δ0, (2.7)

the Cauchy problem (1.1) with T = ∞ admits a strong solution

u ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H) on [0,∞) such that

u ∈ C([0,∞);H), u(0) = u0 and ϕ1(u(·)) ∈ L∞(0,∞)

and

sup
t∈[0,∞)

ϕ1(u(t)) ≤ CE∞(u0, f)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ν2.

Remark 2.7. When ϕ1(u0) ≪ 1, a sufficient condition for f ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H)

satisfying (2.7) reads,

‖f(t)‖2H ≤ εk(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0,∞)

for some constant ε > 0 small enough.

We also give a corollary concerning global existence of strong solutions
to (1.1) for small data under the following critical growth condition (A2)′c
instead of (A2)′:

(A2)′c It holds that D(∂ϕ1) ⊂ D(∂ϕ2) and ϕ1 ≥ 0, and moreover, there
exists a nondecreasing function M3 : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying

M3(r) > 0 for r > 0 and lim
r→0+

M3(r) = 0 (2.8)

such that

‖ ˚∂ϕ2(w)‖H ≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ1(w)‖HM3(ϕ
1(w)) (2.9)

for all w ∈ D(∂ϕ1).

Corollary 2.8 (Critical growth case). In addition to (K), assume (A1)′

and (A2)′c above. Then there exists a constant δ0 > 0 depending only on

M3(·) such that (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.6 hold true with C = 1.

Finally, the following theorem asserts global existence of strong solutions
to (1.1) even for “large” initial data under an additional assumption,

(A3) There exist constants ν3 ∈ [0, 1), r ∈ [0, 2) and c1 ≥ 0 such that

ϕ2(w) ≤ ν3ϕ
1(w) + c1(‖w‖

r
H + 1) for w ∈ D(ϕ1),

which in particular yields D(ϕ1) ⊂ D(ϕ2).

Theorem 2.9 (Global existence of strong solutions to (1.1)). In addition

to (K), assume that (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold. In case T ∈ (0,∞), for

every u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H), the Cauchy problem (1.1) admits

a strong solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;H) on [0, T ] satisfying (2.6).

In case T = ∞, for every u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ W 1,2
loc ([0,∞);H), then the

Cauchy problem (1.1) with T = ∞ admits a strong solution u ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H)

on [0,∞) satisfying (2.6) 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., [9, 8] for the details of the following material.

Let ϕ : H → (−∞,∞] be a proper (i.e., ϕ 6≡ ∞) lower-semicontinuous
convex functional (see, e.g., [10]). Set the effective domain of ϕ as

D(ϕ) := {w ∈ H : ϕ(w) < ∞} 6= ∅.

Then the subdifferential operator ∂ϕ : H → 2H of ϕ is defined by

∂ϕ(w) := {ξ ∈ H : ϕ(v) − ϕ(w) ≥ (ξ, v − w)H for all v ∈ D(ϕ)}

for w ∈ D(ϕ) with the domain

D(∂ϕ) := {w ∈ D(ϕ) : ∂ϕ(w) 6= ∅} .

It is known that every subdifferential operator is maximal monotone in H.
An operator A : H → 2H is said to bemaximal monotone (orm-accretive)

in the Hilbert space H, if the following two properties hold:

• (ξ1 − ξ2, u1 − u2)H ≥ 0 for any (u1, ξ1), (u2, ξ2) ∈ G(A),
• R(I + λA) = H for any (or some) λ > 0,

whereG(A) stands for the graph of the operator A andR(I+λA) denotes the

range of the operator I + λA. We also denote by Å(w) the minimal section

of A(w), that is, Å(w) = argmin{‖ξ‖H : ξ ∈ A(w)}, for w ∈ D(A) := {w ∈
H : A(w) 6= ∅}. 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 (un, ξn) ∈ G(A) be such that
un → u strongly in H and ξn → ξ weakly in H. Then (u, ξ) ∈ G(A).

For each maximal monotone operator A : H → 2H , the resolvent Jλ :
H → H and Yosida approximation Aλ : H → H are defined by

Jλ = (I + λA)−1, Aλ =
I − Jλ

λ

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

Proposition 3.1 (Resolvents and Yosida approximations). Let A : D(A) ⊂
H → H be a maximal monotone operator in a Hilbert space H and let

Jλ : H → H and Aλ : H → H be the resolvent and Yosida approximation of

A, respectively, for λ > 0. Then the following (i)–(iv) are all satisfied :

(i) Jλ : H → H is non-expansive (i.e., 1-Lipschitz continuous) in H
and Aλ : H → H is Lipschitz continuous in H with the Lipschitz

constant 1/λ. Moreover, Aλ is maximal monotone in H.

(ii) Jλw → w strongly in H as λ → 0+ for every w ∈ D(A)
H
.

(iii) Aλ(w) ∈ A(Jλw) for w ∈ H and λ > 0.

(iv) ‖Aλ(w)‖H ≤ ‖Å(w)‖H for w ∈ D(A) and λ > 0, and moreover,

Aλ(w) → Å(w) strongly in H as λ → 0+ for w ∈ D(A).
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We next define the Moreau–Yosida regularization ϕλ : H → R of ϕ for
λ > 0 by

ϕλ(w) := inf
z∈H

(
1

2λ
‖w − z‖2H + ϕ(z)

)

=
1

2λ
‖w − Jλw‖

2
H + ϕ(Jλw) =

λ

2
‖Aλ(w)‖

2
H + ϕ(Jλw) for w ∈ H,

where Jλ and Aλ stand for the resolvent and the Yosida approximation of
A := ∂ϕ, respectively. Then we recall that

Proposition 3.2 (Moreau–Yosida regularizations). Let ϕ : H → (−∞,∞]
be a proper lower-semicontinuous convex functional defined in a Hilbert space

H and let ϕλ : H → R be the Moreau–Yosida regularization of ϕ for λ > 0.
Then the following (i)–(iii) are all satisfied :

(i) The Moreau–Yosida regularization ϕλ : H → R is convex and

Fréchet differentiable in H, and moreover, its derivative ∂(ϕλ) co-

incides with the Yosida approximation (∂ϕ)λ of ∂ϕ. Hence we shall

simply write ∂ϕλ instead of both ∂(ϕλ) and (∂ϕ)λ in what follows.

(ii) ϕ(Jλw) ≤ ϕλ(w) ≤ ϕ(w) for w ∈ H and λ > 0. Here Jλ : H → H
stands for the resolvent of ∂ϕ.

(iii) ϕλ(w) → ϕ(w) as λ → 0+ for w ∈ H.

Define a functional Φ : L2(0, T ;H) → (−∞,∞] by

Φ(w) :=

{∫ T
0 ϕ(w(t)) dt if ϕ(w(·)) ∈ L1(0, T ),

∞ otherwise

for w ∈ L2(0, T ;H). Then Φ is proper, lower-semicontinuous and convex in
L2(0, T ;H), and moreover, it is known that

ξ ∈ ∂Φ(w) if and only if ξ(t) ∈ ∂ϕ(w(t)) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T )

for w ∈ D(Φ) and ξ ∈ L2(0, T ;H). Furthermore, it also holds that

Φλ(w) =

∫ T

0
ϕλ(w(t)) dt, ∂Φλ(w) = ∂ϕλ(w(·))

for w ∈ L2(0, T ;H) and λ > 0 (see also [30, IV.Example 2.C]).
Finally, we recall the following chain-rule formula for subdifferentials:

Proposition 3.3 (See [9, p. 73, Lemma 3.3]). Let T ∈ (0,∞) and let

u ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H) be such that u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Assume

that there exists g ∈ L2(0, T ;H) such that g(t) ∈ ∂ϕ(u(t)) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).
Then the function t 7→ ϕ(u(t)) is absolutely continuous on [0, T ], and more-

over, it holds that
(
du

dt
(t), h

)

H

=
d

dt
ϕ(u(t)) for any h ∈ ∂ϕ(u(t))

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

A : D(A) ⊂ Lp(0, T ;X) → Lp(0, T ;X)

the (standard) time-differential operator defined by

D(A) :=
{
w ∈ W 1,p(0, T ;X) : w(0) = 0

}
,

A(w) :=
dw

dt
for w ∈ D(A).

Then A is a linear m-accretive operator in Lp(0, T ;X).
Let k ∈ L1

loc([0,∞)) satisfy (K) (hence, k is a completely positive kernel).
Then the nonlocal time-differential operator

B : D(B) ⊂ Lp(0, T ;X) → Lp(0, T ;X)

is defined by

D(B) := {w ∈ Lp(0, T ;X) : k ∗ w ∈ D(A)}

=
{
w ∈ Lp(0, T ;X) : k ∗ w ∈ W 1,p(0, T ;X), (k ∗ w)(0) = 0

}
,

B(w) := A (k ∗ w) =
d

dt
(k ∗ w) for w ∈ D(B).

Then we observe that

D(A) ⊂ D(B).

It is also known that B is a linear m-accretive operator in Lp(0, T ;X) un-
der the assumption (K) (see, e.g., [11], [17], [13], [33], [41]). Hence one
can define the resolvent J1/n : Lp(0, T ;X) → Lp(0, T ;X) and the Yosida
approximation B1/n : Lp(0, T ;X) → Lp(0, T ;X) of B for n ∈ N by

J1/n(w) :=
(
I + n−1B

)−1
(w),

B1/n(w) := n(w − J1/n(w)) = B(J1/nw) =
d

dt
(kn ∗ w)

for w ∈ Lp(0, T ;X). Here kn ∈ W 1,1(0, T ) is a nonincreasing nonnegative
kernel given by kn = nsn, where sn is a unique solution to the Volterra
integral equation,

sn + n(ℓ ∗ sn) = 1 in (0,∞).

Then kn depends only on ℓ 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

B1/n(w) → B(w) strongly in Lp(0, T ;X) as n → ∞, (3.1)

provided that w ∈ D(B). Indeed, B is densely defined in Lp(0, T ;X), and
hence, for w ∈ D(B), we deduce that B1/n(w) = B(J1/n(w)) = J1/n(B(w)) →
B(w) strongly in Lp(0, T ;X) as n → ∞. In particular, setting X = R and
p = 1, we find that w ≡ 1 ∈ D(B), and hence, it follows from (3.1) that

kn → k strongly in L1(0, T ) as n → ∞. (3.2)
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In what follows, we always set

X = H and p = 2,

unless noted otherwise, to consider the operatorsA and B for k ∈ L1
loc([0,∞))

satisfying (K). Then A and B are maximal monotone in L2(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) × L2(0, T ;H).

Finally, we recall the following

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

∫ t

0
(A(u)(τ),B(u)(τ))H dτ

≥
1

2

(
ℓ ∗ ‖B(u)(·)‖2H

)
(t) +

1

2

∫ t

0
ℓ(τ)‖B(u)(τ)‖2H dτ

for all u ∈ D(A) and t ∈ [0, T ]. It further implies the maximal monotonicity

of A+ B in L2(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 §2. 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,∞). Let h ∈ W 1,1(0, T ) be a nonnegative nonincreasing function

and let ϕ : H → (−∞,∞] be a proper (i.e., ϕ 6≡ ∞) lower-semicontinuous

convex functional. Let u ∈ L1(0, T ;H) be such that ϕ(u(·)) ∈ L1(0, T ).
Then for each t ∈ (0, T ) satisfying u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ), it holds that

(
d

dt
[h ∗ (u− u0)](t), g

)

H

≥
d

dt

[
h ∗
(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t)

for any u0 ∈ D(ϕ) and g ∈ ∂ϕ(u(t)).

In particular, if we choose ϕ(·) = (1/2)‖ · ‖2H , then we also have
(

d

dt
[h ∗ w](t), w(t)

)

H

≥
1

2

d

dt

[
h ∗ ‖w(·)‖2H

]
(t)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) and w ∈ L2(0, T ;H) (see [41]).
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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 (1.1).

Proposition 4.2 (Integral forms of fractional chain-rule formulae). Let k ∈
L1
loc([0,∞)) be a function satisfying (K). Let ϕ : H → (−∞,∞] be a proper

(i.e., ϕ 6≡ ∞) lower-semicontinuous convex functional. Let T ∈ (0,∞),
u0 ∈ D(ϕ) and let u ∈ L2(0, T ;H) satisfy

• k ∗ (u− u0) ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H) and [k ∗ (u− u0)](0) = 0,
• u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Assume that there exists g ∈ L2(0, T ;H) such that g(t) ∈ ∂ϕ(u(t)) for

a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Then the following holds true:

(i) It holds that
∫ t

0

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](τ), g(τ)

)

H

dτ ≥
[
k ∗
(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t)

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

[

ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

]

(t) ≥ ϕ(u(t)) − ϕ(u0)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Proof. First of all, it follows from the assumption that ϕ(u(·)) ∈ L1(0, T ).
Indeed, we see that

ϕ(u(t)) ≤ ϕ(u0) + (g(t), u(t) − u0)H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), and moreover, u and g belong to L2(0, T ;H). Further-
more, ϕ is affinely bounded from below (see, e.g., [9]), we conclude that
ϕ(u(·)) ∈ L1(0, T ).

Assertion (i) can be proved as in [3]; however, we give a proof for the
convenience of the reader. For n ∈ N, let kn ∈ W 1,1(0, T ) be a regularized
kernel (see §3.2). Thanks to Proposition 4.1, we have

(
d

dt
[kn ∗ (u− u0)](t), g(t)

)

H

≥
d

dt

[
kn ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t) (4.1)

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

0

(
d

dt
[kn ∗ (u− u0)](τ), g(τ)

)

H

dτ ≥
[
kn ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t)

for t ∈ [0, T ]. Since B1/n(u − u0) = (d/dt)[kn ∗ (u − u0)] → B(u − u0) =

(d/dt)[k ∗ (u−u0)] strongly in L2(0, T ;H) (by u−u0 ∈ D(B) and (3.1)) and
kn → k strongly in L1(0, T ) (see (3.2)), passing to the limit as n → ∞, we
deduce that

∫ t

0

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](τ), g(τ)

)

H

dτ ≥
[
k ∗
(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t)
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for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).
As for (ii), we convolve both sides of (4.1) with ℓ to see that

[

ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[kn ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

]

(t)

≥ ℓ ∗
d

dt

[
kn ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t)

=
d

dt

[
ℓ ∗ kn ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t) (4.2)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Here we used the fact that [kn ∗ (ϕ(u(·))−ϕ(u0))](0) = 0.
Moreover, we claim that

ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[kn ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

→ ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

(4.3)

strongly in L1(0, T ) as n → ∞. Indeed, we see that
∥
∥
∥
∥
ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[kn ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

− ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(0,T )

≤ ‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

∥
∥B1/n(u− u0)− B(u− u0)

∥
∥
L2(0,T ;H)

‖g‖L2(0,T ;H) → 0.

We next test both sides of (4.2) by a nonnegative test function φ ∈ C∞
c (0, T ).

It then follows that
∫ T

0
φ(t)

[

ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[kn ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

]

(t) dt

≥

∫ T

0
φ(t)

d

dt

[
ℓ ∗ kn ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t) dt

= −

∫ T

0
φ′(t)

[
ℓ ∗ kn ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t) dt

→ −

∫ T

0
φ′(t)

[
ℓ ∗ k ∗

(
ϕ(u(·)) − ϕ(u0)

)]
(t) dt

(K)
= −

∫ T

0
φ′(t)

(∫ t

0

[
ϕ(u(τ)) − ϕ(u0)

]
dτ

)

dt

=

∫ T

0
φ(t)

[
ϕ(u(t)) − ϕ(u0)

]
dt.

Hence combining the above with (4.3), we conclude that

∫ T

0
φ(t)

[

ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

]

(t) dt

≥

∫ T

0
φ(t)

[
ϕ(u(t)) − ϕ(u0)

]
dt,



TIME-FRACTIONAL GRADIENT FLOWS FOR NONCONVEX ENERGIES 15

whence it follows from the arbitrariness of φ ≥ 0 that
[

ℓ ∗

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)](·), g(·)

)

H

]

(t) ≥ ϕ(u(t)) − ϕ(u0)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). This completes the proof. �

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 (1.1) 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,∞),
a ∈ H and let g ∈ L1(0, T ) be nonnegative and nonincreasing. Let G ∈
L1(0, T ;H) be such that g ∗ ‖G(·)‖2H ∈ L∞(0, T ) and define u ∈ L1(0, T ;H)
by

u(t) = a+ (g ∗G)(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (4.4)

Then u has a continuous representative ũ ∈ C([0, T ];H), that is, u(t) = ũ(t)
for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), such that

‖ũ(t)− ũ(s)‖H ≤ ‖g‖
1/2
L1(0,|t−s|)

∥
∥g ∗ ‖G(·)‖2H

∥
∥
1/2

L∞(0,T )

+ ‖g(|t − s|+ · )− g( · )‖
1/2
L1(0,T−|t−s|)

∥
∥g ∗ ‖G(·)‖2H

∥
∥
1/2

L∞(0,T )

for all t, s ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, it holds that ũ(t) → a strongly in H as t → 0+.

Proof. By assumption, there exists I ⊂ (0, T ) such that |I| = 0 and (4.4)
holds for all t ∈ (0, T ) \ I. Then letting s, t ∈ (0, T ) \ I satisfy s ≤ t and
using Hölder’s inequality, one observes that

‖u(t)− u(s)‖H

= ‖(g ∗G)(t) − (g ∗G)(s)‖H

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)G(τ) dτ −

∫ s

0
g(s − τ)G(τ) dτ

∥
∥
∥
∥
H

≤

∫ t

s
g(t− τ)‖G(τ)‖H dτ +

∫ s

0
|g(t− τ)− g(s − τ)|‖G(τ)‖H dτ

=

∫ t

s
g(t− τ)1/2g(t− τ)1/2‖G(τ)‖H dτ

+

∫ s

0
|g(t − τ)− g(s − τ)|1/2|g(t − τ)− g(s − τ)|1/2‖G(τ)‖H dτ

≤ ‖g‖
1/2
L1(0,t−s)

∥
∥g ∗ ‖G(·)‖2H

∥
∥
1/2

L∞(0,T )

+ ‖g(t − s+ · )− g( · )‖
1/2
L1(0,T−(t−s))

∥
∥g ∗ ‖G(·)‖2H

∥
∥
1/2

L∞(0,T )
.

Here we also used |g(t − τ) − g(s − τ)| = g(s − τ) − g(t − τ) ≤ g(s − τ)
from the nonincrease and nonnegativity of g to derive the last inequality.
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For each t ∈ [0, T ] one can take a sequence (tn) in (0, T ) \ I converging
to t, and then, (u(tn)) forms a Cauchy sequence in H. Hence ũ(t) can be
defined as its limit, since the limit is also uniquely determined. Therefore
there exists a continuous representative ũ ∈ C([0, T ];H) of u such that ũ
fulfills the desired inequality for any s, t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, repeating the
same calculation above, we also find that

‖u(t)− a‖H ≤ ‖g‖
1/2
L1(0,t)

∥
∥g ∗ ‖G(·)‖2H

∥
∥
1/2

L∞(0,T )

for all t ∈ (0, T ) \ I. Hence ũ(t) → a strongly in H as t → 0+. This
completes the proof. �

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

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t) + ∂ϕ(u(t)) +B(u(t)) ∋ f(t) in H, 0 < t < T, (4.5)

where T ∈ (0,∞], ϕ : H → (−∞,∞] is a proper lower-semicontinuous
convex functional, B : H → H is a Lipschitz continuous operator, i.e., there
exists a constant LB ≥ 0 such that

‖B(w1)−B(w2)‖H ≤ LB‖w1 − w2‖H for w1, w2 ∈ H, (4.6)

for every u0 ∈ D(ϕ) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H) satisfying ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ L∞(0, T ).
Strong solutions to (4.5) are defined analogously to Definition 2.1. The
following theorem will be used to construct approximate solutions to (1.1).

Theorem 4.4 (Lipschitz perturbation theory (cf. see [3])). Assume that (K)
and (4.6) are satisfied and let T ∈ (0,∞]. In case T ∈ (0,∞), for every

u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H) satisfying ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ L∞(0, T ), the

Cauchy problem (4.5) admits a unique strong solution u on [0, T ] such that

u ∈ C([0, T ];H), u(0) = u0 and ϕ(u(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T ). (4.7)

In case T = ∞, for every u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H) satisfying

ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ L∞
loc([0,∞)), the Cauchy problem (4.5) with T = ∞ admits a

unique strong solution u on [0,∞) satisfying (4.7) for every T > 0.

Proof. Let T ∈ (0,∞) be fixed. With the aid of Theorem 5.1 of [3], for
every u0 ∈ D(ϕ) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H), one can assure that there exists a
unique strong solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;H) on [0, T ] to (4.5), that is, there is
ξ ∈ L2(0, T ;H) such that

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t) + ξ(t) +B(u(t)) = f(t), ξ(t) ∈ ∂ϕ(u(t)) (4.8)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Hence it suffices to show (4.7) under the (additional)
assumption ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ L∞(0, T ). We assume ϕ ≥ 0 without loss of
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generality. Multiplying both sides of (4.8) by (d/dt)[k ∗(u−u0)](t), we have

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

+

(

ξ(t),
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

)

H

= −

(

B(u(t)),
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

)

H

+

(

f(t),
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

)

H

≤
1

2

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

+ ‖B(u(t))‖2H + ‖f(t)‖2H

≤
1

2

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

+ (‖B(u0)‖H + LB‖u(t) − u0‖H)2

+ ‖f(t)‖2H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Convolving both sides with ℓ and using (ii) of Proposition
4.2, we infer that

1

2

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t) + ϕ(u(t)) − ϕ(u0)

≤
∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

+ 2‖B(u0)‖
2
H‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

+ 2L2
B

(
ℓ ∗ ‖u(·) − u0‖

2
H

)
(t) (4.9)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Since ϕ is nonnegative, one has
(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t) + ϕ(u(t))

≤ C
[

ϕ(u0) +
∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

+ ‖B(u0)‖
2
H‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

]

+ C
(
ℓ ∗ ‖u(·)− u0‖

2
H

)
(t)

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

‖u(t)− u0‖
2
H =

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ ℓ ∗ (u− u0)] (t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

(

ℓ ∗
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)]

)

(t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ t

0
ℓ1/2(t− s)ℓ1/2(t− s)

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)]

)

(s) ds

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

≤

(∫ t

0
ℓ(t− s) ds

)(∫ t

0
ℓ(t− s)

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (s)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

ds

)

≤ ‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t)
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for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). It follows that

‖u(t)− u0‖
2
H

≤ C‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

[

ϕ(u0) +
∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

+ ‖B(u0)‖
2
H‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

]

+ C‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )

(
ℓ ∗ ‖u(·)− u0‖

2
H

)
(t)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Thus applying a Gronwall-type lemma for a Volterra
integral inequality (see Lemma 4.5 below), we obtain

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

‖u(t)‖H ≤ C,

which along with (4.9) yields

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

[(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t) + ϕ(u(t))

]

≤ C.

Moreover, we recall that

u(t) = u0 +

(

ℓ ∗
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)]

)

(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Therefore Lemma 4.3 asserts that there exists a continuous representative
of u (still denoted by the same letter) and u(0) = u0.

Finally, we prove existence of strong solutions on [0,∞) to the Cauchy
problem (4.5) with T = ∞ for u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2

loc([0,∞);H) satisfying
ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈ L∞

loc([0,∞)). 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(T ) ∈ C([0, T ];H) on [0, T ] satisfying (4.7). Hence due to the

uniqueness of strong solutions to (4.5) (i.e., u(T )|[0,S] = u(S) if S ≤ T ), one

can define u ∈ C([0,∞);H) such that u|[0,T ] = u(T ) for T > 0. We also set

ξ := f −B(u(·))− (d/dt)[k ∗ (u− u0)] ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H) and η := B(u(·)) ∈

C([0,∞);H). Therefore it follows that u ∈ C([0,∞);H) is a strong solution
on [0,∞) to (4.5) with T = ∞ and u(0) = u0. 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,∞) and 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞. Let φ ∈ L1(0, S), h ∈ Lr(0, S)
and g ∈ L1(0, S) be nonnegative functions such that

φ(t) ≤ h(t) + (g ∗ φ)(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, S). (4.10)

Then it holds that φ ∈ Lr(0, S), and moreover, there exists a constant C0 ≥ 0
depending only on S and g such that

‖φ‖Lr(0,S) ≤ C0‖h‖Lr(0,S).
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Proof. Let (ρn) be a mollifier1 and convolve both sides of (4.10) with ρn ≥ 0.
It then follows that

φn(t) ≤ hn(t) + (g ∗ φn)(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, S), (4.11)

where φn := ρn ∗ φ ∈ L∞(0, S) and hn := ρn ∗ h ∈ L∞(0, S). We observe
that

(g ∗ φn)(t) =

∫ t

0
g(t− s)φn(s) ds

= eMt

∫ t

0
g(t− s)e−M(t−s)φn(s)e

−Ms ds

= eMt
[
(g e−M · ) ∗ (φn e

−M · )
]
(t) for t ∈ [0, S],

where M is a constant which will be determined later and e−M · stands for
the function t 7→ e−Mt from [0,∞) → R, and which along with the Young’s
convolution inequality yields

‖(g ∗ φn) e
−M · ‖Lr(0,S) ≤ ‖g e−M · ‖L1(0,S)‖φn e

−M · ‖Lr(0,S).

Hence it follows from (4.11) that

‖φn e
−M · ‖Lr(0,S)

≤ ‖hn e
−M · ‖Lr(0,S) + ‖(g ∗ φn) e

−M · ‖Lr(0,S)

≤ ‖hn e
−M · ‖Lr(0,S) + ‖g e−M · ‖L1(0,S)‖φn e

−M · ‖Lr(0,S).

We take a positive constant M large enough so that

‖g e−M · ‖L1(0,S) ≤
1

2
.

Here we note that M depends only on S and g. Therefore we deduce that

‖φn e
−M · ‖Lr(0,S) ≤ 2‖hn e

−M · ‖Lr(0,S)

for n ∈ N. We pass to the limit as n → ∞. Note that φn → φ strongly in
L1(0, S) and hn → h strongly in Lr(0, S). Hence as for r > 1, one finds that
φn → φ weakly in Lr(0, S) up to a subsequence. Thus for r ∈ [1,∞) we can
reach

‖φ e−M · ‖Lr(0,S) ≤ 2‖h e−M · ‖Lr(0,S),

which yields the desired conclusion with the choice C0 = 2eMS . �

1The mollifier (ρn) may be supposed to enjoy the following properties: ρn ∈

C∞

c ([0,∞)), ρn ≥ 0,
∫

∞

0
ρn(s) ds = 1 and supp ρn = [0, 1/n] for n ∈ N. Then for

1 ≤ p < ∞ and T ∈ (0,∞), one can check in a standard way that ρn ∗ w ∈ L∞(0, T ) and
ρn ∗ w → w strongly in Lp(0, T ) for any w ∈ Lp(0, T ).
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5. Proof of Theorem 2.3

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

Lemma 5.1. Let S ∈ (0,∞) and let φ ∈ L∞(0, S) be a nonnegative func-

tion. Suppose that there exist a constant a ≥ 0, a nonnegative function

g ∈ L1
loc([0,∞)) and a nondecreasing function M : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such

that

φ(t) ≤ a+ [g ∗M(φ(·))](t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, S).

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

‖φ‖L∞(0,min{R,S}) ≤ a+ 1.

Here it is noteworthy that φ is not supposed to be continuous in Lemma
5.1. Actually, in order to prove Theorem 2.3, we shall apply Lemma 5.1 for
some possibly discontinuous functions φ ∈ L∞(0, T ) due to the subdiffusive
nature of the problem.

Proof. We can assume M > 0 in (0,∞) without loss of generality, and
we denote by the same letter the zero extension of φ onto [0,∞). Since
g ∈ L1

loc([0,∞)), there exists a constant R > 0 such that
∫ R

0
g(t) dt <

1

4M(a+ 1)
.

Here R depends only on M(a+ 1) and g. Moreover, we note that

φ(t) ≤ a+ [g ∗M(φ(·))](t)

≤ a+ [g ∗M(‖φ‖L∞(0,S))](t) = a+ ‖g‖L1(0,t)M(‖φ‖L∞(0,S))

for a.e. t ∈ (0,∞). Hence we similarly observe that ‖φ‖L∞(0,t) ≤ a + 1 for
t > 0 small enough. Set

Tφ := sup{t ∈ (0,∞) : ‖φ‖L∞(0,t) ≤ a+ 1} > 0.

We claim that R ≤ Tφ. Suppose to the contrary that Tφ < R. Then since
g ∈ L1

loc([0,∞)), there exists tφ ∈ (Tφ, R) such that






a+ 1 < φ(tφ) ≤ a+ [g ∗M(φ(·))](tφ),

M(‖φ‖L∞(0,S))

∫ tφ−Tφ

0
g(t) dt <

1

4
.

(5.1)

Therefore we derive from the monotonicity of M and the choices of tφ and
Tφ that

a+ 1 < φ(tφ) ≤ a+ [g ∗M(φ(·))](tφ)

= a+

∫ Tφ

0
g(tφ − t)M(φ(t)) dt+

∫ tφ

Tφ

g(tφ − t)M(φ(t)) dt
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≤ a+M(a+ 1)

∫ Tφ

0
g(tφ − t) dt+M

(
‖φ‖L∞(0,S)

)
∫ tφ

Tφ

g(tφ − t) dt

= a+M(a+ 1)

∫ tφ

tφ−Tφ

g(τ) dτ +M
(
‖φ‖L∞(0,S)

)
∫ tφ−Tφ

0
g(τ) dτ

≤ a+M(a+ 1)

∫ R

0
g(τ) dτ +M

(
‖φ‖L∞(0,S)

)
∫ tφ−Tφ

0
g(τ) dτ

≤ a+M(a+ 1)
1

4M(a + 1)
+

1

4
= a+

1

2
,

which yields a contradiction. Thus we conclude that R ≤ Tφ, which implies
the desired conclusion. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Thanks to the affine boundedness of proper lower-
semicontinuous convex functionals (see, e.g., [9]), one can assume ϕi ≥ 0 for
i = 1, 2 without loss of generality.2 Let T ∈ (0,∞) be fixed and consider the
following approximate problems:

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t) + ∂ϕ1(uλ(t))− ∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t)) ∋ f(t) in H, 0 < t < T,

(5.2)
where ϕ2

λ stands for the Moreau–Yosida regularization of ϕ2, for λ ∈ (0, 1)
(see §3.1). Since ∂ϕ2

λ : H → H is Lipschitz continuous, due to Theorem
4.4, for λ ∈ (0, 1), u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H) satisfying ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H ∈
L∞(0, T ), we can prove that the Cauchy problem (5.2) admits a strong
solution uλ ∈ L2(0, T ;H) on [0, T ] such that

uλ ∈ C([0, T ];H), uλ(0) = u0, ϕ1(uλ(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T ).

Let gλ ∈ L2(0, T ;H) be such that gλ(t) ∈ ∂ϕ1(uλ(t)) and

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t) + gλ(t)− ∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t)) = f(t) (5.3)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).
We next establish a priori estimates uniformly for λ ∈ (0, 1). Test (5.3)

by gλ(t) to see that
(

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), gλ(t)

)

H

+ ‖gλ(t)‖
2
H

=
(
∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t)), gλ(t)
)

H
+ (f(t), gλ(t))H

≤ ‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))‖H‖gλ(t)‖H + ‖f(t)‖H‖gλ(t)‖H

2Indeed, for each i = 1, 2, there exist ai ∈ R and zi ∈ H such that ϕi(w) ≥ (zi, w)H+ai
for w ∈ H . Set ϕ̂i(w) := ϕi(w)− (zi, w)H − ai ≥ 0. We note that ∂ϕ̂i(w) = ∂ϕi(w)− zi.
Hence (1.1) is rewritten as (d/dt)[k∗(u−u0)](t)+∂ϕ̂

1(u(t))−∂ϕ̂2(u(t)) ∋ f(t)−z1+z2 =:

f̂(t). Moreover, ϕ̂1 and ϕ̂2 fulfill (A1) and (A2) as well.
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for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). From (iv) of Proposition 3.1 and (A2), using Young’s
inequality, we find that

‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))‖H ≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ2(uλ(t))‖H

≤ ν1‖gλ(t)‖H +M1(ϕ
1(uλ(t)) + ‖uλ(t)‖H)

≤ ν1‖gλ(t)‖H

+M1

(
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t)) + ‖u0‖H + 1

)
. (5.4)

Hence we have
(

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), gλ(t)

)

H

+ ‖gλ(t)‖
2
H

≤ ν1‖gλ(t)‖
2
H

+M1

(
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t)) + ‖u0‖H + 1

)
‖gλ(t)‖H

+ ‖f(t)‖H‖gλ(t)‖H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Therefore employing Young’s inequality, one can take a
constant C1 = C1(ν1) > 0 such that
(

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), gλ(t)

)

H

+
1− ν1

2
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H

≤ C1M1

(
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t)) + ‖u0‖H + 1

)2
+ C1‖f(t)‖

2
H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Convolving both sides with ℓ and employing (ii) of
Proposition 4.2, we have

ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ1(u0) +
1− ν1

2

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤ C1

[

ℓ ∗M1

(
(1/2)‖uλ(·)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(·)) + ‖u0‖H + 1

)2
]

(t)

+ C1

(
ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

)
(t) (5.5)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).
Moreover, testing (5.3) by uλ(t)− u0, we derive from (5.4) that

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), uλ(t)− u0

)

H

+ (gλ(t), uλ(t)− u0)H

≤ ‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))‖H‖uλ(t)− u0‖H + ‖f(t)‖H‖uλ(t)− u0‖H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Recalling the definition of subdifferential and employing
Young’s inequality again, one can take a constant C2 = C2(ν1) > 0 such
that

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), uλ(t)− u0

)

H

+ ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ1(u0)

≤
1− ν1

4
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H

+ C2

{

M1

(
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t)) + ‖u0‖H + 1

)2
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+ ‖f(t)‖2H + (1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖
2
H

}

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Convolving both sides with ℓ and applying (ii) of Propo-
sition 4.2 to ϕ(·) := (1/2)‖ · −u0‖

2
H , we deduce from the nonnegativity of

ϕ1 that

1

2
‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H

≤ ‖ℓ‖L1(0,T )ϕ
1(u0) +

1− ν1
4

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

+ C2

[

ℓ ∗M1

(
(1/2)‖uλ(·)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(·)) + ‖u0‖H + 1

)2
]

(t)

+ C2

(
ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

)
(t) + C2

[
ℓ ∗ (1/2)‖uλ(·)− u0‖

2
H

]
(t) (5.6)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Combining (5.5) and (5.6), we obtain

1

2
‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:φ(t)

+
1− ν1

4

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤ a+
[

ℓ ∗M
(
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(·))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=φ(·)

)]

(t) (5.7)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Here a and M are given as

a :=
(
‖ℓ‖L1(0,T ) + 1

)
ϕ1(u0) + (C1 + C2)

∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

,

M(s) := C2s+ (C1 + C2)M1 (s+ ‖u0‖H + 1)2 for s ∈ R.

Hence applying Lemma 5.1, we can take a constant T0 ∈ (0, T ] such that

ess sup
t∈(0,T0)

[
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t))

]
≤ C.

Here and henceforth, C denotes a generic constant being independent of t
and λ. We also note that T0 depends only on ℓ and M(a + 1). Moreover,
since uλ belongs to C([0, T ];H) and ϕ1 is lower-semicontinuous in H, one
can further verify that

sup
t∈[0,T0]

[
(1/2)‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + ϕ1(uλ(t))

]
≤ C. (5.8)

Recalling (5.7), we also get

ess sup
t∈(0,T0)

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t) ≤ C,

which along with (K) yields
∫ T0

0
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H dt ≤ C.

Moreover, we deduce from (A2) and (5.8) that

ess sup
t∈(0,T0)

(

ℓ ∗
∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(·))
∥
∥
2

H

)

(t) ≤ C,
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which leads us to obtain
∫ T0

0

∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
∥
∥
2

H
dt ≤ C. (5.9)

It further follows from (5.2) that

ess sup
t∈(0,T0)

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)](·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t) ≤ C, (5.10)

which also gives
∫ T0

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)](t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dt ≤ C.

Furthermore, noting that
(

ℓ ∗
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)]

)

(t) = uλ(t)− u0 for t ∈ (0, T ), (5.11)

we deduce from Lemma 4.3 along with (5.10) that

sup
λ∈(0,1)

sup
t∈[0,T0−h]

‖uλ(t+ h)− uλ(t)‖H → 0

as h → 0+. On the other hand, it follows from (5.8) and (A1) that
(uλ(t))λ∈(0,1) is precompact in H for each t ∈ [0, T0].

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

uλn → u strongly in C([0, T0];H), (5.12)

gλn → ξ weakly in L2(0, T0;H), (5.13)

∂ϕ2
λn
(uλn(·)) → η weakly in L2(0, T0;H),

(d/dt)[k ∗ (uλn − u0)] → ζ weakly in L2(0, T0;H)

for some u ∈ C([0, T0];H) and ξ, η, ζ ∈ L2(0, T0;H). Moreover, (5.12) along
with uλ(0) = u0 also yields u(0) = u0. Recall that the map ∂Φ1 : u 7→
∂ϕ1(u(·)) is maximal monotone in L2(0, T0;H) (see [9, p. 25]) and every
maximal monotone operator is demiclosed (see §3.1). Since (uλ, gλ) lies on
the graph G(∂Φ1) of ∂Φ1 (equivalently, (uλ(t), gλ(t)) ∈ G(∂ϕ1) for a.e. t ∈
(0, T0)), we find from (5.12) and (5.13) that (u, ξ) ∈ D(∂Φ1), that is,

u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ1) and ξ(t) ∈ ∂ϕ1(u(t))

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T0). Furthermore, let Jλ : H → H be the resolvent of ∂ϕ2,
that is, Jλ = (1 + λ∂ϕ2)−1, for λ ∈ (0, 1). Note that

‖uλ(t)− Jλuλ(t)‖H = λ
∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
∥
∥
H

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. It follows from (5.9) that

uλ − Jλuλ → 0 strongly in L2(0, T0;H) as λ → 0+,
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which along with (5.12) implies

Jλnuλn → u strongly in L2(0, T0;H).

Recalling that (Jλuλ(t), ∂ϕ
2
λ(uλ(t))) lies on the graph of ∂ϕ2 for a.e. t ∈

(0, T0), we can similarly conclude that

u(t) ∈ D(∂ϕ2) and η(t) ∈ ∂ϕ2(u(t))

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T0). Moreover, due to the linear maximal monotonicity (in
particular, weak closedness) of B in L2(0, T0;H), we further obtain

u− u0 ∈ D(B) and ζ = B(u− u0) =
d

dt
[k ∗ (u− u0)],

the former of which yields the initial condition, that is, k ∗ (u − u0) ∈
W 1,2(0, T0;H) and [k ∗ (u− u0)](0) = 0. Finally, from (5.8) along with the
lower-semicontinuity of ϕ1 on H, one can verify that

ϕ1(u(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T0).

This completes the proof. �

6. Proofs of Theorem 2.6 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 5.1.

Lemma 6.1. Let S ∈ (0,∞) and let φ ∈ L∞(0, S) be a nonnegative function.

Suppose that there exist constants δ > b ≥ 0, a nonnegative function g ∈
L1(0, S) and a locally bounded Borel measurable function N : [0,∞) → R

satisfying

N(r) ≤ 0 for r ∈ [0, δ] (6.1)

such that

φ(t) ≤ b+ [g ∗N(φ(·))](t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, S).

Then ‖φ‖L∞(0,S) ≤ b.

Proof. Fix ǫ > 0 satisfying 0 < ǫ < (δ − b)/2 (hence b + 2ǫ < δ). As in the
proof of Lemma 5.1, we set

Tφ,ǫ := sup{s ∈ (0, S) : ‖φ‖L∞(0,s) ≤ b+ 2ǫ} > 0.

From the arbitrariness of ǫ > 0, it suffices to show that Tφ,ǫ = S. Suppose
to the contrary that Tφ,ǫ < S. Then there exists tφ,ǫ ∈ (Tφ,ǫ, S) such that

b+ 2ǫ < φ(tφ,ǫ) ≤ b+ [g ∗N(φ(·))](tφ,ǫ),

‖N‖L∞(0,Rφ)

∫ tφ,ǫ−Tφ,ǫ

0
g(t) dt < ǫ,

where Rφ := ‖φ‖L∞(0,S). As φ(t) ≤ δ for a.e. t ∈ (0, Tφ,ǫ), we find from (6.1)
that

b+ 2ǫ < φ(tφ,ǫ) ≤ b+ [g ∗N(φ(·))](tφ,ǫ)
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= b+

∫ tφ,ǫ

0
g(tφ,ǫ − t)N(φ(t)) dt

≤ b+

∫ tφ,ǫ

Tφ,ǫ

g(tφ,ǫ − t)N(φ(t)) dt

≤ b+ ‖N‖L∞(0,Rφ)

∫ tφ,ǫ−Tφ,ǫ

0
g(t) dt < b+ ǫ,

which yields a contradiction. Thus we obtain S = Tφ,ǫ. The desired conclu-
sion follows from the arbitrariness of ǫ > 0. �

We are in a position to prove Theorem 2.6.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Let T ∈ (0,∞) be fixed. Set

ET (u0, f) := ϕ1(u0) +
∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

and recall the approximate problems (5.2), which admit strong solutions uλ
on [0, T ] such that uλ ∈ C([0, T ];H), uλ(0) = u0 and ϕ1(uλ(·)) ∈ L∞(0, T ).
Moreover, let gλ ∈ L2(0, T ;H) be such that gλ(t) ∈ ∂ϕ1(uλ(t)) and (5.3)
holds for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

From (iv) of Proposition 3.1 and (A2)′, we have

‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))‖H ≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ2(uλ(t))‖H ≤ ν2‖gλ(t)‖H +M2(ϕ

1(uλ(t))) (6.2)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). By the use of (6.2) instead of (5.4), testing (5.3) by gλ(t)
and convolving it with ℓ, as in the proof of Theorem 2.3, we can derive

ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ1(u0) +
1− ν2

2

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤ C1

[

ℓ ∗M2

(
ϕ1(uλ(·))

)2
]

(t) + C1

∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) and a constant C1 = C1(ν2) ≥ 0 (see (5.5)). Thus one can
take a constant C3 = C3(ν2) ≥ 1 such that

ϕ1(uλ(t)) +
1− ν2

2

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤ C3ET (u0, f) + C3

[

ℓ ∗M2

(
ϕ1(uλ(·))

)2
]

(t)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Here we note from (2.3) that

‖gλ(t)‖H ≥ m2(ϕ
1(uλ(t)))

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Hence it follows that

ϕ1(uλ(t)) +
1− ν2

4

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤ C3ET (u0, f) +
[
ℓ ∗N

(
ϕ1(uλ(·))

)]
(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), (6.3)

where N is a function given by

N(r) := C3M2(r)
2 −

1− ν2
4

m2(r)
2 for r ≥ 0.
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Here due to (2.2) one can take a constant δ0 > 0 small enough depending
only on ν2, m2(·) and M2(·) that N(r) ≤ 0 for any r ∈ [0, δ0]. Thanks to
Lemma 6.1, we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ϕ1(uλ(t)) ≤ C3ET (u0, f), (6.4)

provided that C3ET (u0, f) < δ0 (cf. see (5.8)). Furthermore, it follows from
(6.3) that

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t) ≤ C, (6.5)

which in particular implies
∫ T

0
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H dt ≤ C.

Here and henceforth, C denotes a generic constant being independent of t
and λ. Hence combining (2.4) with (6.4) and (6.5), we deduce that

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

(
ℓ ∗ ‖∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(·))‖
2
H

)
(t) ≤ C,

which also yields
∫ T

0

∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
∥
∥
2

H
dt ≤ C,

and hence, (5.3) gives

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)](·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t) ≤ C.

Due to (6.4) and (A1)′, one can also deduce that (uλ(t))λ∈(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

uλn → u strongly in C([0, T ];H)

for some sequence λn → 0+ and u ∈ C([0, T ];H) complying with u(0) = u0,
and moreover, the limit u turns out to be a strong solution on [0, T ] to (1.1).
Furthermore, (6.4) and the lower-semicontinuity of ϕ1 yield

ϕ1(u(t)) ≤ C3ET (u0, f)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].
Finally, we show existence of strong solutions on [0,∞) to the Cauchy

problem (1.1) with T = ∞ for u0 ∈ D(ϕ1) and f ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H) sat-

isfying C3E∞(u0, f) < δ0. Thanks to Theorem 4.4, for each λ > 0 the
approximate problem (5.2) with T = ∞ admits a unique strong solution
uλ ∈ L2

loc([0,∞);H) on [0,∞) satisfying (4.7) for any T > 0. From the
arguments so far, for each N ∈ N, one can inductively take a subsequence

(λ
(N)
n )n∈N of (λ

(N−1)
n )n∈N such that

u
λ
(N)
n

→ u(N) strongly in C([0, N ];H)
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for some strong solution u(N) ∈ C([0, N ];H) on [0, N ] to (1.1) with T = N

and u(N)(0) = u0. Then one observes by definition that the restriction

u(N)|[0,N−1] coincides with u(N−1). Due to a diagonal argument, one can

take a (not relabeled) subsequence of (λ
(n)
n )n∈N such that

u
λ
(n)
n

→ u strongly in C([0, T ];H) for any T > 0

for some u ∈ C([0,∞);H) satisfying u(0) = u0. Moreover, recalling the
relation gλ := f − (d/dt)[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] + ∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(·)) (see (5.3) with T = ∞)
along with the uniqueness of uλ, one can construct ξ, η ∈ L2

loc([0,∞);H) sat-
isfying (2.1) for a.e. t ∈ (0,∞). Indeed, for each N ∈ N, one can similarly
construct ξ(N), η(N) ∈ L2(0, N ;H) such that (2.1) holds for a.e. t ∈ (0, N),

ξ(N)|[0,N−1] = ξ(N−1) and η(N)|[0,N−1] = η(N−1). Define a strongly measur-
able function ξ : (0,∞) → H as a limit

ξ(t) := lim
N→∞

ξ̄(N)(t) for a.e. t ∈ (0,∞),

where ξ̄(N) ∈ L2(0,∞;H) is a function given as

ξ̄(N)(t) =

{

ξ(N)(t) if t ∈ [0, N ],

0 if t ∈ (N,∞)
for t ∈ [0,∞).

Then we observe that ξ|[0,N ] = ξ(N) for N ∈ N. Hence ξ ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H).

By a similar argument, we can also construct η ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);H) such that

η|[0,N ] = η(N) for N ∈ N. Therefore u is a strong solution to (1.1) on [0,∞)

in the sense of Definition 2.1, since u|[0,N ] = u(N) for each N . This completes
the proof. �

We now move on to a proof of Corollary 2.8.

Proof of Corollary 2.8. Let T ∈ (0,∞) be fixed. Due to (2.8), one can take
constants δ0, ǫ > 0 small enough depending only on M3(·) that

0 < M3(r + ǫ) ≤
1

2
for r ∈ [0, δ0].

Testing (5.3) by gλ(t), using Young’s inequality, and convolving it with ℓ,
one can deduce that

ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ1(u0) +
1

2

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤
(
ℓ ∗ ‖∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(·))‖
2
H

)
(t) +

∥
∥ℓ ∗ ‖f(·)‖2H

∥
∥
L∞(0,T )

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). From (iv) of Proposition 3.1 and (2.9) of (A2)′c, we have

‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))‖H ≤ ‖ ˚∂ϕ2(uλ(t))‖H ≤ ‖gλ(t)‖HM3

(
ϕ1(uλ(t))

)
,

which yields

‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))‖HM3

(
ϕ1(uλ(t)) + ǫ

)−1
≤ ‖gλ(t)‖H (6.6)
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for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Using (6.6), we obtain

ϕ1(uλ(t)) +
1

4

(
ℓ ∗ ‖gλ(·)‖

2
H

)
(t)

≤ ET (u0, f) +
[
ℓ ∗N

(
ϕ1(uλ(·))

)]
(t)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Here N is a function given by

N(r) :=

{

0 if 1− (1/4)M3(r + ǫ)−2 ≤ 0,

‖∂ϕ2
λ(uλ(·))‖

2
L∞(0,T ;H) if 1− (1/4)M3(r + ǫ)−2 > 0

for r ≥ 0. Then we note that N(r) ≤ 0 for any r ∈ [0, δ0]. Thanks to Lemma
6.1, we obtain

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

ϕ1(uλ(t)) ≤ ET (u0, f),

provided that ET (u0, f) < δ0. The rest of the proof runs as before. �

7. Proof of Theorem 2.9

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.9.

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Let T ∈ (0,∞) be fixed. In this proof, we consider
the following (slightly different) approximate problems:

λ
duλ
dt

(t) +
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t) + ∂ϕ1(uλ(t))− ∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t)) ∋ f(t),

0 < t < T,

uλ(0) = u0,







(7.1)

where ϕ2
λ stands for the Moreau–Yosida regularization of ϕ2, for λ ∈ (0, 1).

For u0 ∈ D(ϕ1), f ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H) and λ ∈ (0, 1), one can prove existence
of a unique strong solution uλ ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H) on [0, T ] to the Cauchy
problem (5.2) as in [3] (see §A in Appendix). Testing (7.1) by (duλ/dt)(t)
and employing Proposition 3.3, we have

λ

∥
∥
∥
∥

duλ
dt

(t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

+

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t),

duλ
dt

(t)

)

H

+
d

dt

[
ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
]

=

(

f(t),
duλ
dt

(t)

)

H

=
d

dt
(f(t), uλ(t))H −

(
df

dt
(t), uλ(t)

)

H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Note that
∫ t

0

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (τ),

duλ
dt

(τ)

)

H

dτ
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≥
1

2

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] (see Proposition 3.4). Integrating both sides over (0, t), we
find that

λ

∫ t

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

duλ
dt

(τ)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dτ +
1

2

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t)

+ ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ2
λ(uλ(t))

≤ ϕ1(u0)− ϕ2
λ(u0) + (f(t), uλ(t))H − (f(0), u0)H

−

∫ t

0

(
df

dt
(τ), uλ(τ)

)

H

dτ

for t ∈ [0, T ]. Using (A3), we observe that

ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ2
λ(uλ(t)) ≥ ϕ1(uλ(t))− ϕ2(uλ(t))

≥ (1− ν3)ϕ
1(uλ(t))− c1(‖uλ(t)‖

r
H + 1)

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

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t)

=

∫ t

0
ℓ(t− s)

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (s)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

ds

≥ ‖ℓ‖−1
L1(0,T )

∥
∥
∥
∥

(

ℓ ∗
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)]

)

(t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

(5.11)
= ‖ℓ‖−1

L1(0,T )
‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H

for t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus we obtain

λ

∫ t

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

duλ
dt

(τ)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dτ +
1

4

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t)

+
1

4
‖ℓ‖−1

L1(0,T )
‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + (1− ν3)ϕ

1(uλ(t))

≤ ϕ1(u0)− ϕ2
λ(u0) + c1(‖uλ(t)‖

r
H + 1) + (f(t), uλ(t))H − (f(0), u0)H

−

∫ t

0

(
df

dt
(τ), uλ(τ)

)

H

dτ

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

λ

∫ t

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

duλ
dt

(τ)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dτ +
1

4

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t)

+
1

8
‖ℓ‖−1

L1(0,T )
‖uλ(t)− u0‖

2
H + (1− ν3)ϕ

1(uλ(t))
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≤ ϕ1(u0)− ϕ2
λ(u0) + C

(
‖f(t)‖2H + ‖f(0)‖2H + ‖u0‖

2
H + 1

)

+

∫ t

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

df

dt
(τ)

∥
∥
∥
∥
H

‖uλ(τ)‖H dτ

for t ∈ [0, T ]. Here and henceforth, C denotes a generic constant being
independent of t and λ. Since ϕ2

λ(u0) is bounded as λ → 0+, using Gronwall’s
inequality, we conclude that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ϕ1(uλ(t)) + ‖uλ(t)‖

2
H

)
≤ C, (7.2)

λ

∫ T

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

duλ
dt

(τ)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dτ ≤ C,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

ℓ ∗

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

)

(t) ≤ C (7.3)

for λ ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, since ϕ1 is affinely bounded from below, we
infer that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ϕ1(uλ(t))| ≤ C.

Hence as in the proof of Theorem 2.3, we can deduce from (7.3) along with
Lemma 4.3, (A1) and Ascoli’s theorem that

uλn → u strongly in C([0, T ];H)

for some sequence λn → 0+, and therefore, we have u(0) = u0. Moreover,
the convolution of (7.3) with k also yields

∫ T

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dt ≤ C.

Furthermore, it follows from (A2) and (7.2) that
∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
∥
∥
H

≤ ν1‖gλ(t)‖H + C (7.4)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Testing (7.1) by gλ(t), one finds that

λ
d

dt
ϕ1(uλ(t)) +

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), gλ(t)

)

H

+ ‖gλ(t)‖
2
H

≤
∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
∥
∥
H
‖gλ(t)‖H + ‖f(t)‖H‖gλ(t)‖H

≤ ν1‖gλ(t)‖
2
H + C‖gλ(t)‖H + ‖f(t)‖H‖gλ(t)‖H

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). With the aid of Young’s inequality, we have

λ
d

dt
ϕ1(uλ(t)) +

(
d

dt
[k ∗ (uλ − u0)] (t), gλ(t)

)

H

+
1− ν1

2
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H

≤ C
(
‖f(t)‖2H + 1

)
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for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Integrating both sides over (0, T ) and using (i) of Propo-
sition 4.2, we conclude that

λϕ1(uλ(t)) +
[
k ∗
(
ϕ1(uλ(·)) − ϕ1(u0)

)]
(t) +

1− ν1
2

∫ t

0
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H dt

≤ C

(∫ T

0
‖f(t)‖2H dt+ 1

)

for t ∈ [0, T ],

which along with (7.4) implies
∫ T

0
‖gλ(t)‖

2
H dt+

∫ T

0

∥
∥∂ϕ2

λ(uλ(t))
∥
∥
2

H
dt ≤ C.

The rest of the proof runs as in §6. �

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,

∂α
t (u− u0)−∆pu− |u|q−2u = f in Ω× (0,∞), (8.1)

u = 0 on ∂Ω× (0,∞), (8.2)

where 0 < α < 1, 1 < p, q < ∞, Ω is a bounded domain of Rd with smooth
boundary ∂Ω and u0 = u0(x) and f = f(x, t) are prescribed. Moreover,
∂α
t (u − u0) := ∂t[kα ∗ (u − u0)] denotes the Riemann–Liouville derivative

of u − u0 (i.e., Caputo derivative of u) of order 0 < α < 1 and ∆p is the
so-called p-Laplacian given as

∆pu = ∇ ·
(
|∇u|p−2∇u

)
.

Here and henceforth, we are concerned with L2-solutions to (8.1), (8.2)
defined as follows:

Definition 8.1 (L2-solutions to (8.1), (8.2)). For each S ∈ (0,∞), a func-
tion u ∈ L2(0, S;L2(Ω)) is called an L2-solution on [0, S] to the Cauchy–
Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2), if the following conditions are all satisfied:

(i) It holds that kα ∗ (u−u0) ∈ W 1,2(0, S;L2(Ω)), [kα ∗ (u−u0)](0) = 0

and u(t) ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) ∩ Lq(Ω) for a.e. t ∈ (0, S).

(ii) It holds that ∆pu, |u|
q−2u ∈ L2(0, S;L2(Ω)) and

d

dt
[kα ∗ (u− u0)] (·, t) −∆pu(·, t) − |u|q−2u(·, t) = f(·, t) in L2(Ω)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, S).

Moreover, a function u ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);L2(Ω)) is called an L2-solution on

[0,∞) to the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2), if the restriction u|[0,S]
of u is an L2-solution on [0, S] to (8.1), (8.2) for every S > 0.
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We set H = L2(Ω) and define ϕ1, ϕ2 : H → [0,∞] by

ϕ1(w) =

{
1
p

∫

Ω |∇w|p dx if w ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω),

∞ otherwise,

ϕ2(w) =

{
1
q

∫

Ω |w|q dx if w ∈ Lq(Ω),

∞ otherwise

for w ∈ H = L2(Ω). Then ϕ1 and ϕ2 turn out to be proper, lower-
semicontinuous and convex in H. Moreover, ∂ϕ1(w) and ∂ϕ2(w) coincide
with −∆pw equipped with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition

in the distributional sense for w ∈ D(∂ϕ1) = {w ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω)∩L2(Ω): ∆pw ∈

L2(Ω)} and |w|q−2w for w ∈ D(∂ϕ2) = {w ∈ L2(Ω) ∩ Lq(Ω): |w|q−2w ∈
L2(Ω)}, respectively. Hence the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2) is
reduced into the abstract Cauchy problem,

d

dt
[kα ∗ (u− u0)] (t) + ∂ϕ1(u(t))− ∂ϕ2(u(t)) = f(t) in H (8.3)

for t ∈ (0,∞).
We now set up the following:

Lemma 8.2 (Calderón–Zygmund estimates for p-Laplacian). Let Ω be a

bounded C1,1 domain of R
d with boundary ∂Ω. Let p ∈ (1,∞) be such

that p ≥ 2d/(d + 2). Let r = 2∗(p − 1) for d ≥ 3 and r ∈ (p,∞) arbitrarily

for d ≤ 2. Then for each f ∈ L2(Ω), the Dirichlet problem

−∆pu = f in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω (8.4)

admits a unique weak solution u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) such that ∇u ∈ Lr(Ω;Rd).

Moreover, there exists a constant C ≥ 0 depending only on d, p and ∂Ω
such that

‖∇u‖p−1
Lr(Ω;Rd)

≤ C‖f‖L2(Ω)

for any f ∈ L2(Ω). Here u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) denotes the unique weak solution to

(8.4).

Proof. We only treat the case where d ≥ 3, but the case where d ≤ 2 can
also be treated analogously with the continuous embedding H1(Ω) →֒ Lρ(Ω)
for any 1 ≤ ρ < ∞. Let φ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω) be the unique strong solution
to the Dirichlet problem,

∆φ = f in Ω, φ = 0 on ∂Ω.

Then it follows from (8.4) that

−∆pu = f = div (∇φ) = div
(
|F |p−2F

)
, u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where F ∈ L2∗(p−1)(Ω;Rd) is given by

F := |∇φ|p
′−2∇φ.
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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 Calderón–Zygmund estimates established in [19,

Theorem 1.6], we obtain ∇u ∈ L2∗(p−1)(Ω;Rd) and

‖∇u‖L2∗(p−1)(Ω;Rd) ≤ C‖F‖L2∗(p−1)(Ω;Rd) = C‖∇φ‖p
′−1

L2∗ (Ω;Rd)

for some constant C ≥ 0 independent of f . Furthermore, we observe that

‖∇φ‖L2∗ (Ω;Rd) . ‖∇φ‖H1(Ω;Rd) . ‖φ‖H2(Ω) . ‖∆φ‖L2(Ω) = ‖f‖L2(Ω)

due to (linear) Calderón–Zygmund estimates. Here L . R means L ≤ CR
for some constant C ≥ 0 independent of f . Thus the desired conclusion
follows. �

We first apply Theorem 2.3 to obtain local (in time) existence of L2-
solutions to the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2).

Theorem 8.3 (Local existence). Suppose that

p >
2d

d+ 2
and q < p∗ :=

dp

(d− p)+
(8.5)

and let T ∈ (0,∞). For every u0 ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))

satisfying

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

(∫ t

0
k1−α(t− s)‖f(·, s)‖2L2(Ω) ds

)

< ∞,

there exists T0 ∈ (0,∞) such that the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2)

admits an L2-solution u ∈ C([0, T0];L
2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T0;W

1,p
0 (Ω)) on [0, T0]

such that u(·, 0) = u0.

Proof. We note that k = kα satisfies (K) with ℓ = k1−α (see §1). We next
check (A1) and (A2) for ϕ1 and ϕ2 defined above. First of all, (A1) follows

immediately from Rellich–Kondrachov’s theorem (i.e., W 1,p
0 (Ω) is compactly

embedded in L2(Ω), provided that p > 2d/(d+2)). We next check (A2). In
case 2(q − 1) ≤ p∗, one finds that

∥
∥∂ϕ2(w)

∥
∥
H

=
∥
∥|w|q−2w

∥
∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C‖∇w‖q−1
Lp(Ω;Rd)

= C{ϕ1(w)}(q−1)/p

for w ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω). In case 2(q − 1) > p∗, let us consider d ≥ 3. As q ≤ p∗

and 2d/(d + 2) < p, we see that 2(q − 1) ≤ 2(p∗ − 1) < [2∗(p − 1)]∗ =
2d(p − 1)/(d − 2p)+. Hence by virtue of Gagliardo–Nirenberg’s inequalities
along with Lemma 8.2, one can take a constant θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

∥
∥∂ϕ2(w)

∥
∥
H

= ‖w‖q−1

L2(q−1)(Ω)

≤ C‖∇w‖
θ(q−1)

L2∗(p−1)(Ω;Rd)
‖w‖

(1−θ)(q−1)

Lp∗ (Ω)

≤ C‖∆pw‖
θ(q−1)/(p−1)
L2(Ω)

{ϕ1(w)}(1−θ)(q−1)/p (8.6)

for w ∈ D(∂ϕ1). Here one can observe that

θ(q − 1)/(p − 1) < 1 if and only if q < p∗.
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Hence (A2) follows from (8.5), and analogously for d ≤ 2. Thus applying
Theorem 2.3 to (8.3), we obtain the desired conclusion. �

In case p < q, the following theorem assures global (in time) existence of
L2-solutions to (8.1), (8.2) for small data for q ∈ (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

p >
2d

d+ 2
and q ≤ p∗ =

dp

(d− p)+
.

Then there exists δ0 > 0 such that, for every u0 ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) and f ∈

L2
loc([0,∞);L2(Ω)), the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2) possesses an

L2-solution u on [0,∞) satisfying

u ∈ C([0,∞);L2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0,∞;W 1,p
0 (Ω)), u(·, 0) = u0,

provided that

‖u0‖
p

W 1,p
0 (Ω)

+ ess sup
t>0

(∫ t

0
k1−α(t− s)‖f(·, s)‖2L2(Ω) ds

)

< δ0.

Proof. We start with the case where q < p∗. We observe that
∥
∥∂ϕ1(w)

∥
∥
H

= ‖∆pw‖H

≥ C‖∆pw‖W−1,p′ (Ω)

= C‖∇w‖p−1
Lp(Ω;Rd)

= C{ϕ1(w)}(p−1)/p

for w ∈ D(∂ϕ1). Hence (2.3) of (A2)′ holds with m2(r) := Cr(p−1)/p > 0 for

r > 0. In case 2(q − 1) ≤ p∗, (A2)′ holds with M2(r) := Cr(q−1)/p for r ≥ 0.

Hence M2(r)/m2(r) = Cr(q−p)/p → 0 as r → 0+ because of q > p. In case
2(q− 1) > p∗, let us consider d ≥ 3. Then one can check (2.4) of (A2)′ with

M2(r) = Cr
1
p

(1−θ)(q−1)
1−θ(q−1)/(p−1) for r ≥ 0,

where θ ∈ (0, 1) is same as in the proof of Theorem 8.3. Then we find from
p < q < p∗ that

lim
r→0+

M2(r)

m2(r)
= C lim

r→0+
r

1
p

q−p
1−θ(q−1)/(p−1) = 0,

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

θ(q − 1)/(p − 1) = 1.

Hence (A2)′c follows from (8.6). Furthermore, the case d ≤ 2 can also be
treated analogously. Therefore the same conclusion follows from Corollary
2.8. �
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In case p > q, one can apply Theorem 2.9 to prove existence of L2-
solutions on [0,∞) to (8.1), (8.2).

Theorem 8.5 (Global existence for p > q). In addition to p > q, suppose

that (8.5) holds true. For every u0 ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) and f ∈ W 1,2

loc ([0,∞);L2(Ω)),
the Cauchy–Dirichlet problem (8.1), (8.2) admits an L2-solution u on [0,∞)
satisfying

u ∈ C([0,∞);L2(Ω)) ∩ L∞
loc([0,∞);W 1,p

0 (Ω)), u(·, 0) = u0.

Proof. We have already checked (A1) and (A2) in the proof of Theorem 8.3.
Moreover, we find that

ϕ2(w) =
1

q
‖w‖qLq(Ω) ≤ C‖∇w‖q

Lp(Ω;Rd)
= C{ϕ1(w)}q/p

for w ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω), which along with the assumption p > q yields (A3). Thus

applying Theorem 2.9 to (8.3), we obtain the desired conclusion. �

We close this section with the following

Remark 8.6 (On classical p-Laplace Fujita equation). The nonlinear Calderón–
Zygmund estimates (see Lemma 8.2) also enable us to upgrade all the ex-
istence results obtained in [18, 24, 26, 27] concerning (1.6) to the Sobolev
subcritical range 1 < q < p∗ even for p 6= 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 q = p∗.

Appendix A. Existence of strong solutions to (7.1)

This appendix is devoted to exhibiting an outline of a proof for the ex-
istence of strong solutions to the Cauchy problem (7.1). We also refer the
reader to [3], where the case λ = 0 is treated and which may also be useful to
handle the present case λ > 0.3 Let T ∈ (0,∞) be fixed. Then the Cauchy
problem (7.1) is rewritten as

λA(u− u0) + B(u− u0) + ∂Φ(u) +B(u(·)) ∋ f (A.1)

for positive λ ∈ (0, 1), u0 ∈ D(ϕ), f ∈ L2(0, T ;H) and B : H → H satisfying
(4.5) (see Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 for the definition of A, B and Φ). To prove
the existence of solutions to (A.1), we set X = C([0, T ];H) equipped with
the norm ‖u‖X := supt∈[0,T ] e

−ωt‖u(t)‖H for some ω > 0 which will be
determined later and define a mapping S : X → X given by

S(v) = u for v ∈ X ,

where u ∈ D(A) + u0 is the unique solution of

λA(u− u0) + B(u− u0) + ∂Φ(u) ∋ f −B(v(·)). (A.2)

3The present case λ > 0 is much simpler to the case λ = 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.



TIME-FRACTIONAL GRADIENT FLOWS FOR NONCONVEX ENERGIES 37

Hence it suffices to find a fixed point of S. We first show that, for each
v ∈ L2(0, T ;H), (A.2) admits a unique solution u ∈ D(A)+u0. To this end,
let us introduce

λA(uµ − u0) + B(uµ − u0) + ∂Φµ(u) ∋ f −B(v(·)). (A.3)

Then for each µ ∈ (0, 1) and v ∈ L2(0, T ;H), the Cauchy problem (A.3)
always possesses a unique solution uµ ∈ D(A) + u0. Indeed, since λA + B
is maximal monotone in L2(0, T ;H) (see Proposition 3.4) and D(∂Φµ) =
L2(0, T ;H), one finds that λA+B+∂Φµ( · +u0) is surjective on L2(0, T ;H)
(see, e.g., [9], [8]). Hence as f − B(v(·)) ∈ L2(0, T ;H), there exists uµ ∈
D(A) + u0 such that (A.3) holds. As in the proof of Theorem 2.3 of [3],
testing (A.3) by du/dt and noting that

1

2

d

dt
‖w(t)‖2H =

(
dw

dt
(t), w(t)

)

H

≤

∥
∥
∥
∥

dw

dt
(t)

∥
∥
∥
∥
H

‖w(t)‖H for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) (A.4)

for w ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H), we can derive

sup
µ∈(0,1)

(

λ

∫ t

0

∥
∥
∥
∥

duµ
dt

(τ)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

dτ + ϕ(uµ(t))

)

≤ C

for some C ≥ 0, which may depend on λ > 0 but is independent of µ ∈
(0, 1). Furthermore, as λ is positive, one can prove that (uµ) forms a Cauchy
sequence in C([0, T ];H) by using (A.4) again. Thus we can verify that

uµn → u strongly in C([0, T ];H),

uµn → u weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;H)

for some µn → 0+ and u ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H) satisfying u(0) = u0, and then, as
in the proof of Theorem 2.3 of [3], the limit u turns out to be a solution to
(A.2).

We next claim that choosing ω > 0 large enough, one can take a constant
κ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖S(v1)− S(v2)‖X ≤ κ‖v1 − v2‖X for v1, v2 ∈ 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.1). Moreover, the uniqueness of solutions to
(A.1) follows as well. Indeed, set u1 = S(v1) and u2 = S(v2). Subtracting
equations and multiplying it by u1 − u2, we have

λ

2

d

dt
‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖

2
H + (B(u1 − u2)(t), u1(t)− u2(t))H

+ (∂ϕ(u1(t))− ∂ϕ(u2(t)), u1(t)− u2(t))H
= − (B(v1(t))−B(v2(t)), u1(t)− u2(t))H
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for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Integrating both sides over (0, t) and using the mono-
tonicity of B and ∂ϕ, we find that

λ

2
‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖

2
H ≤ LB

∫ t

0
‖v1(s)− v2(s)‖H‖u1(s)− u2(s)‖H ds

≤ LB‖v1 − v2‖X ‖u1 − u2‖X

∫ t

0
e2ωs ds

≤
LB

2ω
e2ωt‖v1 − v2‖X ‖u1 − u2‖X for t ∈ [0, T ],

which yields

‖u1 − u2‖X ≤
LB

ωλ
‖v1 − v2‖X .

Therefore choosing ω > LB/λ and setting κ := LB/(ωλ) ∈ (0, 1), we obtain
(A.5). Thus we conclude that

Proposition A.1. Let T ∈ (0,∞) and λ ∈ (0, 1) be fixed. For every f ∈
L2(0, T ;H) and u0 ∈ D(ϕ), the Cauchy problem (A.1) admits a unique

strong solution u ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H) ∩D(∂Φ) satisfying u(0) = u0.

Therefore for each T ∈ (0,∞), λ ∈ (0, 1), u0 ∈ D(ϕ) and f ∈ L2(0, T ;H),
the Cauchy problem (7.1) admits a unique strong solution uλ ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H)
on [0, T ]. Concerning the case where T = ∞, as in the proof of The-
orem 4.4, one can verify that for each λ ∈ (0, 1), u0 ∈ D(ϕ) and f ∈
L2
loc([0,∞);H), the Cauchy problem (7.1) also admits a unique strong solu-

tion uλ ∈ W 1,2
loc ([0,∞);H) on [0,∞).
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