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QUALITATIVE PROPERTIES OF COUPLED PARABOLIC SYSTEMS OF
EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

STEFANO CARDANOBILE AND DELIO MUGNOLO

ABSTRACT. We apply functional analytical and variational methods in order to study well-posedness
and qualitative properties of evolution equations on product Hilbert spaces. To this aim we introduce an
algebraic formalism for matrices of sesquilinear mappings. We apply our results to parabolic problems
of different nature: a coupled diffusive system arising in neurobiology, a strongly damped wave equation,
a heat equation with dynamic boundary conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our aim in this paper is to extend some ideas and techniques introduced by R. Nagel in [I7] to
investigate systems of linear partial differential equations by means of operator matrices. In his paper,
the basic intuition was that a linear algebraic formalism also for matrices of unbounded operators may
help to discuss well-posedness and spectral issues in analogy to standard matrix analysis. Instead of
dealing with general operator matrices, we introduce suitable matrices of sesquilinear mappings and
then investigate well-posedness of differential systems by the elegant theory of sesquilinear forms on
Hilbert spaces. In order to fix the ideas we first present our setting.

Assumptions 1.1. Throughout this paper we impose the following, for ¢,5 =1,...,m.

(i) H;,V; are complex Hilbert spaces such that V; is continuously and densely embedded in H;.
(i) ai; : V; xV; — C are sesquilinear mappings, i.e., mappings that are linear in the first and antilinear
in the second variable.

We always denote by H := [[\~, H; and V := [[\", V; the product Hilbert spaces endowed with the
canonical scalar products

Flo)w:= (filg)u, —and  (Fle)v:=> (filgv

=1 i=1

for §,g € H and §,g € V, respectively. Here and in the following we write f for (fi,...,fn)", and
likewise for g, b, etc. Observe that V is continuously and densely embedded in H.
We introduce a densely defined, sesquilinear form a on V defined by

m

(1.1) a(f,0) == Y aij(fj.9:), eV

3,5=1
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Since V = H, there exists a canonical operator A associated with a given by

D(A) = {feV:3geHst. a(f,h) = (g|h)xn for all h € V},
Af = —g.
Similarly, we can associate with each mapping a;; : V; x V; — C an operator A;; from H; to H; by
D(A;;) = {fj €V;:3g; € H; st. aij(fj,hi) = (95 | hi)m, for all h; € Vi},
Aijfi = —g

Let us now briefly discuss the special case where for ¢ # j the mappings a;; can be extended contin-
uously to the whole product space H; x H;, so that each operator A;; is bounded from H; to H;. Then
it is possible to identify the operator A associated with a with some ease.

Proposition 1.2. Assume that for i # j the sesquilinear mappings a;; are continuous on Hj; x H;.
Then the operator A associated with a has diagonal domain D(A) := []", D(A;) and it is given by

m m T
= <ZA1ifi,...,ZAmifi> ) fED(A)7
i=1 =1

or rather, in matrix form

A o A
(12) A=| o
Aml e Amm

Proof. Let f € V be such that there exists a vector g € H satisfying a(f,h) = (g | h)n for all h € V.
Observe that if the form a;; is associated with A;; € L(H;, H;), then

a(f,h) = Y aii(f, ha Za“ firhi) =D (Aijfi | hi)m,

hj=1 i#j
On the other hand,

a(f,b) = (g | 0)u = > (9i | hi) ..
i=1

In particular, considering Vectors of the form h = (0,...,h,...,0)T € H, we see that a;(fi,h) —

Ej;éz( iifil9)m, = (gi | Wm,,

aii(fi,h) = (gi +) Ayt h)H_ =:(gi | hi)m,
J#i )
holds for some g; € H; and all h € H;. It follows from the definition of the operator associated with
Qs that f S D(A”), and A“fl = —f]i = —gi — Zj;éi Aijfj. Summing up, Z;rL:l Aijfj = —3gi for all
1 =1...,m. It can be proven likewise that the converse inclusion holds. (]

Such a casual interpretation of an entrywise interplay between form a and operator matrix A is
not always justified. In Section 1] we consider the case of a form whose associated operator is of
the type described above although the assumptions of Theorem are not satisfied. However, it may
as well be that D(A) is not a product space, or furthermore that some A;; = 0 although a;; # 0,
cf. Sections [£2HA3] respectively. Still, we keep the above identification as a heuristic motivation for
characterizing generator properties of A, as well as some features of the generated semigroups, by means
of the individual mappings a,;. In a certain sense, this is the same target pursued in [I7]. In the spirit
of Nagel’s article, in most of our results we deduce properties of a from individual conditions on a;;.
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We believe that there are good reasons to develop a matrix theory for forms. First, we show in
Section 2 that whole classes of differential problems fit our framework, including evolution equations that
do not look like systems of parabolic equations. Furthermore, our matrix formalism allows us to check
simple, linear algebraic properties of finite-dimensional matrices, instead of dealing with complicated
infinite-dimensional problems.

Another reason to treat systems by means of sesquilinear forms is that invariance of subsets of the
state space can be obtained by a criterion due to E.M. Ouhabaz, cf. [T9, Thm. 2.2]. We extensively use
it in order to investigate invariance properties of sets that, in our opinion, are particularly relevant for
systems of coupled evolution equations.

Finally, we emphasize that the setting in [I7] is more general than ours. In fact, Nagel considers
the case of Cy-semigroups, whereas T. Kato has shown that only analytic, quasi-contractive semigroups
(and not even all of them) can be generated by operator associated with forms. On the other hand,
in [I7] only very mild forms of coupling could be treated, cf. the results in [I7, § 3]: in particular,
no well-posedness result was proved for the case where all off-diagonal operators A;; in (L2) are “as
unbounded” as the diagonal ones. We consider some possibile applications in Section 4. A further class
of systems that fit our theory is given by coupled diffusion-ODE problems of FitzZHugh—Nagumo type,
see e.g. [8].

Our results should be compared with those obtained by H. Amann in [2] and E.M. Ouhabaz in [I8] for
parabolic problems with state space LP(Q, H), where H is an arbitrary Hilbert space. Well-posedness for
a general class of coupled diffusion systems has been discussed in [I]. Finally, let us mention that a rich
and elegant theory for operator matrices (both with diagonal and non-diagonal domain), in particular
concerning asymptotics of semigroups, has been developed by K.-J. Engel in [IT].

2. MATRICES OF FORMS

For given Hilbert spaces V, H such that V — H and numbers M,w > 0 and o > 0, a sesquilinear
form a: V x V — C is said to be continuous with constant M and H -elliptic with constants (o, w) if

|a(u,v)| < MHUHV”UHVv u,v €V,

and
Rea(u, u) > allull}y —wllullf,  weV,

respectively. It is said to be coercive with constant « if it is H-elliptic with constants («, 0), and accretive
if Rea(u,u) >0 for all u € V.

By Kato’s form characterization of sectorial operators, cf. [3] § 5.3.4], the operator A associated with
a generates an analytic semigroup (e*4).cx, of angle 6 € (0, Z] such that [[e*4| z3) < eI, 2 € Sy,
for some w € R, if and only if a is densely defined, continuous, and H-elliptic; such a semigroup is
contractive if and only if a is accretive. Thus, we are interested in continuity and ellipticity properties
for the form a introduced in Section 1.

To begin with, we recall the following perturbation lemma, cf. [I6, Lemma 2.1]. For o € [0,1) we
denote by H, any interpolation space between V and H, i.e., any linear space V — H, — H that
verifies the interpolation inequality

Ifla, < MallFIFIfIE  feV.

Lemma 2.1. Let a : V x V — C be a sesquilinear mapping. Let a € [0,1) such that a1 : V x H, — C
and as : Hy, x V. — C are continuous sesquilinear mappings. Then a is H-elliptic if and only if
a+ay+as:V xV — Cis H-elliptic.

Observe that the optimal H-ellipticity constants of a and a 4 a1 + a9 is in general different.
In the following immediate consequence of Lemma 2.1 H;, denotes an interpolation space between
‘/1' and Hl
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Corollary 2.2. Let a;; be H;-elliptic for all i = 1,...,m. Let all off-diagonal sesquilinear mappings
ai; be continuous on V; x Hyo or on Hjq X V;. Then also the form matriz a is H-elliptic.
Proposition 2.3. The form a is continuous if and only if

o fori=1,...,m the forms a;; are continuous with constant M;;, and
o fori,j=1,...,m, i # j, the forms a;; are continuous in the following sense: there exist a;; <0
and w;; € R such that

(2.1) lai; (f, ) < —aizllfllv; gllvi +wis [l glles, — for all (f,g) € Vj x Vi
In this case the continuity estimates

la(f, @) < (M| + [|20]le*)IFllv [lgllv-
holds, where the scalar matrices M and Q¢ are given by

My —oqp - —oum 0 wia] v |wim]

—ag1 Moo —Q2m |wa1 | 0 |worm|
M = ) . ) ;o Qo=

—Qm1 — Q2 e Mmm |wml| |Wm2| e 0

Here and in the following, e stands for the norm of the canonical injection of V into H.

Proof. Let §f,g € V and observe that by assumption

af, o)l < D lau(fi 9l + > laij(f5,9:)]
i=1 i#j
< D" Mallfillvillgillve =Y aillfillvy Ngillve | + D lwisllLfilla llgill
i=1 i i
< IM[lIflIvllgly + 1920l Ifllslaliz,

where the last step follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. This shows one implication. Assume
now that a is continuous but a;,j;, is not, for some ig, jo. Consider sequences (ug)ren C Vj, and

(vk)ken C Vi, such that |luglv;, = [lvllv;, = 1 for all & € N, but limg e |@i,j, (ur, vk)| = co. Define
0 0
w o= | ug | " row, o = | vg | i row, keN,
0 0
One sees that |lug|ly = ||vklly = 1 for all k& € N, and there holds |a(ug, v;)| = |as,j, (uk, V)|, & contra-
diction to the continuity of a. O

In the following we focus on the case where off-diagonal mappings a;; are actually unbounded on
H; x H;, since Corollary and Proposition 23] already allow us to discuss parabolic problems whose
associated forms have off-diagonal bounded entries with respect to some interpolation space.

We recall that a scalar m x m matrix M = (m;;) is called positive (resp. negative) semidefinite if
there exists > 0 such that (M¢- &) > ulé|? (resp., (ME-€) < —pl€]?) for all £ € C™. Further, M is
called positive definite (resp. negative definite) if it is positive (resp. negative) semidefinite and p can
be chosen > 0.

Proposition 2.4. The following assertions hold for the densely defined form a.
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(1) If the form a is H-elliptic with constants (a,w), then for alli = 1,...,m the forms a;; are H;-elliptic
with constants (a,w), too.

(2) Conversely, assume a;; to be H;-elliptic with constants (a;,wi;), i =1,...,m. Let ZI) hold, and
assume the matriz A := (a;j)1<ij<m to be positive definite with constant o > 0. Then the form a
is H-elliptic with constants (a, ||2|), where & = (wij)1<i j<m-

(3) If a is accretive, then all a;; are accretive, i =1,...,m.

(4) Let 1)) hold and ai; be accretive, i = 1,...,m. If the matrices Ay := A — diag(A) and Qg :=
Q — diag(2) are positive and negative semidefinite, respectively, then a is accretive.

Proof. Assertions (1) and (3) can be checked in a way that is similar to that used in the proof of
Proposition 2.3} by considering vectors of the form f = (0,..., f,...,0)".
In order to prove (2) and (4), let now (21)) hold. Then for all f € V

Rea(f,f) = Re) aul(fi, fi) +Re Y ay(f, f:)

i=1 i
m m
> > aillfillv Ifillv, = wisllfill e, 1 £l a,
i,j=1 i,5=1
> alflly — 12 15113

Likewise in (4), if all forms a;; are accretive, then

Rea(f,f) = Red aulfi, fi) +Red ai;(f5, fi) > Re > ai;(f5, fi)
i=1 J#i j#i
> ailfillv 1 fillve = wigll £l | fill .-
i i
This shows that Rea(f,f) > 0 if Ag and Qg are positive and negative semidefinite, respectively. g

Y%

Remark 2.5. Assume a;; to be H;-elliptic (resp., coercive), i =1,...,m. If furthermore

(2.2) a>zw k=1,...,m,
k£

then it follows from Gershgorin’s circle theorem that O'(A+2A*) is contained in the open right half plain of

C. Since the coercivity of A is equivalent to the strict positive definiteness of A+2A* , it follows that (2.2)
is a sufficient condition for a to be H—elliptic. In particular, we can always obtain well-posedness
by suitably weakening the strength of the internal coupling of the system, i.e., by letting individual
parameters a;; — 0. If in particular w;; =0, 1,5 = 1,...,m, then Gershgorin’s circle theorem also yield

a threshold beyond which the semigroup associated with a is exponentially stable.

The following is motivated by Proposition 2.4l

Assumptions 2.6. In the remainder of the paper we impose the following, for i,j =1,...,m, j #1i .
(i) ay; is continuous with constant M; and H;-elliptic with constants (o, w;).
(ii) ai; satisfies (2.1)) for constants w;j, o;; such that A = (a;)1<i,j<m is positive definite.

By [19, Prop. 1.51 and Thm. 1.52] we obtain well-posedness for the abstract Cauchy problem

(ACP) {3((8 - uAOL.l(t)’ t>0,
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Theorem 2.7. The operator A associated with a generates on H an analytic semigroup of angle 5 —
arctan(||M|| + ||Q0]|¢?). This semigroup is compact if and only if V; is compactly embedded in H; for all
i=1,...,m. It is uniformly exponentially stable if for w;; =0, 7,5 =1...,m, A is positive definite.

The estimate on the analyticity angle obtained in Theorem [277] can often be improved.

Proposition 2.8. The following assertions hold.

(1) Assume that there exists M > 0 such that for all f € V; and g € V; one has
(1) Tmay; (f, /)l < M| fllv,||flla, for alli=1,...,m, and moreover
(i1) o cither |[Im(ai;(f, g) + aji(g, f))| < M||fllv;l|9l|lz,, for all i,j =1,...,m s.t. i <,
o or |Im(ay(f,g) + aji(g, )| < Mgl || fllv, for alli,j=1,....,m s.t. i <j.
Then the operator A associated with a generates a cosine operator function with associated phase
space V x H. In particular, A generates an analytic semigroup of angle 3 on H.
(2) Conversely, if A generates a cosine operator function, then for all i = 1,...,m also the operator
Ay; associated with a;; generates a cosine operator function.

Proof. Under the assumptions in (1), we have

tmaf )| < (> tm(ai(f £)| + |30 (055, 52)

i=1 i#]

< Zlm(an(fufi) + Zlm(aij(fjvfi)+aji(fi,fj))
i=1 i<j

< i (anlfi fl + 30 m (asi(f5, £3) + el )|
i=1 i<j
{ M| fillvill fill e + MSZ725 1 il || fill 2

- M| fillvill fill e + M 32005 fillvi | fill g

< MIIfllvlIfll

for some constant M > 0. Applying a result due to Crouzeix—Haase in the version presented in [I2]
p. 204], one obtains that A generates a cosine operator function with associated phase space V x H,
hence also an analytic semigroup of angle 5 on X by [4, Thm. 3.14.17].

By the above mentioned result of Crouzeix—Haase, A generates a cosine operator function if and only
if there exists an equivalent scalar product ((+|-)) on H such that the numerical range

W(a) :={a(u,u) € C:u eV and (uu) =1}

lies in a parabola, cf. [3 § 5.6.6]. In order to prove (2) consider the equivalent scalar product on H
with respect to which W(a) lies in a parabola. Such a scalar product on H induces an equivalent scalar
product on H;, too, and therefore also the numerical range W(a;;) lies in the same parabola, for all
1=1,...,m. Thus, A;; generates a cosine operator function by Crouzeix—Haase’s result. (I

3. AVERAGING AND INVARIANCE PROPERTIES

Having investigated the well-posedness of the Problem (ACP), we turn our attention to qualitative
properties of the semigroup associated with the form a introduced in (III), which can be described
by means of the invariance of suitable subsets of the state space. In this Section we still impose
Assumptions [[.T] and

The following result characterizes the invariance of product subspaces. It is a direct consequence of
Corollary [5.21 and we omit its easy proof.
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Proposition 3.1. Let Y; be closed subspaces of the Hilbert spaces H; for each i =1,...,m and denote
by P; the corresponding orthogonal projections. Then the subspace Y := []~, Y; is invariant under the
action of the semigroup (€'*);>o if and only if

o PV, CVj forallj=1,...,m, and
e a;;j(f,9)=0forall fEY;NVj,g €Y NV, and alli,j=1,...,m.

We can characterize invariance of a special class of subspaces of H = [[;-, H; that cannot be
represented as a Cartesian product. In [9] we have also discussed in detail the interplay between
invariance of such kind of subspaces and the notion of symmetries of a physical system.

Theorem 3.2. Let (X,u) a o-finite meausre space such that Hy = ... = H,, = L*(X), i.e., H =
L2(X)™ ~ L*(X;C™). Assume furthermore that Vi = ... = V,, and the form a to be accretive.
Consider an orthogonal projection K = (kij)1<i,j<m € Mm(C) and define the operator
T
m m
Pf:=Kf = Zliljfj,...,ZIimjfj s feH.

j=1 j=1
Letv; = (Vi1, ..., vim) ", i =1,...,m, be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of C™ such that vy, ...,Vv,
are eigenvectors of K associated with eigenvalue 1, and vy41,...,vm are eigenvectors of K associated

with eigenvalue 0.

(1) The following assertion are equivalent.
(a) The semigroup (e'*)i>¢ leaves invariant the closed subsets Cp o = {f € H : ||f — Pf|| < a} for
some/all a > 0;
(b) for all§ €V, gecker(I—P)NV, and h € ker(P) NV there holds Pf €V and a(g,h) = 0;
(c) for all g €V there holds

(3.1) S0 viTrias(ge, gx) = 0.

ij=10=1 k=r+1

(2) Furthermore, the following assertions are also equivalent.
(a’) The semigroup (e'*);>o leaves invariant the closed subsets Bp o = {f € H : ||Pfl| < a} for
some/all o > 0;
(b’) forall§ €V, geker(I—P)NV, and h € ker(P) NV there holds Pf € V and a(h, g) = 0;
(c’) for all g €V there holds

(3.2) S0 vimwaii(ge, gr) = 0.

i,j=1 =1 k=r+1

Proof. We only show that (1.a)—(1.c) are equivalent, the proof of the equivalences in (2) being analogous.

First of all, observe that the linear operator P is an orthogonal projection on H: in fact, it is a
contraction that satisfies P = P2, due to the analogous properties of the matrix K. The equivalence of
(1.a)—(1.b) is then a direct consequence of Corollary In order to prove that (1.b) is equivalent to
(1.c), observe that each coordinate of Pf is a linear combination of fi,..., f,,, thus again a vector of V:
thus, Pf € V. Consider now the projection K in its Jordan nomal form to see that its eigenvalues are 0
and/or 1, i.e., o(K) C {0,1}, and that it is diagonalizable. Thus, it is always possible to find vy,..., v,
with the required properties.
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Let f € H and decompose the vector f(z) € C™ as f(z) = Y7, Al(z)vi. Observe that Al,... A\ €
L2(X), and in fact Al,..., N € V if f € V. Moreover,
-
'Pf(l') = Z /\]c Iiljvij, ey Z /\E(,T)Famj’l}ij
i,j=1 i,j=1
-
— Z Zlilj’l}”,...,Z)\I(l’)Zfﬁm]‘Uz‘j
i=1 i=1 Jj=1
m T
= (Z)\f( V(Kvi)1, - Zx\’t V(K v;) m) ,
=1
holds for p-almost every x € X. Since now Kv; =v;, i =1,...,rand Kv; =0,¢=r+1,...,m, there
holds
kA K T m T
Pf= <Z )\I-Uil, RN Z )\I-’Uim> ) (I-P)f= < Z )\fvzl, el Z /\Evim> , i-a.e.
i—1 i=1 i=r+1 i=r+1
Accordingly, there holds
ker(I —P) = {QE’H,:Ele’H, s.t. g—Z/\lfvl} = {967{:3/\1,...,)\T € H s.t. g_Z)\ivl}
i=1 i=1
as well as
ker(P) = {h eEH:H eHst. b= > /\fvz} = {g €EH: i1, AmEHstog= Y )\ivz},
i=r+41 i=r+1
so that
ker(I —P)NY = {g EH:dN,..., A\ €V st gzZ)\ivz}
i=1
and

ker(P)NVY = {ge?—[:ﬂ)\rﬂ,...,)\m eVst g= Z )\ivz}.
1=r+1
We are finally in the position to prove the equivalence of (1.b) and (1.c). In fact, let g € V and
decompose g = g1 @ g2, with g1 € ker(I —P) NV and gs € ker(P) N V. Then by (1.b) one has

0=a(g1,9) Z aij ZMWW Z ki) = Z Z Z Ve Ui ij (Mg, Ak)-
i,j=1 k=r+1 i,7=1¢=1 k=r+1

Similarly if g = Y7 \iv; € ker(I —P)NV and h = > | \iv; € ker(P) NV, then

a(g, h) = Z aij Z/\ZWJ, Z Akki) = Z Z Z Ve TRiij (A, Ak) = 0.
7,j=1 k=r+1 1,7=14=1 k=r+1
This concludes the proof. (I

Let us consider again the abstract Cauchy problem (ACP) introduced in Section 2. In the case of a
system whose state space is L?(X) x L?(X), it seems interesting to consider under which assumptions
initial conditions that are “in phase” (i.e., such that wg; = ugz2) give rise to solutions to (ACP) that are
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in phase as well (i.e., such that ui(t) = uz2(t)), cf. Remark 41l below. A natural generalization of this
problem is discussed in the following.

Example 3.3. Let (X, u) be a o-finite measure space. Consider a Hilbert space V' such that V —
H:=L*(X)and H:= H™, V := V™. Consider an accretive form a and a linear operator P defined by

-
Pf = 2%2% . fen.

Then the semigroup (€'*);> leaves invariant closed subsets Cp o := {f € H : ||f — Pf|| < a} for some/all
« > 0 if and only if

(3.3) > aij(g.hi) =0, forall g,hy,... hm €V st. 3 hi=0.
i,j=1 i=1

In fact, Pf = Kf for all f € H, where K = (ki;)1<i,j<m With £;; = . One checks that K is an orthogonal
projection and f € ker(P) if and only if 7" | fi(x) = 0 for p-a.e. z € X, while f € ker(I —P) if and only
if fi(x) = fj(z) =: f(z) for p-a.e. x € X and all 4,5 = 1,...,m. Thus we deduce by Theorem [3.21(1)
that (e'*)¢>( leaves invariant closed subsets Cp o := {f € H : ||f — Pf|| < a} for some/all @ > 0 if and
only if for all g € ker(I —P) NV and all h € ker(P) NV there holds a(g, ) =0, i.e., if and only if

Z aij(gj,hi) = Z aij(g,hi) =0 for all g,hl .. .,hm eV s.t. Zhl =0.
ig=1 ij=1 i=1

Likewise one can see that the semigroup (e'®);>¢ leaves invariant the closed subsets Bp  := {f € H : || Pf||
for some/all a > 0 if and only if

(3.4) Z a;;j(gj,h) =0, for all g1,...,g9m,h €V s.t. ZgiEO.
ij=1 i=1

In the special case of H = L?(X) x L?(X), we have thus characterized under which assumptions initial
conditions “in counterphase” give rise to solutions to (ACP) that are in counterphase, too.

Theorem also allows to study invariance of subsystems.

Example 3.4. Let (X, u) be a o-finite measure space. Consider a Hilbert space V' such that V —
H :=L*(X)and H := H™, V := V™. Let the form a be accretive and consider the linear operator P
defined by Pf := (f1,.--, fmo,0,...,0)T, for some mg € {2,...,m — 1}. Then the semigroup (e!*);>o
leaves invariant the closed convex set

Cpoi=[[Hix T[] {feHi:|f

i=1 1=mo+1

", <a}

for some/all o > 0 if and only if the forms a;; =0 for alli =mg+1,...,mand all j =1,...,my.
Indeed, P defined above is the orthogonal projection of H onto [];- H; x {0}™ ™. One see that
Pj eV for all f € V. In order to apply Theorem let

I 0
w4 3)

where [ is the identity mo x m matrix. Denote with e;, ¢ = 1,...,m the vectors of the canonical
basis of C™ and observe that ei,..., ey, are eigenvectors of K associated with eigenvalue 1, whereas

<a}
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€mo+1s- - -, €m are eigenvectors associated with eigenvalue 0. This implies that Theorem [B.21(1) applies
with 7 :=mg and v;; := &5, 4,5 =1,...,m if and only if for all g € V

m—1

m m
Z Z 5 5k1a13 gZ;gk Z Za’lj gJ791 -

i,j=1 ¢=1 k=m 1=mo+1 j=1
This condition is satisfied if and only if a;; =0 for all i =mg +1,...,mand all j =1,...,mg.

In the remaining of this section we prove results that can only be formulated whenever our Hilbert
state space H is an L2-space. Thus, we throughout assume that H; = L?(X;) for a o-finite measure
space (X;, i), i = 1,...,m. Accordingly, we can identify H with L?(X), where (X, u) is a suitable
o-finite measure space such that = 1 & ... S .

Theorem 3.5. Let H; = L?(X;). Then the following assertions hold.

(1) The semigroup (e'®);>o is real, i.e., it leaves invariant the subset of real-valued functions in H, if

and only if
o feV,= Ref €V, and a;;(Ref,Imf) €R for alli=1,...,m, and
e a;;(f,9) €R for all real-valued f € V;, g € Vi, i, =1,...,m, i # j,

(2) The semigroup (e'*)i>o is positive, i.e., it leaves invariant the positive cone of H, if and only if it

is real and moreover
o feVi= (Re)Tf eV, and a;i(Ref),(Ref)”) <0 foralli=1,...,m, and
e a;;(f,9) <0 forall0< feV,and0<geV,ij=1,...,m,i#j.

(3) Let (e')i>0 be positive Consider another densely defined, continuous, H-elliptic sesquilinear form
b= 3" bij : WXW = C, W=[[2, Wi. Then (e'*)i>0 dominates (e'®)i>0 in the sense of
positive sengmups if and only if

o W, is an ideal of V; for alli=1,...,m,
e Rebii(f,9) > aiu(|f],|g]) for all f,g € V; such that fg >0, i=1,...,m, and
o [Rebi; (f,9)] < —ais(f1,ll) for all f € Vyg € Vi, i=1,....m

Proof. By Proposition[2.4] the form a is densely defined, continuous, and H-elliptic. Thus, by [19, Prop.
2.5 and Thm. 2.6], and taking into account a rescaling argument, the semigroup (e'*);>¢ is real, positive,
and dominating (e®);>¢, respectively, if and only if

(i) f € V = Ref € V and a(Ref, Imf) € R, and
(ii) f€ V= (Ref)™ € V, a(Ref,Imf) € R, and a((Re)™, (Re)™) <0,
(iii) W is an ideal of V and Reb(f, g) > a(|f|,|g|) for all f,g € W such that fg > 0,

respectively. First, let (i) hold. If f € V, then Re § and also Re f© € V. Then, by considering vectors of
the form § = (0,..., f,...,0) " one sees that a;,;, (Ref,Imf) € R for all igp = 1,...,m. Take now ig # jo
and let us show that a,,;,(f,g) € R for all real-valued f € V;, g € V;. Construct a vector f so that all
its coordinates besides the i{" and the ji® ones vanish, and let its i§® coordinate agree with ig and its
j&& coordinate agree with f. Then, it follows that a;,;, (f,9) = a(Ref, Imf) € R.

Likewise, let (ii) hold. We show that the conditions on a;; and a;; in (2) are satisfied. Again by
considering vectors of the form § = (0,...,f,...,0)" one sees that a;,i,((Ref)", (Ref)™) < 0 for all
io = 1,...,m. Take now ig # jo and let 0 < f € V;, 0 < g € V;. Construct a vector § so that all its
coordinates besides the i§® and the ji ones vanish, and let its i%* coordinate agree with —g and its j{®
coordinate agree with f. Then, it follows that a;,j, (f, g) = a((Ref)t, (Ref)™) < 0. It is easy to convince
oneself that the converse implications in (1) and (2) hold, too.
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Finally, let (iii) hold. Since all of its factor spaces W; are ideal of the spaces V;, i = 1,...,m, it is
clear that W is an ideal of V. In the following, we denote by

0 0
(3.5) o= | f ] < 45" row and gio = | g | « i row,
0 0

vectors in V, for given f € V;, and g € Vj,. _

Let now ig = jo and fg > 0, so that fog* > 0. Computing Reb;.;, (f,g) = Reb(f,g) > a(|f|,|g]) =
@igio (| f],g]) shows that the second condition holds. For iy # jo, let f € Vj, and g € V;,, so that
fiogis = 0 = (~*)ge. Then,

iRebiojo (fa g) = Rebiojo (ifa g) = Reb(ifjovgio) > a(|fj0|a |gi0|) = aiojo(|f|a |g|>a

thus proving that the third condition is necessary. To check the converse implication let §,g € W and
compute Reb(f, ) = Re 77" bij (f5,9:) = 327751 aij(1£5], lgil) = a([fl lg])- 0

As a direct consequence of Theorem B35 (3) we state the following.

Corollary 3.6. Let the semigroup (e'*);>o be positive, and assume a;;(f,g) <0 for all0 < f € V; and
0<geV,i,j=1,....,m. Let ag:=> ", a;;. Then (€'*);>¢ dominates (e'*);>.

If (X, pu) is a o-finite measure space and a semigroup (T5(t))s>0 is contractive in both L?(X) and
L>(X), then one sees by standard interpolation results that the semigroup extrapolates to a family
(Tp(t))e>0 of Co-semigroups in all spaces LP(X), p > 2. Such a family is consistent in the sense that
T,(t)f = T,(t)f for all f € LP(X) N L9(X). This motivates the following.

Theorem 3.7. Let H; := L*(X;). Assume a to be accretive. Then (e'®);>0 is L*-contractive, i.e., it
leaves invariant the unit ball of L>(X), if and only if for all i = 1,...,m there holds

(i) feVi= (1A|f])signf € V; and
(i) 3254 laij(fi, (1fil = 1) Fsignf;)| < Reasi (1A [fi])signfi, (| fil = 1)Tsignf;) for all f € VOC7©, where
the sets C3° are defined in (3.6])

ta;;

In particular, all semigroups (e'®t);>0 are L>-contractive if so is (€'*)i>o.

Here, signf denotes the generalized (complex-valued) sign function defined by

: S it fa) £,
@@ﬂ@%—{oﬂﬂ £ F2) = 0

Moreover, we denote by B the unit ball of L>°(X) and by C;° the set

(3.6) C =B x...BY | xL*(Xi)x B, x...xB¥ , i=1,...,m

Proof. By [19] Thm. 2.14] the semigroup is L*-contractive if and only if

(3.7) feV = (1A]lf])signf € V and Rea((1 A |f])signf, (|f| — 1) Tsignf) > 0.
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One sees that f € V = (1 A[f|)signf € V if and only if f € V; = (LA |f])signf € V; for alli =1,...,m.
We have to prove the equivalence of the estimates in (ii) and B1). Let first f € C°. Then

fi
fi—1
(1 A|f)signf = | (1A |fi])signfi | < P row
fi+
fm
and
0
(Ifl = 1)Tsignf = [ (|fil = 1)*signfi | < i*" row.
0
Accordingly,
0 < Rea((1Alf])signf, (|f| —1)"signf)
= > Reay(f;, (1fil = 1)Fsignfi) + Reas (LA | fil), (| fi] — 1) signf;)
J#i
forall fe C* NV and all i =1,...,m. Due to the sesquilinearity of a;;, this also implies
0 <Y Reai;(+f;, (|fil —1)signfi) + Reaw((1 A |£i]), (] — 1) Fsignfi)
J#
forall f € C*NV,alli=1,...,m, and all « € C, |a] < 1. This yields the claimed criterion. The
converse implication can be proven analogously. O

Remarks 3.8. (1) As we will see in Section 4, in many applications one has
ai (1A | f])signf, (|f] — 1) Tsignf) =0 forall feV, i=1,...,m.

In this case, it follows from the above theorem that a sufficient and mecessary condition for L°°-
contractivity of (€'*)i>¢ is that for alli=1,...,m

(LA |filsignfi € Vi and  ay(f;, (|fi] = 1)"signf;) =0
for all f; € Bj’(oj , all fi € Vi, and all j #i. This is a severe restriction to the possibility of extrapolating
(e'")¢>0 to whole LP-scale whenever our system (ACP) is actually coupled.

(2) The above result yields an alternative proof of [15, Lemma 6.1]. In fact, assume the spaces V;
to have the following property: For each f; € V; one also has signf; € V;. Then, after replacing f; by
fi +signf; in the condition in the above theorem, one sees that (e'*);>q is L°°-contractive if and only if

o feV, = (LA|f])signf €V, and
o > izilaii(fj, fi)l < Reayi(signfi, fi) for all f €V NC°.

As already mentioned, the main motivation for investigating L°°-contractivity is the extrapolation

of (e'*);>0 to LP-spaces. We recall that if a semigroup (7'(t)):>0 extrapolates to a consistent family of

contractive Cy-semigroups on LP, then it is called ultracontractive of dimension d if there is a constant
¢ > 0 such that for all p,q € [1,00] and all f € LP the estimate

@) fllpe < et 2P =N flle ¢ e 0,1],
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holds, cf. [3] § 7.3.2].

Theorem 3.9. Let H; := L*(X;). Assume a to be accretive. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) The semigroup (e'®);>0 extrapolates to a family of contractive Cy-semigroups on LP, p € [1,00),
which we denote again by (e'*)>o, if and only if for all i = 1,...,m there holds
(i) f€Vi= (1A|f|)signf € V;,
(i) > ;i laij(fj, (|fil = 1)Fsignfi)| < Reay((1 A |fil)signfi, (|fi| — 1)Tsignfi) for all f € VNCEF,
and
(iii) 32 lagi(([fi] = 1)Fsignfs, f;)| < Reasu((1fs] — 1) signfi, (1A [fil)signfi) for all f € VN CPe.
(2) Let conditions (i)—(ii)—(iii) hold, assume that V;N L' (X;) is dense in L*(X;), and let d > 2 be a real
number. Then (e'*)¢>¢ is ultracontractive of dimension d if and only if V; is continuously embedded
in Ld%(Xi) foralli=1,...,m.

Proof. (1) Let us first assume the semigroup (e'®):>¢ to extrapolate to a family of contractive Cp-
semigroups on LP(X), p € [1,00), and hence in particular to be L*-contractive. Moreover, since
also the unit ball of L'(X) is left invariant, it follows by duality that the semigroup (e*® )i is L>-
contractive. Here a* denotes the adjoint form of a, which by definition is given by a*(f,g) = a(g,f) =

Zzljzl a;i(gi, fj), f,8 € V. Since a* is accretive if and only if a is accretive, we can apply Theorem [B.7]
tu*)

to (e');>0 and (e'* );>o and obtain conditions (i)-(ii)(iii).

Conversely, since both a and a* are accretive, it follows from (i)-(ii) and Theorem 37 that (e!®):>¢
is L*>-contractive. Moreover, since also a* is accretive, it follows from (i)—(iii) and Theorem B that
(etu*)tzo is L*-contractive, too. Thus, by standard interpolation and duality methods one sees that
(e');>0 extrapolates to a family of contractive semigroups on LP(X), p € [1,00), that are strongly
continuous for all p > 1. Finally, by a result due to Voigt, contractivity implies strongly continuity of
the extrapolated semigroup also in L(X), cf. [3] § 7.2.1].

(2) The claim is a direct consequence of (1) and [3, Thm. 7.3.2]. O

Observe that the extrapolated semigroups are positive in all LP-spaces, p € [1,00), if and only if
(e'")¢>0 is positive; they are analytic on all LP-spaces, p € (1,00); finally, they are compact in all LP-
spaces, p € (1,00), if V; is compactly embedded in L?(X;) for alli = 1,...,n. We refer the reader to [3|
§ 7.3] for these and further properties of extrapolating semigroups.

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Ephaptical coupling of nerve fibres. Motivated by the neurobiological theory of ephaptic
coupling of myelinated fibres, cf. Remark 1], we discuss a system

ait,x) = YL (eiuf(t,) (x) >0, z€R, i=1,...,m,
w;(0,2) = wuip(x), x€(0,1),i=1,...,m,

of coupled diffusion equations on m unbounded, parallel intervals. This case, which reflects the case of
m ephaptically interacting axons of infinite length, see e.g. [13], [6], and [5], fits in the above framework
if fori,j=1,...,m we let H; := L?(R), V; := H*(R), and

o0

wi(f.9) = [ @l @g@dn, eV ge Vi
— 00

It is known that ([£1) is well-posed whenever the coefficients satisfy a uniform ellipticity condition, cf. [2],

and in fact the results of Section [2] yield non-optimal criteria. However, assuming a to be accretive we

can perform an analysis of some qualitative properties of the system applying the theory developed in
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Section [3l Let P be defined by
.
Pf — (;m;m |
Then (e'®);>¢ leaves invariant the closed subsets Cp o := {f € H : ||f — Pf|| < a}, a > 0, if and only if
there exist numbers R, € C, such that

(4.1) Zcij(a:):Rm, forae. zeRi=1,...,m.
j=1
Let now (@I) hold. By Theorem [3:2 the invariance of Cp  for some/all o > 0 is equivalent to
(4.2) Z ai;i(g,h;) =0, for all g,h1,..., hy €V s.t. Z h; =0,
ij=1 i=1

i.e., to
> / cij(x)g (@)hi()dx =0 for all g,hy,... hpm €V st Y hi =0,
ij=i7 T =1

Since now ¢’ is indipendent of 4, 7 this is equivalent to

/ g’(a:)( 3 cij(a:)h;(x))da: =0 forall g,hu,... by € Vst Y hy=0.
—o0 i,j=1 =1
Then, for a.e. x € R there holds
Z cij(x)hl(z) = Zh;(x) Zcij(x) =R, Zh;(:v) =0 forall hy,...,hy, €V st Zhi =0.
ij=i i=1 j=1 i=1 i=1

This shows that condition ([@I) is sufficient. To see that it is also necessary, let ([@2]) hold. Let
g.h € H'(R) and consider the vector b := (h,—h,0,...,0)" € V. Since now > ;~ h; = 0 holds, we
have

> algh) = [ @) | Y ex@h@ | do=o.

i.j=1 e ig=i

Because of the arbitrarity of g this yields that

Z cij(x)hl(x) = b (z) Zcu(:p) —h(x) Zazj(:p) =0 forallz eR.

Iterating this procedure shows that (2] holds. Similarly, one shows that (e!®);>o leaves invariant the
closed subsets Bp o := {f € H : [|Pf|| < a}, a > 0, if and only if there exist numbers C, € C, such that

Zcij(x):Cm, a.e. forall j=1,...,m.
i=1

Remark 4.1. Let us consider the case of two coupled axons. Several models based on (A1) have been
proposed in the literature, assuming that c11 = coa = a — 8 and ca1 = c12 = —f, cf. |5 § 4], or else
11 = 2 = a+ B, c12 = co1 = =8, ¢f. [6], or finally that c11 = c12 = ca1 = oo, cf. [13], for some
diffusion coefficient o and some coupling parameter 5 > 0. Although these models are not equivalent,
in all of them the column and row sums agree, i.e., c11 + Ca1 = C12 + C22 and ¢11 + €12 = C21 + C22.
Thus, condition [B3) applies and the subsets {(f1, f2) € L*(R) x L*R) : ||f1 — f2llzz < a} and
{(f1,f2) € LA R) x L*(R) : ||f1 + f2llzz < a} are left invariant for all « > 0 under the action of
(€")e=0-
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4.2. A complete second order problem. The strongly damped wave equation

i(t,x) = A_(au +a)(t,z), t>0, €,
(4.3) Qut,z) = (t,z)=0, >0, z€dQ,

uw(©0,2) = uo(x), z € (0,1),

w(0,2) = wo(x), r € (0,1),

on a bounded open domain of Q C R", whose well-posedness has been proved in [I6] for all & € C, can
also be treated with the methods presented in this paper. The first equation has to be understood in
the sense of distributions. We introduce a form a: V x V — C, where

Vi=Ve=H,=H'(Q), Hy=L),

and

anfg) = 0, awlfq)i=—(f|g)v / V- Vg,
an(frg) = —a /Q Vf-Vgde, and  am(f.g) / V- Vgde.

Then a is H-elliptic and continuous due to Corollary and Proposition 23] respectively, yielding
well-posedness of [3)). As an application of Proposition B we also mention that any closed subspace
Y :=Y] x Y3 of the energy space H'(Q) x L?(Q) is invariant under the action of (e'®);>¢ if and only if

e YoNnV CYy,

e Y, is invariant under the action of (e'*22);>¢ for all ¢ > 0, and

e Reasi(f,g)=0forall feY, g€ Y2 nv.

In this way one can e.g. show that the solution u to (3] has mean value 0 as soon as the initial
data ug, vy have mean value 0. Similarly, one can check that if 2 is a ball, then u is a radial function
provided that the initial data wug,vo are radial. Such invariance properties of (e'*);>o directly follow
from analogous ones of the Neumann heat semigroup (e'%22);>.

4.3. A heat equation with dynamical boundary conditions. Let 2 be a bounded open domain
of R™ with C'*° boundary 0f). Set

Vii=HYQ), Hy:=L*Q), Vi:=HY(09), Hy:=L*0Q)

and consider the initial-boundary value problem

u(t,z) = Ault,x), t>0, x€Q,

w(t,z) = wult,2z)+ Apaw(t,z), t>0, z€ 09,
(4.4) w(t,z) = Z4(t,2), t>0, 2 €00,

uw(0,z) = f(x), x € £,

w(0,2) = h(z), z € 09.

The results in this subsection should be compared with [7, § 3] and [14], Ex. 5.6], where well-posedness
and exponential stability of ([@.4]) have also been investigated by different methods. In (@4]) Apq denotes
the Laplace—Beltrami operator, which is defined weakly as the operator associated with the form

a22(fug) = 00 va_gdo

Moreover, define the forms

a11(f,9) /Vf Vydz, a2(f,9) : /f9|aﬂd0 a1 (f,9) : /f\aszgda
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A direct integration by parts shows that the operator A associated with a is the same one that governs
the above problem, i.e.,

A::(A 0 ) D(A):{(Z) 6H2(Q)XH2(8Q):%:w}.

100 Aag

We show that A4 generates a semigroup that is analytic of angle Z and positive, but which does not

leave the unit ball of L>°(Q) x L>°(9N) invariant. ’

First, observe that a1; (resp. ag2) are continuous and Hi- (resp. Hs-) elliptic. Moreover, due to
boundedness from H*(2) to L?(02) of the trace operator, forms a2 and as; are bounded on Ha x Vj
and on Hy x V3, respectively. Accordingly, a is continuous and by Proposition 2.2l also H; x Hs-elliptic.
In order to apply Proposition 2.8 observe that Ima;;(f, f) =0 for all f € V;, i = 1,2. Moreover

T (a12(f.g) + az (9. )| = Hnﬂjggfﬁwgda—%jéggwgfdoﬂ

|Im(/ f§|aﬂd0+/ f9joado)| = 0.
o0 0

By Theorem [3.5] the semigroup is real. To see that it is positive, observe that a1y is associated with
the Laplace operator with Neumann boundary conditions and a5 with the Laplace—Beltrami operator on
0. Therefore they generate positive semigroups and the first condition of Theorem [B51(2) is satisfied.
The second condition is also clear since f|sq is positive whenever f is positive. By Corollary[B.6] (e'*);>0
dominates the semigroup (etuo)tzo, where ag := a11 + age, which governs the uncoupled system of two
diffusion equations on 2 (with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions) and 9.

It also follows from Theorem [3.7land Remark[3.8l (1) that (e!*);>0 is not L>(£2) x L (99)-contractive,
since for non-constant f € H'(9€) such that |f| < 1 and for g € H'(Q) with gjpo = 1 + f one has
a12(f,9) = = [ IV f[?do < 0, which contradicts condition (ii) in Theorem B7l However, Theorem 3.9
can be used in order to show LP-well-posedness for ([A.7]).

We first prove a generation result in all LP-spaces for p > 2. Write A as

~ A-CF 0 cr 0
amdusi= (B0 0 (T )

Here, C* is the adjoint of the linear operator from H'(2) to L?(f2) defined by
(Ch)(@) =V [(x) VDyl(z), [feH'(Q), z€Q,

where D1 denotes the unique (modulo constants) solution u of

Au(z) = 0, x €,
uz) = 1, z € 00.

The operator A is associated with the matrix form @ whose entries are given by

an(f,9)

/Vf-V_gd:C—I—/f(Vg-VDNl)d:v,
Q Q

az(f,9) o

EL12 = Q12 as well as ZLQl = a1 .

Vf-Vgdo + fgdo, and
20
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One sees that the perturbation @11 — a1 is bounded on Hy x Vi, thus by Lemma 21 a is associated
with a semigroup (€!%);>0 on Hy x Hy. For all g € H(92) such that |g| < 1 and all f € H'(Q) we have

laa(g, (1] — 1)*signf)| < /m|g|<|f|—1>+das /m<|f|—1>+da
= [ - vt
o0

ov

/V(|f| 1) VDyldz
Q

/Q AL (V(F] = 1)t - VD 1) Wy ponyde

4 / AN (T(F] = 1) - VD) W genyda
Q

= Rean((1A|f])signf, (If] — 1) signf).
since V(|f| —1)* =0 a.e. on {z € Q: |f(x)| < 1}. Likewise, for all f € H'(2) such that |f| < 1 (so
that in particular |fjsq| < 1) and all g € H'(09)

- 1)tdo —1)tdo
/mlfl(lgl 1)"d S/m(lgl 1)*d
/ (1A gD (lg] = 1) g1y da

onN

IN

|ao1 (f, (lg] — 1) Fsigng)|

+ /6 (1A g9l = ) g cayda

Redza ((1 A |g])signg, (lg| — 1) Fsigng).

Thus, Theorem [3.7] applies and we conclude that (eta)tzo extrapolates to a consistent family of semi-
groups on LP(Q) x LP(89Q), p > 2, the generator of the semigroup in L?(2) x L?(9€) being the part of A
in LP(Q) x LP(0). Since now (the part of) B is compact from W2P(Q) x W2P(9) to LP(2) x LP(99)
for all p = [1,00), by the perturbation thorem of Desch—Schappacher (see e.g. [4, Thm. 3.7.25]) we
conclude that (the part of) A = A 4 B generates a semigroup on LP(Q) x LP(9Q), p > 2.

Introducing a different operator A (more precisely, replacing C* by C), and hence a different per-
turbed form a, it is also possible to prove in a similar manner that the semigroup associated with
the adjoint a* is L®-contractive. By duality we conclude as above that A generates a semigroups on
LP(Q) x LP(99Q) also for p € [1,2], hence for the whole scale of LP-spaces.

Observe, however, that none of these semigroups is ultracontractive. For example, in the first con-
sidered case, |a12((|g] — 1)*signg, f)] < Reasza((Jg| — 1)Tsigng, (1 A |g|)signg) does not hold for all
(f,g9) € HY () x H'(99Q) such that |f| < 1, hence condition (iii) in Theorem B.9L(1) is not satisfied.
Thus we cannot deduce ultracontractivity of (e*®);>o from Theorem 3.9l (2) and the Sobolev embeddings

HY(Q) — L7232 (Q), HY(9Q) — L7 (99).

5. APPENDIX: HILBERT SPACE PROJECTIONS

In the following we denote by P the orthogonal projection onto a closed subspace Y of a Hilbert
space ‘H, and by Cp , the closed convex subset of H defined as the strip around Y of thickness 2q;, i.e.,

Cpoa:={feN:|If =Pl <a}.
A subset S C H is said to be invariant under a semigroup (T (t))¢>o0, if T(t)S C S for all ¢ > 0.

Proposition 5.1. Let (T (t))t>0 be a Co-semigroup on H. Consider the following assertions.
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(a) Cp o is invariant under (T (t))i>o for all o > 0.
(b) Cp g is invariant under (T (t )) t>0 for some B> 0.
(¢) Y is invariant under (T (t))

Then (o) (b)=(c). If (T (t))i>0 is contractive, then also (¢) = (a) holds.

Proof. (a) = (b) is trivial. In order to prove the converse implication, observe that Cy g3 = gcp,a for
all > 0, since P is linear. The claim follows from linearity of (7 (¢))>0.

In order to prove (a) = (c), let f € Y. Thus, ||f — Pf|| < « for all @ > 0. Since (T (t))¢>0 leaves
invariant Cp o, [T () f —PT @) f|| < aforall a >0, ie., T(t)f =PT({t)f and T(t)f € Y for all t > 0.

Finally, let (7 (t))¢>0 be contractive. To this aim, let f € Cp s and observe that there exists fo € YV
such that || f— fo]| < B. Furthermore, due to the contractivity of (T (¢))¢>0 one has || T (¢) f =T (t) fol| < 8.
Since T'(t) leaves Y invariant, one has T'(t)fo € Y. Since PT (t)y is the element of ¥ with minimal
distance from 7T (t)y, we conclude that |7 (¢t)f=PT () f|| < T @) f=T @) foll < B,ie,T(t)yeCpg. O

In the special case of semigroups coming from a sesquilinear form we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.2. If the semigroup (T (t))i>0 is associated with a densely defined, H-elliptic, continuous
form a:V xV — C, then the following assertions are equivalent.

(c) Y is invariant under (T (t))t>0-

(d) Forall f €V, geker(I—-P)NV, and h € kerP NV there holds Pf € V and a(g,h) = 0.

If in particular a is accretive, then the assertions (a)—(d) above are all equivalent.

Proof. Under the above assumptions we can apply [19, Thm. 2.2] and directly obtain that (a)—(c) in
Proposition 5] are equivalent to the condition that for all f € V' there holds Pf € V and Rea(Pf, f —
Pf) > 0. Observe that accretivity of a, which is an assumption of [19, Thm. 2.2], is not needed while
studying invariance of subspaces. Taking into account the decomposition H = ker(I — P) @ kerP and
the sesquilinearity of a we obtain that the above condition is equivalent to the claimed criterion. O

Similarly, since I — P is the projection of H onto ker P, then the following also holds.

Corollary 5.3. Let a: V xV — C be a densely defined, accretive, H-elliptic, continuous form. The
following assertions are equivalent, where we use the notation Bp o :={f € H : |Pf|| < a}.

(a) Bp. g is invariant under (T (t))i>0 for some 3 > 0.

(b) Bp o is invariant under (T (t))i>o0 for all o> 0.

(c) Y is invariant under (T (t))t>0.

(d) Forall f €V, g€eker(I—-P)NV, and h € kerP NV there holds Pf € V and a(h,g) = 0.

Remark 5.4. Corollary [5.3 directly follows from [19] Thm. 2.2]. It yields new proofs of known facts.
E.g., let H = L?(Q), Q an open ball, and Y be the space of radial functions over Q, i.e. of functions f
such that f(x) = f(y) if |x| = |y|. Then switching to polar coordinates and applying Fubini’s theorem
yields that Y is invariant under the semigroup generated by the Laplacian with several “radial” boundary
conditions — including Dirichlet and Neumann ones. Provided that the boundary coefficient is constant,
one can show in this way that radial initial value give to radial solutions also under Robin, Wentzell-
Robin, and those dynamical boundary conditions considered in § 4.35.

REFERENCES

(1] F. AL1 MEHMETI AND S. NICAISE, Nonlinear interaction problems, Nonlinear Anal., Theory Methods Appl. 20 (1993),
27-61.

(2] H. AMANN, Ezistence and regularity for semilinear parabolic evolution equations, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa 11
(1984), 593-676.



COUPLED PARABOLIC SYSTEMS 19

[3] W. ARENDT, Semigroups and Evolution Equations: Functional Calculus, Regularity and kernel Estimates, in: C.M.
Dafermos and E. Feireisl (eds.), Handbook of Differential Equations: Evolutionary Equations — Vol. 1, North Holland,
Amsterdam, 2004.

[4] W. AReNDT — C.J.K. BATTY — M. HIEBER — F. NEUBRANDER, “Vector-valued Laplace Transforms and Cauchy Prob-
lems”, Monographs in Mathematics 96, Birkhauser, Basel, 2001.

[5] S. Binczak — J.C. EiLBECK — A.C. ScoTT, Ephaptic coupling of myelinated nerve fibres, Physica D 148 (2001),
159-174.

[6] H. BoKIL — N. Laaris — K. BLINDER — M. ENNIS — A. KELLER, Ephaptic interactions in the mammalian olfactory
system, J. Neurosci. 21 (2001), 21:RC173, 1-5.

[7] V. CasarINO — K.-J. ENGEL — R. NAGEL — G. NICKEL, A semigroup approach to boundary feedback systems, Integral
Equations Oper. Theory 47 (2003), 289-306.

[8] S. CARDANOBILE — D. MUGNOLO, Analysis of a FitzHugh-Nagumo-Rall model of a neuronal network, Math. Meth.
Appl. Sciences 30 (2007), 2281-2308.

[9] S. CARDANOBILE — D. MUGNOLO-R. NITTKA, Well-posedness and symmetries of strongly coupled network equations.
J. Phys. A 41 (2008)..

[10] E.B. Davies, “Heat Kernels and Spectral Theory”, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics 92, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1990.

[11] K.-J. ENGEL, “Operator Matrices and Systems of Evolution Equations”. Book manuscript.

[12] M. HaASE, “The Functional Calculus for Sectorial Operators”, Operator Theory: Advances and Applications 169,
Birkhauser, Basel, 2006.

[13] G.R. Horr — C. KocH, Electrical interaction via the extracellular potential near cell bodies, J. Comp. Neurosci. 2
(1999), 169-184.

[14] D. MuGNOLO, Matriz methods for wave equations, Math. Z. 253 (2006), 667—680.

[15] D. MuGNOLO, Gaussian estimates for a heat equation on a network, Netw. Heter. Media 2 (2007), 55-79.

[16] D. MuGNOLO, A wvartational approach to strongly damped wave equations, in: H. Amann et al. (eds.), “Functional
Analysis and Evolution Equations: Dedicated to Gunter Lumer”, Birkh&user, Basel, 2007.

[17] R. NAGEL, Towards a “matriz theory” for unbounded operator matrices, Math. Z. 201 (1989), 57-68.

[18] E.M. OUHABAZ, LP-contraction semigroups for vector-valued functions, Positivity 3 (1999), 83-93.

[19] E.M. OuHABAZ, “Analysis of Heat Equations on Domains”, LMS Monograph Series 30, Princeton University Press,
Princeton, 2004.

INSTITUT FUR ANGEWANDTE ANALYSIS, UNIVERSITAT ULM, HELMHOLTZSTRASSE 18, D-89081 ULM, GERMANY
E-mail address: stefano.cardanobile@uni-ulm.de, delio.mugnolo@uni-ulm.de



	1. Introduction
	2. Matrices of forms
	3. Averaging and invariance properties
	4. Applications
	4.1. Ephaptical coupling of nerve fibres
	4.2. A complete second order problem
	4.3. A heat equation with dynamical boundary conditions

	5. Appendix: Hilbert space projections
	References

