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Semigroups and Evolutionary Equations®

Sascha Trostorff!

Abstract. We show how strongly continuous semigroups can be associated with evol-
utionary equations. For doing so, we need to define the space of admissible history
functions and initial states. Moreover, the initial value problem has to be formulated
within the framework of evolutionary equations, which is done by using the theory of ex-
trapolation spaces. The results are applied to two examples. First, differential-algebraic
equations in infinite dimensions are treated and it is shown, how a Cjy-semigroup can be
associated with such problems. In the second example we treat a concrete hyperbolic
delay equation.
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1 Introduction

In this article we bring together two theories for dealing with partial differential equations:
the theory of Cp-semigroups on the one hand and the theory of evolutionary equations
on the other hand. In particular, we show how Cy-semigroups can be associated with a
given evolutionary equation.

The framework of evolutionary equations was introduced in the seminal paper [12]. Evol-
utionary equations are equations of the form

(O M(0y) + A)U = F, (1)

where 0; denotes the temporal derivative, M (0;) is a bounded operator in space-time
defined via a functional calculus for 0; and A is an, in general, unbounded spatial oper-
ator. The function F' defined on R and taking values in some Hilbert space is a given
source term and one seeks for a solution U of the above equation. Here, the notion of
solution is quite weak, since one just requires that the solution should belong to some
exponentially weighted Lo-space. Thus, all operators have to be introduced in these
spaces. Especially, the time derivative is introduced as an unbounded normal operator
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on such a space and so, in order to solve (), one has to deal with the sum of two unboun-
ded operators (9, and A). Problems of the form (I cover a broad spectrum of different
types of differential equations, such as hyperbolic, parabolic, elliptic and mixed-type
problems, integro-differential equations [22], delay equations [8] and fractional differen-
tial equations [14]. Also, generalisations to some nonlinear [I8, [I9] and non-autonomous
problems [15] 28] 291 24] are possible. The solution theory is quite easy and just relies
on pure Hilbert space theory.

On the other hand, there is the well-established theory of Cp-semigroups dealing with
so-called Cauchy problems (see e.g. [7, 11}, 5]). These are abstract equations of the form

(0, + AU = F,

where A is a suitable operator acting on some Banach space. Although, (2] just seems
to be a special case of () for M (9;) = 1, the theories are quite different. While we focus
on solutions lying in Ls in the theory of evolutionary equations, one seeks for continuous
solutions in the framework of Cp-semigroups. Moreover, while () holds on R as time
horizon, (2]) just holds on R>¢ and is completed by an initial condition. Thus, in or-
der to associate a Cy-semigroup with equations of the form (IJ) one has to find a way
to formulate initial value problems and then derive assumptions, which would yield the
additional regularity for the solutions (namely continuity with respect to time). This is
the purpose of this work.

As we have indicated above, equations of the form (] also cover delay equations, where
it is more natural to prescribe histories instead of an initial state at time 0. Moreover,
(@) also covers so-called differential algebraic equations (see [9] for the finite-dimensional
case and [27, 20, 25] for infinite dimensions), where not every element of the underlying
state space can be used as an initial state. Thus, one is confronted with the problem
of defining the ‘right’ initial values and histories for (IJ) depending on the operators in-
volved. Moreover, one has to incorporate these initial conditions within the framework of
evolutionary equations, that is, initial conditions should enter the equation as a suitable
source term on the right-hand side. This can be done by using extrapolation spaces and
by extending the solution theory to those. Then it will turn out that initial conditions
can be formulated by distributional right hand sides, which belong to a suitable extrapol-
ation space associated with the time derivative operator d;. Having the right formulation
of initial value problems at hand, one can associate a Cy-semigroup on a product space
consisting of the current state in the first and the past of the unknown in the second
component. This idea was already used to deal with delay equations within the theory
of Cp-semigroups, see [3]. As it turns out, this product space is not closed (as a subspace
of a suitable Hilbert space) and in order to extend the associated Cp-semigroup to its
closure one needs to impose similar conditions as in the Hille-Yosida Theorem. The key
result, which will be used to extend the semigroup is the theorem of Widder-Arendt (see
[1] or Theorem [6.4] below).

The paper is structured as follows: We begin by recalling the basic notions and well-
posedness results for evolutionary problems (Section [2) and for extrapolation spaces



(Section [B)). Then, in order to formulate initial value problems within the framework
of evolutionary equations, we introduce a cut-off operator as an unbounded operator
on the extrapolation space associated with the time derivative and discus some of its
properties (Section Hl). Section [l is then devoted to determine the ‘right’ space of ad-
missible histories and initial values for a given evolutionary problem. We note here that
we restrict ourselves to homogeneous problems in the sense that we do not involve an
additional source term besides the given history. The main reason for that is that such
source terms would restrict and change the set of admissible histories, a fact which is
well-known in the theory of differential-algebraic equations. In Section [6] we associate
a Cp-semigroup on the before introduced product space of admissible initial values and
histories and prove the main result of this article (Theorem [6.7). In the last section
we discuss two examples. First, we apply the results to abstract differential algebraic
equations and thereby re-prove the Theorem of Hille-Yosida as a special case. In the
second example, we discuss a concrete hyperbolic delay equation and prove that we can
associate a Cp-semigroup with this problem.

Throughout, every Hilbert space is assumed to be complex and the inner product (-,-)
is conjugate-linear in the first and linear in the second argument.

2 Evolutionary Problems

We recall the basic notions and results for evolutionary problems, as they were introduced
in [12] (see also [13| Chapter 6]). We begin by the definition of the time derivative
operator on an exponentially weighted Lo-space (see also [10]).

Definition. Let p € R and H a Hilbert space. We set
Ly ,(R;H) = {f : R — H; f measurable, / £ (@)%t dt}
R

with the common identification of functions coinciding almost everywhere. Then Lo ,(R; H)
is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product

(Frahoi= [ (@000 dt (Fg € LR H)).
Moreover, we define the operator
Ohp: HY(R;H) C Ly p(R; H) = Lo o(R; H), f i+ f'

where

H)(R;H) = {f € Ly ,(R; H); f' € Ly ,(R; H)}
with f’ denoting the usual distributional derivative.
We recall some facts on the operator d; , and refer to [8] for the respective proofs.

Proposition 2.1. Let p € R and H a Hilbert space.



(a) The operator Oy, is densely defined, closed and linear and C°(R; H) is a core for
Otp-

(b) The spectrum of 0y, is given by
o(0p) ={it+p; t € R}

(¢) For p # 0 the operator Oy, is boundedly invertible with H(?gle = ‘—;‘ and the inverse
s given by

. Sl fs)ds  ifp>0,
(0, f) (1) = 20 )
— [ f(s)ds ifp<O
for f € Ly, (R;H) and t € R.
(d) The operator Oy, is normal with 0f, = —0hp+ 2p.
(e) The following variant of Sobolev’s embedding theorem holds:
H)(R;H) — C,(R; H)
continuously, where

Co(R;H) = {f :R— H; f continuous, sup||f(t)|le” " < oc}.
teR

As a normal operator, J; , possesses a natural functional calculus, which can be described
via the so-called Fourier-Laplace transform.

Definition. Let p € R and H a Hilbert space. We denote by £, the unitary extension
of the mapping

Co(R; H) C Ly ,(R; H) — Lo(R; H), f <t — \/% /Re_(in)sf(s) ds) :

s

Remark 2.2. Note that for p = 0, the operator Ly is nothing but the classical Fourier
transform, which is unitary due to Plancharel’s Theorem (see e.g. [17, Theorem 9.13]).
Since L, = Lo exp(—p-) with

exp(—p-) : Lap(R; H) = Lo(R; H), f = (t— f(t)e )
for ¢ € R, it follows that £, is unitary as a composition of unitary operators.

Proposition 2.3 (|8, Corollary 2.5|). Let p € R and H a Hilbert space. We define the
operator m by

m : dom(m) C Lo(R; H) — Lo(R; H), f— (t— tf(t))
with mazimal domain
dom(m) = { € Lo(R; H); (= £(t)) € Lo(R; H)}.

Then
Orp = L,(im+p)L,.



Using the latter proposition, we can define an operator-valued functional calculus for d;,,
as follows.

Definition. Let p € R and H a Hilbert space. Let F' : {it + p;t € R} — L(H) be
strongly measurable and bounded. Then we define

F(0,,) = E;F(im+p)ﬁp € L(Ly,(R; H)),
where
Flim+p)f = (t > F(it + p)f()) (f € Lo(R; H)).

An important class of operator-valued function of d; , are those functions yielding causal
operators.

Proposition 2.4 (|13, Theorem 6.1.1, Theorem 6.1.4]). Let pg € R and H a Hilbert
space. If M : Cresp, — L(H) is analytic and bounded, then M0y ,) is causal for each
p > po, i-e., for f € Lo ,(R; H) with spt f C R>, for some a € R it follows that

spt M(9,p)f € Rq.
Moreover, M(0y,,) is independent of the choice of p > po in the sense that
M(at,p)f = M(at,u)f (fe LZ,p(R§ H)nN LZ,M(R§ H))

for each p, > po.

Remark 2.5. (a) The proof of causality is based on a theorem by Paley and Wiener,
which charcterises the functions in La(R>q; H) in terms of their Laplace transform
(see [10] or [I7, 19.2 Theorem |). The independence of p is a simple application of
Cauchy’s Theorem for analytic functions.

(b) It is noteworthy that causal, translation-invariant and bounded operators are always
of the form M (0, ) for some analytic and bounded mapping defined on a right half
plane (see [0} 31]).

Finally, we are in the position to define well-posed evolutionary problems.

Definition. Let pg € R and H a Hilbert space. Moreover, let M : Cresp, — L(H) be
analytic and bounded and A : dom(A) C H — H densely defined, closed and linear.
Then we call an equation of the form

(at,pM(at,p) +Au=f

the evolutionary equation associated with (M, A). The problem is called well-posed if
there is p1 > po such that 2M(z) 4+ A is boundedly invertible for each z € Cre>), and

CRezpy 2 21— (2M(2) + A)f1

is bounded. Moreover we set so(M, A) as the infimum over all such p; > po.



Theorem 2.6. Let pg € R and H a Hilbert space. Moreover, let M : Cresp, — L(H)
be analytic and bounded and A : dom(A) C H — H densely defined closed and lin-
ear. We assume that the evolutionary equation associated with (M, A) is well-posed.
Then 0y ,M(0;,) + A is boundedly invertible as an operator on Lo ,(R;H) for each
p > so(M,A). Moreover, the inverse

S, = (3,010, + 4) -

is causal and independent of the choice of p > so(M, A) in the sense of Proposition [2.7)

Proof. We note that the operator 0; ,M (0;,,) + A for p > so(M, A) is unitarily equivalent
to the multiplication operator on Lo(R; H) associated with the operator-valued function

F(t) = (it + p) M (it + p) + A,

see [2I, Lemma 2.2|, which is boundedly invertible by assumption. The causality and
independence of p are an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.4] since S, = N(0;,,)
for the analytic and bounded function N(z) := (2M(z) + A)~! for z € Cress(n,4). U

3 Extrapolation spaces

In this section we recall the notion of extrapolation spaces associated with a boundedly
invertible operator on some Hilbert space H. We refer to [13, Section 2.1] for the proof
of the results presented here.

Definition. Let C' : dom(C) € H — H be a densely defined, closed, linear and
boundedly invertible operator on some Hilbert space H. We define the Hilbert space

H(C) = dom(C)
equipped with the inner product

(T, 9) a1 (c) = (Cx,Cy) (x,y € dom(C)).

Moreover, we set
HY(C) = H'(C),
the dual space of H(C*).

Remark 3.1. Another way to introduce the space H~!(C) is taking the completion of H
with respect to the norm
z i ||C 7 2.

Proposition 3.2 (|13, Theorem 2.1.6]). Let C' : dom(C) C H — H be a densely defined,
closed, linear and boundedly invertible operator on some Hilbert space H. Then H'(C) —
H — H7Y(C) with dense and continuous embeddings. Here, the second embedding is
given by

H— HY(C), 2~ (dom(C*) 3y — (z,9)).



Moreover, the operator

C:HY(C)—H

s unitary and

C :dom(C) C H — H}C)
possesses a unitary extension, which will again be denoted by C.
Example 3.3. Let p # 0 and H a Hilbert space. Then we set
le(R; H):=H"(d,),
H ' (R H) == H ' (0,,).
Moreover, the Dirac distribution §; at a point ¢ € R belongs to Hp_l(R; C) and
_ e2Ptyg if p>0,
atpl(st = o >t ' P
—exr,, 1 p<O.

Indeed, for p > 0 we have that
(OkpXRz 00 P 11 (i) 1) (i) :/t (95 ) (s)e~2° ds

_ / T (e ) (s) ds

t
= p(t)e™"

for each ¢ € C°(R;C), which shows the asserted formula. The statement for p < 0
follows by the same rationale.

Proposition 3.4. Let pg > 0 and H a Hilbert space. Moreover, let M : Cresp, — H
be analytic and bounded and A : dom(A) C H — H densely defined, linear and closed
such that the evolutionary problem associated with (M, A) is well-posed. Then for each
p > so(M, A) we obtain

SolH,(R; H)] € Hy(R; H)

and
Syt La,(R; H) C H;l(R; H) — Hp—l(R; H)

s bounded and thus has a unique bounded extension to the whole Hp_l(]R; H).
Proof. The assertion follows immediately by realising that
(at,pM(at,p) + A) at,p - at,p ((9157,)]\/!(815,,,) + A) . O

We recall that for a densely defined, closed, linear operator A : dom(A) C Hy — H;
between two Hilbert spaces Hy and Hy, the operators A*A and AA* are selfadjoint and
positive. Then the moduli of A and A* are defined by

A] == VA*A, |A*| = VAA*

and are selfadjoint positive operators, too (see e.g. [30, Theorem 7.20]).



Proposition 3.5 (|13, Lemma 2.1.16]). Let Hy, Hy be Hilbert spaces and A : dom(A) C
Ho — Hy densely defined, closed and linear. Then

A:dom(A) C Hy — H Y(|A*| +1)

18 bounded and hence, possesses a bounded extension to Hy.

4 Cut-off operators

The main goal of the present section is to extend the cut-off operators xgr., and xr., for

some t € R defined on Ly ,(R; H) to the extrapolation space Hgl(R; H). For doing so,
we start with the following observation.

Lemma 4.1. Let p > 0,t € R and H be a Hilbert space. We define the operators

XRs, (M) : Ly y(R; H) = Lo p(R; H), [ (s xro,(5)f(s))
XRe,(m) 0 Lo p(Ry H) = Lo p(R; H), [ (s xr.,(5)f(s)) .

Then for f € Lo ,(R; H) we havd]
XR>¢ (m)f = at,PXRZt (m)a;plf —e (a;plf) (t+)5ta
XR<, (m)f = 8t,pXR§t (m)a;;}f + e—2pt (atjplf) (t_)ét'

Proof. We just prove the formula for xg.,(m). So, let f € La ,(R; H) and set I := 8{/)1f.
We recall from Proposition 2] (c) that

t
F(t):/ f(s)ds (t eR).
For g € C°(R; H) we compute
(Or,pXRs, (M)Op, . 9) 1100,y 11 07,)
= <XRZt (m)az;pl f’ a;pg>L2,p(]R;H)

N /tOO<F(S), —g'(s) + 2pg(s))e 2 ds

= [ UG gle)e ™ ds + Ple+)gle
t
= (Xrs, (M) f, 9) L, ,(R;H) T+ (672PtF(7§+)5t,9>H—1(at,p)xH1(a;p).

Since C°(R; H) is dense in H'(d;,) by Proposition 211 (a), we derive the asserted
formula. O

The latter representation of the cut-off operators on Lg ,(R; H) leads to the following
definition on Hp_l(R; H).

!Note that thplf has a continuous representer by Proposition 2] (e).



Definition. Let p > 0 and H a Hilbert space. For ¢t € R we define the operators

P, : dom(P,) € H,"(R; H) — H,'(R; H),
Q: : dom(Q;) C H,'(R; H) — H, ' (R; H),

with the domains

dom(P;) :={f € Hgl(R; H); (071 f)(t+) exists},

t,p
dom(Q;) = {f € H,"(R; H); (8, ) f)(t—) exists}
by
Pif =0 pxrs,(m)0; ) f — e 2 (0, f) (t+)6¢  (f € dom(F,))
and

Qif = 8t7pXR§t(m)agp1f + e 20t ((92;/)1 ) (t—)or (f € dom(Qy)).
Remark 4.2. For a function f € Lj1oc(R; H) we say that a := f(t+) for some ¢t € R if
Ve>030>0: AN{se[t,t+[;|f(s)—al >¢e)=0,

where A denotes the Lebesgue measure on R. The expression f(t—) is defined analogously.

We conclude this section by some properties of the so introduced cut-off operators.

Proposition 4.3. Let H be a Hilbert space, p > 0, y € H and s,t € R. Then the
following statements hold.

(a) 65y € dom(F;) and

oy — 0sy if s > t,
Y=Y is<t

(b) For f € dom(P;) Ndom(Q;) we obtain
J=Bf +Quf +e7((9,0) (t4) = (0, 1) (1) .

¢) For f € H-Y(R; H) we have spt f C Ry if and only if f € ker(P,). Here, the support
p <
spt f is meant in the sense of distributions.

Proof. (a) We note that o, plésy = e2rs XRs,Y and hence, s € dom(F%). Moreover,

sy if s > t,

Piosy = O pXr., (M) xm,, ye™ — e 2" (¥ xr,,y) (t+)5; = .
0 if s <t.

(b) If f € dom(P;) Ndom(Q;) we compute
Pif 4+ Quf = 0 pxws, ()0, ) [ — e 2P (0, ) f) (t4)6; + O pxre, ()0, [+ e (0, ) f) (t—)6,
= 00,p0;, = ((0,, 1) (t+) = (9, 1) (t=)) o
= f= e (0 F) (t+) = (9, F) (t=)) b



(c) Let f € Hp_l(R; H) and assume first that spt f C R<;. We first prove that agpl is
constant on R>;. For doing so, we define

V= {XRth; reH} CLy,(R;H).

Then V is a closed subspace and for g € Lo ,(R; H) we have that
[e.e]
gevt & / g(s)e™ % ds = 0.
t
For g € Ly ,(R; H) we obtain

_ =1
(XRZt(m)at,plf, 9>L2’p(R;H) =(f, (at,p) XRZt(m)g>H;1(R;H)XH;(R;H)

and an elementary computation shows
x« \—1 o s—r
(05 xaamg) () =[x, (g dr (s € )

Consequently, for ¢ € V1 we infer that (a;jp)‘l Xth(m)g = 0 on R<;. Hence,
(XRZt(m)(?;plf, g>L2’p(R;H) =0 for each g € V* and thus, XRZt(m)(?;plf € V', which
proves that 0;_ pl f is constant on R>;. In particular, this shows f € dom(P;) and

Pif = 0 pxro, (M), f — e 21 (0, ) f) (t4)6
= OrpXks, (05, f) (t4) — e (0, ) f) (t+)5
=0.

Assume on the other hand that f € ker(F;) and let ¢ € C°(Rsy; H). We then
compute, using that spt 97 ¢ C Rxy

)by oy iy o) = (O ) 108 o) Lo (Ro)
= (Pl + e (0 f) (t+)p(t)
— 0,

which gives spt f C R<;. O

5 Admissible histories for evolutionary equations
In this section we study evolutionary problems of the following form

(Or,pM(dp) + A)u =0 on Rso,
u=g¢g on R, (3)

where M and A are as in Theorem and ¢ is a given function on R.g. The first
goal is to rewrite this ‘Initial value problem’ into a proper evolutionary equations as it

10



is introduced in Section Pl For doing so, we start with some heuristics to motivate the
definition which will be made below. In particular, for the moment we will not care
about domains of operators.

We will now write (3] as an evolutionary equation for the unknown v = u|g.,, which
is the part of u to be determined. For doing so, we first assume that u € H ; (R; H) for
some p > 0, which means that v+ g € H;(R; H). We interpret the first line of (3] as

Py (0r,pM(0r,p) + A)u =0,
where Py is the cut-off operator introduced in Section [ The latter gives
0= P (9, M(0y,p) + A)u
= Py (0¢,,M(0,p) + A) v+ Py (0,pM(Orp) + A) g

= 0y, pPoM (0y,p)v + APyv — (M (04,p)v) (0+)do + Po0y,,M(0y,5)g + APog
= Oy, p PoM (0, p)v + Av + PyOy , M (01,p)g — (M (O,p)v) (0+)dp.

Since v is supported on R>q by assumption and M (0, ,) is causal by Proposition 2.4 we
infer that M(0;,,)v is also supported on Rxq and so, PyM (0;,,)v = M (0;,,)v. Hence, we
arrive at an evolutionary problem for v of the form

(0r,p M (9r,p) + A) v = (M(9r,p)v) (0+)do — Podk,pM (r)g-

Sinceu=v+g € Hg (R; H) by assumption, we infer that u is continuous by Proposition
.11 (e) and hence, the limits v(0+) and g(0—) exist and coincide. Hence, v—xgr.,9(0—) €
H ; (R; H) and vanishes on R(. The latter gives

(M(8;,)v) (0+) = (M (D) (v = XRs,9(0—))) (0+) + (M(Dr,5) Xr=09(0—)) (0+)
= (M (84,5)xRr>,9(0-)) (0+),

where in the last equality we have used that M(8;,)(v — xgr.,9(0—)) € Hj(R; H), hence
it is continuous, and vanishes on R<g due to causality. Summarising, we end up with the
following problem for v

(Or,pM(Orp) + A)v = (M(at,p)XRzog(O_)) (04)d0 — PoOr,p M (0y,p)g. (4)

Now, to make sense of (]) we need to ensure that the right hand side is well-defined. In
particular, we need that (M(8t7p)XRzog(O—)) (0+) exists. In order to ensure that, we
introduce the following notion.

Definition. Let H be a Hilbert space, pg > 0 and M : Cres,p, — L(H) be analytic and
bounded. We call M regqularising, if for all x € H, p > pg the limit

(M(Dy,p)XRs0) (04)

exists. Moreover, for p > 0 we define the space

le(RSO;H) = {f’Rgo; Ie H;(RvH)} :

11



As it turns out, this assumption suffices to obtain a well-defined expression on the right

hand side of ().

Proposition 5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space, po > 0 and M : Cres,, — L(H) be analytic
and bounded and assume that M 1is reqularising. Then for each g € H;(]RSO;H) with

p > po we have that
Or,pM (0t p)g € dom(Pp).

Proof. By assumption g = flg_, for some f € Hj(R; H). Hence, g(0—) = f(0) exists
and hence, an easy computation shows that g — XRgog(O_) € H;(R; H). Hence, also
M(0y,) (g — XRZOQ(O_)) € H;(R; H) and thus,

(M(0r,p)g) (0+4) = (M(9r,p) (9 = XR209(0-))) (04) + (M (r,p) Xr09(0-)) (0+)
exists and so, 0;,,M (0;)g € dom(P). O
We are now in the position to define the space of admissible history functions g.

Definition. Let H be a Hilbert space, pg > 0 and M : Cresp, — L(H) be analytic,
bounded and regularising. Moreover, let A : dom(A) C H — H be densely defined,
closed and linear. For notational convenience, we set

T, H)(Reoi H) = H, g (M) xro09(0-)) (0+)

and
K,:H)(R<o; H) — H,'(R; H), g+ Pydy,M(8y,)g

for p > pg. Furthermore, we assume that the evolutionary problem associated with (M, A)
is well-posed and define

His, == {g € H)(R<o; H); S, (Tpg960 — K,g) + g € H)(R; H)}

for each p > s0(M, A), the space of admissible histories. Here S, denotes the extension of
the solution operator (9;,,M (d;,)+A)~! to H;l(IR{; H) (cp. Proposition [34])). Moreover,
we set

IV, :={g(0—); g € His, }

the space of admissible initial values.

Remark 5.2. We have
Lpg = (M(0:,)9)(0—) = (M(9r,)g) (0+)

for g € H; (R<o; H). Indeed, since M (0;,,) is causal we infer

(M(9t,p)9)(0—) = (M(,p)(9 + Xr5,9(0—)))(0—)
= (M(9,p)(9 + Xr5,9(0-)))(0+),
since g + xr.,9(0—) € H;(R; H). Thus,

(M(01,)9)(0=) = (M(Dr,p)g) (0+) = (M (Dr,p)XRs,9(0-)) (04) = Tpg.

12



We come back to the heuristic computation at the beginning of this section and show,
that for g € His, the computation can be made rigorously.

Proposition 5.3. Let H be a Hilbert space, pg > 0 and M : Cresp, — L(H) be analytic,
bounded and regularising. Moreover, let A : dom(A) C H — H be densely defined, closed

and linear and assume that the evolutionary problem associated with (M, A) is well-posed.
Let p > so(M, A) and g € His,. We set

v:i=28,(T,900 — K,g)
and u = v+ g. Then sptv C R>q, u € H;(R; H) and satisfies (3).
Proof. Note that by assumption u =v+g € H; (R; H) and thus, v =u—g € Ly ,(R; H).
We prove that sptv C R>q. For doing so, we compute
Orp 0 = iy S (Tp9%0 = Kpg)
=5 (&t_,plrpgéo - atjlepg)
= Sp (TpgXRo0 — XRao(M)M(9y5)g + (M (1,5)9) (04)XR,)

and hence, spt 9 plv C Rx>q by causality of S,. The latter implies sptv C R>g. Thus, we
have u = g on R,y and we are left to show

((9,57,)M(8t,p) + A) u=0 on Ryy.
For doing so, let ¢ € C°(Rxo;dom(A*)). We compute
(0r,pM(Orp) + A) u, <P>L2,p(R;H—1(|A*\+1))xL2,p(R;H1(\A*|+1))
(U (Or,pM (Orp) + A" )Ly, (rs11)

(
(v, (O pM(Orp) + A) )iy iy + (95 (Or,pM (Orp) + AV 0) 1, (i)
<P0950 - Kpga <P>H;1(R;H)XH;(R;H) + <97 (3t,pM(at,p))* ‘P>L2,p(R;H),

where in the last line we have used (g, A*p) = 0, since sptg C R<g. Moreover, we
compute

<Fp950 — Ky, S0>H;1(R;H)pr1(R;H)

= —(K)yg, 90>H;1(R;H)xH;(R;H)

= _<3t7pXRzo(m)M(at7p g — (M(,p)g) (0+)do, <P>H;1(R;H)pr1(R;H)
= _<M(at,p)g, 8;pSD>L2,p(R;H),

where we have used two times that ¢(0) = 0. Plugging this formula in the above com-
putation, we infer that

((O6,pM (Orp) + A) Uy ) Ly, (RiH1(|A* [+1))x Lo p (R H (| A* | 4+1)) = 05

which shows the claim. O
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6 C)-semigroups associated with evolutionary problems

Throughout this section, let H be a Hilbert space, pg > 0 and M : Cres,, — L(H)
analytic, bounded and regularising. Moreover, let A : dom(A) C H — H be densely
defined, closed and linear such that the evolutionary problem associated with (M, A) is
well-posed.

In this section we aim for a Cy-semigroup associated with the evolutionary problem for
(M, A) acting on a suitable subspace of IV, x His, for p > sq(M, A). For doing so, we
first need to prove that His, is left invariant by the time evolution. The precise statement
is as follows.

Theorem 6.1. Let p > so(M,A) and g € His,. Moreover, let v = S, (I',gd0 — K,g)
and u :=v+g. Fort >0 we set h == xr.,(m)u(t +-) and w = xr.,(m)u(t +-). Then
h € His, and - -

w = Sp (th50 — Kph) .

In particular, w(0+) = h(0—) € IV,.
Proof. We first note that
(at,pM(at,p) +A) =7 (8t,pM(at,p) + A),
where Tyu == u(t + ) for u € Ly ,(R; H), and hence,
spt (O, M (0y,p) + A) iu C R<p.
The latter gives, employing the causality of M (09;,),

(Or,pM(Orp) + A) Tu = XR<g (m) (Or,p M (Oh,p) + A) Tu
= O pXRo ()M (Ohp)Teu + (M (9y,p) i) (0—)do + Ah
= Ot pXRo (M) M (9 p)h + (M (Or,p)h) (0—)do + AR
= Qo0y,pM (0r,p)h + Ah.

The latter yields

(Or,pM (Or,p) + A)w = (0, M (Or,p) + A) (reu — h)
= QOat,pM(at,p)h - at,p]w(at,p)h'

Now, since 0y, ,M (0 ,)h € dom(FPy) by causality of M(9;,,), we use Proposition 4.3 (b)
and Remark to derive

(01, M(0.p) + A) w = =Podi, .M (0p.p)h = (M (D)) (0+) — (M (0r,p)R) (0-)) do
— T',héo — K,h,

which yields the desired formula for w. Now h € His, follows, since by definition

Sp (Tphdy — Koh) + h=w+h=7u € H)(R; H). O
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The latter theorem allows for defining a semigroup associated with (M, A).

Definition. Let p > so(M, A) and set

Dy :={(9(0-),9); g € His, }.

For g € His, we set
v =5, (I'pgdo — pg)
and u := v+ g. For t > 0 we define
TY(t) :D, C IV, x His, = IV,, (g(0—),g) — v(t+),
Ty(t) :D, €1V, x His, — His,, (9(0-),9) — X, (m)Teu

and
TP(t) = (Tp( ) sz(t)) : D, C1V, x His, — IV, x His, .

We call (T?(t))i>0 the semigroup associated with (M, A).
First we show that T” defined above is indeed a strongly continuous semigroup.

Proposition 6.2. Let p > so(M,A) and T? be the semigroup associated with (M, A).
Then T? s a strongly continuous semigroup. More precisely,

TP(t+s) = TP()T7(s) (t,s>0)

and
7°(t)(9(0-),9) — (9(0-),9) (t = 0+)
in H x Ly ,(R; H) for each g € His,, .

Proof. Let g € His, and t,s > 0. We set v := S, (I'ygdo — K,g) and u := v + g. By
Theorem we have that

XRso (m)Tsu = S, (T (XRey (M) 75u) do — K (xR (M)750)) -

and thus,
TP()T*(5)(9(0-), 9) = T7(t) (uls), Xre, (m)Ts0)
= (u(t + 8), XR<o (M) TeT50)
=T"(t +5)(9(0-), 9)-
Moreover,
IT7(£)(9(0-), 9) = (9(0=), D Frx 1, (rs1r)
= l[u(t) — 9077 + Ixro (m) 700 = gll1, (o1
= [Ju(t) — u(0)|F + lxweo(m)(rew — )1, , 2.1
< ut) = wO)lF + lIlmu = ullp, @y =0 (t— 04),
by the continuity of u and the strong continuity of translation in L ,. U
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In the rest of this section we show a characterisation result, when 7% can be extended to
a Cy-semigroup on the space

——HXLa ,(
wo. e
Xp = Dp

S CH % Ly, (R; H)
for some p1 < p. We first prove a result that is suffices to consider the family 77.

Proposition 6.3. Let p > so(M,A) and p < p. Assume that
0 : D, C Xy — Cu(R>o; H)
1s bounded for some w € R. Then
T3 : Dy € X = Cryax{w)e(R>0; Lo, (R; H))
is bounded for each £ > 0.
Proof. Let € > 0 and g € His,. We note that

g(t +s) if s < —t,

(T35 (t)(9(0-), 9)) (s) = {Tlp(t +5)(g(0-),9) if —t<s<0

Hence, we may estimate for € > 0

—t

0
175000090 oy = [Nl + 9)lFe s [ 700+ 9)(a(0-). ) P as

‘ 0
< [ llts)1Pe e s et Ml (g(0-),9) [y [ et as
—t

—00
1
= ol @™ + Ml (9(0-) 9)3s ™ 55
< HQH%Q,H(R;H)GQM + MH(Q(O—),g)H%(ﬁtezmaX{“vw}t
< CeQ(maX{M,w)-l—&)tH(g(o_)7 g)H%(ﬁ

(1 - 672(w7u)t)

for each g € His,, where M denotes the norm of T{ and C = max;>o(1 + Mt)e 2t. O
In order to extend Tlp to X ff we make use of the Widder-Arendt-Theorem.

Theorem 6.4 (Widder-Arendt, [1],[2) Theorem 2.2.3]). Let H be a Hilbert space and
r € C®(Rso; H) such that

Then there is f € Loo(R>0; H) such that || f|lcc = M and

r(\) = /OOO e Mf)dt (A >0).
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Remark 6.5. The latter Theorem was first proved by Widder in the scalar-valued case
[32] and then generalised by Arendt to the vector-valued case in [I]. It is noteworthy that
the latter Theorem is also true in Banach spaces satisfying the Radon-Nikodym property
(see [4, Chapter III]) and, in fact, this property of X is equivalent to the validity of
Theorem [6.4] see [I, Theorem 1.4].

We now identify the function r mentioned in Theorem within the presented frame-
work.

Proposition 6.6. Let p > so(M,A) and g € His,. We set v = S, (I'yg900 — K,9) €
Ly ,(R;H) and
rg(A) == V2r(Lyv)(0) (A > p).

Then ry € C°(Rs,; H). Moreover,
rgN) = AM() + A)7" (M(B1,)9) (0-) = AWV2TLx(xase ()M (0,,)9)(0) ) (A > p).

Proof. We note that

(Ly0)(0) = \/% /0 T e Myydt (A p)
and hence, the regularity of r, follows. Moreover,
(9;;1) = 8;/)12;
=5, (8{pll“pg50 - 8{p1Kp9)
= Sp (TpgXRog — Xaoo () M (3ep)g + (M(t,p)9) (0+) xR0

= S) (Fpngzo — XR>g (m)M(at,p)g + (M(at,p)g)(0+)XR>o) s

where we have used the independence of p stated in Theorem Hence,
rg(A) = V2m(Lyv)(0)
= A2 (L9, \v)(0)

R MO + A)! ( Lpg — L1 (xXiso (1) M(3s,)g) (0)

" + = (M) (04))
= (AM) + 4) 7" (Tyg + (M(D1,)g) (04) = A2 L (xiso(m)M(D,)9) (0))
= (AM() + 4) 7 ((M(81,)9) (0-) = W2L (xR (1) M (D,)g) (0))

for each A\ > p, where we have used the formula for I, stated in Remark O

With these preparations at hand, we can now state and prove the main result of this
article.

17



Theorem 6.7. Let p > sq(M, A) and T? be the semigroup on D, associated with (M, A).
Moreover, for g € His, we set

rg(N) = AM(A) + 4)~" ((M(8r,)g) (0-) = W2TLx (ko (1) M (D1,)g) (0)) (A > p).

For u < p the following statements are equivalent:

——HxLy,, (R;H)

(i) T? can be extended to a Cy-semigroup on X = D, CHXLy,(RyH).

(ii) There exists M > 1 and w > p such that

N\ — )l
%HT},’“)()\)H < M ([lg(0=) Nl + 91l . ;1))

for each A > w,k € N and g € His, .

In this case

Tp XM — Cy (RZOaH)’

T3« X} = Coye(R>0; Lo,y (R; H))
are bounded for each € > 0.

Proof. (i) =(ii): Since T* : X} — X! is a Cy-semigroup, we find M > 1 and w > p such
that
ITP@) < Mt (¢ >0).

In particular, we infer that
177 (£)(9(0=), 9)|| < Me*[|[(9(0—),9)lxx (t = 0,9 € His,).

Since rg(A) = V27 Ly (T7(-)(g(0—), g)) (0) for A > w by Proposition [6.6, we infer that

I Mﬂ/ e ( W%X(HM&H

< [ et aa-). )l
~ M l00-) 9) .

which shows (ii).

(i))=(i): Let g € His, and define 7 : Ryg — H by 7(\) = r¢y(A + w) for A > 0. Then
7 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem and hence, there is f € Loo(R>o; H) with
£ lloo < M (lg(0=)llzr + llgll Lo, (r;1r)) such that

re(A +w) = /OOO e Mf(t)dt = /OOO e~ Fwltewt (1) dt
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for each A > 0. In particular, setting v := T{(-)(g(0—), g) we obtain

/OO e Muy(t)dt = ry(\) = /OO e Mt () dt (A > w)

0 0

and by analytic extension it follows that
Lyv=Lx€"f) (A>w).
Thus, v = e“" f and hence,

lo@) = el F @I < Me* (g(0-)m + llgllzs, ) -
Thus, since v is continuous on R>q, we derive that
T):D, C Xt — Cy(Rx0; H)

is bounded and can therefore be extended to a Cp-semigroup on X' Then, by Proposition
we obtain that
T2 : D, C X} — Core(Rx0; Lo u(R; H))

is also bounded for each ¢ > 0 and hence, (i) follows. O

7 Applications

7.1 Differential-algebraic equations and classical Cauchy problems

In this section we consider initial value problems of the form

(O pE +A)u=0 on Ry,

u=g on R§07

for a bounded operator E € L(H), H a Hilbert space, and a densely defined linear and
closed operator A : dom(A) C H — H. We note that this corresponds to the abstract
initial value problem (B]) with

M(z)=FE (2€C).

We assume that the evolutionary problem is well-posed, that is we assume that there is
p1 € R>q such that zE + A is boundedly invertible for each z € Cre>,, and

sup  ||(zE + A)7Y| < oo.

2€CRe>p;

We again denote the infimum over all such p; € R>g by so(E, A).
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Lemma 7.1. The function M given by M(z) .= E for z € C is reqularising. Moreover,
I'yg = Eg(0—) and K,g = 0 for each g € H;(RSO;H) and p € Rsq. In particular, for
p > so(E,A) we have that

IV, ={x € H; 5,(6Ex) — xr,x € H)(R; H)}
and
His, = {g € H)(R<o; H); g(0—) € IV}
Moreover, X)) = m X Ly, (R<o; H) for each p < p.

Proof. For x € H, p > 0 we have
M (Btp)XR=0T = XRso B

and thus, M is regularising with I',g = Eg(0—) for each g € H/} (R<o; H). Moreover, we
have
Kyg9 = PoorpEg
= Ot pXr5o (M) Eg — d0(Eg)(0+)
=0.

Hence, for g € H;(RSO;H), p > so(E, A), we have

g € His, & S,(00Eg(0—)) +g € HY)(R; H)
& Sp(60Eg(0-)) — XR209(0—) + g + Xr209(0—) € H)(R; H)
& S,(60Eg(0-)) — Xr.e9(0—) € H)(R; H)

which proves the asserted equalities for His, and IV .

Finally, let « € IV, and g € Lo ,(R<o; H) for some p < p with p > so(E, A). Then we
find a sequence (2, )nen in IV, and a sequence (pp)nen in C°(R<o; H) such that z, — «
and ¢, — g in H and Lo ,(R<q; H), respectively. Moreover, we set

t+)z, if —1<t<o,
¢n(t):{(n+ )x : e (tGRS(),TLEN)

0 else

and obtain a sequence (¥, )nenN in H;(RSO; H) with ¢, (0—) =z, for n € N and ¢,, — 0
asn — 00 in Ly ,(R<o; H). Consequently, setting g, = 1, +¢n € H;(RSO; H) forn €N
we obtain a sequence (Zn,gn)nen in D, with (z,,9,) = (z,9) in H x Ly ,(R; H) and
thus, (z,g) € X} Since the other inclusion holds obviously, this proves the assertion. [

We now inspect the space IV, a bit closer. In particular, we are able to determine its
closure IV, and a suitable dense subset of IV,.
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Proposition 7.2. We set

U:={x € dom(A4); Jy € dom(A) : Az = Ey}.
Then U C IV, and U= m for each p > so(E,A). In particular, m does not depend
on the particular choice of p > so(E, A).

Proof. Let p > so(E,A), x € U and y € dom(A) with Az = Ey. Then we compute
S, (0Ex) — XRsoZ = (O pE + A)_1 (0Er — 0Bz — XR.,AT)
= —(OipE + A) " (xroo EY)
= —(OppE + A) (01, B0, ) Xr oY)
= _815_,,)1XR20y + (atmE + A)_l(at_,plszoAy) € H; (R; H)?

which shows hat « € IV, by Lemma [Tl For showing the remaining assertion, we prove
that IV, C U. For doing so, let z € IV, and set v := S,(§Ex). Then

OtpE (v — XR2 o) = (O pFE + A)v — §Ex — Av
= —Av,

and since the left-hand side belongs to Lo ,(R; H) we infer that v € Lo ,(R;dom(A)).
Hence, (92;/)12} € H;(R; dom(A)) — C,(R;dom(A)) and so fg v(s)ds = (agplv) (t) €
dom(A) for each t > 0 and

A/O v(s)ds = Ev(t) — Ex (t > 0).

Consequently,
t
/ v(s)ds € A" ran(E)] (t >0)
0
and since v is continuous on R>¢ and hence, %fot v(s)ds — v(0+) =z ast — 0, it
suffices to prove A~![ran(E)] C U. For doing so, let y € A~ [ran(E)], i.e., y € dom(A)
and Ay = Ez for some z € H. We choose a sequence (2, )nen in dom(A) with z, — z as

n — oo and define

Yn = (AE+A) "' (\Ey + Ez,) (neN),
where A > so(E, A) is fixed. Then y,, € U, since

Ay, = ANE+ AV (A\Ey + Ez,) = E(AE + A)"' (\y + Az,) € E[dom(A)]
and since Ez, — Ez = Ay, we infer that y, — y and hence, y € U. O

Theorem 7.3. Let M(z) = FE for z € C, p > so(E,A) and let T? : D, C IV, x His, —
IV, x His, denote the semigroup associated with (M, A). Moreover, for x € H we define

£l = {(()t—i— Dz Zstee (—1,0], (t € Rey).

Then the following statements are equivalent:
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(i) TP extends to a Co-semigroup in IV, x Lo ,(R<o; H) for some p < p.

(i) There exists M > 1 and w > p such that

| (AE + 4)1E)" | < ﬁ (A >w,neN). (5)

(iii) T* extends to a Co-semigroup in IV, x Lo, (R<o; H) for each u < p.
(iv) The family of functions
S0 IV, CIV, 5 IV, oo T(D)(a. )
fort > 0 extends to a Cy-semigroup on m.

In the latter case, SP(t)z = T*(t)(x,0) for each x € IV, and t > 0.

Proof. We first compute the function r, for g € His, as it was defined in Theorem
We have that

(M (Dr,p)g) (0—) = AW2mLx (XRao (m)M (Dp)g) (0) = Eg(0—) (A > p)

and hence,

rg) = B+ A)1Eg(0-) (A > p).
Consequently,

k+1

) = (1R (AE+ A E) g(0-) (k€ No,A> p),

(i) = (ii): By Theorem 6.7 (note that X} =1V, x Lo ,(R<o; H) by Lemma[Z.1)) we know
that there exists M > 1 and w > p such that

A — w)ktt
Aol k!) = E O < M (190 1z + gl 1))

for each A > w,k € N and g € His,. Choosing now z € m we infer that

OB+ 47 E)" sl = =55 )

< % (el + 1o i)

for each A > w, n,k € N. Since f,(k-) — 0 as k — oo, we infer that

MQE+M”EWH§6%%W (A>w,neN).
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(ii) = (iii): Let u < p. By assumption, there exists M > 1,w > p such that

— W)kt
%Hré’ﬂ)()\)“ — ()\ _w)k—I—l” (()\E—i- A)—lE)k-H g(O—)H

< M|lg(0=)l[=
< M (g0 + llgllz,, 2sm)

for each A > w,k € Ng and g € His, and hence, the assertion follows from Theorem
and Lemma [T.1]
(iii) = (iv): Since T” extends to a Cp-semigroup on IV, x La(R<o; H) and since

[ fell Loy < ll#lle (z € H),

we infer that there is M > 1 and w € R such that
17 (t)z|| < 2Me||z]|  (x € 1V))
and thus, (S°(t))t>0 extends to a Cp-semigroup on IV,. Moreover, since
SP(t)a = T7 (t)(x, fz)
— (OB + A) (5o Ew)) (1
= T7(t)(x,0)
for each t > 0,z € m, we obtain the at the end asserted formula .
(iv) = (i): By assumption, there is M > 1,w € R such that
1T () (x, fo)|| < Me*||z]| (z €TV, ¢ > 0).
Moreover, since
T (t)(x,9) = T ()(x, f) (. 9) € Dy),

we infer that o
Tlp : Dp - va X Lg,ﬂ(Rgo;H) — Cw(REO;H)

is continuous and hence, the assertion follows by Proposition O

Remark 7.4. We remark that in the case of classical Cauchy problems, i.e. E = 1,
condition (B is nothing but the classical Hille-Yosida condition for generators of Cy-
semigroups (see e.g. [5, Chapter II, Theorem 3.8]). Note that in this case, U = dom(A?)
in Proposition and hence, m =U =H.

7.2 A hyperbolic delay equation
As a slight generalisation of [3] Example 3.17] we consider a concrete delay equation of

the form

n
8§pu —divkgradu — g CiT—p;0iu — coT—poOppu = 0 on Ry,
i=1

u=g on Rcg. (6)
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Here, u attains values in L9(€2) for some open set @ C R™ as underlying domain,
ho, ..., hy, > 0 are given real numbers and k, cg, . .., ¢, are bounded operators on La(2)"
and Ly (), respectively. The operators grad and div denote the usual gradient and di-
vergence with respect to the spatial variables and will be introduced rigorously later. It
is our first goal to rewrite this equation as a suitable evolutionary problem. For doing
so, we need the following definition.

Definition. Let cg,...,c, € L(L2(Q2)) and k € L(L2(2)") selfadjoint such that k£ > d
for some d € R-. We define the function M; : C — L(La(2) x La(2)™; La(2)) by

Mi(z)q = coe 0% gy — Zcik_le_hizqi (z € C,q € La(Q) x Lo (2)").
i=1

Furthermore, we define M : C\ {0} — L(La(€2) x L2(22)™) by

M(z) ( Z > = < U+2ki]1\§1(z)q >

Remark 7.5. Since (£,mu) (t) = eWHPR (£ ,u) (t) for each u € Ly ,(R; H) and t,h € R,

we have that .

M1(9ep)q = coT—noG0 — Zcik_lT—hiQi
i=1

for each ¢ € La ,(R; L2(2)™).

Obviously, the so defined function M is analytic and if we restrict it to some open half
plane Cresp, with pg > 0, it is bounded. Thus, we may consider the operator M (0 ,)
for some p > 0.

Lemma 7.6. The function M is reqularising.

Proof. We need to prove that (M(at,p)X]Rzox) (0+) exists for all x = (Z,2) € La(Q) x
Ly(2)™ and p > 0. We have that

XRood + 0 ) M1(0hp)XRo o
M(at,p)XRzox = < >0 t’lgflﬁc p >0

and since M;(0;,p) is causal, we infer that 8{p1M1(8t,p)XRZOx € H/} (R; Ly(€2)) is suppor-
ted on R and hence, (8;/)1]\/[1 (at7p)XR20$) (04+) = 0. Thus, M is regularising. O

We now rewrite (@) as an evolutionary equation. We introduce v = 0;,u and q =
k grad u as new unknowns, and rewrite (@) as

<at,pM(at,p) + < grz 1 d(i)v >> < ; > =0 on Ray. (7)

Of course (@) has to be completed by suitable boundary conditions. This will be done
by introducing the differential operators div and grad in a suitable way.
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Definition. We define grad, : dom(grady) C L2(2) — L2(2)™ as the closure of the
operator
CCOO(Q) g LQ(Q) - L2(Q)n’ P = (ajso)je{l,___7n}

and similarly divg : dom(divg) C L2(2)" — Lo(Q2) as the closure of

CE(N™ C Lo(Q)” = La(), (95)jef1,my — D 505
=1

Moreover, we set

grad := —(divg)”*
div := —(grad,)*.
Remark 7.7. We note that dom(grad,) coincides with the classical Sobolev space HE ()
of weakly differentiable Lo-functions with vanishing Dirichlet trace. Moreover, dom(grad)
is nothing but the Sobolev space H!(£2). Thus, by Green’s formula, elements in dom(divg)
may be interpreted as elements in Lo(€2)™ with distributional divergence also lying in
Ly(Q) and whose normal trace vanishes, while elements in dom(div) are just Lo(2)

vector fields with Lo(€2)-divergence. Note however, that these definitions are meaningful
for arbitrary open sets €2 and do not require any boundary regularity.

Thus, by replacing div by divg or grad by grad, in (7)), we can model homogeneous
Neumann- or Dirichlet conditions, respectively.

Lemma 7.8. We set

Ay = ( grgd dlgo ) : dom(grad) x dom(divg) C La(2) X Lo(Q)" — La(Q2) x Lo(2)"

and

Ap = ( grg 1 dév > - dom(grady) x dom(div) C Ly () x La(Q)" = Ly(€) x Ly(S)™
0

Then both operators are skew-selfadjoint, i.e. Ay = —An and A}, = —Ap.
Proof. The claim follows immediately by the definitions of the differential operators. [
We now prove that the evolutionary problems associated with (M, Ap /N ) are well-posed.

Proposition 7.9. Let cg,...,c, € L(L2(R2)) and k € L(Lo()") selfadjoint such that
k > d for some d € Rxg. Then the evolutionary problems associated with (M, Ap/n) are
well-posed.

Proof. We first note that k="' is selfadjoint and satisfies k=1 > ”—}C” Moreover, since Ap/n
is skew-selfadjoint, we infer that

Re(Ap/yz,r) =0 (z € dom(Ap/n)).
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Hence, we may estimate for x = (21, 22) € dom(Ap /y)

Re((zM (2) + Ap/n)x, z) = Re(z M (z)z, x)
= Re(zz1, 1) + Re(zk ™o, 20) + Re(My(2)x, x1)

el = 1M1 () 2l

> Rezmin{1,
1%

Moreover, we estimate

n
IM1(2)[] < fleolle™ 0% 4+ fleal[ ||~ e~ e

i=1

and hence, we infer that ||M;(2)|] — 0 as Rez — oo. Thus, we find ¢ > 0 and pg > 0
such that
Re((#M (2) + Ap;n)z, ) > cl|z]* (2 € Crexpy),

which yields the well-posedness for the evolutionary problem associated with (M, Ap / N)-
O

Remark 7.10. We note that the above proof also works for m-accretive operators A
instead of Ap . This allows for the treatment of more general boundary conditions and
we refer to [20] for a characterisation result about those boundary conditions (including
also nonlinear ones).

Having these results at hand, we are now in the position to consider the history space
for (7). From now on, to avoid cluttered notation, we will simply write A and note that
A can be replaced by Ay and Ap, respectively.

Proposition 7.11. Let p > so(M, A). Then

Lpg = ( (1) k(*)l )g(O—), K9 = XRs,(m) ( Ml(oat’”) )g

for each g € H;(Rgo; Lo(Q2) x Lo(2)™). Moreover,

{g € H;(Rgo;dom(A)) ;Vied{0,...,n}:g(—t;) =0, < (1) 2 ) Ag(0-) € dom(A)} C His,
(8)

and consequently,
X;f = (LQ(Q) X LQ(Q)”) X L27M(R§0;L2(Q) X LQ(Q)”)

for each p < p.
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Proof. Let g € H;(RSO;LQ(Q) x Lo(2)™). Then

e <<< 0 > o < e )) XR>09(0—)> (0+)
= << (1) /<;91 >XRZOQ(O—)> (0+)
( (1) kEl >g(0—),

where we have used

L ( My(®
o, < 1(()t’”) > Xk»o9(0—) € Hy(R; H)

and hence
(908 (M58 ) xecagt0) 04 = (0 (M5 ) xaat0)) 0) =0

by causality. Moreover,

K9 = Poor,p,M(0,p)g

1 0 M, (0
= Pyoy, < 0 k-l >9+XR>O(H1)< 1(0t,p) )g

= XRs, (m) ( Ml(oat”’ ) ) g,

since
1 0
spt Ok, p < 0 k-1 > g € Rep

and thus, Pyo; , < (1) k:(zl

the set on the left hand side of (§). Then, we compute

S, (50 ( (1) k91 >g(0—) — XRs,(m) ( Ml(oat”’) >g> — XR509(0-)
=S, <6o < (1) k91 )g(O—) — XRso(m) < Ml(oat’”) )g—
—8t,p< (1) k:(*)l >XR209(0—) - ( Ml(oat”’) )szog(O—) _XRZOAQ(O_)>

=-35, (XR>O(m) < M1(03t,p) > (9+ XR>09(0_))> = Sp (Xm0, 49(0-)) -

> g = 0 by Proposition 3] (c). Let now g be an element of

We now treat both terms separately. We note that

ijj(t—hj) iftZO,

0 otherwise

(X (m)ejTp; f5) () = {

27



for f; € H;(R; L2(Q)) and thus, xr.,(m)c;7p, fj € H/}(R; Ly(§2)) if fj(—h;) = 0. Thus,
by the constraints on g, we infer that

asoln) (M) (g4 x000-)) € HE R a(9) ¢ L@,

Thus, we are left to consider the last term. By assumption, we find € dom(A) with

Ag(0—) = < (1) k91 > x and hence,

_ 1 0
Sp (XRZOAQ(O_)) = at,pl*S'P <at,p < 0 k—l > XR>0:E>

o <XR20x s (( ( Ml(Oat,p) ) n A) X]RZO.%'>>

€ H)(R; Ly(Q) x La(2)"),
which proves the claim. O

We conclude this section by proving that the associated semigroup can be extended to
X} for each p < p.

Theorem 7.12. Let p > so(M,A) and let TP denote the associated semigroup with
(M, A) on D,. Then for large enough p, T? extends to a Cy-semigroup on (La(€2) x La(£2)™)x
La ,(R<o; La(2) x La()") for each p < p.

Proof. The proof will be done by a perturbation argument. For doing so, we consider
the evolutionary problem associated with (F, A), where

1 0
(1),

We note that this problem is well-posed with sq (E, A) = 0 (compare the proof of Pro-
position [L.9). We denote the associated semigroup by 7”. By Proposition we know
that the closure of the initial value space for T” is given by

{x € dom(A); E-1Az € dom(A)} = La(Q) x La(2)".
Moreover, by Theorem [Z3T* extends to a Cy-semigroup on (La(€2) x Ly(€2)™) XL ,(R<q; La(£2)
Ly(2)™) if and only if

I(AE+A)'E)"|| < ﬁ (A >w,neN)

for some M > 1, w > p. We note that E is selfadjoint and strictly positive definite and
thus,

(AE+A) ' =VE-! (A + \/E*lA\/Efl)il VE-1,
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The latter gives
(AE+4)7'E)" = VET (\+ VETAVET) "VE

for each n € N. Since A is skew-selfadjoint, so is VE~'AV E~! and thus,

IVE[IVE~]
A

| (AE+A)T'E)"| < (A >0,n € N)

and hence, T extends to a bounded Cy-semigroup on (La(€2) x Ly(€2)™) XL ,(R<q; L2(£2)
Ly(Q)™). Now we come to the semigroup 7. We will prove that 77 : D, C (La(£2) x La()™)x
Lo, (R<g; Lo(Q2) x Lo (2)™) — Co(R>0; L2(§2) x L2(£2)™) is bounded for some w € R, which
would imply the claim by Proposition Let (9(0—),g) € D,. We then have, using the
formulas in Proposition [[.11]

T{(g(0-),9) = (0r,,M(y,p) + A) " (50E9(0—) — XRs,(m) ( " ((?W) > 9>

— (s (M) ))1 (0 E9(0-)) -

— Dy, M (D) + A)~! <XR>O (m) ( M (Oat”’) > g> .

The first term in the latter expression can be rewritten as

(at,pE+ At < MilG) >>_1 (GoEg(0—)) = (1 (O B+ A)! < MilG) >>_1va (G0 Eg(0—)).

Now, since TF (5o Eg(0—)) € Lo ,(R; La(§2) x La(2)™) and [|M1(0y,,)|| — 0 as p — oo, we
infer that

-1
(Brot A (M) )} Gu0(0-) € Ly (R @)  Lat))

for p large enough by the Neumann series. Since clearly

-1
Lo(Q)x Ly(Q)" 5 z (at,pE + A+ < Ml(Oat,p) >> (boBx) € Hy (R; La(Q)x Lo (Q)")

is bounded, we obtain
-1
M
(arp+ A (M) Gotzgt0-)

for some C' > 0 by the closed graph theorem. Hence,

< Cllg(0-) £y () x Lo ()

Lg’p(R;Lg (Q)XLQ(Q)")

Hjlp(g(O‘ )’g)HL2,p(R;L2(Q)><L2(Q)n)
- My (0,
‘(&LpM(atvp) +4)7! <XRZO(m) < 1(0 o) >g>

< Cllg(0=)y@xLa@n + C1llgll L, , (®:L2(Q)x Lo @)m)
< O (g(0=), 9)| xx

< Cllg(0-) Ly @) x La)n +

Lo, p(R;L2(2) X L2(2)™)
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for suitable Cf, C > 0. Thus,
Tlp : Dp - X;f — Lg,p(Rzo;Lg(Q) X LQ(Q)”)

is bounded and hence extends to a bounded operator on X},. Moreover, for f €
CP(R>0; La(€2) x La(2)™) we may estimate

(0, E+ A1) )] = H/O T}U(t —$)E7f(s)ds

t
< M|E| /0 1£(s)] s

M| E~!
< %”f”LQ,p(R;LQ(Q)XLQ(Q)n)ept

for each t > 0, which proves that
(Orp B+ A) 12 Lo p(Rx05 La(€) x La(Q)") = Cp(Rx0; L2(2) x La(€2)")

is bounded. Now, let (z,9) € X} and set u == T{(x,9) € Lo ,(R>0; L2(Q2) x La(2)™).

Then
(B0 E + A)u = 8Bz — R, (m) ( M, (Oat,p) ) g ( M, (Oat,p) ) y

and hence, we derive that

u= (0, E+ A" (50Ex — XRs(m) < Ml(oat”’) ) g- < My (Oat”’) ) u)
= (0.0) = @O+ A (o) (M) ) g (M) ) )

€ Cp(R>0; L2(2) x Lo()")
and hence, again by the closed graph theorem
Tlp : Xg — CP(RZO;LQ(Q) X LQ(Q)”)

is bounded. O
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