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Abstract

We establish in this paper, an existence and uniqueness result of right continuous
with bounded variation solution for a perturbed differential inclusion governed by time-
dependent maximal monotone operators.
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1 Introduction

Let I = [0, T ] (T > 0). We consider in this paper, in a separable Hilbert space H, the
following perturbed evolution differential inclusion

−Du(t) ∈ A(t)u(t) + f(t, u(t)) a.e., u(0) = u0, (1.1)

where for each t ∈ I, A(t) is a maximal monotone operator of H, and where the set-valued
map t 7→ A(t) is right continuous with bounded variation (BVRC), in the sense that there
exists a function ρ : I → [0,∞[, which is right continuous on [0, T [ and nondecreasing with
ρ(0) = 0 and ρ(T ) < ∞ such that

dis(A(t), A(s)) ≤ dρ(]s, t]) = ρ(t)− ρ(s) 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T,

here dis(·, ·) is the pseudo-distance between maximal monotone operators introduced by
Vladimirov [29]; see relation (2.9), and f : I × H −→ H is measurable in t and satisfies
a Lipschitz condition w.r.t the second variable. For the study of problem (1.1) without
perturbation, we refer to Theorem 1 in [16].
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dalilalaouir@univ-jijel.dz

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.07376v1


Our result extends to the BVRC time-depend maximal monotone operators, Theorem
3.1 in [6], dealing with BVC (continuous with bounded variation) time-dependent maximal
monotone operators, and Theorem 4.1 in [1] dealing with BVRC sweeping processes.

It is worth to mention that in the recent work by Azzam et al [7], the authors gave a
theorem on the existence and uniqueness of a BVRC solution to problem (1.1), by assuming
that the domain of the operator A(t) is ball-compact. In the present paper, we will establish
the same result without any compactness assumption. Actually, we will prove the Cauchy
criteria to conclude the convergence of our approximate sequence to the desired solution, by
following ideas in the proofs of Theorem 3.1 in [6] and Theorem 4.1 in [1].

Let λ be the Lebesgue measure on I and dρ the Stieljes measure associated with ρ. We
set ν := λ+ dρ and dλ

dν
the density of λ w.r.t ν. By a solution of (1.1), we mean that there

exists a BVRC mapping u : I −→ H satisfying

(Pf )















u(0) = u0 ∈ D(A(0));

u(t) ∈ D(A(t)) ∀t ∈ I;

−
du

dν
(t) ∈ A(t)u(t) + f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t) dν − a.e. t ∈ I,

where du
dν

denotes the density of u w.r.t ν.
There is an intensive study on differential inclusions governed by time-dependent and

time and state dependent maximal monotone operators, where the variation of the operator
is absolutely continuous or continuous with bounded variation; see for instance [3, 4, 5, 6, 11,
15, 16, 17, 25, 26, 28, 29]. However, there are few works concerning (Pf ) when the variation of
the operator A(t) is right continuous with bounded variation (BVRC). Actually, to the best
of our knowledge, there is an existence result to (P0) (f = 0) in [16] and for the perturbed
problem we refer to the recent reference [7].

Differential inclusions governed by time-dependent maximal monotone operators consti-
tute generalization of the so called ”sweeping process”, that is differential inclusions governed
by the normal cone to closed and convex moving sets, since this normal cone is a maximal
monotone operator. This process was introduced and widely studied by J.J. Moreau; we
cite for instance [19, 20]. We can also refer to the book of Monteiro-Marques [18]. Follow-
ing the results of Moreau, several extensions in diverse directions, in particular perturbed
sweeping processes, have been studied in the literature, where the moving sets in the normal
cone have absolutely continuous variation or continuous and bounded in variation (BVC).
The BVRC case was also deeply discussed in many interesting papers; we cite for instance
[1, 2, 10, 13, 14, 21, 24, 27].

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give notations and recall the preliminary
results that we need in the sequel. In section 3, we prove the existence and uniqueness of
a right continuous with bounded variation solution to the evolution problem (Pf ) when
t 7→ A(t) is BVRC and the perturbation f : I ×H −→ H is measurable on I and satisfies a
Lipschitz condition w.r.t the second variable.
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2 Notations and Preliminaries

From now on, I := [0, T ] (T > 0) is an interval of R and (H, 〈·, ·〉) is a separable Hilbert
space. Its norm will be denoted by ‖ · ‖, and its unit closed ball (resp. closed ball of center 0
and radius r > 0) will be denoted by BH (resp. rBH). We will denote by B(I) (resp. B(H))
the Borel tribe on I (resp. on H). The identity mapping of H will be denoted by IdH. For
a subset K of H, co(K) will be the closed convex hull of K, which is characterized by:

co(K) =
{

y ∈ H : 〈y, x〉 ≤ sup
z∈K

〈z, x〉 ∀x ∈ K
}

. (2.1)

If µ is a positive measure on I, we will denote by Lp(I,H;µ) p ∈ [1,+∞[ (resp. p = +∞),
the Banach space of classes of p-µ-integrable (resp. µ-essentially bounded) functions equipped
with its classical norm ‖ · ‖p (resp. ‖ · ‖∞).

We introduce in the following, definitions and some properties of functions with bounded
variation and general vector measures. We refer to [18, 21, 22, 23] for more details.

Let u : I −→ H. The variation of u in I is the nonnegative extended real number

var(u; I) := sup

n
∑

k=1

‖u(tk)− u(tk−1)‖, (2.2)

where the supremum is taken in [0,+∞] w.r.t all the finite sequences t0 < t1 < · · · < tn of
points of I (n is arbitrary). The function u is said with bounded variation (BV) if and only
if var(u; I) < +∞, and we write u ∈ BV (I,H). In this case we have

lim
s↑t

‖u(t)− u(s)‖ = lim
s↑t

var(u; [s, t]).

Now, let µ be a positive Radon measure on I and µ̂ be anH-valued measure on I admitting
a density dµ̂

dµ
∈ L1

loc(I;H;µ). Then for dµ-almost every t ∈ I, we have

dµ̂

dµ
(t) = lim

ε↓0

dµ̂([t, t+ ε])

dµ([t, t+ ε])
= lim

ε↓0

dµ̂([t− ε, t])

dµ([t− ε, t])
. (2.3)

The measure µ̂ is absolutely continuous w.r.t µ if and only if µ̂ = dµ̂
dµ
µ, i.e., dµ̂

dµ
is a density

of µ̂ w.r.t µ. In this case a mapping u : I −→ H is µ̂-integrable if and only if the mapping
t 7→ u(t)dµ̂

dµ
(t) is µ-integrable, and we have

∫

I

u(t)dµ̂(t) =

∫

I

u(t)
dµ̂

dµ
(t)dµ(t). (2.4)

If u : I −→ H is BVRC and du is its differential measure, then we have

u(t) = u(s) +

∫

]s,t]
du ∀s, t ∈ I (s ≤ t). (2.5)

Conversely, if there exists v ∈ L1(I,H;µ) such that u(t) = u(0) +
∫

]0,t] v dµ for all t ∈ I, then
u is BVRC and du = v dµ, that is v is a density of the vector measure du w.r.t the measure
µ. So that by (2.3), we get

v(t) =
du

dµ
(t) = lim

ε↓0

du([t, t+ ε])

dµ([t, t+ ε])
= lim

ε↓0

du([t− ε, t])

dµ([t− ε, t])
. (2.6)
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If µ({t}) > 0, this last relation shows that

v(t) =
du

dµ
(t) =

du({t})

dµ({t})
and

dλ

dµ
(t) = 0. (2.7)

The following lemmas will be needed in our proof.

Lemma 2.1 ([22]) Let µ be a positive Radon measure on I and u : I −→ H a BVRC
mapping such that its differential measure du has a density du

dµ
w.r.t µ. Then the real function

ϕ : t 7→ ϕ(t) = ‖u(t)‖2 is BVRC and its differential measure dϕ satisfies

dϕ ≤ 2
〈

u,
du

dµ

〉

dµ. (2.8)

Lemma 2.2 ([9], Lemma 2.1) Let µ be a positive Radon measure on I. Let g ∈ L1(I,R;µ)
be a nonnegative function and β ≥ 0 be such that, ∀t ∈ I, 0 ≤ µ({t})g(t) ≤ β < 1. Let
ϕ ∈ L∞(I,R;µ) be a nonnegative function satisfying

ϕ(t) ≤ α+

∫

]0,t]
g(s)ϕ(s)µ(ds) ∀t ∈ I,

where α is a nonnegative constant. Then

ϕ(t) ≤ α exp
( 1

1− β

∫

]0,t]
g(s)µ(ds)

)

∀t ∈ I.

Lemma 2.3 Let (αi), (βi), (γi) and (ai) be sequences of nonnegative real numbers such that
ai+1 ≤ αi + βi

(

a0 + a1 + · · ·+ ai−1

)

+ (1 + γi)ai for i ∈ N. Then

aj ≤

(

a0 +

j−1
∑

k=0

αk

)

exp

( j−1
∑

k=0

(

kβk + γk
)

)

for j ∈ N
∗.

We finish this section by the definition and some properties of maximal monotone oper-
ators. We refer the reader to [8, 12, 30] for these concepts.

Let A : H ⇒ H be a set-valued map. We denote by D(A), R(A) and Gr(A) its domain,
range and graph. We say that the operator A is monotone, if 〈y1 − y2, x1 − x2〉 ≥ 0 for all
(xi, yi) ∈ Gr(A) (i = 1, 2), and we say that A is a maximal monotone operator of H, if it is
monotone and its graph could not be contained strictly in the graph of any other monotone
operator.

If A is a maximal monotone operator of H, then for every x ∈ D(A), A(x) is nonempty
closed and convex. We denote the projection of the origin on the set A(x) by A0(x).

For η > 0, we denote by JA
η = (IdH+ηA)−1 the resolvent of A. It is well-known that this

operator is single-valued and defined on all of H, furthermore JA
η (x) ∈ D(A), for all x ∈ H.

Let A : D(A) ⊂ H ⇒ H and B : D(B) ⊂ H ⇒ H be two maximal monotone operators.
Then, dis(A,B) is the Vladimirov’s pseudo-distance between A and B, defined as follows

dis(A,B) = sup

{

〈y − y′, x′ − x〉

1 + ‖y‖+ ‖y′‖
: (x, y) ∈ Gr(A), (x′, y′) ∈ Gr(B)

}

. (2.9)

The following lemmas are also needed. We refer to [16] for their proofs.
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Lemma 2.4 Let A be a maximal monotone operator of H. If x ∈ D(A) and y ∈ H are such
that

〈A0(z)− y, z − x〉 ≥ 0 ∀z ∈ D(A),

then x ∈ D(A) and y ∈ A(x).

Lemma 2.5 Let An (n ∈ N) and A be maximal monotone operators of H such that dis(An, A) →
0. Suppose also that xn ∈ D(An) with xn → x and yn ∈ An(xn) with yn → y weakly for some
x, y ∈ E. Then x ∈ D(A) and y ∈ A(x).

Lemma 2.6 Let A and B be maximal monotone operators of H. Then
1) for η > 0 and x ∈ D(A)

‖x− JB
η (x)‖ ≤ η‖A0(x)‖+ dis(A,B) +

√

η
(

1 + ‖A0(x)‖
)

dis(A,B).

2) For η > 0 and x, x′ ∈ E

‖JA
η (x)− JA

η (x′)‖ ≤ ‖x− x′‖.

Lemma 2.7 Let An (n ∈ N) and A be maximal monotone operators of H such that dis(An, A) →
0 and ‖A0

n(x)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖x‖) for some c > 0, all n ∈ N and x ∈ D(An). Then for every
z ∈ D(A) there exists a sequence (ζn) such that

ζn ∈ D(An), ζn → z and A0
n(ζn) → A0(z).

We will establish our main result under the following hypotheses.
(H1) There exists a function ρ : I −→ [0,+∞[ which is right continuous on [0, T [ and
nondecreasing with ρ(0) = 0 and ρ(T ) < +∞ such that

dis(A(t), A(s)) ≤ dρ(]s, t]) = ρ(t)− ρ(s) for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T.

(H2) There exists a nonnegative real constant c such that

‖A0(t, x)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖x‖) for t ∈ I, x ∈ D(A(t)).

(H3) There exists a nonnegative real constant m such that

‖f(t, x)‖ ≤ m(1 + ‖x‖) ∀(t, x) ∈ I ×H.

(H4) There exists α ∈ L1(I,R;λ) such that

‖f(t, x)− f(t, y)‖ ≤ α(t)‖x − y‖ ∀(t, x, y) ∈ I ×H×H.
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3 Main result

Now we are able to state our main theorem.

Theorem 3.1 Let for every t ∈ I, A(t) : D(A(t)) ⊂ H ⇒ H be a maximal monotone
operator satisfying (H1) and (H2). Let f : I × H −→ H be such that for any fixed x ∈ H,
f(·, x) is

(

B(I),B(H)
)

-measurable and (H3), (H4) are satisfied.
Then for any u0 ∈ D(A(0)), there exists a unique BVRC solution u : I −→ H to the problem

(Pf )















−
du

dν
(t) ∈ A(t)u(t) + f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t) ν − a.e. t ∈ I;

u(t) ∈ D(A(t)) ∀t ∈ I;

u(0) = u0.

Proof. Following Castaing et al [13], we can choose a sequence (εn) ⊂]0, 1] such that εn ↓ 0
and a partition 0 = tn0 < tn1 < · · · < tnqn = T of I, for which we have

ν(]tni , t
n
i+1]) = |tni+1 − tni |+ dρ(]tni , t

n
i+1]) ≤ εn for i = 0, ..., qn − 1. (3.1)

For each i ∈ {0, ..., qn − 1}, put Ini =]tni , t
n
i+1],

δni+1 = dρ(]tni , t
n
i+1]), ηni+1 = tni+1 − tni , βn

i+1 = ν(]tni , t
n
i+1]). (3.2)

For every n ∈ N, put un0 = u0 ∈ D(A(0)), and let us define by induction, the sequence
(uni )0≤i≤qn−1 such that

uni+1 = Jn
i+1

(

uni −

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

(3.3)

where Jn
i+1 := J

A(tni+1
)

βn
i+1

=
(

IdH + βn
i+1A(t

n
i+1)

)−1
.

Clearly, by the properties of the resolvent, we have uni+1 ∈ D(A(tni+1)) and

−
1

βn
i+1

(

uni+1 − uni +

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

∈ A(tni+1)u
n
i+1. (3.4)

For t ∈ [tni , t
n
i+1[, i = 0, ..., qn − 1, set

un(t) = uni +
ν(]tni , t])

ν(]tni , t
n
i+1])

(

uni+1 − uni +

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

−

∫ t

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s), (3.5)

and un(T ) = unqn . So that un(t
n
i ) = uni and un is a BVRC mapping on I.
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Step 1. We prove in this step that the sequence (un) is bounded in norm and in variation.
Using Lemma 2.6, we have from (3.3), (H1), (H2) and (H3), for i = 0, 1, · · · , qn − 1,

‖uni+1 − uni ‖ ≤
∥

∥

∥
Jn
i+1

(

uni −

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

− Jn
i+1(u

n
i )
∥

∥

∥
+

∥

∥Jn
i+1(u

n
i )− uni

∥

∥

≤

∫ tni+1

tni

‖f(s, uni )‖dλ(s) + βn
i+1‖A

0(tni , u
n
i )‖+ dis

(

A(tni+1), A(t
n
i )
)

+
√

βn
i+1

(

1 + ‖A0(tni , u
n
i )‖

)

dis
(

A(tni+1), A(t
n
i )
)

≤ m(1 + ‖uni ‖)β
n
i+1 +

(

1 + c(1 + ‖uni ‖)
)

βn
i+1 +

√

(

1 + c(1 + ‖uni ‖)
)

(βn
i+1)

2

≤ m(1 + ‖uni ‖)β
n
i+1 +

(

1 + c(1 + ‖uni ‖)
)

βn
i+1 +

(

1 + c(1 + ‖uni ‖)
)

βn
i+1,

that is,
‖uni+1 − uni ‖ ≤

(

(2c+m)‖uni ‖+ 2(1 + c) +m
)

βn
i+1, (3.6)

which entails
‖uni+1‖ ≤

(

1 + (2c +m)βn
i+1

)

‖uni ‖+
(

2(1 + c) +m
)

βn
i+1.

Applying Lemma 2.3, we get

‖uni ‖ ≤
(

‖u0‖+
(

2(1 + c) +m
)

i−1
∑

j=0

βn
j+1

)

exp
(

(2c+m)

i−1
∑

j=0

βn
j+1

)

≤
(

‖u0‖+
(

2(1 + c) +m
)

ν(]0, T ])
)

exp
(

(2c+m)ν(]0, T ])
)

=: m1,

using this last estimate in (3.6), we obtain

‖uni+1 − uni ‖ ≤
(

(2c +m)m1 + 2(1 + c) +m
)

βn
i+1 =: m2β

n
i+1.

Consequently,

‖uni ‖ ≤ M ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ qn and ‖uni+1 − uni ‖ ≤ Mν(]tni , t
n
i+1]) ∀ 0 ≤ i < qn, (3.7)

where M = max(m1,m2). Now, for t ∈ [tni , t
n
i+1[, we have from (3.1), (3.5) and (3.7),

‖un(t)− uni ‖ =
∥

∥

∥

ν(]tni , t])

ν(]tni , t
n
i+1])

(

uni+1 − uni +

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

−

∫ t

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖uni+1 − uni ‖+ 2m(1 + ‖uni ‖)δ
n
i+1 ≤ Mεn + 2m(1 +M)εn =: M1εn.(3.8)

This last relation gives us, for all n ∈ N,

‖un(t)‖ ≤ M +M1εn ≤ M +M1 =: M2 ∀t ∈ I,

that is
sup
n

‖un‖ = sup
n

(

sup
t∈I

‖un(t)‖
)

≤ M2. (3.9)
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Step 2. Convergence of the sequences (un) and (dun

dν
).

Define the functions φn, θn : I −→ I by

φn(t) = tni , θn(t) = tni+1 for t ∈]tni , t
n
i+1], i = 0, 1, ..., qn − 1, and φn(0) = θn(0) = 0,

and set for all t ∈ I,

Bn(t) =

qn−1
∑

i=0

1

ν(]tni , t
n
i+1])

(

uni+1 − uni +

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

χ]tni ,t
n
i+1

](t),

where χJ(.) is the characteristic function of the set J ⊂ I. Whence, by (3.5), it is clear that

un(t) = u0 +

∫

]0,t]
Bn(s)dν(s)−

∫

]0,t]
f(s, un(φn(s)))dλ(s).

Since dλ
dν

is a density of λ w.r.t ν, then by (2.4), we get for every t ∈ I,

un(t) = u0 +

∫

]0,t]

(

Bn(s)− f(s, un(φn(s)))
dλ

dν
(s)

)

dν(s),

so that, dun

dν
is a density of the vector measure dun w.r.t ν and for ν-almost every t ∈ I,

dun

dν
(t) = Bn(t)− f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ

dν
(t),

that is, by the definition of Bn, for ν-almost every t ∈ I,

dun

dν
(t)+f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ

dν
(t) =

qn−1
∑

i=0

1

ν(]tni , t
n
i+1])

(

uni+1−uni +

∫ tni+1

tni

f(s, uni )dλ(s)
)

χ]tni ,t
n
i+1

](t).

(3.10)
From (H3), (3.7) and (3.10), it results that

∥

∥

∥

dun

dν
(t) + f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ

dν
(t)

∥

∥

∥
≤ M +m(1 +M) =: M3 ν − a.e. t ∈ I. (3.11)

On the other hand, we know that ν = dρ+ λ, whence dλ
dν
(t) ≤ 1. So that, by (H3) and (3.7),

it follows that
∥

∥

∥
f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ

dν
(t)

∥

∥

∥
≤ m(1 +M) =: M4 ν − a.e. t ∈ I, (3.12)

consequently, there is a Borel subset J ⊂ I with ν(J) = 0, such that

∥

∥

∥

dun

dν
(t)

∥

∥

∥
≤ M3 +M4 =: M5 ∀t ∈ I \ J. (3.13)

Now, observe that by (3.4) and (3.10), for each n ∈ N, there is a Borel subset Jn ⊂ I with
ν(Jn) = 0 such that

dun

dν
(t) + f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ

dν
(t) ∈ −A(θn(t))un(θn(t)) ∀t ∈ I \ Jn, (3.14)
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moreover,
un(θn(t)) ∈ D

(

A(θn(t))
)

∀t ∈ I. (3.15)

We will show in the following, that (un) is a Cauchy sequence.
Let m,n ∈ N. Set for all t ∈ I, fn(t) := f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ
dν
(t). From (H1) and relations (3.14),

(3.11), we have for ν-a.e. t ∈ I,
〈

un(θn(t))− um(θm(t)),
dun

dν
(t) + fn(t)−

dum

dν
(t)− fm(t)

〉

≤
(

1 +
∥

∥

dun

dν
(t) + fn(t)

∥

∥ +
∥

∥

dum

dν
(t) + fm(t)

∥

∥

)

dis(A(θn(t)), A(θm(t)))

≤ (1 + 2M3)|ρ(θn(t))− ρ(θm(t))| ≤ (1 + 2M3)
(

|ρ(θn(t))− t|+ |ρ(θm(t))− t|
)

≤ (1 + 2M3)
(

dρ(]t, θn(t)]) + dρ(]t, θm(t)])
)

.

On the other hand, from (3.11) and (3.13),
〈

un(t)− un(θn(t))− um(t) + um(θm(t)),
dun

dν
(t) + fn(t)−

dum

dν
(t)− fm(t)

〉

≤ 2M3

(

‖un(t)− un(θn(t))‖ + ‖um(t)− um(θm(t))‖
)

≤ 2M3M5

(

ν(]t, θn(t)]) + ν(]t, θm(t)])
)

.

Combining these last relations, we get for ν-a.e. t ∈ I,
〈

un(t)− um(t),
dun

dν
(t)−

dum

dν
(t)

〉

=
〈

un(t)− un(θn(t))− um(t) + um(θm(t)),
dun

dν
(t) + fn(t)−

dum

dν
(t)− fm(t)

〉

+
〈

un(θn(t))− um(θm(t)),
dun

dν
(t) + fn(t)−

dum

dν
(t)− fm(t)

〉

+
〈

un(t)− um(t),−fn(t) + fm(t)
〉

≤ 2M3M5

(

ν(]t, θn(t)]) + ν(]t, θm(t)])
)

+ (1 + 2M3)
(

dρ(]t, θn(t)]) + dρ(]t, θm(t)])
)

+
〈

un(t)− um(t),−fn(t) + fm(t)
〉

≤ c1
(

σn(t) + σm(t)
)

+
〈

un(t)− um(t),−fn(t) + fm(t)
〉

, (3.16)

where, c1 := 2M3M5 + (1 + 2M3) and σn(t) = ν(]t, θn(t)]). Let us examine the last term in
the preceding estimate. For all t ∈ I, we have by (H4)

〈

un(t)− um(t),−fn(t) + fm(t)
〉

=
〈

un(t)− um(t),−f(t, un(φn(t)))
dλ

dν
(t) + f(t, um(φm(t)))

dλ

dν
(t)

〉

≤ ‖un(t)− um(t)‖
(

α(t)
dλ

dν
(t)‖un(φn(t))− um(φm(t))‖

)

≤ α(t)
dλ

dν
(t)‖un(t)− um(t)‖

(

‖un(φn(t))− un(t)‖ + ‖un(t)− um(t)‖+ ‖um(t)− um(φm(t))‖
)

≤ α(t)
dλ

dν
(t)‖un(t)− um(t)‖2 + γn,m(t),

9



where,

α(t)
dλ

dν
(t)‖un(t)− um(t)‖

(

‖un(φn(t))− un(t)‖+ ‖um(t)− um(φm(t))‖
)

≤ M5α(t)‖un(t)− um(t)‖
(

ν(]φn(t), t]) + ν(]φm(t), t])
)dλ

dν
(t) =: γn,m(t).

Replacing in (3.16), its results that for ν-a.e. t ∈ I,

〈

un(t)− um(t),
dun

dν
(t)−

dum

dν
(t)

〉

≤ α(t)
dλ

dν
(t)‖un(t)− um(t)‖2 +∆n,m(t), (3.17)

where ∆n,m(t) := c1
(

σn(t) + σm(t)
)

+ γn,m(t). Since ρ is right continuous, it is clear that for

all t ∈ I, σn(t) → 0 as n → ∞. On the other hand, we have for all t ∈ I, ν(]φn(t), t])
dλ
dν
(t) →

ν({t})dλ
dν
(t) = 0 thanks to (2.7). This shows that γn,m(t) → 0 as n,m → ∞ since from (3.9),

‖un(t)‖ ≤ M2. We conclude that

∆n,m(t) −→ 0 as n,m → ∞, (3.18)

and by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,
∫

]0,T ]
∆n,m(t) dν(t) −→ 0 as n,m → ∞.

Applying Lemma 2.1, we get from (3.17), taking account that ‖un(0) − um(0)‖ = 0,

‖un(t)− um(t)‖2 ≤ 2

∫

]0,t]

(

α(s)
dλ

dν
(s)‖un(s)− um(s)‖2

)

dν(s) + 2

∫

]0,T ]
∆n,m(s) dν(s).

Since (see (2.7)) α(s)dλ
dν
(s)ν({s}) = 0 < 1, we get by Lemma 2.2,

‖un(t)− um(t)‖2 ≤
(

2

∫

]0,T ]
∆n,m(s) dν(s)

)

exp
(

2

∫

]0,t]

(

α(s)
dλ

dν
(s)

)

dν(s)
)

=
(

2

∫

]0,T ]
∆n,m(s) dν(s)

)

exp
(

2

∫

]0,t]
α(s)dλ(s)

)

,

so that

sup
t∈I

‖un(t)− um(t)‖2 ≤
(

2

∫

]0,T ]
∆n,m(s) dν(s)

)

exp
(

2

∫

]0,T ]
α(s)dλ(s)

)

.

We conclude, by (3.18), that (un) is a Cauchy sequence w.r.t the norm of uniform convergence
on the space of H-valued bounded mappings defined on I. This implies that (un) converges
uniformly on I to some mapping u.

Now, observe that the sequence (dun

dν
) is bounded in L2(I,H; ν) due to relation (3.13), so

that it converges weakly in L2(I,H; ν) to some mapping w ∈ L2(I,H; ν). In particular, for
all t ∈ I

∫

]0,t]

dun

dν
(s) dν(s) −→

∫

]0,t]
w(s) dν(s) weakly in H.

10



Since dun

dν
is a density of the vector measure dun w.r.t the measure ν, we have for all t ∈ I,

un(t) = u0 +

∫

]0,t]

dun

dν
(s) dν(s)

and since (un(t)) converges strongly inH and then weakly to u(t), we deduce by what precedes
that

u(t) = u0 +

∫

]0,t]
w(s) dν(s) ∀t ∈ I.

This shows that u is right continuous with bounded variation and for ν-a.e. t ∈ I, du
dν

= w.

Consequently, (dun

dν
) converges weakly in L2(I,H; ν) to du

dν
.

Step 3. Existence of solution.
First, observe that from (3.15), un(θn(t)) ∈ D

(

A(θn(t))
)

for all t ∈ I. Also, we have that for
all t ∈ I,

dis
(

A(θn(t)), A(t)
)

≤ |ρ(θn(t))− ρ(t)| −→ 0 as n → ∞,

and from (3.13),

‖un(θn(t))− un(t)‖ ≤ M5ν(]t, θn(t)]) −→ 0 as n → ∞,

so that,

‖un(θn(t))− u(t)‖ ≤ ‖un(θn(t))− un(t)‖+ ‖un(t)− u(t)‖ −→ 0 as n → ∞. (3.19)

On the other hand, by (3.9) and (H2), we have that the sequence
(

A0
(

θn(t), un(θn(t))
))

is
bounded in H, and hence it is weakly relatively compact. Using all these facts, we conclude
by Lemma 2.5, that u(t) ∈ D(A(t)) for all t ∈ I.

Next, since the sequence (dun

dν
) converges weakly in L2(I,H; ν) to du

dν
, by Mazur’s theorem,

there is a sequence (ξn) such that for each n ∈ N, ξn ∈ co{duk

dν
; k ≥ n}, and (ξn) converges

strongly in L2(I,H; ν) to du
dν
. So that, there is a subsequence (ξnj

), which converges ν-almost

every where to du
dν
. This means the existence of a Borel subset J ′ ⊂ I, with ν(J ′) = 0 and for

t ∈ I \ J ′,

ξnj
(t) −→

du

dν
(t) ∈

⋂

n

co
{duk

dν
; k ≥ n

}

.

This implies, by (2.1), that for any fixed η ∈ H,

〈du

dν
(t), η

〉

≤ lim sup
n→∞

〈dun

dν
(t), η

〉

. (3.20)

To prove that u is a solution to our considered problem, we will use Lemma 2.4. Since
u(t) ∈ D(A(t)) for all t ∈ I, we have to show that for ν-almost every fixed t ∈ I and for any
z ∈ D(A(t))

〈

A0(t, z) +
du

dν
(t) + f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t), z − u(t)

〉

≥ 0.
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Indeed, let t ∈ I. By (H2), using Lemma 2.7, we can ensure the existence of a sequence (ζn)n,
such that

ζn ∈ D(A(θn(t))), ζn −→ z and A0
(

θn(t), ζn
)

−→ A0(t, z). (3.21)

Since A(θn(t)) is monotone, using (3.14), we have for each n ∈ N and t ∈ I \ Jn,

〈

un(θn(t))− ζn,
dun

dν
(t) + f(t, un(φn(t)))

dλ

dν
(t) +A0(θn(t), ζn)

〉

≤ 0. (3.22)

On the other hand, we have from (H4) and (3.13)

‖f(t, un(φn(t))
dλ

dν
(t)− f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t)‖ ≤ α(t)‖un(φn(t))− u(t)‖

dλ

dν
(t)

≤ α(t)(‖un(φn(t))− un(t)‖+ ‖un(t)− u(t)‖)
dλ

dν
(t)

≤ α(t)(M5ν(]φn(t), t]) + ‖un(t)− u(t)‖)
dλ

dν
(t),

whence by the uniform convergence of (un) to u and relation (2.7), it results that for all t ∈ I,

f(t, un(φn(t))
dλ

dν
(t) −→ f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t) as n → ∞. (3.23)

Now, let t ∈ I \
(

J ∪ J ′ ∪ (
⋃

n
Jn)

)

. From (3.20), we have

〈du

dν
(t), u(t) − z

〉

≤ lim sup
n→∞

〈dun

dν
(t), u(t)− z

〉

,

and since from (3.13) and (3.22), we have for each n ∈ N,

〈dun

dν
(t), u(t) − z

〉

≤
〈dun

dν
(t), u(t)− un(θn(t))

〉

+
〈dun

dν
(t), un(θn(t))− ζn

〉

+
〈dun

dν
(t), ζn − z

〉

≤ M5

(

‖u(t) − un(θn(t))‖+ ‖ζn − z‖
)

+
〈dun

dν
(t), un(θn(t))− ζn

〉

≤ M5

(

‖u(t) − un(θn(t))‖+ ‖ζn − z‖
)

+
〈

f(t, un(φn(t)))
dλ

dν
(t) +A0(θn(t), ζn), ζn − un(θn(t))

〉

we conclude, using (3.19), (3.21) and (3.23), that

〈du

dν
(t), u(t) − z

〉

≤
〈

f(t, u(t))
dλ

dν
(t) +A0(t, z), z − u(t)

〉

, (3.24)

which, with the fact that u(t) ∈ D(A(t)) and u(0) = u0, means that u is a BVRC solution to
our problem.

Step 4. Uniqueness of the solution.
Let u, v be two BVRC solutions of (Pf ). By the monotonicity of the operator A(t), we get
for ν-a.e. t ∈ I,

〈

−
du

dν
(t)− f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t) +

dv

dν
(t) + f(t, v(t))

dλ

dν
(t), u(t) − v(t)

〉

≥ 0,
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that is

〈du

dν
(t)−

dv

dν
(t), u(t) − v(t)

〉

≤
〈

f(t, v(t))
dλ

dν
(t)− f(t, u(t))

dλ

dν
(t), u(t) − v(t)

〉

,

and by (H4), we obtain

〈du

dν
(t)−

dv

dν
(t), u(t) − v(t)

〉

≤ α(t)
dλ

dν
(t)‖u(t) − v(t)‖2.

Then, an application of Lemma 2.1 taking account that u(0) = v(0) = u0, gives us for all
t ∈]0, T ],

‖u(t)− v(t)‖2 ≤ 2

∫

]0,t]
α(s)

dλ

dν
(s)‖u(s)− v(s)‖2dν(s),

from Lemma 2.2, it results that ‖u(t)− v(t)‖2 = 0 for all t ∈ I, which means the uniqueness
of the solution. �
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