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Weak and strong solvability of parabolic variational
inequalities in Banach spaces

MATTHEW RuUDD*

Abstract. We consider parabolic variational inequalities having the strong formulation

{(u/(t), v—u(t)) + (Au(t), v —u®)) + ) — ®(u() >0, )

Yve V¥ aqe.t >0,

where u(0) = ug for some admissible initial datum, V is a separable Banach space with separable dual
V*, A : V* — V*is an appropriate monotone operator, and ® : V** — R U {oo} is a convex, weak* lower
semicontinuous functional. Well-posedness of (1) follows from an explicit construction of the related semigroup
{S(¢) : t = 0}. Illustrative applications to free boundary problems and to parabolic problems in Orlicz-Sobolev
spaces are given.

1. Introduction

This paper examines constrained evolution problems which can be formulated as
parabolic variational inequalities on Banach spaces. Our work relies on a version of the
Crandall-Liggett exponential formula, developed in Section 3, which allows an explicit
construction of the related semigroup. To motivate the framework described in Section 2,
we begin with two examples.

Let € denote a bounded open set in RV with smooth boundary 82, and consider the
problem of minimizing

Fp: WP (Q) > R, Fp) :=/ IVol|P dx,
Q

1, . . L
over a closed convex set K C W, P(Q), where 1 < p < oo. This functional is strictly
convex, weakly lower semicontinuous and coercive and therefore has a unique minimizer
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u € K. In fact, u may be characterized as the solution of
(Au, v—u) >0, Vv € K, 2

where A : Wol’p(Q) — W~14(Q) is the Fréchet derivative of F,,
(Au, v) :=/ |Vu|p72Vu -Vvdx, Yv € Wg’p(Q).
Q

The elliptic variational inequality (2) may be rewritten in the form
(A, v —u) + D) — D) >0, Vv e Wy () 3)
by introducing the indicator functional

Cwhp . ]0, for vek,
O Wy () > RU{oo}, ®(v) := {007 for v ¢ K.

The parabolic version of (3) is to determine u : [0, T] — W(; P () which satisfies
W' @), v—u®) + (Au(t), v —u(®)) + @) — ) =0 4)

forall v € WO1 P (Q) and almost every t € (0, T), such that u(0) = ug for some admissible
initial value ug. The pairing involving u’(¢) will make sense if u’(r) € w—L4(Q) for
2N

a.e. t. Moreover, if p > N3 then

Wy P (Q) > L2(Q) — Wh(Q),

and it follows that u € C(0, T; L%(Q)) if u € LP(0, T; Wol’p(Q)) and u’ € L4(0, T;
w-La(Q)) ([18]). Under such assumptions, it is reasonable to prescribe ug € LZ(Q);
we elaborate on the class of admissible initial data below.

Many choices are possible for the constraint functional ® in (4). For example,
if p = 2 and @ is the indicator functional of the closed convex set

K:={ve H}(Q2) :v>0 on 30},

then (4) models the filtration of liquid through an earthen dam ([11]). If K consists of
functions which are nonnegative on 92, we obtain a model of fluid flow in a domain with a
semipermeable boundary ([2], [6]). We are interested in more general values of p (among
other things), and we focus on mathematical issues rather than physical interpretations.
Finally, note that ® could be the trivial functional, in which case (4) is an equation.

As our second example, consider the minimization of

Fu: WaLy(Q) — RU {00}, Fu(v) :=/ M(|Vv|)dx,
Q
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where M is a Young function and WOIL M (£2) is the corresponding Orlicz-Sobolev space
([1], [10], [12]). This function space is neither separable nor reflexive in general. If the
conjugate M of M satisfies a A, condition, however, then WOIL M (£2) is the double dual
of the separable space WO1 E 1 (2), whose dual is also separable ([1], [10]). A concrete
example of such a Young function is

M(t) =exp(t?)—1, for p>1, 5)

and problems in function spaces of this sort motivate the somewhat unusual structural
framework described in Section 2.

In contrast to F,, Fy is not finite on all of its domain. From the variational point of
view, though, F)y is still wonderful, as it is convex, coercive and lower semicontinuous
with respect to the weak* topology of WO1 L (2) ([13]). Far therefore has minimizers u
which satisfy

0 € dFuu),
where 0.F s denotes the subdifferential of F3,. We may then consider the evolution problem
—u'(t) € 0Fy(u()), for t >0, (6)
which is equivalent to finding u : [0, T] — WolL M (£2) such that
W' @), v—u®) + Fuw) = Fuu)) =0 )

forallv e W(%L m(2) and a.e. t > 0. An initial condition u(0) = ug is also prescribed.

The parabolic variational inequalities (4) and (7) are special cases of (13) below. Section 2
clarifies the types of solutions we consider as well as the proper class of admissible initial
data. Section 3 defines the associated resolvent J; and establishes the exponential formula
which defines the map S(¢) for + > 0. This formula suggests that {S(¢) : ¢ > 0} should
be a semigroup and that S(f)uo should be the unique solution, in some sense, of the corre-
sponding parabolic variational inequality with initial condition ug. We address these issues
in Section 4, where we show that S(f)ug is the unique strong solution if ug is sufficiently
smooth and is the unique weak solution otherwise. The semigroup property follows from
unique solvability, and we conclude with some applications in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

We refer to, e.g., [7], [14], [16] and [18] for definitions of terms used here. Let V
be a separable Banach space whose dual V* is separable, and let (-, -) denote the duality
pairing between V* and V**. Let H be a Hilbert space which embeds continuously into V*;
identifying H with its dual yields

V¥ < H < V*,
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Let A : V** — V* be a bounded hemicontinuous operator which satisfies
(Au — Av, u —v) za)||u—v||i, Yu,veV*™ (8)

for some nonnegative monotonicity constant w > 0, let & : V** — R U {oo} be a convex,
proper and weak™* lower semicontinuous functional, and assume that A and @ satisfy the
coercivity condition

(Av, v —vg) + D(v)

Iolywe—o0  flv—vol

00, 9)

yk

for some vy € D(®), the effective domain of ®. Finally, for each u € D(®), suppose that
there exists a sequence {u,} € D(®) such that

u, > u in H, Au, € H, and 0®P(u,)NH #0. (10)
For convenience, we therefore define the set

D:={veDP) : Ave H and dP(v) N H # 0}; ar)

note that D(®d) Il =9 Il . We have the following basic existence result, a detailed
proof of which is given in [16] (available upon request).

THEOREM 2.1. For each f € V*, there exists u € V** such that
(Au, v —u) + ®() — ) >0, Vv e V™. (12)
If A is strictly monotone, then the solution of (12) is unique.

For a prescribed initial condition ug € D(®P) Il and a given final time 7 > O,
we consider the following two types of solutions.

DEFINITION 2.2. A function u : [0, T] —> V** is a strong solution of the parabolic
variational inequality associated to A and ® with initial value u if

() u € L0, T; V*)Nn %0, T: H),
(i1) u(0) = up, and
(iii) u satisfies

W' (@), v—u®) + (Aut), v —u(®)) + @(v) — @(u(t)) >0,
forallv € V* and ae.r € (0, T). (13)
Strong solutions are Lipschitz continuous maps into H and are thus differentiable almost

everywhere. We will find that strong solutions exist for initial data in ®©. For arbitrary initial
data in D(®) Il , we will need
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DEFINITION 2.3. A function u : [0, T] — V** is a weak solution of the parabolic
variational inequality associated to A and ® with initial value ug if

(i) ueCO,T; H),
(i) u(0) = ug, and
(iii) There exists a sequence u,, of strong solutions of the parabolic variational inequality
associated to A and @ with initial values u, ¢ such thatu, o — uoin H andu, — u
inC(,T; H).

3. The exponential formula

Consider the strong formulation (13) with a fixed# > 0, and let A > 0 be a time step such
that A < r. To approximate (13), replace the time derivative u’(z) with the usual difference
quotient and consider the elliptic inequality

<u(t) —u—2X)

. ,v—u(t)>+<Au(t), v—u(t)) +®@w) — du()) =0,

which must hold for all v € V** and in which u(f — A) is a known element of H. For a
given x € H, we therefore seek a solution u € V** of

<u;x,v—u>+ (Au, v —u), +® W) — D) >0, Vv € V**. (14)

PROPOSITION 3.1. For each x € H, (14) has a unique solution u € D(®), and the
resulting solution operator J, : H — D(®) is Lipschitz with respect to the norm of H,

[ox = Siylly = lx = ylly, for x,yeH. 5)

1+ 0w

Proof. Direct calculations show that the operator Ay, : V** — V* defined by
Ay au = %(u — x) + Au, satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 and is strictly monotone.
The Lipschitz continuity of J; follows from standard techniques ([11], [16]). O

The solution operator J, defined by Proposition 3.1 is the resolvent map associated
to (13). The following lemma records the other basic properties of the resolvent; part (iii)
is the resolvent identity.

LEMMA 3.2. Let A >0Qand x € H.

() Ifx €D, then || hx — x|, < 15 (1Axll, + infyeaownm [1V1l,)-
(ii) Ifn is a positive integer, then ||J)'x — x|, < n ||hx — x| .
(iii) For any p such that A > > 0, Jix = JM()%MJ)LX + 5x).
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Proof. By definition of the resolvent, J, x satisfies

Hx —x
U —JDx)+ (ADhx, v—Jx)+ Pw) — d(Jyx) =0,

for all v € V**. Substitute v = x into this inequality, then use the definition of © and the
monotonicity of A to obtain

1
~lx — x| < (Adux, x — Jx) + @ (x) — D(Jpx)

IA

(Ahx — Ax, x — hix) + (Ax, x — Jhux) +{y, x — Jaix)
—ollJux = x|2 + (1Ax Iz + [yl — Jaxll,

IA

where y is any element of 0¥ (x) N H. Estimate (i) follows.
Using the Lipschitz continuity of the resolvent, we have

n—1 ) - n—1 1 n—j—1
n— n—j—
' x — x|, = .E_O(Jk Ix =] x) sz_o(l—i-kw) Iox —xlly
= B =

and (ii) follows since 1++w <1.

To verify (iii), define y := }%“J;Lx + £x. By definition, J,, y satisfies

<Juy—y

, V= Juy>+ (Aduy, v = Juy) + @@) = @(Juy) 20, Vv e V.
"

For any v € V**, we now calculate:

Hhx—y
,v—JDLx )+ (Ahx, v—Jx)+ D) — D(Jyx)

%

1 A—u 2
=—{Jx— Jx — xx, v—Jx )+ {(ALx, v—Jx)+ O() — P(Jyx)

7

Hx —x

= ,v—JDx )+ (ALx, v—Jx)+Pw) — D(Jx) =0,

by definition of J; x. Consequently, J; x solves the variational inequality which defines J, y;
by uniqueness, it follows that Jx = J,,y. O
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Lemma 3.3 is a slight modification of a result in [4], and Lemma 3.4 comes directly
from [4].

LEMMA 3.3. Letn > m > 0 be integers, and let . > u > 0. Forx € H,
m—1 n )

17 = Il < (L pew) ™ Y ( .>afﬁ"f 1" x = xll,
: J
j=0

n
(i1 o
+ ) 0+ pw) (’i_]>a’”51 "I x =l

J=m

where a = % and B = A*T“

LEMMA 34. Let n > m > 0 be integers, and let o and B be positive numbers such
thatoa + B = 1. Then

Z (j)cxjﬂ”_j (m—j) < \/(na —m)* +nap, and
j=0

n . 2
Z(J_l)otmﬂj_m(n—j)i\/m—'B+<m—'B+m—n) .
m—1 o? o

Jj=m

We can now establish the main results of this section, including the exponential
formula (16).

THEOREM 3.5. Let x and y be elements of ©. Fort > 0, the limit
St)x = lim_ Jf, x (16)
exists, relative to the strong topology of H, and the map S : [0, 00) x ® — H has the
following properties:
(1) S()x is Lipschitz continuous:
IS@x = S@xll, < 2CI -z,

Vl’here C=Ckx) = ||A.X||H + infyeé)d)(x)ﬁH ||Y||H
(i) S(¢) is a contraction:

IS(t)x — Syl < e lx—yl,-



8 M. RUDD J.evol.equ.

Proof. Let A > u > 0andn > m > 0. Combining the estimates from Lemma 3.3 and
Lemma 3.2 (ii), (iii), we obtain

A " A .
Jhix —J" <C|U0+ - /BT —
1ix — J'xll, < C [ (4 + po) 1—|—ij2=(:)<]) B (m — j)
+ Z<1+,M>—f< >tx”’ﬂ"’"(n—j) ,
1+uwj=m m—1
A —
where C := ||Ax||g +infycyomng IYIlE, o = %, and g := —M. As @ and A are

positive, negative powers of (1 + uw) and (1 + Aw) are bounded above by 1. Thus, we
obtain the simpler inequality

m
1jx = J'xll, = € AZ(';.)oejﬁ"j(m—j)

j=0

n i1 )
+u2(;_1)amﬁ1mm—j)
j=m

It then follows from Lemma 3.4 that

Ijx = T xll, < C(A[(na —m)* +nap]'’?

27172
mp(mp
+M|:—2+(—+m—n>:| )
o o
and, after substituting the values of « and 8, we see that the quantity in parentheses equals

[ — mA)? +np (o — )12 4+ [ma (0 — ) + (ma — nu)*1V2. (17)

For a given t > 0, we now put A = = and . = £ in (17) and obtain

1 172
1) = I xll, < 2Ct [Z - ;i| . (18)
Consequently, {Jt';nx} is a Cauchy sequence in H, and we define

S@x = lim_ Il

Since (1 + wt/n)~" is the Lipschitz constant for Jt’;n and

. wt\ ™" —wt
Iim {1+ — =e “,
n—00 n
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S (¢) has e~®" as its Lipschitz constant, i.e.,

ISt)x — SOyll, <e “lx —yll,-

To see that S(-)x is Lipschitz continuous, let t > t > 0, put A = t/nand u = t/n
in (17) with m = n, and let n — o0 to find that

ISt)x — S(x)x|l,, <2C(t — 7). O

The approximation hypothesis (10) allows the unique extension of S to S : [0, 00) x

D(®) Il — H. The next result shows that S(-)x is continuous for each x € D(d) Il
and that S(¢) is a contraction for each + > 0. However, S(-)x is not Lipschitz continuous

for an arbitrary x € D(®P) Il . This distinction between S and S is the reason that we
obtain strong solutions for smooth initial data but only have weak solutions for arbitrary
initial data.

COROLLARY 3.6. The map S : [0, 00) x© — H constructed in Theorem 3.5 extends
uniquely to S : [0, 00) x D(P) VN H, which satisfies:
(i) Foreachx € D(®) H'“”, S(-)x is continuous.
(i) Forx,y € D(®P) Il andt > 0, S(¢) is a contraction:
IS@x = SOV, < e llx = ylly-

Proof. Letx,y € D(®) Il be given, and let {x,} and {y,} be approximating sequences
from © for x and y, respectively, as in (10). As {x,} is a Cauchy sequence in H, it follows
that { S (t)x,} is a Cauchy sequence in H, since

IS@2xn = SOxmlly < 3 = xmll -
We then define S(#)x by the strong H-limit
S(H)x := lim S(1)x,.
n— o0

This extension is clearly unique.
Let ¢ > 0 be given. For ¢z, T > 0, we have

IS@x = S@xll, < ISOx = SOxull,; + 1520 = S@)xal
+IS@x = Sl
< IS()x = S®)xull, + Clt — 7|
+ 8@ = S@)xll,,
where C = C(x,) is the Lipschitz constant of S(-)xn. The right-hand side will clearly be
less than ¢ for n sufficiently large and |t — 7| sufficiently small, verifying the continuity

of S(-)x. A similar estimate of || S(¢)x — S(#) ||, shows that S() is a contraction for > 0.
O



10 M. RUDD J.evol.equ.
4. Strong and weak solutions

To verify that S(¢)uo belongs to D (®), this section analyzes the properties of the approxi-
mations Jt';nuo and the difference quotients appearing in (14). Along the way, we obtain
the results needed to prove Theorem 4.5 and Corollary 4.6, which assert the existence
of a unique strong or weak solution, respectively, of the parabolic variational inequality
associated to A and @, depending on the smoothness of the initial datum uq. These results

imply that {S(#) : t+ > 0} is a semigroup of nonlinear contractions on D(®P) Il .

LEMMA 4.1. Let ug € ®. The function u : [0, 00) — H defined by u(t) := S(t)ug
is differentiable almost everywhere and satisfies u' € LP(0,T; H) for 1 < p < oo and
any T > 0.

Proof. Theorem 3.5 shows that u(#) is Lipschitz continuous in . Combine this with the
results in Section 1.4 of [3]. O

As discussed in [3], it follows that, for almost every ¢ > 0 and ug € D,
t
u(t) =ug+ / u'(s)ds. (19)
0

LEMMA 4.2. Let uy € 9, and define u(t) := S(t)ug. For almost every t > 0, the
I M()—Jn_lu
t/n t/n

sequence { T 0} has a subsequence which converges weakly in H to u’(t).

Proof. Let t* be a point where u(¢) is differentiable. For each n, partition the interval
[0, 2¢*] with the points ¢; := it*/n, fori = 0, 1,...,2n. Associate to this partition the
piecewise linear function

i—1 1—t;_ i i—1
J,'*/,,Mo + (ﬁ) (Jtl*/nu() - Jtl*/nu())a

forti 1 <t<t,0<i<n-1,

n—1 [—Ih—1 n n—1
Jpsntto + ( #/n ) (e ntto = Jpsjp 0),

fort,1 <t =< Int1,

Tiobuo + (=) (o — 70
t*/nl't0 t*/n ﬂ/nuo ﬁ/nuo’
fort;_1 <t<t;, n+2<i<2n.

u,(t) =

Note that, at the point t*, we have
n—1
Jtlz‘/nuo - Jl*/nu0
t*/n

Applying (15) i — 1 times and putting A = t*/n in Lemma 3.2(i), we see that

u, (1*) =

. i1
‘Itl"‘/nu0 - ‘Itl*/nuo
t*/n

<C (20)

H
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for any index i, where C := ||Ax]|l, + infycyonm Iyl The sequence {u) (1)} is
therefore bounded for each ¢ € [0, 2¢*] and, after passing to a subsequence,

,, (1) = wi(t)
as n — 0o, for some w(t) € H. Note that

(W), up () < Clw®lly,

from which it follows after letting n — oo that |w(#)||,, < C for ¢ € [0, 2¢*]. Bochner’s
Theorem ([3]) shows that w(¢) is integrable.

To show that the sequence {u,} converges to u in C(0, 2¢t*; H), we consider several
cases. First, suppose that ¢ € [f;_1, t;] forsomei <n—1,sothatt < t*and (i — 1)t*/n <
t < it*/n. We have

—ti—1

[’;nuo — {J*/nuo + ( " ) J */nuo Ji*_/iuo)}
+ llu(@®) = Iy, u0ll

< 17)u0 = i puolly + 19 0 — T puoll
+ ”u(t) - tn/nuOHHa

lun () —u(@®ll, <

H

and we can estimate each of the summands on the right as follows. Let u = t/n, A = t*/n,
andm =i — 1in (17) to obtain

2 % 1/2
- . t* t@*—1)
12t — Ji ol < |:<t—(1 _ 1);> -
1/2
L (1F 1 o\
+li-nt +(r—i-nt .
n n n

For t < 1*, we have the elementary inequality ‘"= < (1 ) , and, since “=1" S <t <
-G — D52 < (5)2 Also, (i — Dr*/n < 1. Thus,

()% (1%)? 2

1 jtto = Jisjttolly < 2y =+ == = 7
For the remaining summands, Lemma 3.2 shows that
i1 ct*  Ct*
IJ */nuo Jpppttolly = — = N
where C is the constant in (20), and the proof of Theorem 3.5 shows that
2Ct _ 2Ct*

lu() = I u0ll, < ==

NN
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Combining these bounds, we have

lu() = un(0)ll, < ~=. for t €l i<n—1, @)
Jn
where c is a constant depending on #* and uy.

This argument requires only minor changes if t € [f;_1, t;] for some i > n + 2, so
that r > r*. In this case, we must put A = t/n, u = t*/n,m = n,and n = (i — 1) in (17),
which yields exactly the same estimate as above for the first summand. Since r* <t < 2r*,
we have @ < z(;n_*)z which changes the final bound on the first term slightly. As the
bounds on the other terms are unaffected, we obtain a bound of the form (21) with a different

constant c. For the remaining case, in which #,_1 <t < t,41, we have

ln (2) = w(@)lly < 1710 — T2 uolly + 20107, u0 — Ty uoll,,
+ ||M([) - tr;nu()”].[s

and arguments similar to those of the two previous cases provide bounds on each of the
three right-hand terms. We thus obtain the uniform bound

() — un (Il < % t (0,27,

for a constant ¢ depending only on ¢* and uy, verifying convergence.
For each n, the identity

t
(un(0), v) = {0, v) + / Wl (s), v)ds 22)
0

holds for all v € H. By construction, {u}} is a sequence of bounded, integrable func-
tions which converges weakly to the integrable function w. Consequently, by dominated
convergence, letting n — oo in (22) yields

t
(w(®). v) = {uo, v) +/ (w(s), v) ds. (23)
0

It then follows from (19) that u), (s) — u’(s) for almost every s € (0, 2¢*). In particular,
this holds for s = #*, which proves that

-1
Jtr’L*/nMO - Jt’}‘/n "o
t*/n

— (). (24)
|

{ Jt”/nuo} By definition of the resolvent, {Jt';nuo} is a sequence in D(P). We show next
that this sequence is bounded in V**, obtaining



Vol. 00, 2004 Solvability of parabolic variational inequalities 13

LEMMA 4.3. Let ug € ® and u(t) = S(t)ug. For eacht > 0, the sequence {Jt”/nuo}
converges to u(t) in the weak* topology o (V**, V*).

Proof. For each integer n, J/

{7010 is the unique solution of

‘]tn/n"‘0 - Jtn/;luo
t/n

, U— ,r;nMO > + <A‘Itr;nu09 v — Jtn/nl/l0>
+ ®(v) — D( tn/nuO) >0, YveV*™
which we rewrite as

(A‘]tr;nuo’ ‘Itr;nuo —v) + O zr;nLtO) - ®(v)

Il 1o — J;;;luo
t/n

<

LU — Jt’;nu0>, Yve V*™,

From the proof of Lemma 4.2 and the embedding of V** into H, we have
(AT} u0, J}),u0 —v) + @(Jf),u0) — @) =< cllv—Jjj,uollve, Yve V™,

for a constant ¢ = c(ug). Coercivity forces {J[';nuo} to be bounded in V**, and weak*
precompactness follows from the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem.

Let u(r) € V** be the weak* limit of a convergent subsequence {Jt"/"niu()} of the
sequence {Jt’;nuo}. We have

(w(®) —a(@), u() — Jyj, uo) < lu(®) —a@allu@) — J;j, uollm,
from which it follows upon letting n — oo that
lu() — @)1l <0,

since u(t) is the strong limit in H of the original sequence. Consequently, i (t) = u(t). As
this holds for any convergent subsequence, the sequence {Jt’}nuo} converges in the weak*
topology to u(t). O

Since D(®) is weak* closed, u(¢r) = S(t)ug € D(P) for ug € ®. Furthermore, we
conclude from Lemma 4.3 that S(¢)ug belongs to WH'”” for any ug € WH'””.
Thus, for¢, 7 > Oand ug € W”'”” , the expression S(¢) (S(t)uo) makes sense; we will
see in Corollary 4.7 that this expression equals S(¢ + 7)uy.

The next lemma yields the uniqueness of solutions. The special case s = 0 reflects the

fact that S(¢) is a contraction, although we have not yet verified that solutions are given
by S(*)uo.
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LEMMA 4.4. Let uy and ur be weak solutions of the parabolic variational inequality
associated to A and ® with the prescribed initial values w1 and uz o in D(P) H'””,
respectively. Then, for 0 <s <t,

lur(t) — ua®ll, < e Nur(s) — ua(s)ll,- (25)

Proof. Suppose first that u#; and u; are strong solutions. For almost every t € (s, t),
the inequalities

@i (0), v —u1(0) + (Aui (t), v — u1 (7)) + ®(v) — S(u1 (7)) >0,
(5 (t), v —uz(1)) + (Aua(r), v —uz()) + ®(v) — P(u2(r)) >0

therefore hold for all v € V**. Inserting v = u» in the first inequality and v = u; in the
second inequality and then adding yields

(Wh(7) — u) (1), u1(t) — ua(v)) + (Aua(r) — Auy (), ui(r) —uz(r)) > 0,

and the monotonicity of A immediately yields

7 77 1@ =@y + ofui () —ua @, <0.

Multiplying through by 2e

20T e have

d
(@ (1) = (@) <0,

which we integrate from s to ¢ to obtain

U ur (1) — ua (|7, — " ur (s) — ua(s)||% < 0.
It follows immediately that

lur(t) = ua @)l < €S ur(s) — ua ()|l

For the general case in which u and u; are weak solutions, let #| and u, be sequences
of strong solutions with initial values u} , and u?, ,, respectively, such that

”;'1,0 —ujoinH and u! - u;inC(0,T;H), i =1,2.
We have
lur(®) —uz @Ol < llur@) —uf Oll, + @) — u3Oll,
+ lup (t) —u2 ()l
< lur = ufllegorom + €SN (5) — uh()l,
+ s = w2l

since (25) holds for u'f and u}. Letting n — oo finishes the proof. O
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THEOREM 4.5. Letug € ©. The function u(t) := S(t)ug is the unique strong solution
of the parabolic variational inequality associated to A and ® with the initial value uy.

Proof. Theorem 3.5 shows that u(r) € C%1(0, T; H) for any T > 0, and uniqueness
follows from Lemma 4.4.
Let t > 0 be a point where u is differentiable, and let v be an arbitrary element of V**,

By definition, J,"/nuo satisfies

J uy — Jn_lu()
<%, v —Jfu0 )+ (AJ],u0, v — Jf),u0)
+ ®&(v) — d>(Jt';nuo) >0, (26)
which we rewrite in the form
J ug — Jn_luo
(AJtn/n"‘Ov Jtn/nuo —u(t)) < <%, v — tn/n“O
+ (A ,’;nuo, v—u(t)) + ®@w) — d( ,’;nuo).
As {J,"/nuo} is bounded in V**, {AJt"/nuo} is bounded in V*. We thus obtain
J ug — Jn_luo
t/n t/n Cv— tn/nu()

(AJf)u0, Jjy,u0 —u(®)) < < n

+cllv—u®llyu + P@) — @), u0), 27

for some ¢ > 0, and taking the upper limit of both sides of (27) yields

n

lim sup (AJ;;,,MO, J,/,,MO —u()) < W' @), v—u@®))

n—00

Fellv —u@l,w + @) — Pu(@)),

by the previously established convergence results and the weak* lower semicontinuity
of ®. We now let v = u(t) to obtain

lim sup (AJI';nuo, J,’;nuo —u()) <0. (28)

n—oo

. . . * . .
Let v again represent an arbitrary element of V**. Since J ug — u(t) in V**, it

t/n
follows from (28) and the pseudomonotonicity of A that
(Au(®), u(®) —v) < linniio%f (AJ[”/nuo, J;}nuo —v). (29)
However, by (26), we have

—1
uog — J,n/n

t/n

It

uo
(AJf)u0, Jfyuo —v) < < s v = Ju0 > + @) = ®(J,u0),
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from which we see that

lim sup (AJ}, o, Jfh0 — v) < (' (1), v —u(t)) + @) — D). (30)

n—oo

Concatenating (29) and (30), we conclude that
W' @), v—u@®)+ (Au@), v—u@®)) + ®w) — () >0.

This holds for almost every ¢ > 0 and for any v € V**, verifying (13).

It remains to show that u € L°°(0,T; V**) for any T > 0. Suppose that this is
false. Then there exists a sequence of points {t;} in [0, 7] such that u is differentiable at
each #;, and

lim [lu(@) |l = 00.
k— o0

It then follows from the coercivity condition (9) that there exists an unbounded, increasing
sequence {Cy} of constants such that

(Au(ty), u(ty) — vo) + @ (u(tx)) = Crlluty) — voll s -

As u(1y) satisfies (13), we have

(' (tx), vo — u(n)) + (Au(ty), vo — u(tx)) + ®(vo) — P (u(tx)) = 0,
which, combined with the previous bound, yields

(' (tr), vo — u(tx)) + @ (vo) > (Au(ty), ultx) — vo)
+ © ) > Crllute) — voll e -

Since
(W' (1), vo — u(r)) < lu' @)l llvo — u@) |l < lu’ @), lvo — w@ e

we thus have

@ (vo)
I’ @y + - = C,
g ||M(tk) - UOHV**

which forces
lim ||’ ()|, = oo,
k—o00

contradicting the fact that u’ € L*°(0, T; H).
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The existence and uniqueness of weak solutions corresponding to arbitrary initial data
in D(®) M how follow easily.

COROLLARY 4.6, Let ug € D(®) . The function u(t) := S(t)ug is the unique
weak solution of the parabolic variational inequality associated to A and ® with the initial
value u.

Proof. Corollary 3.6 shows that u is a weak solution, and Lemma 4.4 verifies its
uniqueness. O

Corollary 4.6 reveals that {S(¢) : t > 0} is a semigroup of (nonlinear) contractions on
sy .
D(®) , as suggested earlier.

COROLLARY 4.7. Forug € D(®) Il and all t, T > 0, the semigroup identity,
St + tug = SE)(S(T)uo),
holds.

Proof. For each T > 0, we simply observe that u;(t) = S + tT)up and ur(t) =
S(t) (S(t)ug) are weak solutions with the same initial value, S(7)ug. O

5. Applications

Our first applications concern parabolic versions of some well-known elliptic free
boundary problems ([2], [11]). €2 denotes an open set in RY with smooth boundary 9€2.

5.1. Signorini problems

Let p > ]3—12 be given, and define V := Wl’p(Q), which embeds continuously into

H := L*(Q). Define A : W'P(Q) — [W!P(Q)]* by
Au = —div(|Vu|?2Vu) + [u|P"?u,

and let ® : WP (Q) — R U {00} be the indicator functional of the set
K:={veWhP(Q) :v>00n0Q}.

Since K is closed and convex, ® is lower semicontinuous and convex, hence weakly
lower semicontinuous. It is well-known that the operator A is strictly monotone, hemicon-
tinuous, coercive and bounded.
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In this case, the approximation hypothesis (10) follows directly from the definition of
inequality in wbhr(Q) ([11], [16], [19]). If u is an arbitrary element of K, then there
exists a sequence {u,} C C*®() such that u, > 0 on 92 for each n and u, — u
in WP (). Consequently, Au, € L*(2) and u,, — u in L*>(2). Finally, 0 € P (u,),
$0 9P (1) N L%() is not empty.

We can now apply Theorem 4.5 and Corollary 4.6. Given ug € ® and a final time
T > 0, Theorem 4.5 provides the unique strong solution u € L*°(0, T; whr(Q)) N
C%1(0, T; L*(2)) which satisfies u(0) = ug and

(W' (@), v—u@®)) + (Au(®), v—u(@)) >0, Vv e K,

for almost every t > 0. Corollary 4.6 yields the unique weak solution corresponding to a
given initial value ug € L3(Q).

Given an initial value ug € ®, arguments similar to those used in the elliptic case ([2])
show that the strong solution just obtained solves the following initial-boundary-value
problem with nonlinear boundary conditions:

WV (\VulP2Vu) + AulP2u = f for x€Q, t>0

u(x,0) = up(x) for x € Q,
u>0, >0 and ult=0 for x €99, t >0,

where % denotes the conormal derivative associated to A. These boundary conditions
model nonlinear diffusion in a domain €2 with a semi-permeable boundary ([6], [17]).

5.2. Obstacle problems

2N
Letp > Ni2

H := LX(Q). Define A : W,"”(Q) — W~14(Q) by

be given, and define V := Wol‘p (£2), which embeds continuously into

Au = —div(|Vu|"">Vu);

this operator is strictly monotone, hemicontinuous, bounded, and coercive on Wé’p ().
Lety € WP (Q) bea given obstacle such that

(i) ¥ <0ondin WhP(), and
(i) there exists a sequence {,,} C C;°(2) which converges to ¥ in wbP(Q) and
satisfies ¥, > ¥ on Q in W2 (Q) for each n.

Let ®: W(; P (€) = R U {co} be the indicator of the closed convex set

K:={veW,”(Q) :v>yonQin W)
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As in the previous example, @ is weakly lower semicontinuous. Condition (i) guarantees
that K is not empty, and we will see that condition (ii) implies the necessary approximation
hypothesis (10).

Given an element u of K, we must find a sequence u, in K such that

u, > uin H, Au, € H, and 0®(u,) N H # 0.

Note that 0 € d®(v) for any v € K, so the last of these conditions holds. Since u > ¢
on Q in W12 (), there exists a sequence {v,} C CgO(Q) such that v, > 0 on 2 and
vy — u — ¥ in WhP(Q). For each n, define u, = v, + ¥, € CS°(R), which clearly
belongs to K. Moreover, u, — u in W7 (), hence also in L?(R2), and Au, € L*(Q).
The approximation hypothesis therefore holds.

Our results provide the semigroup {S(#) : ¢+ > 0} on K corresponding to the
parabolic variational inequality associated to A and ®. The function u(¢) := S(t)uo is
the unique strong solution of this problem if ug € ® and is its unique weak solution
ifug € F”‘”H. For a strong solution ([16]),

W' () +Au(t) =0, on QF, u(t) =1y otherwise,

where Q,+ ={x € Q : u() > ¢} and its complement in €2 is the coincidence set ([11]).

5.3. Evolution in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces

Our final application treats parabolic problems in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces; see [1], [10],
[12], and [16] for more details concerning such spaces. There are surprisingly few results
for such problems, but some related references include [5], [8], and [15]. In [8], Elmahi
considers Young functions with controlled growth, whereas very rapidly growing Young
functions are our primary concern (as indicated by the prototype defined above in
equation (5)). In addition, these other works consider explicit operators which gener-
alize Leray-Lions operators to an Orlicz-Sobolev space setting. Since the functional &
defined below is not necessarily differentiable (even at a minimizer), we cannot write
down the associated Euler-Lagrange equation, as would be needed to apply the results of
Donaldson ([5]) or Robert ([15]). Moreover, taking advantage of the special variational
structure of the problems considered here seems simpler than the rather technical methods
used by Donaldson and Robert.

Let M be a Young function whose complementary Young function M satisfies the
A condition, and define V := WO1 E(2), so that

V¥ =W E(Q) = W L) and V** = Wi Ly ().

Suppose that the desired pivot space structure V** < H <> V* holds with H :=
L?(S2); this is a constraint on the Sobolev conjugate M* of M which is analogous to our
restriction on p in the previous applications.
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Define the functional ® : V** — R U {oo} by
d(v) = / M(|Vv|)dx. 3D
Q

Given f € H, define A : V** — V* by Au := —f. Lemma 3.14 of [10] verifies
the needed coercivity condition, and Le and Schmitt have shown that ® is weak* lower
semicontinuous ([13]). Thus, it only remains to check the approximation hypothesis (10).

Letu be an arbitrary element of D(®), and let u, be the corresponding mollified sequence.
Gossez proved that u, S win v ([10]), and the compact embedding of V** into H implies
thatu, — uin H. The first condition of (10) is satisfied, and the second condition is vacuous
by our choice of A. The fact that the intersection d® (1) N H is not empty follows from
the differentiability of ® on the (generally proper) subset W(} E () of V** ([9]), which
in turn relies on the fact that M € A, ([16]).

We may now apply Theorem 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 to the parabolic variational inequality
associated to A and ®. Given ug € ®, Theorem 4.5 establishes the existence of a unique
strong solution u € L>(0, T; V**) N C%1(0, T; H) such that u(0) = ug and

W' @), v—u®) + @) — P®) = (f. v—u®), Yve V™,
for almost every t > 0. Equivalently, u(¢) satisfies the subdifferential inclusion
f—u'@) e ddu@)), (32)

for almost every + > 0. By analogy with the arguments of [13], we consider (32) to be the
appropriate interpretation of the parabolic equation

ou . (m(|Vu)) _
rrie div <—|Vu| Vu) = f, (33)

with the initial condition u(0) = uo € © (and null Dirichlet boundary conditions included
in the definition of the space V**). The function m in equation (33) is the generator of the
Young function @,

t
M(t):f m(s)ds.
0

If the prescribed initial value belongs to the set D(®) Il , Corollary 4.6 yields the
unique weak solution u € C(0, T'; H) of the associated problem.
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