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1. Introduction

The main goal of this work is to analyze the existence of solution of the

partial differential equation

uy — V- (k1Vu) + kou = f, in[(0,T)\ Cy] x Q,
uw=0, on (0,T) x 9, (1)
u(0, ) = up(z), in Q,
where Q C R3? is a domain with a smooth enough boundary 99 and u’g is the
Stieltjes derivative in some Banach space V' with respect to a left-continuous

nondecreasing function g : R — R. This is, given a function w : [0,7] — V, we

define for each ¢ € [0,T] \ Cy, uy(t) as the following limit in V in the case it

exists:
lim 208 =@ ¢ D,,
/ s=t g(s) —g(t)
ul (t) == (2)
’ u) —u®) e p
g(tt) —g(t)’ -
where
Dy={seR: g(sT) —g(s) >0} (3)
and
Cy={s€R: gisconstant on (s —,s +¢) for some ¢ € RT}. (4)

The study of this type of derivatives and its application to the field of
ODEs appears in [IH4]. We use the notation established in previous works.
We further assume that k; > 0 is a positive constant, ks > 0, ug € L*(Q) and
fe Lg([O, T], L*(Q)), with ([0,7], Mg, j14) a suitable measure space associated
to g [I]. It is important to mention that if u : A C R — H is g-continuous for

every to € A in the sense of:
Ve>035>0 : [t A, |gt) — g(to)] < 0] = |Jult) —ulto)||lg <&, (5)

then f is constant in the same intervals as g [2, Proposition 3.2]. Moreover,

continuity in the previous sense does not imply continuity in the classical sense,



but if g is continuous at to € [0,7], then so is f [I]. Taking into account
that g es left-continuous, we observe that the spaces of bounded g-continuous
functions BC, ([0, 7], L*(R?)) and BC,([0,T), L*(Q)) are basically the same since
any function in BC,4 ([0, 7], L*(2)) must be continuous at 7.

Observe that the Stieltjes derivative is not defined at the points of C,. The
connected components of Cy correspond to lapses when our system does not
evolve at all and presents an elliptic behavior. The set Dy of discontinuities
of g correspond with times when sudden changes occur and which are usually
introduced in the form of impulses. Finally, in the remaining set of times [0, T\
(Cy U Dy) the system presents a parabolic behavior and the different slopes of
the derivator g (see [3]) correspond to different influences of the corresponding
times, namely, the bigger the slope of g the more important the corresponding
times are for the process. In a certain sense, system can be considered as a
degenerate parabolic system.

The main difficulty in the mathematical analysis of system lies in the
fact that we cannot consider the distributional derivative in time for defining the
concept of solution. Thence, we will define the solution in terms of its integral
representation and prove new Lebesgue-type differentiation results in order to
recover the Stieltjes derivative g-almost everywhere in [0, T]. Results proven in
the appendix of [5] suggest that it might be possible to define the concept of
g-distributional derivative, thus proving the relationship between the g-absolute
continuous functions and the ng’l—type spaces. It is important to mention that
in the case where g(t) = t, we recover the standard derivative, so all of the
results that we will prove extend the classical theory.

In this work we will establish the basis of the mathematical analysis for sys-
tem (1) as well as a first numerical approximation of its solution. In order to
organize the contents of the paper, we will divide the work in the following sec-
tions: In Section 2 we will introduce the Stieltjes-Bochner spaces in which we will
define the concept of solution. We will also prove new Lebesgue-differentiation—
type results for the Stieltjes derivatives and some continuous injections. In

Section 3 we will define the concept of solution of problem . In Section 4 we



will prove an existence result for system that generalizes some aspects of the
classical theory of parabolic partial differential equations. Finally, in Section 5,
we will present a realistic example and we will propose a numerical scheme. In
this example we will have a parabolic-elliptical behavior, showing the advantage

of considering derivatives of the Stieltjes type.

2. Stieltjes Bochner spaces

We start by defining the spaces in which to look for the solution of the prob-
lem and its fundamental properties. In order to achieve this, and for convenience
of the reader, we start by reviewing some concepts related to Bochner spaces
[5H8]. Let us consider the measure space (R, Mg, 1y) induced by ¢ [I] and V a

real Banach space.

Definition 2.1 (g-measurable functions). Given f: R — V we say:

o fis a simple g-measurable function if there exits a finite set {xx}}_, C V
such that Ay = f~1({zx}) € My, with pg(Ay) < ccand f =Y 1, TrXa,-

In this case, we its integral as
[ 16) diglo) = S mung(ai) € V. (6)
k=1

e f is a strongly g-measurable function (or simply g-measurable function)
if there exists a sequence {f,}nen of simple g-measurable functions such

that f,(s) = f(s) in V for g-a.e. s € R.

e fisa weakly g-measurable function if s € R — v(f(s)) € R is g-measurable

for every v € V.

Pettis” Theorem (cf. [6, §V.4, Theorem 1]) establishes that a function f :
R — V is strongly g-measurable if and only if it is weakly g-measurable and
g-almost separably-valued. Therefore if we consider a separable Banach space
V both concepts are equivalent.

Now we define the concept of a g-integrable V-valued function.



Definition 2.2 (g-integrable V-valued function). A g-measurable function
f R — Vissaid to be a g-integrable V -valued function if there exists a sequence
of simple g-measurable functions {¢, nen such that ¢, (t) — f in V for g-a.e.

t € R and
Jim [ lloas) = £5)lv diy(s) = (7)
The integral of f in B € M, is defined as

[ #6) i) = lim [ xa(s)en(s) dig(s) € V- (®)
B

Bochner’s Theorem (cf. [0, §V.5, Theorem 1]) allows us to characterize the
g-integrable V-valued functions in terms of the g-integrability of its norm, that

is a g-measurable function f: R — V is g-integrable if and only if

J15@v duls) < o)

and, in such a case,

Furthermore, we have the following lemma that we will allow us to establish

$) dpiys / 1)y dig(s), (10)

for every B € M.

the concept of solution for our problem. From now on, given v € V and w € V'

we will write (w, v) := w(v).

Lemma 2.3 ([6, §V.5, Corollary 2]). Let W be a Banach space. T : V — W
a bounded linear operator. Then, if f : R — V is g-integrable, we have that
Tof:R— W isg-integrable and

/B(Tof)()d,ug (/f dpg(s >,VB€M9. (11)
In particular, for f :R — V' andv €V,

[ 90 o) = ([ 169 any(o)0). (12)

Definition 2.4 (L spaces). With the usual equivalence relation functions

which are equal g-a.e., we define, for 1 < p < oo, the space L5([0,T],V) as the



set of g-measurable functions f : [0, 7] — V such that

/ LFIE dpsg(s) < oo. (13)
[0,T)

Analogously, we define the space Lg°([0,7T],V) of those functions which are

essentially bounded.

Remark 2.5. We have that the set LP([0,77],V) with 1 < p < oo is a Banach
space with the norm

oy 1T dpg(s)]” . 1 <p< oo,

I fll 2z o,11,v) = (14)

sup ess;cpo,77 |1/ () v, p = oo,

—see [8, Theorem 8.15].

From now on, let V' be a real reflexive separable Banach space and let H be a
Hilbert space such that V' continuously and densely embedded in H. Identifying
H with its dual H' we have that V.C H=H' C V',

Now we will adapt [6], Theorem 2, p. 134] to our setting (see Theorem [2.9)
to guarantee that an indefinite Bochner g-integral is g-differentiable. This result
will be fundamental in order to recover the existence of g-derivative g-almost
everywhere for the solutions of problem . In order to check this we present

some previous definitions and results.

Theorem 2.6 ([I, Theorem 2.4]). Assume that f : [0,T] — R is integrable on
[0,T] with respect to ug and consider its indefinite Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral

F(t) = o (s) dug(s) forallt e [0,T). (15)

Then there is a g-measurable set N C [0, T such that pg(N) =0 and
F,(t)=f(t) forallte[0,T]\ N. (16)

Definition 2.7. Let X, Y be vector spaces. An operator L : X — Y is said to

be of finite rank if L(X) is contained in a finite dimensional vector subspace of

Y.



Observe that any simple g-measurable function is of finite rank. The exten-
sion of the previous theorem to finite rank functions is straightforward, so we

have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.8 (Generalized Lebesgue’s differentiation Theorem for finite rank
functions). Let f:[0,T] — V is a Bochner g-integrable finite rank function and
consider its indefinite Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral
F(t) = (s) dug(s) eV forallt €0,T]. (17)
[0,t)

Then there is a g-measurable set N C [0,T] such that pg(N) =0 and
Fi(#)=f(t) eV forallt€[0,T]\ N. (18)

Theorem 2.9 (Generalized Lebesgue’s differentiation Theorem). Let T € R™
and f :[0,T] = V be a Bochner g-integrable function and consider its indefinite

Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral

F:tel0,T] — f(s) dpg(s) € V. (19)
[0,%)

Then there exists a g-measurable set N C [0,T] such that py(N) =0 and
Fo(t) = f(t), vt € [0, T] \ N. (20)

Proof. Let us consider the sequence of simple g-measurable functions {f, }nen

such that

o [IFa(s)llv < IF(s)llv (1+7)-

e lim f,(s) = f(s), g-ae. s€[0,T].

n—r oo

Let t € [0,T]\ (Cy U Dy). For every s € [0,T], s # t, we have that g(s) # g(t)

and we can consider, assuming that s > ¢,

Fls)=F®) ,_ 1 )
) = /[ NGEFCEG
1
“g(s) —g(0) /[t,s)[f(g) = Fu(&) + [al©) = FuO) d g () + Fu(t) = J(1)-



F(s) = F(t) 1 )
H g(s) —g(t) f(t) , S OETI0 /[S)t) 1£(6) = fa(©)llv dpg(€)
1
+ m /[t,s) [fn(g) - fn(t)]d'ug(f) § + ||fn(t) _ f(t)HV )
Let us define
Tt 0.7 5 a0 = [ NUGRVAGINEIAGE (21)

It is clear that @, € L}([0,T]). Hence, we can use Theoremto conclude that

Nn - ~n t

L () — ()
sott g(s) —g(t)

Since f,, is finite rank we can use Theorem S0, in the topology of V,

= f(#) = fa@llv- (22)

1

limi/ (&) = fr(®)]dp, (&) =0. 23
e O B0y (23)

Finally,

F(s) — F(t)

—f®| <20f@) = fa®ly - 24
Jm | S O] <210 - Rl (2)
Hence, taking n — oo, we obtain the desired result. The case s < t is analogous.

O

We denote by C,4 ([0, T, V') the set of g-continuous functions on interval [0, T']
in the sense of (2)), and by BC,4([0,T],V) the subset of bounded g-continuous
functions on [0,T]. We have that the space BC4([0,T],V) equipped with the

supremum norm
[Allo = sup [[a(®)]lv, Yh € Cy([0,T], V), (25)
t€[0,T)
is a Banach space. The proof is analogous to one given in [2] Theorem 3.4].
Given 1 < p,q < 0o, we define
Wl — —
Waa((0,7),V, V') = {u € L5((0,7],V) + 3u € L4(0, 7], V"),

(26)
u(t) = u(0) + /[0 ) u(s) dug(s)e V' te [O,T]}.



Remark 2.10. Observe that given u € W;’p’q([O,T], V,V"), we LL([0,T], V")
is unique up to a set of g-measure zero. To see this assume there are two, U

and s, such functions. Then, for every v € V',
/[O )[v(ﬂz(S)) —v(ui(s))] d pg(s) = 0. (27)
ot

Now, using Theorem [2.9|and differentiating on both sides, v(ua(s)) —v(u1(s)) =
0 for g-a.e. t € [0,T] and every v € V', s0 ua(t) = uz(t) g-a.e. Furthermore, by

Theorem u = uy g-a.e.
If we endow the space I/ngl’p’q([o, T],V, V') with the norm

||u||W;*p*q([07T])V’V/) = ||UHL§([0,T],V) + HU;HLg([O,T],V/)v (28)

it is clear that (W;’p’q([O,T],V,V'), I )> is a normed vector

' ”ng’p’q([O,T],V,V’

space.

Lemma 2.11. Given 1 < p,q < oo we get the following continuous inclusion

(Wyrao.1.v. V) | ) = (BE, (0.7, V), o). (29)

' ||W;’”'“([07T],V,V')

Proof. Let u € W;“%[O,TL V, V') and define

v:te[0,T] = v(t) = /[o , u(s) dpg(s). (30)

We have that v € AC,4([0,T],V"'). Moreover,

lo@llv: < /[ ) (o)

(31)

- 1

=lallx to.01.v7) < 11g ([0, TN 1@l L j0,77,v
where 114(]0, T])175 is the embedding constant of LZ([0,77, V") into
Ly ([0,T],V') —cf. [9, Theorem 13.17]. Thus,
Ivllzeo,11,v7) = (/ [w(s)|[ dug(8)>
[0,T)

’ (32)

(/

)

(g ([0, 7))~ 7 [atll gy 10,71,v7)) dMg(S))

1i_1
= ([0, )24 ]| L 0,10,



Now, v = u 4 ¢ with ¢ = u(0) € V' and, if N is the embedding constant of
V in V', using (32),

el =11y ((0.7) [ /

_1
<ug([0,T)) "7 [v —ull 2 o,17,v7) (33)

P

llellv dug(S)l

)

_1 _1
Sﬂg([()’T)) pHu”Lg([O,T],V/)+:ug([0aT)) PHUHLI;([O,T],VI)

~ _1 1
<Npg([0,7) "% |Jull 12 (go,77,v) + g ([0, 1)) 7 [l L3 0, 79,07

Finally,
lufo = sup / i(s) dpig(s) — ¢
t€[0,T] [0,t) v
- 34
S/ li(s) v d pg(s) + v (34)
[0,T)
1., ~ _ 1
<2ug([0, 7)) 7 [Tl L1 0,73,y + Nitg ([0, 1)) lull £z 0,79,
Thus,

_1 ~ _1
leullo < max {264 (10, 7))' =%, Nty (0.7)) 7% } lull g sago ryvry (35)
O

Corollary 2.12. The space (ng’p’q([(),T], V.,V ) is a Ba-

Nz rs o v
nach space.

Proof. We first prove that I/IN/;’P#I([(),T], V, V') is a Banach space. Consider a
Cauchy sequence {uy, }nen in W;’p’q([O,T], V,V’). In particular, the sequences
{tn}nen and {uy, }nen are Cauchy sequences in LE([0, 7], V) and LZ([0,T],V").
Furthermore, thanks to Lemma they will also be so in BC4([0,T],V").
Since the previous spaces are complete, there will exist u € LE([0,7],V) and
u € LI([0,T],V’') such that u, — w in LE([0,T],V), U, — u strongly in
L0, T], V'), un(t) — u(t) strongly in V” for every ¢t € [0,7]. Thus, we can
take the following expression to the limit for every v € V' and every ¢ € [0,T],

(tn(t), 0}y y = (n (0), 0) oy + /[ )0y Ay (30

10



and we get, for every v € V' and every t € [0, T,
<u(t),v>v,’v = <u<0)av>vgv + /[0 N <ﬂ(5)7v>vgv d pug(s). (37)

Since

(un(), )y y — (ut), v)yr y < llun(t) —t@)lv llvllv, (38)
we have that,for every v € V and every ¢ € [0, 7],
[ (@t = @6y ) dug(s)
[07t)
S/ [tn(s) —u(s)llvlvfl dpg(s) (39)
[0,t)
<]l / [tn(s) — a(s)[[v: d pg(s).
[0,T)
Therefore {uy, }nen — u in WhP4([0,T],V, V). O

Now we are going to prove that the space W;M({o, T),V,V') is also reflexive.
In order to achieve that, we need some results that we are going to review for

the convenience of the reader.

Definition 2.13 ([I0]). A pair (X,Y) of Banach spaces X and Y is called a
compatible couple if there is some Hausdorff topological vector space in which
each of X and Y is continuously embedded. Let (X, |- |lx), (Y, - |ly)) be a
compatible couple, Then X NY with the norm ||z| = max{||z|x, ||z||y} and

X+Y:={z+y : 2 € X, ye€ Y} with the norm

Izlx+y = inf (lollx +llyly) (40)
yeYy
r+y=z
are Banach spaces. The cartesian product X x Y with the norm ||(z,y)||xxy =
llz|lx + lly||v is such that X +Y ~ (X x Y)/L where L :={(z,—2) € X NY}.
A compatible couple (X,Y") with the property that X NY is dense in X and in

Y is called a conjugate couple.

Lemma 2.14 ([I1l Theorem 3.1, p. 15]). If (X,Y) is a conjugate couple, then
(X NY) isisometric to X'+ Y and (X +Y) is isometric to X' NY".

11



Let us define the space

L3(10,7),v") i={u: [0,7] - V' 3a € Ly([0, 7], V"),
(t) = (0)+/ i(s) dpigls) € V', ¥t € 0,7] | .
- [O)t) l’[/g ) ) *

Tt is clear that Eg([O,T],V’) C BC4([0,T],V') so, Vu € zg([O,T],V')7 u(0) has

sense in V. We also have u),(t) = u(t) € V', g-a.e. t € [0,T].

Lemma 2.15. Eg([O,T], V') is a Banach space with the norm

HUHZg([o,T],v/) = [[u(0)[|v + ”aHLg([O,T],V’)- (42)

Proof. First, || - || o (jo,r),vry 18 @ norm. It is clearly subadditive and absolutely
homogeneous. It is left to check that it is positive definite. If ||u||ig([0,T],V') =0
then [[u(0)|lv, = 0 and [|@l|La(j0,77,v+) = 0. Since they both are norms, u(0) =0
and uw = 0. By definition of u,

u(t) = u(0) + / (s) duy(s) = 0. (43)
0,t)
Now, take a Cauchy sequence {uy, }nen in fg([O, T],V"). Then
Un () = u, (0) + /[0 )ﬂn(s) d pg(s). (44)
¢

Thus, {u,(0)}ren and {0, }nen are Cauchy sequences and, since both V/ and
L%([0,T], V") are Banach spaces, they converge to x and v respectively. Now,

define
u(t) =x + v(s) d gl$s)- 45

Clearly u € zg([O,T],V') and {up}tneny — u in Zg([07T]7V'). Hence, we have
that Eg([O, T],V’) is a Banach space. O

1 ~ .
Lemma 2.16. W,-74([0,T], V, V') and L5([0,T],V)NLI([0,T],V') are isomor-
phic.

Proof. To see this remember that
lullgrao v = lullzzo.mvy + lugllLso,m, v, (46)

12



and
() v+ < llullo < Cllallgpago.z1.vw

where C := maX{Q,ug([O,T))l*%,Nug([O,T))fi}. Hence,

||U||Lg([o,T],V)mZg([o,T],v')
= max{|[ull Lz jo,19,v)» 1ull g3 0,71, }

= max{|[ull Lz (j0,77,v), 14(0) v+ + llugllLao.z1,v ) }

S max{||u||Wg1’p’q([0,T],V,V’)’ CHU”WQI'P"I([O,T],V,V/) + HUHWQLP"‘([O,T],V,V’)}

:(C + 1)Hu||Wg1=M([07T],V7V/)'
On the other hand,
lullgsraom vy = llLzqorvy + luglla o, ve
<2max{||ul| £z 0,77,v gl L3 0,1,
<2max{||ul| Lz 0,77, vys [w(O)lvr + [[ugll o, 11,v) }

=2llull Ly (0,77, vyn T2 (0,70, v1)-

Lemma 2.17. Eg([O,T],V’) is reflexive.
Proof. Take the map
oV x LY([0,T], V") — L%([0,T],V’)
(ac,v) - QD(J’J,U) =u
where, Vt € [0,T],
u(t) = x+/ v(s)dpg(s) € V.
[0,¢)
Clearly, ¢ is an isometric isomorphism with inverse
et Ly((0.7),V") = V' x Ly ([0, T, V")

e w) = (u0), ).

(48)

(52)

 induces the isomorphism ¢* : Eg([o,T}, V) — (V! < L]0, T],V"))". We know
that (X xY) = X'xY” with the norm ||(f, 9)||x'xy' = max{||f|lx’, llglly'} —and

13



vice-versa, see [I1, p. 14]. Hence, thanks to Riesz representation theorem ([8]
Theorem 8.17]), we have that Eg([o, T),V’)" is isomorphic to V' x L_g* ([0,T],V),
where p* € [1, 00] such that p + p* = pp*, with the norm

H(fv g)HV’ng*([O}T],V’) = maX{Hf||V’7 ||g||[,g* ([O,T],V’)}' (53)
Taking the dual again, we obtain that Zg([o, T), V') is reflexive. O
Lemma 2.18. (Lg([O,T],V),zg([O,T],V’)) is a conjugate couple.
Proof. Observe that we have the continuous inclusion
LA([0, T, V)N LL([0,T), V') = WyPa([0,T], V, V') = BCy([0,T],V').  (54)

Therefore, (LE([0,T1,V), Eg([(}, T],V")) is a compatible couple when embedded
in LB([0,T],V"). Since we have the dense embeddings

i
Wy 9([0, 7], V, V') = Lg([0,T], V) (55)
and
Whra(0,T],V, V') < L1([0,T],V"), (56)
(LE([0, T, V), Eg([o, T],V")) is a conjugate couple. O

Corollary 2.19. W;’p’q([O,T],‘/,V’) is reflexive.

Proof. Using Lemma and the fact that (L2([0,T],V), L([0,T],V")) is a

conjugate couple,

Whwa(o,T), v, V') = L2([0,T], V) + Li([0,T), V") (57)
Thus,
71,09 AV P "~ Tq v
WyPa([0,T], V, V') Ly([0, T, V) WNLg([(),T]J//) (58)
= L§([0,T],V)n L([0,T], V"),
and so, ng’p’q([o, T),V, V') is reflexive. O

14



3. The concept of solution

In this section we will establish the concept of solution of system . In
order to properly motivate this concept, we will proceed by analogy with the

classic case. So, we consider the following system:

% -V (k;1Vu)+k:2u:f, in (O,T) x Q,
u=0, on (0,T) x 09, (59)
u(O,x) = 'UJO(:L')v in €2,

with f € L2([0,T], L3(Q)), uo € L*(Q). If we denote by

WhPa((0,T],V, V') = {u e LP([0,T),V) : i—? € Lq([O,T],V’)}, (60)

where % is distributional derivative of u. We have that there exists an unique

element u € WH22([0,T], HE (), H~1(2)) N C([0,T], L*(Q)) (where H}(Q) =
{u e WH2(Q) : ulpq =0} and H1(Q) = HF(2)') such that u(0) = ug and, for
every v € Hi(Q), u satisfies the following variational formulation in D’(0, T):

d

a(u(t),v)Lg(Q)+k1/QVu(t)'Vv d:z:+k:2/9u(t)v dx:/ﬂf(t)v dz, (61)

Thus, the distributional derivative is such that

% = [+ V- (;1Vu) — ksu € L*([0, T], H'(9)), (62)

and then, by [5l Proposition A.6], we can identify u with an element of the space

WL22((0,T), HE(Q), H1(Q)) =
{u e L2([0,T), HX(Q)) : Ju e L*([0,T], H- (),

u(t) = u(0) + /[0 ) ds € H), Vi e 0.7} (63)

with o = ((11—1; almost everywhere in [0, 7T]. So, we have that the spaces
Wh22((0,T], Hy (@), HH () and WH2([0,T], Hy (@), H1(Q))  (64)
are essentially the same and, for every ¢ € [0,T], and v € H}(Q2) we have

(u(t),v) = {ug,v) + /[0 ] /Q f(s)v—k1Vu(s) - Vo — kau(s)v dx ds, (65)
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Moreover, thanks to the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem [7, Theorem 1.6],

there exists

lim M = f(t) + V- (V) — kpu(t) € HT(),  (66)

for a.e. t € [0,T]. That is, there exists the classical derivative in time, u'(t) €

H~1(Q), almost everywhere in [0, T] and it satisfies
u'(t) = f(t) + V- (k1Vu(t)) — kou(t) € H1(Q), for ae. t € [0,T). (67)

In our case, we cannot define the space W,-2([0,T], Hj(2), H~'(Q)) be-
cause we don’t have a g-distributional derivative. Still, we can use the general-
ized Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem (Theorem and define the solution
of system in the following way.

Definition 3.1 (Solutions of system (). Given uy € L*(Q) and f €
2 2
L([0,T7], L*(R2)), we say that

w e Wa2([0, 7], H (), H™H(2)) N BC, ([0, T, L($2)) (65)
is a solution of equation if, for every v € V and every ¢t € [0, 7],

(ut), ) =(uo, v) 7 + /[0 (60 (o)
! (69)

ks /[O’t)Wu(s),vw A1y (s) — ko / (u(s),v) d g ).

(0,t)
In the following corollary, a direct consequence of Theorem [2.9] we will see

that we can recover the g derivative of the solution g-almost everywhere in time.

Corollary 3.2. Ifu is a solution of equation then there exists a g-measurable
set, N C [0,T), with pug(N) =0 such that

uy(t) = f(t) + V- (k1 Vu)(t) — kau(t) € H-1(Q), Vt € [0,T] \ N. (70)

4. An existence result

In this section we will study the existence and uniqueness of solution of the

equation where 0 C R3 is a domain with a sufficiently regular boundary
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0Q. We take V = H}(Q) and H = L?(Q2) in the functional framework of the
previous section and we use the classical diagonalization method —see [I2]- in
order to prove existence of solution. The fundamental goal is to recover those
results known for the case Dy = @.

Let us establish some notation. Let {wy}reny be an eigenvector basis of
HL(Q), orthonormal with respect to L?(Q), related to the following spectral

problem
w, € H}(Q), ¥n €N,

k‘l/ Vuw, - Vv dx—l—kzg/ wyv dx = )\n/ wpv da, Yv € Hé(Q), Vn € N,

Q Q Q (1)

where 0 < Ay < A2 < -+ — oo and such that {wn/\/x}neN is a basis Hg(Q)
for the scalar product of HE(Q),

(u,v) = /Q(iju -V + kouv) d z. (72)

Let Ag(t) = g(tT) — g(t) for any function g. For our next result we recall the

following.

Theorem 4.1 ([2, Lemma 6.4]). Let zg € R, h,d € Ly([a,b)), with d(t)Ag(t) #
1 for every t € [a,b) N Dy and Zte[a,b)nDQ [In|1 —d(t)Ag(t)|| < oo. Then

zy(t) +d(t)x(t) = h(t) for g-a.e. in [a,b), 73

has a unique solution x € ACy4([a,b]).

Theorem 4.2 (Existence of solution of the system (1])). Let ug € L*(Q), f €
L2([0,T], L*(2)) and g a nondecreasing function, continuous in a neighborhood

of t =0 and left-continuous in (0,T]. Assume that, for every n € N,

(H1) \Ag(t) #1, VL€ [0,TINDy, Y [In]l = AyAg(t)]] < oo,
t€la,b)NDy

(H2) e~ po0O\P) TT 1 — X, Ag(u)[* < Cy, Wt € (0,7,

u€[0,t)NDy

17



() [ e om0 T e Mg dpy(t) < O,
[0,T) u€[0,6)NDy

wels 1— X\ Ag(u)|?
(H4) / ef2>‘n Ufg([s,t)\Dg) H 6[ 7t)mD$1 | n ( )‘ dﬂg(s) S CQ,vt c [O’T],
(0.%)

[1— A, Ag(s)]?
I1 €[s,t)ND ‘1_>‘nAg(u)|2
H5 / )\n€_2)‘" Itg([svt)\Dg) uels, g d s d ¢
(H5) [0,1) J[0,t) 11— AAg(s)|? fig(s) dpg(t)
< Oy,

where C1,Cy € RT are constants. Then there exists
u € Wy »2((0, T], Hy (), H () N BC,((0,T], L*(2)), (74)

unique solution of the equation in the sense of the formulation , such
that satisfies the following bounds with respect to the data

[ull e 0,77, £2(02)) + Null 22 0,71, 8 () + 1ugll L2 0,11, () (75)

<C1lluol|z2 () + C2||f||L§,([0,T]7L2(Q))7
where 61, @2 € RT are constants.

Proof. In order to make a clearer proof, we will divide it into five parts. In the
first part we will approximate problem using the functions of the spectral
basis. Then, in Part 2, we will obtain bounds for the solutions associated to
the discrete problem. In the third part, we will analyze how to take the limit
and recover a solution of the continuous problem. Later, in Part 4, we will
analyze the continuity with respect to the data. In the last part we will prove
the uniqueness of solution.
e Part 1, spectral basis approximation.

Given k € N, let us write

ug = (uo,we),  fH(8) = (f(t), we), (76)

for every k =1,...,n. We have that

wo =y ugwy, f(t) =Y fF(t)w. (77)
k=1 k=1
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We look for a solution of the form
u(t) = Z&k(t)wk, (78)
k=1
which, substituting formally in ,

(ut), wi) =(uo, wy) + / (F(), wr) djag(s)

0,t)

— ks /[o,t) /Q Vu(s) - Vwi, dx d pg(s) (79)

[ [ (s ) do dpy(s), e 0.T) ke,
[0,t) Jo

it will satisfy, for every k € N, the approximated problem

SO =uf+ [ 176 - MGy, 0T (50)
[0,%)

Thanks to the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus for the Lebesgue-Stieltjes
integral (see [2, Theorem 5.1]) that the previous problem is equivalent to
(fk);(t) + M E8(t) = £5(t), for g-almost all t € [0, T, (51)
81
¢k(0) = ub, k € N.
Now, by Theorem if the compatibility conditions (H1) are satisfied, there
exists a unique solution ¢¥ € AC,([0,T]) N BC,([0,T]), k = 1,...,n, which,
furthermore, we can compute explicitly taking into account the exponential

function in [2, Lemma 6.4], this is,

EO=FO O [ FOFE dul. 62
[07t)
with, for every k =1,...,n,
ef[Ov“ d*(s) dﬂg(s)’ 0<t<ty,
er(t) = (83)

) e
(—1)elon @ dme(®) g < k=1, Ny,
with ty,+1 =T and dr given by
&7@@)7 te [OvT]\Dga

In[1 + d*(t)Ag(1)| (84)
Ag(l) , t€]0,T1N Dy,

d*(t) =
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where
Ak SR
1—XeAg(t)’ 1— MeAg(t)’

are functions in L;([O,T]), as it was pointed out in the proof of [2, Proposi-

d*(t) = ey = (85)

tion 6.8]. Finally, the points {t1,...,¢n, }, with k = 1,...,n, are those in
To ={t€[0,T]NDy: 1+d*(t)Ag(t) < 0}. (86)
This is a finite set because

1< > A9 < (1o < oo (87)

teT, teT,

Observe that, given ¢ € [0,7] N D, we have that

/k(t) _ 1 ‘1 )\kAg(t) ’ _ 1 n 1 ‘
V0 R A R V0| RV Ep W.VIO] B
1
=— Ag(t) In|1— ApAg(t)].
Thence,

~ /\k, tE[O,T]\Dg,

PH=9 w1 - Mg (89)
_ ) , t€[0,T]N D,.

Observe that, for a given t € [0,T] N D, there exists an index k from which
In |1 — ApAg(t)] is a strictly positive number.

e Part 2: obtaining of bounds related to the solution of the discrete
problem.

In what follows we will obtain a series of bounds of the solution of of

the approximated problem . Taking the absolute value on we have that

Jug] € (s)] | 7
€4 (1)) < + (s 5); (90)
1= Go @] Jou ) 41l
Thence, taking into account Hélder’s mequahty and the parallelogram law,
5 lugl® % (s)I? k(o2
0 < 2 o dig(s) [ AP daglo).
|Ak( )2 0.0 [P =AAg(s)? 77 Jiow I

(91)
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Now,

# =eX — * u u ex — J u u
TP p( 2/{0,”\ng< ) gl >) p< 2/[0,t)ngd()dug( >)

=22k 1 ([0,\Dg) exp | 2 Z In |1 — A Ag(u)]

u€(0,t)NDy,
—e 22 1g([0,6)\Dy) H 11— AeAg(u)]?.
u€[0,t)NDy
(92)
Analogously, using ,
eF(s)|?
[ S—r
0.0y [ ()21 = ArAg(s)|
_/ e~ 2k kg ([0,6)\Dy) HuE[O,t)ﬁDg 11— ApAg(u)|? )
0,0 €2t (ONPITT o o p (1= MeAg(u) 2|1 — AeAg(s)2 "7
2
:/ 672>\k Mg([s)t)\Dg) Hue[s7t)mD9 ‘1 B )\kAg(’U,” /u (8)
[0,6) |1 — AAg(s)? I
(93)

Thus, from and using (H2) and (H4) we have that, for every k& € N and
every ¢ € (0,77,

€F (@) <2 (e MmO T 1= N Ag(u)?| [ug]?
u€[0,6)NDy

2
/ 2wy (5:00\D) LLucls.nnn, [T~ MAg(w)]
[0,%)

) (04)
- aagE  drele)

+2

' /[ IR i) < 200 + 20 1 g0 m
On the other hand, from and using (H3) and (H5) we have that

/ MIER (1) d sy (1)
[0,T)

§2/ Ape™2Mets (00D TT 11— N Ag(w)]? d g (t) | [ub]?
[0.7) u€[0,t)ND,

Hue[s t)nD 11— ApAg(u)|?
+ 2/ e~ 22k ta([s:\Dyg) DNy dpg(s) dpg(t)
0.1 J[0,¢) [T —AAg(s)]? 7 I

: ||fk||2Lg([o,T],R) < 201 Jug|? + 20, ||fk||2L3([o,T],R)-

(95)

21



From we deduce that, given n,p € N,

n+p n+p n+p
S I OP <2603 1k 20 [ STIAOR duyls), Ve 0,71 (90)
k=n k=n [0,T) k=n

and, from ,
n+p n+p n+p
Z/ MJEE O dpg(t) <201 ) Jugl® + 202/ SO dpg(s).
k=n [0,T) k=n [0,7) k=n

(97)

e Part 3: taking to the limit the discrete problem.
Given n € N, we write u,(t) := > p_, &¥(t)wy, since &8 € AC,([0,T]) N
BC,([0,T]), we have that u, € BC4([0,T], L*(€2)). Thanks to the bound in
we observe that {u, }nen is a Cauchy sequence in BCy([0,77], L*(€2)). Indeed,

on one hand,

n 1/2
sup |Jun(t)[|r2(@) = sup [Z €k(t)l2] ; (98)
t€[0,T] te[0,T] |
so, taking into account and the subadditivity of the square root,
n+p 1/2
SUP |tn4p(t) — un(t)llL2(0) = sup lz |§k(t)2]
te[0,T] tel0,T] | .=,

99
2 (99)

<v2C1 Z |u’5|2 + v/2Cs
k=n

from where we deduce the Cauchy character of the series at the left hand side

n+p 1/2
AﬂZu%Vmuﬂ ,

k=n

of the equality. In particular, since BC,4([0,T], L?(£2)) is a Banach space, the
sequence will be convergent to an element u € BC,([0,T], L?(£2)). Furthermore,
u(0) = wug. To see this, observe that, since ¢ is continuous at 0 and u, €
BC,4([0,T], L?(52)), u,, are continuous at 0, so u, (0) = u,(07).

From equation and the continuity of g at 0 we have that

[un(0F) = ol 72y = Y 1€5(0T) —ugl* + > Jugl?
k=1 k=n-+1
. 2
= |@ ) —1)U’8+€’“(0)’1/ e ()" (s) dpg(s) (100)
—1 [0,01)
+ > uglP= D> gl —o.
k=n+1 k=n+1
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Hence, {un(0)}nen — uo and so u(0) = ug. On the other hand, if we take into

account that

N 1/2
HunHLg([o,T],Hg(Q)) = l/ Z/\k|€k(t)|2 dﬂg(t)] , (101)
0,1) =

we have that, thanks to ,

n+p

1/2
[ unummlm)—[/ > e >|2dug<>]

. e (102)

+\/ﬁl/ Zlf’c 12 dprg(s)

n-+p

</2C, lz |uk|?

Thus, {tn }nen is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space LZ([0,T], Hj(£2)) and
50 {Un fnen — uw in L2([0,T], Hj(Q2)). Finally, given n € Nand 1 <k <n,

can be written for every t € [0,7] and k = 1,...,n,

(1 (), k) = (1t k) + / (Fals)s ) dig(s)

(0.,%)

—k‘l/ /Vun -V do dpg(s (5/ /un s)wi d dpg(s).
[0,t) [0,t)

(103)
Let us fix an element £ < n and take n — oo. We have that, for every

€ [0,T],

lim_|(un (6) — u(t), wi)| < T un(t) = w(®)][13(0) =0,

n—o0
Jim / (un(s) — u(s), wp) d g ()
n—oo [O,t)
< lim [un(s) = w(s)| a2 o llwill 1 @) dpg(s) =0, (104)

lim /[o,t)(f”“) — () we) dpg(s)

n—o0

< dim [ [fals) = F()lage dpgls) =0,

Furthermore, lim,, o0 (un (0), wy) = (ug, wy). Thus, since we can choose k arbi-

trarily, we deduce, by the density of the system of vectors {wy }ren in H}(Q),
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that

(u(t),w) ~(uo,w) + [

mt)(f(s),w) dpg(s) — k1 /[O,t) /Q Vu(s) - Vw dz dpg(s)
—(5/ /u(s)w dx dpugy(s), YVt €[0,T], Yw € Hy ().
o (105)
e Part 4: bounding with respect to the data.

On one hand, we have by and that, for every t € [0, T,

Jun@aen + [ un (9 o)
0.7) (106)

<4C [|uoll72 0y + 4Call 1172 (10,17, ()

so, taking n — oo,

llull Lee fo,71,2(2)) + llull L2 0,77, 52 (2)) < CrlluollLz) + Callfll2 0,11, 22(02)) -

(107)
Recovering the g-time derivative from ((105)),
uly = f — ki Au—kyu e L2([0,T], H (), (108)

and using the bounds in (107]), we obtain, redefining the constants if necessary,
that

lll e o1, 22(0)) + Null L2 0,71, 112 () + gl L2 o711 () (109)

<Ciluol z2(@) + Call fllz2 (0.71,22(22))-
e Part 5: uniqueness of solution. Suppose that there exists another
solution of system () @ € W222([0, 7], H} (), H~()) N BC,y([0,T], L*()) in
the sense of Definition [3.I] Then,

ut) = i?‘“‘(t) wg, Vt € [0,T], (110)
k=1
where
&) = /Q'E(t) wy do (111)

and the convergence of series occurring in (110)) is considered in L?(Q) for all
t € [0,T] and in Hg(2) for g-almost all ¢ € [0,7T]. To see this, observe that since
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u(t) € L3(Q), for all t € [0,T], and {w }xen is an orthonormal basis of L*(Q),

we have that
o0

i) => (/Q a(t) we dx) wg, (112)

k=1
where the convergence is in L?(2). Now, {wg/v/Ax}72, is a orthonormal basis of
H{} () associated to scalar product in (72), so, since u(t) € H}(Q) for g-almost
all ¢ € [0,T], we have that

~ _ > ~ Wy W = 1
0 =3 (70 75) i = 35 3.0

ko:ol \ k=1 (113)
Zk</ u(t) wy d:z:> W,
— A \Ja

where the convergence is in H} (). Now, given elements ¢t < s in [0, 7] (analo-

gous for the case s < t) and k € N, we have that

&) =) _ [als)—aw oo fals) —ae)
_/Q b _<9(3)—9(t)’ k>H1(Q),H5(Q)

g9(s) —g(t) g(s) — g(t) ;
(114)
thus,
ORI AR
Slig’h g(g) _ g(t) - <u9(t)7wk>H*1(Q)’Hé(Q) (115)
i) —a A
= Sl_>t+ g(s) — g(t) g(t)HHl(Q) H kHHO(Q) 0.

Where the convergence is a consequence of u € W;’Q’Q([O, T), H} (), H1()).

From the previous expression we deduce that

(€% () = (T (), wi) (.10 for g-ae. 1 €10,T). (116)

Therefore, £F € VIN/;’Q(O,T) N BC,([0,T]). Now, assume U is a solution of sys-
tem (). Therefore, for g-a.e. t € [0,7] and every k € N,

ORI CAGRUY S ——
= (F(®) + V- V() — kal(t). wi) sy ey (17)
=FR(8) = @), wi) = F5(8) — A& (8).
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From the previous expression we have that ?“ satisfies the following equation:

(€5 (t) + A €8 (t) = f*(t), for g-almost all ¢ € [0, 7], (118)

118
£°(0) = uf, k€N,

which is the same equation that satisfies ¥ for k € N, in (81). Hence, by the

uniqueness of solution of previous system, we have that £*(t) = ?“(t), t€[0,T],

Vk € N, and then, u and u are essentially the same element. O

Remark 4.3. We must point out that the solution we have obtained in (80)
is not, in general, continuous at the points of [0,7] N D,. Indeed, given t €

[0,T] N Dy, we have that

ER(tT) = € ()(1 = MAg(1) + fH (D) Ag(t). (119)

Let us consider now sufficient conditions in order to guarantee the fulfillment
of the existence hypotheses (H1)—(H5). As we can see from the proof, such
conditions are necessary in order to establish some bounds of the partial sums
in some spaces. These appear naturally while establishing the bounds that

concern the initial condition and source term.

Corollary 4.4 (Sufficient conditions). Let ug € L*(Q), f € L([0,T], L*(2))
and g a nondecreasing function, continuous in a neighborhood of t = 0 and
left-continuous in (0,T]. A sufficient condition for (H2)-(H5) to hold is

3 In[1 — ApAg(u)

\ < pg([s,t)\ Dy), VO< s <t <T, VkeN. (120)
k

u€l[s,t)NDy

Proof. On one hand,

e 22k 1g([0,6)\Dg) H 11— AeAg(u)l®
u€[0,t)NDy

e—Qkk/Lg([Ovt)), t € [0,t0),

= In|1— AsAg(u
exp [ -2x [my0.0\Dy) - 3 BRI e gy
u€[0,t)NDy k
(121)
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for any ¢y € [0,T] such that g is continuous in [0,¢p). Therefore we obtain the
bounds in (H2) and (H3). Let us check now what happens with conditions (H4)
and (H5). Given ¢t € [0,7] and s € [0,¢), we have that

2
6_2>\’“ 1o ([5,)\Dg) Hue[s,t)ﬁDg |1 — )\kAg(UH
1= AeAg(s)]?
—e 2k kg ([s,)\Dg) H 11— A\eAg(u)]?
w€(s,t)NDy (122)
In|1 — XsAg(u
<exp [ 20 py(ls.)\ D) - YD L AeAd)
u€[s,t)NDy k
In particular, we have that
2
6_2>\k 1g([5,6)\Dg) HuG[s,t)ﬂDg |1 - AkAg(“’)'
11— AeAg(s)]?
e~ 2 kb ([s:)) t €10,%0),
exp =2k [g([5, t0)) + p1g([to, ) \ Dy)])
A t e [to, 11)7
Injl -\
< -exp | 2Ag Z w , s € [OatO);
Ak
u€[to,t)NDy
In|1 — AAg(u
exp | =2k |pg([s,t) \ Dgy) — Z M , t,s € [to, T),
u€[s,t)NDy k

(123)
from where obtain estimations (H4) and (H5). O

Remark 4.5. We can easily extend the results above to the case of Neumann

homogeneous boundary conditions:

u, — V- (kiVu) + kou = f(t,x), in[(0,T)\C,] x Q,

g
k1Vu-n =0, on (0,T) x 99, (124)
u(0,x) = up(x), in Q.

In this case, we obtain a solution in the space W;’Q’Q([O, T], HY (), HY(2)) N
Be, (0,71, ().

Remark 4.6. Observe that in the case of g(t) = ¢, hypothesis (H1)-(H5) are

trivially satisfied and we recover the classical results for the parabolic partial dif-
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ferential equation . So, in a certain sense, the theory that we have developed

generalizes the classical theory for this type of partial differential equations.

5. Applications to population dynamics

In this section we present a possible application of the theory that we have
developed in the previous section to a silkworm population model based on the
example presented in [3, Section 5]. In our case, we will consider that we have a
diffusion term that allows us to study the spatial distribution of the silkworm in

an island (for instance, Gran Canaria). Thus, consider the following equation:

ug(t) = V- (nVu) = f(t,u(t),u), in[(0,T)\ Cy] x Q,
nVu-n=0, on (0,T) x 89, (125)
u(0,x) = up(z), in €,

where 2 C R, 1 > 0, up € L*(Q), f:[0,7]\ Cy x Rx L] (R) — R is such that

—cx, if t € (5k,5k+4),k=0,1,2,...

t—1
/\/ p(s)ds, ift=5k+1),k=0,1,2,...
t—5

with ¢ > 0and A > 0and g:t € [0,00) — R defined as

%m, if0<t<2,
1, if2<t<3,
git) =926t —12 -8, if3<t<A4, (127)
3, if 4 <t <5,
44 g(t —5), it 5>t

A detailed description of the relationship between the previous functions and
the life cycle of silkworms can be found in [3]. If we integrate (125)) in the whole
domain Q and denote by w(t) = [, u(t) dz, we have

/Qu’g(t) dx—/ﬂV-(nVu) dx:/ﬂf(t,u(t),u) dz, (128)
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where we have assumed that we can interchange the integral with the Stieltjes

derivative, we recover the 0-space-dimensional model studied in [3]:

, (t) = f(t,ﬂ(t%ﬂ), in (0’ T) \ Cga

g9

(129)

The mathematical analysis of equation can be done utilizing the same
techniques that we have used for the general model . That is, we can consider
a spectral basis of H*(£2), solve the corresponding problem associated to each
eigenvalue and finally pass to the limit. We leave the details to the reader and
we will focus on the numerical approximation of the model.

We consider a polygonal approximation of Gran Canaria island (the domain

Q), and the following triangulation {7}}7¢, of the domain:

[Google Earth

b) Triangulation generated with
(a) Image of Gran Canaria island gen- () & &

FreeFem++[13] from the image of the
erated by Google Earth.

left (88018 triangles).

Figure 1: Computational domain.

Associated to the previous triangulation, we consider the following finite
element space:

Vi ={u€CQ): ulp €Pi(ry), Yk =1,...,nt} C H'(Q). (130)

Now, let nv = dim(V},) (number of vertices) and {api 724 a basis of V} such
that
ol (er) = g, Yk, j€{1,...,n0}, (131)
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where {e;}}}V, are the vertices of the mesh. For k,j =1,...,nv we write

[Rn] € Mupvxno(R) = [Rplry = 77/ Vi -V dm+/ orp; da,
Q Q

[Mp] € Mpuxno(R) = [Mpli,; = / orp; da,.
Q

We will approximate the solution of system (125) by

un(x,t) = > & (E)Yf (),

k=1

where, for k =1,...,nv, & € AC4([0,T]) is the solution of

(gilj)lg(t) + )\ﬁf}li(t) = f(t’ 62@)7 fg)a g-a.e. (07 T) \ Cga
7(0) = (uo, ¥F) r2(0),

where

nuv
Vh(x) =) vfe;()
j=1
with 0 < AL < A2 < ... < A7 and {vF}72, C R™ such that

[Ru]vE = AF[M]vE, VE=1,...,nv.

(132)

(133)

(134)

(135)

(136)

We have (see [I4, Theorem 6.4-1]) that {¢¥}7  is a basis of V}, orthonormal in
L2(Q) and (¢F, p7) = Ak <¢}’f,<pj>, Vk, j=1,...,nv, where, given u,v € H'(Q),

(u,v):n/Vu~Vvdo:+/uv dz.
Q Q

(137)

Finally, using the same arguments as in [3], we have the following expression for

the exact solution of ([134):
(g, F) e~ Ahte=Dg(0), if0<t<d,
5k—1
/\/ £F(s) ds
5

cexp (—(Af + ¢ —1)[g(t) — g(5kT)]) ,

0, in other case.
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(k1) if 5k <t <5k-+4, keN,

(138)



In order to implement all the previous approximations we have used the software
FreeFem++[13]. We present some results that we have obtaining using the first

150 eigenfunctions and the same data as in [3], with

uo(.y) = =
ALY [P+ s?) drds

(@* +y?), (139)

and T = 15. First, in Figure [2| we can see a comparison between the solution
of the 0-dimensional model and the 2-dimensional model. We observe that the
evolution of the spacial mean of the 2-d model solution coincides with the 0-d
model solution, which was expected in view of the fact that equation has

to verify the spatial mean of the 2-d solution.

20

Comparison between the 0-d model and the 2-d model, error= 2.7628e-12
T T T T T T T : T

* 0-d model
18) —2-dmodel |

16 1

141 1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 M 12 13 14 15

Figure 2: Comparison between the solution of the 0-d model and the 2-d model.

Secondly, in Figures and [3d we can observe, respectively, the initial

condition and the solution in the first (¢ = 5) and second impulse (¢ = 10).
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lo.39891/
0.37205 0.37205 0.37205

4 [0.39891
0.3452 1 0.3452 0.3452
0.31835 0.31835 4 0.31835
0.2915 4 0.2915 y 0.2915
0.26465 A 0.26465 0.26465
0.2378 p 0.2378 0.2378
0.21095 0.21095 0.21095
[071841 [lo1841 {01841
0.15725 0.15725 0.15725
0.1304 0.1304 0.1304
0.10355 0.10355 0.10355
0.076703 0.076703 0.076703
0.049853 0.049853 . 0.049853
[0:023003 [0:023003 = m&

(a) Initial condition. (b) Solution at time ¢ = 5. (c) Solution at time ¢ = 10.

g

Figure 3: Evolution of the model from the initial condition to time ¢ = 10.
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