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CONVEX SEMIGROUPS ON LP-LIKE SPACES

ROBERT DENK, MICHAEL KUPPER, AND MAX NENDEL

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate convex semigroups on Banach lattices with
order continuous norm, having LP-spaces in mind as a typical application. We show
that the basic results from linear Cp-semigroup theory extend to the convex case. We
prove that the generator of a convex Cp-semigroup is closed and uniquely determines
the semigroup whenever the domain is dense. Moreover, the domain of the generator
is invariant under the semigroup; a result that leads to the well-posedness of the
related Cauchy problem. In a last step, we provide conditions for the existence and
strong continuity of semigroup envelopes for families of Cp-semigroups. The results
are discussed in several examples such as semilinear heat equations and nonlinear
integro-differential equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Decision-making in a dynamic random environment naturally leads to so-called sto-
chastic optimal control problems. These type of problems arise in numerous applications
in economics and mathematical finance, cf. Fleming-Soner [11] or Pham [25]. Exam-
ples include irreversible investments, endogenous growth models, such as the AK-model,
portfolio optimization, as well as superhedging and superreplication under model un-
certainty. In this context, the dynamic programming principle typically leads to con-
vex partial differential equations, so-called Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations,
where, intuitively speaking, the convexity comes from optimizing among a certain class
of Markov processes, each one linked to a linear PDE via its infinitesimal generator.
One classical approach to treat nonlinear partial differential equations uses the theory
of maximal monotone or m-accretive operators; see, e.g., Barbu [2], Bénilan-Crandall
[5], Brézis [6], Evans [10], Kato [14], and the references therein. To show that an accre-
tive operator is m-accretive, one has to prove that 1+ hA is surjective for small h > 0.
However, in many cases it is hard to verify this condition. This was one of the reasons
for the introduction of viscosity solutions, where existence and uniqueness holds due to
the milestone papers by Crandall-Ishii-Lions [7],[8] and Ishii [13]. Although Perron’s
method (providing the existence) and Ishii’s lemma (in order to obtain uniqueness) are
applicable to a large class of HJB equations, solvability in terms of viscosity solutions
is a rather weak notion of well-posedness, in the sense that viscosity solutions without
any further results on regularity are a priori not differentiable in any sense.

Inspired by Nisio [23], in this paper, we approach convex differential equations with
a semigroup approach. We extend classical results from semigroup theory regarding
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uniqueness of the semigroup in terms of the generator, space and time regularity of
solutions in terms of initial data, more precisely, invariance of the domain under the
semigroup, and classical well-posedness of related Cauchy problems to the convex case.

Given a Cp-semigroup S = (S(t))ic[0,00) Of linear operators on a Banach space X
with generator A: D(A) C X — X, it is well known that the domain D(A) is invariant
under S, that is, S(t)x € D(A) for all z € D(A) and ¢t > 0. Moreover, it holds

AS(t)x = S(t)Az  for all x € D(A) and ¢t > 0. (1.1)

This relation is fundamental in order to prove the invariance of the domain under the
semigroup, that the semigroup S is uniquely determined through its generator, and
results in the classical well-posedness of the associated Cauchy problem.

In this work, we show that the aforementioned fundamental results from linear semi-
group theory extend to the convex case, if the underlying space X satisfies some addi-
tional properties, and the right-hand side of (1.1) is replaced by a directional deriva-
tive. To that end, we assume that X is Dedekind o-complete and that lim, o |2, —
inf,,en || = 0 for every decreasing sequence (zp,)nen in X which is bounded below,
having X = LP(u) for p € [1,00) and an arbitrary measure x in mind as a typical exam-
ple. Then, a convex Cp-semigroup S on X is a family (S(t))¢c[,00) of bounded convex
operators X — X, such that, for every x € X, it holds S(0)x = z, S(t+s)x = S(t)S(s)x
for all s,t > 0, and S(t)x — x as t | 0. Defining its generator A: D(A) C X — X as
in the linear case by

A e Jiyy 2T —
hl0 h

M —
,  where D(A):= {x € X :lim Sthjz -z exists},
h10 h
we show that the convex Cp-semigroup S leaves the domain D(A) invariant. Moreover,
the map [0,00) — X, t — S(t)x is continuously differentiable for all x € D(A), and the
time derivative is given by

AS(t)e = S'(t,2)Av = inf S(t)(z + h‘:m) —SWz

The right-hand side of this equation is the directional derivative or Gateaux derivative
of the convex operator S(t) at z in direction Az. In particular, if S(¢) is linear, the
Gateaux derivative simplifies to S’(¢,x)Ax = S(t) Az, which is consistent with (1.1).
We further show that the generator A is always a closed operator which uniquely
determines the semigroup S on dense subsets of the domain D(A). As a consequence,
y(t) := S(t)z, for x € D(A), defines the unique classical solution to the abstract Cauchy
problem

y'(t) = Ay(t), for allt >0,
(CP) { y(0) = x.

Motivated by stochastic optimal control problems, we then specialize on a setup, where,
for an arbitrary index set A, we consider families (S))xep of convex monotone semi-
groups Sy = (S\(t))t>0. We then address the question of the existence of a smallest
upper bound S of the family (Sy)aea within the class of semigroups. We provide con-
ditions that ensure the existence and strong continuity of the smallest upper bound 5,
which we refer to as the (upper) semigroup envelope, making the above mentioned re-
sults on convex semigroups applicable to this setting. Formally, the generator A of the
semigroup envelope S corresponds of the operator supycy Ay, defined on [, D(AN),
where, for A € A, A) is the generator of S). In this case, at least formally, the Cauchy
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problem (CP) results in an abstract Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman-type equation of the
form

Owu(t) = sup Ayu(t) fort >0, u(0)= uop. (1.2)

AEA

Following Nisio [23], Denk-Kupper-Nendel [9] and Nendel-Réckner [21], where the exis-
tence of a semigroup envelope, under certain conditions, has been shown for families of
semigroups on BUC, we provide conditions for convolution semigroups on LP(u) that
make the aforementioned relation rigorous. In general, the obtained domain D(A) will
be larger than the natural domain (o, D(Ay). However, our results imply the exis-
tence and classical differentiability of the solution even for initial values in D(A). We
remark that for generators of Lévy processes in BUC under uncertainty, recent results
were obtained, e.g., in Denk-Kupper-Nendel [9], Hollender [12], Kiihn [18], Nendel-
Réckner [21], and Neufeld-Nutz [22]. Fully nonlinear equations in the strong LP-setting
were recently considered, e.g., by Krylov [15],[16],[17].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the setting
and state basic results on convex Cy-semigroups, which can be derived from a uniform
boundedness principle for convex operators. Section 3 includes the main results on
convex Cp-semigroups, their generators and related Cauchy problems. In particular,
we provide invariance of the domain, uniqueness of the semigroup in terms of the
generator and classical well-posedness of the related Cauchy problem. In Section 4, we
consider the smallest upper bound, called the (upper) semigroup envelope, of a family of
convex monotone semigroups. In Section 5, we provide conditions for the existence and
strong continuity of the semigroup envelope for families (S))xea of linear convolution
semigroups on LP(y), and relate the generator of the semigroup envelope to supyc, Ay,
i.e., the smallest upper bound of the generators (Ay)xea of (Sx)aca. We illustrate the
results with Example 5.3 and Example 5.4. In the appendix, we collect some additional
results on bounded convex operators on general Banach lattices including a version of
the uniform boundedness principle for convex operators.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section, we introduce our setup, define convex semigroups, which are the
central object of this manuscript, and discuss some technical properties of these semi-
groups, which will be fundamental for the analysis in the subsequent sections.

Let X be a Banach lattice. For an operator S: X — X, we define

[S]lr == sup |[|Sz|l
zeB(0,r
for all » > 0, where B(zo,7) := {z € X: ||z — x| < r} for xg € X. We say that
an operator S: X — X is convez if S(Az + (1 — N)y) < ASz + (1 — A)Sy for all
A € [0, 1], positive homogeneous if S(Az) = ASx for all A > 0, sublinear if S is convex
and positive homogeneous, monotone if x < y implies Sz < Sy for all z,y € X, and
bounded if ||S||, < oo for all r > 0.

Definition 2.1. A family S = (S(t)):c[0,00) of bounded operators X — X is called a
semigroup on X if

(S1) S(0)x =z for all x € X,

(S2) S(t+ s)z = S(t)S(s)x for all z € X and s,t € [0, 00).
In this case, we say that S is a Cy-semigroup if, additionally,

(S3) S(t)r - x ast |0 forall z € X.
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We say that S is conver, sublinear or monotone if S(t) is convex, sublinear or monotone
for all t > 0, respectively.

Throughout the rest of this section, let S be a convex Cy-semigroup on X. For ¢ > 0
and = € X, we define the convex operator S;(¢t): X — X by
Sz(t)y = S(t)(z +y) — S(t)z.
Proposition 2.2. Let T > 0 and xo € X. Then, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that

sup [|Sz(t)yll < Lyl
te[0,7

for all x € B(xo,7) and y € B(0,r).
Proof. 1t suffices to show that

sup ||S(t)x] < o0 (2.1)
0<t<T

for all z € X. Indeed, under (2.1), it follows from Theorem A.9 b) that there exists
some 7 > 0 such that b := sup,c (s, ) SUPo<t<7 [|Sz(t)||lr < 00. Since Sy(t) is convex
and S;(t)0 = 0, we obtain from Lemma A.1 that

1S )yl < 2|yl

for all t € [0,T], x € B(zo,7) and y € B(0,r).
In order to prove (2.1), let z € X. Since S(t)x — x as t | 0, there exists some n € N
such that

R:= sup [|S(h)z| < oo,
he[0,0)

where 0 := % Since S(t) is bounded for all ¢ > 0, it holds

¢i= max |S(kd)||r < oc.

Now, let ¢ € [0,T]. Then, there exist k € {0,...,n} and h € [0, ) such that t = kd + h.
Since ||S(h)x|| < R, it follows that ||S(t)z| = [|S(k0)S(h)z| < ¢. This proves (2.1) and
thus completes the proof. O

Remark 2.3. If S is sublinear, then there exist w € R and M > 1 such that
[S(#)z|] < Me" ||| (2.2)

for all z € X and t € [0,00). Indeed, by Proposition 2.2 and sublinearity of the
semigroup S, one has

S(t
M := sup Supm < 00.
tefoa]zex |17l

Set w :=log M. Then, for all t € [0,00), there exists some m € N with t <m < ¢+ 1.
By the semigroup property, it follows that

IS@)xl| = [|S () || < M™|z]| < M™|z]| = Me*||z]|
for all x € X.
Corollary 2.4. Let T > 0 and xg € X. Then, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that

sup [|S(t)y — S(t)z| < Llly — =
te[0,7

for all y,z € B(xg,r).
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Proof. By Proposition 2.2, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that

sup [[Sz()yll < Ly
te[0,7

for all x € B(xg,2r) and y € B(0,2r). Now, let y, z € B(zo,r). Then, y—z € B(0, 2r),
and we thus obtain that
sup [[S(t)y — S(t)z[l = sup [|S:(¢)(y — 2)|| < Llly — =],
t€[0,7] t€[0,7]

which shows the desired Lipschitz continuity. O
Corollary 2.5. The map [0,00) = X, t — S(t)z is continuous for all z € X.

Proof. Let t > 0 and « € X. Then, by Corollary 2.4, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such
that

sup [|S(s)y — S(s)z| < Llly — ||
s€[0,t+1]

for all y € B(x,r). Moreover, there exists some 0 € (0, 1] such that ||S(h)z —z| <r
for all h € [0,4]. For s > 0 with |s —¢| < 0, it follows that

[S(t)x = S(s)zl| = [|S(s A)S(|t = s[)x = S(s At)z|| < LISt — sz — 2] = 0
as s — t. (|

Corollary 2.6. Let (z,,)nen and (Yn)nen be two sequences in X with x, — x € X and
yn — Yy € X, and (hyp)nen be a sequence in (0,00) with hy, | 0. Then, Sy, (hn)yn — y.

Proof. We first show that S(hy,,)z, — x. By Corollary 2.4, there exist L > 0 and r > 0
such that

sup [|S(t)z — S(t)z|| < Lz — .

te(0,1]

for all z € B(x,r). Hence, for n € N sufficiently large, we obtain that
1S (hn)zn — x| < [|S(hn)zn — S(hn)z|| + [|S(hn)z — ||
< Lz — zl| + 1S (hn)z — x||.
This shows that S(hy)z, — = as n — co. As a consequence,
Sy (hn) T = S(hn)(Tn + Yn) — S(hn)yn = (x+y) —y=2
as n — oo. The proof is complete. O

Proposition 2.7. Let x € X with
S(h)r —x

N < oo for some hg > 0.

sup
he(0,ho]

Then, the map [0,00) — X, t — S(t)x is locally Lipschitz continuous, i.e., for every
T > 0, there exists some Ly > 0 such that || S(t)x—S(s)x|| < Lp|t—s| for all s,t € [0,T].

Proof. Since the map [0,00) — X, t — S(t)z is continuous by Corollary 2.5, there
exists some constant C > 0 such that
S(t)x —
. 150 =l
te(0,77] t
By Corollary 2.4, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that

sup [[S(t)y — S(t)z|| < Llly — 2| for all y,z € B(x,r).
te[0,T

<Cfr.
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Further, there exists some n € N such that suppep g [[S(h)2 — z|| < r, where § := %

Now, let Ly := LCp and s,t € [0,T] with s <¢. If t — s € [0, ], we have that
IS(t)x — S(s)x|| < L||S(t — s)x — z|| < Lp(t — s).
In general, there exist k € {0,...,n— 1} and h € [0, 4] such that ¢t —s = ké + h. Then,

k
IS(t)a — S(s)z]| < IStz — S(s + kd)a| + > ||S(s + o)z — S(s+ (j — 1)8) |
j=1
< Lp(t — (s 4+ kb)) + Lrkd = Lp(t — ).

The proof is complete. U

3. GENERATORS OF CONVEX SEMIGROUPS AND RELATED CAUCHY PROBLEMS

In this section, we assume that X is a Banach lattice with order continuous norm,
i.e., for every net (z4)s with 2, | 0, we have ||z,| — 0. Note that this is equivalent to
the condition that X is Dedekind o-complete, i.e., any countable non-empty subset of
X, which is bounded above, has a supremum, with o-order continuous norm || - ||, i.e.,
for every decreasing sequence (xy,)nen with inf,eyz, = 0, it holds lim, o ||z,|| = 0
(see [20, Theorem 2.4.2] or [28, Theorem 1.1]). Recall that order continuity of the
norm || - || also implies the Dedekind super completeness of X, i.e., every non-empty
subset which is bounded above has a countable subset with identical supremum, see,
for instance, [27, Corollary 1 to Theorem I1.5.10] or [28, Theorem 1.1]. Moreover, we
would like to point out that separability together with Dedekind o-completeness of
X implies order continuity of the norm, cf. [20, Exercise 2.4.1] or [27, Corollary to
Theorem I1.5.14]. Typical examples for X are given by X = LP(u) for p € [1,00) and
some measure , Orlicz spaces, and the space X = ¢y of all sequences converging to 0.
For more details on these spaces, we refer to [20, Section 2.4] or [28]. Again, let S be
a convex Cp-semigroup on X.

Definition 3.1. We define the generator A: D(A) C X — X of S by

S(h)x — =z

h

Az = l}un(} %, where D(A) := {x € X:

is convergent for h | 0}.

In this subsection, we investigate properties of the generator A and its domain D(A).
A fundamental ingredient for the analysis is the directional derivative of a convex
operator. Fix ¢ > 0. Since S(t): X — X is a convex operator, the function

S(t)(x + hy) — S(t)x
h

R\ {0} = X, hw~

is increasing for all x,y € X. In particular,

St)(x —hy) = SOz _ SO)(x + hy) — S(t)

x
<
—h - h — Sx(t)y

—5:(t)(—y) <

for z,y € X and h € (0,1]. Since for all z,y € X and every sequence (hy)nen in (0,00)
with h,, — 0, it holds

nf S(t)(z + hpy) — S(t)x X and suwp St)x — S(t)(x — hny) c
neN hn neN n

X,
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the operators

— —S5(t
S (t,a)y = inf SDEHY) = SO g 4 2y = sup S D@ M) = S
h>0 h h<0 h

(3.1)
are well-defined with values in X. Due to the o-order completeness of the norm one
has

‘ S(t)(z + hy) — S(t)x
h

If the left and right directional derivatives coincide, then the directional derivative is
continuous in time. More precisely, the following holds.

S (t,z)y F —0 ashlO. (3.2)

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that S’ (t,x)y = S’ (t,x)y for some z,y € X and some
t > 0. Then, the maps [0,00) — X, s — S'.(s,x)y are continuous at t. In particular,
hms¢0 Sél:(sv $)y =Y
Proof. Since S’ (s,z)y = =S5 (s,2)(—y) for all s > 0, it suffices to prove the continuity
of the map [0,00) = X, s — S5’ (s,x)y at t. For all s >0 and h > 0, let
S(s)(z £ hy) — S(s)x

+h '

By Corollary 2.5, the mapping [0,00) = X, s +— D, 1(s,x)y is continuous for all ~ > 0.
Let € > 0. By (3.2), there exists some h. > 0 with

Dhx(s,2)y :=

|Dhe sty = St )yl < 5 and || Dy - (ta)y — SL(t2)y]| < 7.

Since the mapping [0,00) = X, s +— Dy_ 1 (s, )y is continuous, there exists some 6 > 0
such that

| Dh.. (s, 2)y — D 1 (t, 2)y|| < Z and || Dy, —(s,2)y — Dy —(t,2)y|| < Z
for all s > 0 with |s — ¢| < . Hence,
| Doy (s, @)y — S (8, @)y < % and || Dp. (s, z)y — S_(t, z)y|| < % (3.3)
for all s > 0 with |[s —t| < d. Since S’ (s,z)y < S’ (s,x)y, we obtain that
S’ (s,x)y — SL(t,x)y > S (s, )y — S_(t,x)y > D, —(s,2)y — S_(t, )y
for all s > 0. On the other hand,
S’ (s,x)y — S (t,2)y < D, 4 (s,2)y — SL(t,x)y
for all s > 0. Now, since S’ (t,z)y = S’_(t, )y, we obtain that
|S% (s, 2)y — Sy (t,2)y| < |Dhy(5,2)y — SL(t, 2)y| + | Dh. (s, 2)y — S_(t, 2)y]
for all s > 0 and therefore, by (3.3),
|8 (8, 2)y — Sy (s, )y < e
for all s > 0 with |s —t| < J. Since S(0) = idy is linear, it follows that
S\ (0,z) = S.(0,z) =idx
and therefore, limy o S’ (¢, z)y = S’.(0,2)y = y. O

It is a straightforward application of Proposition 2.7 that [0,00) — X, ¢t — S(t)z
is locally Lipschitz continuous for all z € D(A). The following first main result states
that it is even continuously differentiable on the domain.
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Theorem 3.3. Let x € D(A) and t > 0.
(i) It holds S(t)x € D(A) with
AS(t)x = S’ (t,z)Ax.
If S(t) is linear, this results in the well-known relation AS(t)x = S(t)Ax.
(ii) Fort >0, it holds
lim S(t)z —S(t —h)x
h10 h
(iii) It holds S (t,x)Ax = S’ (t,x)Ax. The mapping [0,00) — X, s — S(s)z is
continuously differentiable and the derivative is given by

45(s)x = AS(s)x = S/ (s,2) Az for s > 0.

=S’ (t,z)Ax.

(iv) It holds

t t t
St)yr —x = / AS(s)xds = / S (s,z)Axds = / S’ (s,z) Az ds.
0 0 0

Proof. (i) Let t > 0 and (hy,)y, in (0,00) with A, | 0. Then,
S(t+hy)z— Stz  St)(w+h,Azx) = S(t)r  S(t)S(hn)x — S(t)(x + hpAx)
hn b, I '
By Corollary 2.4, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that
15(t)y — S(t)zll < Llly — 2|
for all y,z € B(x,r). For n € N sufficiently large, we thus obtain that
H S( )(x + h,Az) S(hy)x —x

’I’L n

— Ax

<]

Since, by (3.2),
S(t)(x + hpAz) — S(t)x
b,

— S’ (t,x) Az,
we obtain the assertion.
(ii) Let t > 0 and (hy)nen in (0,¢] with h, | 0. Then,
St)x =St —ho)z Stz —St)(x —hoAz)  SEt)(x — hnAz) — S(t — hn)z
hn hn N hn )
Again, by Corollary 2.4, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that
sup [|S(s)y — S(s)z]| < Ly — =||
s€[0,t]
for all y,z € B(x,r). By Corollary 2.6, we have S(h,)(x — h,Az) — . Hence, for
n € N sufficiently large, it follows that
S(t — hp)S(hy)(x — hpAzx) — S(t — hp)z S(hn)(z — hpAz) — x
hy, hy, '
Using Corollary 2.6 and the convexity of S, and S,_p,, 42, we find that, for sufficiently
large n € N,

<L

S(hn)(z — hpAz) —x _ Sz (hn)(—hnAx) N S(hp)x —x
hn hn hn,

< Sp(hp)(—Az) +
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and
r— S(hy)(x — hpAz)  Se—p,az(hn)(hnAz)  S(hy)z — 2

< Sx—hnAx(hn)(A‘T) -

This shows that H S(h")(x;f"Ax)_x H — 0, which implies that

St)x =St —hp)z  St)z — S{t)(z — hnAx)
= 7

— 0.

Since, by (3.2),
S(t)x — S(t)(x — hpAx)
hy,

— S’ (t,z) Az,
we obtain the assertion.
(ili) By definition, it holds S, (t,z)Ax > S’ (t,x) Az, and, for t = 0,
S\ (0,z)Az = S”(0,2) Az = Ax.

Therefore, let ¢ > 0 and 0 < h < ¢. Then, by convexity of Sg(;_p)s, for h sufficiently
small, it holds

St+ha— Sz Sh)SH)x — S(h)S(t — h)z

h N h
_ Ss—nye(R)(S(t)x — S(t — h)z)
h
< Ss(t—nyz(h) <S(t)x — i(t — h)x>,

which implies that
S(t+ h)x — S(t)z

S’ (t,z)Az = AS(t)x = lim

10 h
. S(t)x — S(t — h)z
<
< 1}1108 SS(t—h):c(h)< A
=9 (t,x)Ax,

where we used Corollary 2.6 and (ii) in the last step. Now, Proposition 3.2 yields that
the mapping [0,00) — X, s — 5’ (s,2)Ax is continuous.
(iv) This follows directly from (iii) using the fundamental theorem of calculus. [

As in the linear case, the generator of a convex Cy-semigroup is closed.

Proposition 3.4. The generator A is closed, i.e., for every sequence (xy)nen in D(A)
with x,, - x € X and Ax,, -y € X, it holds v € D(A) and Az =y.

Proof. First, notice that
—Sa, () (—Azy) < S (s, 2n) Ay < Sy, (s) Ay,

where we have used S’ (s, z,) Az, = S’ (s, x,) Az, from Theorem 3.3 (iii), for all s > 0
and n € N. By Corollary 2.4, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that

sup |[S(s)w — S(s)z| < Lfjw — 2|
s€[0,1]



10 ROBERT DENK, MICHAEL KUPPER, AND MAX NENDEL

for all w, z € B(z £y, 7). Hence, for n € N sufficiently large,
1Sz, (s) Az, — Sz, (s)yll < Ll|Azp, —y||  and
152, (s)(—Azn) — Sz, (s)(=y)|| < Ll|Azn, — y],
so that
154 (5, 2n) Ay — yl| < 2L[|Azy — yl| + 1Sz, (s)y — yll + 1Sz, (s)(—y) + ]|
for all s € [0,1]. By Theorem 3.3,

B h
Sz =0 _ 1/ (S, (5, 20) Ay — ) ds
h hJ
for all h > 0. Hence, for fixed h € (0, 1], we find that
S(h)x —x . S(h)z, — zp . 1 [P
' — ‘ = nli)ngo — 5 Y < hrljl—>sol<l>pﬁ/o HSﬁr(s,xn)Axn — yH ds

< limsup 2L][ Az =y + sup (182, ()y = yll + 118z, () (—y) + yll)

n—oo

= sup (IS:(s)y =yl + 15a() (=) + ),

where we used Corollary 2.4 in the last step. This shows that

S(h)x —x
‘()? —y|| < sup ([S:()y =yl + [1S(s)(=y) +yll) =0 ashio.
0<s<h
That is, z € D(A) with Az = y. O

The following theorem is the second main result of this section and shows uniqueness
of the solution.

Theorem 3.5. Let y: [0,00) — X be a continuous function such that y(t) € D(A) for
allt > 0, and

lim

hl0
Then, y(t) = S(t)x for all t > 0, where z := y(0).
Proof. Let t > 0 and g(s) := S(t — s)y(s) for all s € [0,t]. Fix s € [0,t). For every
h > 0 with h <t — s, it holds

g(s+h) —g(s) _ St —s—hjy(s+h) =St s)y(s)

w = Ay(t) for allt > 0.

h h
 Ss(nyy(s)(t —s —h)(y(s + h) = S(h)y(s))
= 5 .
By Proposition 2.2, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that
sup [|Sz(7)z|| < Li|2| (34)
T€[0,t]

for all z € B(y(s),r) and z € B(0,7). Hence, for h sufficiently small, it follows that
Sste)(t =8 =M (y(s +1) = SMy()) || _  [luls +h) — S(h)y(s)
h - h
where we used that limy o y(s + h) = y(s) = limp 0 S(h)y(s). Since y(s) € D(A),
y(s+h)—S(hy(s) _yls+h)—yls) S(h)y(s}l) —y(s) Ay(s) — Ay(s) = 0

)

h h
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as h | 0. This shows that w —0as hl]O.

We next show that the map g: [0,¢] — X is continuous. Since its right derivative
exists, it follows that limp g g(s + h) = g(s) for s € [0,t). Now, let s € (0,¢] and h > 0
sufficiently small. Then,

g9(s —h) —g(s) = S(t —5)S(h)y(s — h) = St — s)y(s)
= Sy(s)(t = 5)(S(h)y(s — h) — y(s)).

Since y(s —h) — y(s) as h | 0, by Corollary 2.6, it follows that S(h)y(s —h) — y(s) as
h | 0. Together with (3.4), we obtain that limypo g(s — h) = g(s).

Finally, fix p in the dual space X’. Since pg: [0,t] — R is continuous and its
right derivative vanishes on [0,t), it follows from [24, Lemma 1.1, Chapter 2] that
[0,t] = X, s — pg(s) is constant. In particular, py(t) = pg(t) = pg(0) = pS(t)z. This
shows that y(t) = S(t)z, as X’ separates the points of X. O

Remark 3.6. With similar arguments as in the proof the previous theorem, one can show
the following statement: Let y: [0,00) — X be a continuous function with y(t) € D(A)
for all £ > 0 and limy,g W = Ay(t) for all ¢ > 0. Then, y(t) = S(t)z for all
t >0 with z := y(0).

Theorem 3.5 implies that convex semigroups are determined by their generators
whenever the domain is dense.

Corollary 3.7. Let T be a convexr Cy-semigroup with generator B C A, i.e., D(B) C

D(A) and A|ppy = B. If D(B) = X, then S(t) = T(t) for all t > 0.

Proof. For every x € D(B), the mapping [0,00) — X, t — T'(t)x satisfies the assump-
tions of Theorem 3.5. Indeed, [0,00) — X, ¢t — T'(t)x is continuous by Corollary 2.5,
and, by Theorem 3.3, T'(t)z € D(B) C D(A) for all ¢ > 0 with

lim T(t+h)x—T(t)z — lim T(h)T(t)x —T(t)x
hl0 h hl0 h
By Theorem 3.5, it follows that T'(¢t)z = S(t)z for all t > 0. Finally, since, by Corollary

A4, the bounded convex functions T'(¢) and S(t) are continuous and D(B) = X, it
follows that S(t) = T'(¢) for all ¢t > 0. O

= BT(t)z = AT(t)z.

Corollary 3.8. The abstract Cauchy problem

y'(t) = Ay(t), for allt >0,
v {y<o> .

is (classically) well-posed in the following sense:

(i) For all x € D(A), (CP) has a unique classical solution y € C([0,00); X) with
y(t) € D(A) for allt >0 and Ay € C([0,00); X).
(ii) For all zy € D(A) and T > 0, there exist L > 0 and r > 0 such that

sup ly(t, ) —y(t,2)|| < Lz — 2| for all x,z € D(A) N B(zo, ),
t€[0,T]

where y( -, x) denotes the unique solution to (CP) with initial value x € D(A).
(iii) For allt >0 and r > 0, there exists some constant C' > 0 such that

ly(t,2)| < C for all x € D(A) with [lz| <.



12 ROBERT DENK, MICHAEL KUPPER, AND MAX NENDEL

Proof. By Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.5, it follows that, for every x € D(A), the
Cauchy problem (CP) has a unique classical solution y € C1([0,00); X) such that
y(t) € D(A) for all t > 0 and Ay € C([0,00); X), and which is given by y(t) = S(t)x.
By Corollary 2.4, we obtain (ii), and (iii) is the boundedness of the operator S(t). O

Remark 3.9. Assume that for some operator Ag: D(Ap) C X — X the abstract Cauchy
problem is well-posed in the sense of Corollary 3.8. Let the domain D(Ag) be a dense
linear subspace of X, and assume that the map D(Ag) — X, = — y(t,z) is convex
for all ¢ > 0. Then, there exists a unique convex Cp-semigroup S = (S5(t));c(0,00) With
S(t)r = y(t,z) for all x € D(Ag). Moreover, Ay C A, where A is the generator of
S, and D(Ap) is S(t)-invariant for all t > 0, i.e., S(t)x € D(Ap) for all ¢ > 0 and
reD (AO)

In fact, we can define the operator S(t)z := y(t,x) for all t > 0 and x € D(Ap). As
S(t) is bounded by (iii) and convex, it is Lipschitz on bounded subsets of D(Ap) by
Corollary A.4. Therefore, there exists a unique continuous extension S(t): X — X,
which again is bounded and convex. By the uniqueness in (i), the semigroup property
for the family S = (S(t))e[0,00) holds for all x € D(Ap), and therefore for all z € X.
Similarly, the strong continuity follows by y(-,z) € C([0,00); X) for x € D(Ap) and
(ii). Finally, as, for every z € D(Ap), the function y(-,z) is differentiable at zero with
derivative Az, we obtain D(Ag) C D(A) with A|[p4,) = Ao as well as, by (i), the
invariance of D(Ag) under S(t).

In this way, we can construct a convex Cy-semigroup by solving the Cauchy problem
only for initial values x € D(Ag). In applications, one might have D(Ap) being much
smaller than D(A).

Remark 3.10. We would like to point out that very little can be said about structural
properties of the domain D(A) when S is nonlinear. If S is sublinear, the generator
and the domain scale with positive multiples, i.e., Az € D(A) with A(Az) = M\Az for
all z € D(A) and A > 0, which is a direct consequence of positive homogeneity of
the semigroup. Although in typical situations, when X = LP the domain contains a
dense subspace, which, in most applications, is the space Cg° of all smooth functions
with compact support, the density of the domain, in a general setting, remains an open
question. Considering the semigroup envelope for two linear semigroups for which the
intersection of the domains consists of only 0, suggests that the domain should fail
to be dense in general. A less pathological case which is not covered by the setup in
this section is given by the semigroup envelope for a family of heat semigroups with
varying covariance operator on the space of all bounded uniformly continuous functions
on a separable Hilbert space H as in [9] and [21], and also suggests that the domain is
typically not dense.

4. SEMIGROUP ENVELOPES

As in the previous section, we assume that X has an order continuous norm implying
that X is Dedekind super complete (see beginning of Section 3). For two semigroups
S and T on X, we write S < T if

St)yr <T(t)x forallt>0and z e X.

We would like to point out that our definition of dominance for two semigroups is not
consistent with the notion of dominance for linear semigroups. If S and T are both
linear, S < T implies that S = T. Our definition of < is therefore only nontrivial, in
the sense that it is a strict inequality, if S or T" are nonlinear.
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Throughout this section, let (S))rea be a family of convex monotone semigroups on
X. We say that a semigroup S is an upper bound of (Sy)xep if S > S for all A € A.

Definition 4.1. We call a semigroup S (if existent) the (upper) semigroup envelope
of (Sh)aea if it is the smallest upper bound of (Sy)aen, i-e. if S is an upper bound of
(Sx)xea and S < T for any other upper bound T' of (S))xea-

Notice that the definition of a semigroup envelope already implies its uniqueness.
However, the existence of a semigroup envelope is not given in general. In [9] and [21] the
existence of a semigroup envelope, under certain conditions, has been shown for families
of semigroups on spaces of uniformly continuous functions. This is done following an
idea of Nisio [23], who was, to the best of our knowledge, the first to investigate the
existence of semigroup envelopes. A related construction is the one of a modulus for
linear Cp-semigroups by Becker and Greiner [4]. It was shown (cf. [9],][21],]23]) that,
for Cp-semigroups, there is a relation between the semigroup envelope, that is the
supremum, of a family of semigroups and the pointwise supremum of their generators.
In this subsection, we now want to show that the construction of Nisio, which is a
pointwise optimization on a finer and finer time-grid, can be realized on Dedekind
super complete Banach lattices. Moreover, we show that the ansatz proposed by Nisio
is in fact the only way to construct the supremum of a family of semigroups. We further
show that, under certain conditions, the semigroup envelope is a convex monotone Cy-
semigroup, which makes the results from the previous subsection applicable. In view of
the examples in [9] and [21], this could be the starting point for LP-semigroup theory
for a class of Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations.

In the sequel, we consider finite partitions P := {7 C [0,00) : 0 € m, 7 finite}.
For a partition m = {tg,t1,...,t;m} € P with 0 = tp < t; < ... < t,, we define
|TT|oo 1= maxj—1,. m(t; —tj—1), and we set [{0}|oc = 0. The set of partitions with
end-point ¢ is denoted by P, i.e., P, := {m € P : max7 = t}.

Assume that the set {S)(t)z: A € A} is bounded above for all z € X and all ¢ > 0.
Let x € X. Then, we set

Jpx == sup Sx(h)x
AEA

for all h > 0 and
Jrw = Jy—to Tt T
for any partition m = {tg,t1,...,tm} € P with 0 =ty < t; < ... < t;,. Notice that, for
xz € X and hy, he > 0,
Sx(h1 4 ha)z = Sx(h1)Sx(he)x < Jp, Jp,x

for all A € A, which implies that Jy, 4n,x < Jp, Jp,2. In particular,

Jﬂ'l':U é Jﬂ'zx (41)
for all x € X and my, w9 € P with m C mo.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that, for all t > 0, there is a bounded operator C(t): X — X

with Jyx < C(t)x for all m € P, and x € X. Then, the semigroup envelope S =

(S(t))iejo,00) Of (Sx)aen exists, is a convex monotone semigroup, and is given by
S(t)x = sup Jrx (4.2)

TeP;

forallt >0 andx € X. IfC(t)r — x ast [ 0 for allz € X and Sy, is a Cy-semigroup

for some A\g € A, then S is a Cy-semigroup. Moreover, if Sy is sublinear for all X € A,

then the semigroup envelope S is sublinear.
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Proof. Clearly, we have that Sy(h)x < Jpz for all A € A, h > 0 and all x € X.
Moreover, since S is montone and convex for all A € A, it follows that Jj is monotone
and convex for all A > 0. Consequently, J; is monotone and convex with Sy(t)z <
Jrx < C(t)x forall X\ € A, t >0, 7 € P, and z € X, showing that S = (S(t))>0, given
by (4.2), is well-defined, monotone, convex and an upper bound of the family (S))xea-
Moreover, one directly sees that S is sublinear as soon as all S are sublinear. From

Sx )z < St)xr < C(t)r and Sy,(t)x —ax < St)r —z < C(t)r — =,

it follows that
[1S@)z(| < [1Sx, (O] + [C(#)]

and

1S(t)z — || < [[Sx )z — zf| + [|C(t)z — =]
for all t > 0, z € X and some A9 € A. This implies that S(¢) is bounded for all ¢ > 0,
and that lim;g S(t)r = « as soon as C(t)x — x as t | 0 and S), is a Cp-semigroup
for some \g € A. Next, we show that S = (S(t))¢>0, defined by (4.2), is a semigroup.
Clearly, S(0)x = z for all x € X. In order to show that S(t + s) = S(¢)S(s) for all
s,t >0,let s,t > 0and z € X. Then, it is easily seen that S(t+ s)x < S(t)S(s)x since,
by Equation (4.1), for all m € P,

Jrx < Jrg @,

where mp :={u e m:u<t}U{t} and m :={u—t:u € mu>t}U{0}. On the other
hand, there exists a sequence (), in Ps with S(s)z = sup,,cy Jr,z. Defining
n
o= )
k=1
for all n € N, we obtain that Jr=x — S(s)z, by the o-order continuity of the norm.
Consequently,

JrS(s)x = li_>m Jndprx < S(t+s)x

for all m € P;, where, in the first equality, we used the fact that J; is continuous since,
by Lemma A.2, it is convex and bounded. Taking the supremum over all 7 € P;, we
obtain that S(¢)S(s)x < S(t + s)z.

Finally, let T' be an upper bound of (S))xea. Then, Jypz < T'(h)z for all h > 0 and
all x € X and consequently J,x < T(t)x for all t > 0, 7 € P, and x € X, which shows
that S(t)x < T(t)z for all t > 0 and = € X. O

Remark 4.3. The proof of Theorem 4.2 shows that under the additional assumption that
X is a KB-space (cf. [28, Chapter 7]), i.e., a Banach lattice in which every norm bounded
increasing net in X is norm convergent, the existence of the semigroup envelope can be
established under the slightly weaker condition
sup || Jrz|| < oo (4.3)
TEP;
for all x € X and t > 0, instead of Jyz < C(t)x for all 7 € P, and = € X. A condition
ensuring the strong continuity in this case would be
sup || Jzx —z|| =0 ast—0 (4.4)
TEP;
for all x € X instead of C(t)x — x as t — 0. Although every LP-space, for p € [1, 00),
is a KB-space (cf. [20, Corollary 2.4.13]), (4.4) is usually not a very handy condition,
and the pointwise estimate in terms of C(t) gives additional possibilities to verify the
strong continuity, see, for instance, Theorem 5.2 (ii), below.



CONVEX SEMIGROUPS ON LP-LIKE SPACES 15

Corollary 4.4. Let the semigroup T be an upper bound of the family (Sx)aca. Then,
the semigroup envelope of (Sx)xea exists and is given by (4.2). If T is a Cy-semigroup
and Sy, is a Cy-semigroup for some \g € A, then S is a Cy-semigroup.

Proof. As we saw in the proof of the previous theorem, S)(t)x < Jryax < T'(t)z for all
A€ AN t>0, 7€ P and x € X. Therefore, the upper bound C(t) in the previous
theorem can be chosen to be T'(t). (]

Corollary 4.5. Let S be the semigroup envelope of the family (Sx)xea. Then,

S(t)x = sup Jrx
TeEP,

forallt >0 and x € X.

5. CONVOLUTION SEMIGROUPS ON LP

Let d € N. In [9], the semigroup envelope, discussed in the previous section, has been
constructed for a wide class of Lévy processes. In [9, Example 3.2], the authors con-
sider families (Sy)xea of linear semigroups on the space BUC = BUC(R?) of bounded
uniformly continuous functions, which are indexed by a Lévy triplet A = (b, %, ).
Recall that a Lévy triplet (b, X, ;1) consists of a vector b € R%, a symmetric positive
semidefinite matrix ¥ € R%? and a Lévy measure p on R?. For each Lévy triplet \,
the semigroup S) is the one generated by the transition kernels of a Lévy process with
Lévy triplet A. More precisely,

(S(1)f) (@) := E[f(z + L] (5.1)

for t 2 0, f € BUC and z € R?, where L} is a Lévy process on a probability space
(Q, F,P) with Lévy triplet A. In [9, Example 3.2], it was shown that, under the condi-
tlon
sup [l + |3 +/ LA 22 dpu(z) < oo, (5.2)
(b,Z,p)EA R4\{0}

the semigroup envelope Spyc for the family (S))aea exists and that in this case (cf.
[9, Lemma 5.10])

Spuc(h)f —f sup Ay f

lim
h AEA

_ 2
i =0 for f € BUC*. (5.3)

.

Here, BUC? = BUC?(RY) is the space of all twice differentiable functions with bounded
uniformly continuous derivatives up to order 2 and Aj is the generator of the semigroup
Sy for each A € A. Notice that the setup in [9] is not contained in the setup of the
previous subsection since BUC is not Dedekind super complete and does not possess a
o-order continuous norm. Recall that, for each Lévy triplet A, (5.1) also gives rise to a
linear monotone Cp-semigroup on LP = LP(R%), which will again be denoted by S (cf.
[1, Theorem 3.4.2]). Therefore, the question arises if under a similar condition as (5.2),
the semigoup envelope of the family (S))xea can be constructed on LP. In general, the
answer to this question is negative as the following example shows.

Example 5.1 (Uncertain shift semigroup). Let d = 1 and (S)(¢)f)(z) := f(x + t\)
for A€ A :=[-1,1],t >0, f € LP(R) and x € R. Then, for f € LP(R) given by
f(z) = |$|_1/2p1[—1,1} (z),

sup(Sa(t)f)(z) = oo forall t >0 and x € [—t,t].
AEA
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Therefore, the set {S\(¢)f: A € A} does not have a least upper bound in L? for all ¢ > 0.
In particular, the semigroup envelope of the family (Sy)xea does not exist although the
set A satisfies condition (5.2).

In view of the previous example, additional conditions are required in order to guar-
antee the existence of the semigroup envelope on LP. In the sequel, let C° denote the
space of all C®-functions f: R* — R with compact support supp f.

Theorem 5.2. Let A be a non-empty set of Lévy triplets that satisfies (5.2).
(i) Assume that, for each t > 0, there exists a bounded operator C(t): LP — LP

with
Jef <C{t)f forallt >0, m€ P and f € LP. (5.4)
Then, the semigroup envelope S of (Sx)xea ezists, and is a monotone sublinear
semigroup.
(ii) In addition to (5.4), assume that
sup Ayf € LP  for all f € CF (5.5)
AEA

and that, for every f € C° and every e > 0, there exists a compact set K C R?
with supp f C K and

C(h PN
lim sup (/ M dx) <e. (5.6)
RJ0 RA\K h

Then, the semigroup S is a Cy-semigroup, C° C D(A) and

Af =sup Ay f
AeA

for all f € C2°, where A denotes the generator of S.
Proof. (i) By Theorem 4.2, it is clear that (5.4) implies the existence of the semigroup
envelope S and that the latter is monotone and sublinear.
(i) Let f € C°. We show that f € D(A) with Af = supycp Arf =: Bf. Let € > 0.
By (5.5) and (5.6), there exists some compact set K C R? with supp f C K and

(/Rd\K |(Bf)(:17)‘de>1/P < Z and </Rd\K M@)W )

for g = f,—f and h > 0 sufficiently small. Since f € C>° c BUC? N L?, it follows that
S(t)f = Spuc(t)f for all t > 0. Hence, by (5.3),

Lo L] ()

([,

for h > 0 sufficiently small, where vol(K) denotes the Lebesgue measure of K.
In particular, |S(h)f — fll, — 0 for all f € Cg°. Since C° is dense in LP and
S(t): LP — LP is continuous, this implies the strong continuity of S. 0

>~ ™

< vol(K)'/P
p

Bf

Notice that the semigroup envelope from the previous theorem is exactly the ex-
tension of the semigroup envelope on BUC, constructed in [9], to the space LP. More
precisely, for each ¢ > 0, the operator S(t) is the unique bounded monotone sublinear
operator LP — LP with S(t)f = Spuc(t)f for all f € BUC N LP. We will now give two
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examples of Lévy semigroups (Sy)aea, where the semigroup envelope exists on LP. The
first one is a semilinear version of Example 5.1. The problem in Example 5.1 arises due
to shifting sufficiently integrable poles. In order to treat this problem, one first has to
smoothen a given function f € LP via a suitable normal distribution and then shift the
smooth version of f. This results in the following example.

Example 5.3 (g-expectation). Let d € N, p € [1,00), and

|z At|2

or(t, x) == (2mt) "V 2e™ = for \,z € R and t > 0.

For A\ € R? we consider the linear Cy-semigroup Sy = (Sx(t))tef0,00) In LP = LP(RY)
given by S)(0)f = f and

(S\ON@) = [ Ferito =) dy = (£ xa(t. ) (o) = E[Fla+ Wi+ 20

forallt > 0, f € L? and = € R?, where (Wt)te[0,00) is @ d-dimensional Brownian motion
on a probability space (2, F,P). For each A € A, the generator Ay of S, is given by
D(A)) = W?P and

A\f=3Af+X-Vf for fe W,

where A denotes the Laplacian, ‘-’ is the scalar product in R%, and WP = W?2P (]Rd)
stands for the LP-Sobolev space of order 2; see also [19, Theorem 3.1.3] for the gen-
eration of a Cp-semigroup in LP and [26, Theorem 31.5] for the connection between
generator and Lévy triplet. Now, let A C R¢ be bounded and non-empty, and define

(Jnf)(z) == ilelﬁ) (Sa(h)f)(z) for h >0, f €L and x € R, (5.7)

Notice that, for h > 0, S\(h)f € BUC for all f € LP, which is why the supremum in
(5.7) can be understood pointwise for h > 0.

We show that the conditions of Theorem 5.2 are satisfied. For the construction of
an upper bound, we use the relation

(JOA(h7 T — y) = e_A'(m_y)_h‘)\|2/2§00(h7 T — y)

for all A € R%, h > 0 and z,y € R?. With this and Holder’s inequality, it follows that

(Jnf) (@) =sup | fly)e @D 2000 2 — ) dy
AEA JRA

=supE [f(a: + Wh)e_)"Wh_m’\‘zﬂ]
AEA

< (<l W) g (e Plem))

1/q

1/
= (Elf+war]) " sup 1=/
S

= <E[| flo+ Wh)v’])” L@ ONX 12— (C(h) f) (),
where \ := supycx |A| and % + % =1. As
[(CENE) = e 21117 x polh, )] @),
we obtain that C'(h1)C(h2) = C(hy + he) for hi, hg > 0. Therefore,
J7rf < C(tl - tO) T C(tm - tm—l)f = C(tm)f
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for any partition m = {tg,t1,...,tm} € P with 0 = tg < t; < ... < t,. By Fubini’s
theorem,

—2 <2
ey =72 [ [ 15w =Penth s dydo = T2

for all A > 0 and f € LP, showing that C'(h): LP — L” is bounded.
Now, let f € Cg°. We consider

(Bf)(x) := sup(Axf)(z) = gAf () +sup X - V f(z) (5.8)
AeA AeA

for z € R%. As, for every A € A and z € RY,

d d
IN-VE@)] <IN (@)] < XD 10, £ (),
= j=1

we obtain
IBfllze < C(I1Afle + NIV fllLrrara)) < Cmax{1,A}H|fllw2r, (5.9)
with a constant C independent of f and A, which shows, in particular, that Bf € LP
for all f € C°.
It remains to verify (5.6). Let f € C¢°, and choose a compact set K C R? with

{x+y:zecsuppf, |yl <1} € K. For 2 € R?\ K, we obtain f(z 4+ Wj) = 0 if
|[Wy| < 1, and therefore,

(IfIP = po(h, -)) (@) = E(|f(z + Wi)IP) = E(Lgw, >3] f (x + Wa)P).
By Fubini’s theorem and Markov’s inequality, for any s > 2,

1 1
— p _ = »
h /Rd\KE(l{|Wh>l}’f($ + Wh)‘ ) dzx hE[l{‘thl} /Rd\K \f(x + Wh)’ dx]

1 1 — S/2— S
< S PAWal > 1) = £ £IE P(WA| > h™12) < n*271E[[Wh )] — 0

as h | 0. By definition of C(h), it follows that %fRd\K ‘(C’(h)f)(xﬂpdzn — 0 as
h | 0. We have seen that all conditions of Theorem 5.2 are satisfied, and therefore the
semigroup envelope S = (S5(t));c(0,00) Of (Sx)xen exists, and is a sublinear monotone Co-
semigroup. In particular, we obtain a unique classical solution to the Cauchy problem

u'(t) = Au(t) forallt >0 u(0)=f (5.10)
in the sense of Corollary 3.8 for all initial values f € D(A), where A is the generator of S.

Asthe map R? — R, z + supycp A is Lipschitz (which follows, e.g., by Lemma A.7),

the same holds for the nonlinearity
F: WY 5 [P fssup\- VS,
AEA

where WP = WHP(RY) denotes the LP-Sobolev space of order 1. In particular, the
operator B: WP — LP f supycp Axf, is well-defined and Lipschitz. Now let
f € W2P and let (f.)nen be a sequence in C° with ||f — fullw2e — 0. By the
Lipschitz continuity of B, it follows that (Bf,)nen is a Cauchy sequence in LP and
therefore convergent. By Theorem 5.2, we have Af,, = Bf, for all n € N, and as the
generator A of S is closed due to Proposition 3.4, we obtain f € D(A) with Af = Bf.
Therefore, we see that B C A (see Theorem 3.5). As the nonlinearity F' is Lipschitz
continuous as a map from WP to LP, it can be shown that all assumptions of [19,
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Prop. 7.1.10 (iii)] are satisfied. Therefore, for every f € WP there exists a solution
u € CY([0,00); LP) with u(t) € WP for all ¢+ > 0 that solves the Cauchy problem

u'(t) = Bu(t) forallt>0, wu(0)=Ff.

By Theorem 3.5, it follows that u(t) = S(t)f for all t > 0 and f € W2P. In particular,
W?2P is S(t)-invariant for all ¢ > 0. Therefore, S is the unique continuous extension of
the solution operator f ~— u(-, f), which is defined on W2P. Moreover, we obtain the
existence of a classical solution to v’ = Au for initial data in D(A), which is a superset
of W2P. Notice that we did not use results from PDE theory in order to obtain the
well-posedness (in particular the existence and uniqueness of a solution) of the above
Cauchy problem (5.10).

Example 5.4 (Compound Poisson processes). Let p: B(R?) — [0, 1] be a fixed prob-
ability measure. For A >0, ¢ >0, f € LP and = € R%, let

(S\(0)f) (@) = -”Z e [ ) dutn) - dun)

Then, S is the semigroup corresponding to a compound Poisson process with intensity
A > 0 and jump distribution . Now, let A C [0,00) be bounded, A := inf A and
X :=supA. Let
Inf = SuIKS)\(h)f for h >0 and f € L”.
e

Then, by Jensen’s inequality,

1/p
(Jnf)(z) < <Sup e M Z / / [fle+yi+...+y)Pdulyr) - du(%))
AEA d Rd
< ) ((sxw)rfrp)(x))”?’ = (C(f) ()
for all h > 0, f € LP and = € R%. As before, we see that C(hy)C(hy) = C(hy + hg) for
all hy,hy > 0 and
Jef <C(t1—tg) - Cltmy — tm—1)f = Ctm)f

for any partition m = {tg,t1,...,t,m} € P with 0 = t9 < t; < ... < tp,. Again, by
Fubini’s theorem,

lCm)fll, = =271,

for all h > 0 and f € LP, showing that C(h): LP — L” is bounded. Let f € C.
It remains to show that }1L f]Rd\K ‘( )(x)!p dz < € for h > 0 sufficiently small.
However, this follows from the fact that

J.

By Theorem 5.2, the semigroup envelope S = (S(t))ic[0,00) Of (Sx)rea exists, and is a
monotone, bounded and sublinear Cy-semigroup. Let B: LP — LP be given by

(Bf)(z) = sup)\/ (flx+y)— f(y)) du(y) for f € LP and = € R%,
XeA  JRd

Then, we have A = B on CZ° by Theorem 5.2. Since B is bounded and sublinear,
and thus globally Lipschitz (see Lemma A.7), A is closed by Proposition 3.4 and C° is

(5A<h>’f’p)<“>“f<“>‘p_X/ @+ y)P — |F@PF du(y)|dz — 0 as b L0.
h R4
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dense in L?, it follows that D(A) = LP and therefore A = B. In particular, we obtain
a classical solution in the sense of Corollary 3.8 to the initial value problem

u'(t) = Au(t) = Bu(t) forallt >0, u(0)=f,
for all initial values f € LP.

Finally, we remark that due to the global Lipschitz continuity of B, we can also apply
the theorem of Picard-Lindeldf to obtain a unique solution u = u(-, f) to the abstract
initial value problem

u'(t) = Bu(t) forallt >0, wu(0)=f,

for all f € LP. By Theorem 3.5, it follows that u(¢, f) = S(¢)f for all t > 0 and f € LP.

APPENDIX A. BOUNDED CONVEX OPERATORS

Let X and Y be Banach lattices. For an operator S: X — Y, we define S,: X - Y
by Sy := S(z +y) — Sz for all z,y € X. Recall that S: X — Y is bounded, if
ISl < oo for all » > 0, where

1Sl :== sup ||Sz|.

zeB(0,r
Here, B(xg,r) :={z € X: ||z — x| < r} for zyp € X and r > 0.
Lemma A.1. Let S: X — Y be convex with SO =0 and r > 0 with b := ||S||, < co.
Then,
ISzl < 2|
for all x € B(0,r).

Proof. Let x € B(0,r). For z = 0, the statement holds by assumption. For x # 0, the
convexity of S implies that

SmS@S( L a;) and sz—S(—x)z—MS<—”’"T”x>,

|z r

so that,
2b
Isall < B (IS ()l + 15— Zpa)) < 2lall
O
The following two lemmas aim to clarify the difference between convex continuous
and convex bounded operators.
Lemma A.2. Let S: X — Y be convex. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
(i) S is continuous.

(ii) For all x € X, there exists some r > 0 such that ||Sy||, < oc.

Proof. Let x € X and r > 0 with b := ||S;||, < oco. Then, since S, is convex with
Sz(0) = 0, we obtain from Lemma A.1 that

1Syl < 2|y for all y € B(0,r).

This shows that S, is continuous at 0, i.e., S is continuous at x.

Now, assume that there exists some z € X such that || S|, = oo for all » > 0.
Then, there exists a sequence (yp), in X with y,, — 0 and ||Syyn|| > n. Therefore, the
sequence (Syyn)n in Y is unbounded, and thus not convergent. This shows that S, is
not continuous at 0, i.e., S is not continuous at x. U

Lemma A.3. Let S: X — Y. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
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(i) S is bounded.
(ii) For all x € X and all v > 0, it holds ||Sz||, < co.

Proof. Clearly, (ii) implies (i) by considering x = 0 in (ii). Therefore, assume that S is
bounded. Then, for every z € X and r > 0, one has [|S;||, < 25|+ < oo O

Corollary A.4. Let S: X — Y be bounded and conver. Then, S is Lipschitz on
bounded subsets, i.e., for every r > 0, there exists some L > 0 such that ||Sz — Sy|| <
L||x — y|| for all x,y € B(0,r).

Proof. Let x,y € B(0,r), so that x —y € B(0,2r). As in the proof of Lemma A.3, it
follows that
[15zll2r < 2[Sljaf42r < 2/ISl3r =: .

Hence, it follows from Lemma A.1 that ||Sy — Sz|| = ||S.(y — 2)|| < &|ly — =|. O

In the previous two lemmas, we have seen that, for a convex operator S: X —
Y, boundedness implies continuity. The following example shows that a convex and
continuous operator S: X — Y is not necessarily bounded.

Example A.5. Let X = ¢o := {(#,) in R: 2, — 0 as n — 0o} be endowed with the
supremum norm || - || and Y = R. Then, X and Y are two Banach lattices. We define
S: X =Y by

Sz = sup |z, |".
neN
Notice that S is well-defined, since for every x € X, there exists some ng € N such
that |z,| <1 for all n € N with n > ng. We first show that S: X — Y is convex. For
A €10,1] and z,y € X, one has
|)\xn +(1- )\)yn‘n < Mg " + (1= N)|yn|"
for all n € N, which implies that
S(Az+ (1= N)y) = sup [Az, + (1 = A)ya|" < ASz+ (1 — A)Sy.
neN

Next, we show that S is continuous. Let z € X and ¢ € (0,1]. Then, there exists ng € N
such that [z,| < § for all n € N with n > ng. Now, let y € X with ||z -y < § and
|z — y|loo is sufficiently small such that
||n|™ = lyn|"| < e for all n € N with n < no.
For n € N with n > ng, one has
|[nl + [ynl < 2Jan] + llz -yl <e.

Hence, for all n € N with n > ng,
za]™ = lyal"| < lza]™ + lynl™ < |zl + |yal < e.
Altogether,
|Sz — Sy| < sup Hxn’n - ‘yn’n‘ <e.
neN

So far, we have shown that S: X — Y is convex and continuous. However, S is not
bounded. To that end, let e; denote the k-th unit vector. Then, 2e; € B(0,2) for all
k € N, but S(2e;) = 2% — oo.

In the sublinear case, the notions of continuity and boundedness are equivalent.

Lemma A.6. Let S: X — Y be sublinear. Then, S is bounded, if and only if it is
continuous, if and only if it is continuous at 0.
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Proof. We have already seen that boundedness implies continuity. Therefore, assume
that S is continuous at 0. Then, there exists some r > 0 such that [|S||, < co. Since S
is positive homogeneous, it follows that ||S||, < oo for all » > 0. 0

Lemma A.7. Let S: X — Y be sublinear and continuous. Then S is Lipschitz, i.e.,
there exists some L > 0 such that ||Sz — Sy|| < L||x — y|| for all x,y € X.

Proof. Let L := 2||S||; which is finite by Lemma A.6. Fix x,y € X. By sublinearity, it
holds

Sz =Sy <S(x—y) <[S(x—y)|+[5y — )|
By a symmetry argument, it follows that
Sz — Sy| < [S(z —y)| +[S(y — )]
Hence,
152z = Syl < IS(z =)l + [[S(y — =) < Lz —yl.
O

Recall that convex monotone operators are continuous. For the sake of a self-
contained exposition, we provide a short proof. We refer, e.g., to Batkai et al. [3]
for a similar proof in the linear case.

Lemma A.8. Let S: X — Y. Then, the following properties hold:
a) If S is conver and monotone, then it is continuous.

b) If S is positive homogeneous and monotone, then it is bounded.

Proof. a) Let X1 := {z € X: 2 > 0}. Suppose by way of contradiction that S is not
continuous at z € X. Then there exists a sequence (z,,) in X with x,, — 0 such that

190 (@n) || = 1S (zn + 2) = S(@)| = 0

for all n and some § > 0. Since S, is monotone it holds ||Szx,|| < ||Sz|zn|||. Hence,
we may assume that z, € X4 and ||2,| < - for all n € N by possibly passing to a
subsequence. Define y := " _ynz, € X;. Then, for every A € (0,1] one has

Ay:ZAnxnszEO

for all n € N with An > 1. By monotonicity of S, it follows that ||Sz(Ay)|| > ||Sz(zn)| >
d for all n € N large enough. Since y € X, the function [0,1] — R, XA — ||Sz(Ay)|| is
convex and monotone and therefore continuous at 0. This shows that

= T =li T > ;
0= [[Sz(0)]| Alﬁ)lHS Ay =d6>0

which is a contradiction.

b) Assume that ||S||, = oo for some r > 0. Then, there exists a sequence (z,) in
B(0,r) with ||Sz,|| > n2". Asin part a), due to the monotonicity of S, we may assume
that 2™ > 0. Define z := ) 27"z, € B(0,r). By monotonicity, we obtain that
0<S(2"x,) < S(x) for all n € N| so that

[Sz]| = 152 ")l = 27" 1S (zn) || = 7
for all n € N. Letting n — oo, this leads to a contradiction. O

The results in Section 2 strongly rely on the following uniform boundedness principle
for convex continuous operators.
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Theorem A.9. Let S be a family of conver continuous operators X — Y. Assume
that supges ||Sz|| < oo for all z € X.

(i) There exists some r > 0 such that

sup ||S]» < 0.
Ses

(ii) For every xg € X, there exists some r > 0 such that

sup  sup || Szl < 0.
z€B(zo,r) SES

Proof. (i) By Baire’s category theorem, there exist ¢ > 0, x; € X and r > 0 such that
ISzl < %

for all S € S and x € B(x1,4r). If 1 = 0, the proof is finished. Hence, assume that
x1 # 0 and define
xTo - — <1 — ﬁ)xl

Since ||zg — z1|| < 2r, it follows that B(xg,2r) C B(x1,4r). By assumption,
d := sup %HS(—JJO)H + 2“5(%) H < 00.
Ses

Now, let z € B(0,7) and S € S. Then,
Sw=8(25% — %) < 3(S(wo + 2) + S(—w0))
and
25(%) — S(zo —z) = ZS(W) — S(xg — ) < Sx.
We thus obtain that
1Sz|| < 3||S(xo 4 2x) + S(—w0)|| + [|25 (%) — S(zo — @) ||
< 5l1S(zo + 22)[| + (1S (z0 — )| + 5]|S(=z0) | +2[|S ()]
<c+d.
(i) Let zp € X. Then, supgcgs [|Szx|| < oo for all z € X. By part a), there exist

b> 0 and r > 0 such that
sup HSSC()”2T S %
SeS

Now, let S € S, x € B(xg,r) and y € B(0,r). Then,  +y € B(zo,2r) and
Sey = Sz +y — x0) — Sgo (T — T0).-
Therefore, [|Say|| < [|Saq(x +y — zo)|| + [ Sz (z — o) || < b O
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