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Abstract. In this paper, we first develop some techniques and results
for integrated semigroups when the generator is not a Hille-Yosida opera-
tor and is non-densely defined. Then we establish a theorem of Da Prato
and Sinestrari’s type for the nonhomogeneous Cauchy problem and prove
a perturbation theorem. In particular, we obtain necessary and suffi-
cient conditions for the existence of mild solutions for non-densely de-
fined non-homogeneous Cauchy problems. Next we extend the results
to Lp spaces and consider the semilinear and non-autonomous prob-
lems. Finally we apply the results to studying age-structured models
with dynamic boundary conditions in Lp spaces. We also demonstrate
that neutral delay differential equations in Lp can be treated as special
cases of the age-structured models in an Lp space.

1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to study certain class of non-autonomous and
non-densely defined semi-linear equations arising in population dynamics. In
order to investigate such problems, we first need to consider a non-densely
defined non-homogeneous Cauchy problem:

du

dt
= Au(t) + f(t), t ∈ [0, τ0], u(0) = x ∈ D(A), (1.1)

where A : D(A) ⊂ X → X is a linear operator in a Banach space X and
f ∈ L1 ((0, τ0) , X). When A is a Hille-Yosida operator and is densely defined
(i.e., D(A) = X), the problem has been extensively studied (see Pazy [39]
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and Yosida [54]). When A is a Hille-Yosida operator but its domain is
non-densely defined, Da Prato and Sinestrari [16] investigated the existence
of several types of solutions for (1.1). They first reformulated (1.1) as a
sum of operator problems (i.e., Bu = Au + f with Bu(t) = du

dt ), and then
obtained the existence and uniqueness of integrated solutions of (1.1) for
each x ∈ D(A) and each f ∈ L1 ((0, τ0) , X) . In this paper, we first study
the existence of mild solutions for the non-homogeneous Cauchy problem
(1.1) when A is not a Hille-Yosida operator and its domain is non-densely
defined.

A very important and useful approach to investigate such non-densely
defined problems is to use the integrated semigroup theory, which was first
introduced by Arendt [6, 7]. In the context of Hille-Yosida operators, we
have the following relationship between the integrated semigroup and inte-
grated solutions of (1.1). An integrated semigroup {S(t)}t≥0 is a strongly
continuous family of bounded linear operators on X, which commute with
the resolvent of A, such that for each x ∈ X the map t → S(t)x is an
integrated solution of the Cauchy problem

du

dt
= Au(t) + x, u(0) = 0. (1.2)

Arendt [6, 7] proved that if there is a strongly continuous family of bounded
linear operators {S(t)}t≥0 on X, which is assumed to be exponentially boun-
ded (see Section 2 for a precise definition), and if

(μI − A)−1x = μ

∫ ∞

0
e−μtS(t)x dt

holds for all x ∈ X and all μ > ω large enough (where (ω,∞) ⊂ ρ(A)), then
{S(t)}t≥0 is an integrated semigroup and A is called its generator. Keller-
mann and Hieber [28] further developed the integrated semigroup theory and
provided an easy proof of Da Prato and Sinestrari’s result [16]. To be more
specific, Kellermann and Hieber [28] proved that when A is a Hille-Yosida
operator, the map t → (S ∗ f) (t) :=

∫ t
0 S(t− s)f(s)ds is continuously differ-

entiable and u(t) = d
dt (S ∗ f) (t) is an integrated solution of (1.1). For recent

studies on the integrated semigroup theory, we refer to the monographs of
Arendt et al. [8], Xiao and Liang [53] and the references cited therein.

The notion of generator has been extended by Thieme [42] to non-exponen-
tially bounded integrated semigroups. The relationship between an expo-
nentially bounded semigroup (not necessarily locally Lipshitz continuous)
and its generator has also been studied by Kellermann and Hieber [28] and
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Neubrander [38]. We finally mention that it is also possible to study non-
densely defined problems by using the extrapolation space technique. The
connection between integrated semigroups and extrapolation spaces has been
investigated by Thieme [42] and Arendt et al. [9].

As demonstrated by Da Prato and Sinestrari [16], there are many examples
of differential operators with non-dense domain. Examples include operators
arising from certain constructions which can be used to handle dynamic
boundary conditions and non-autonomous differential equations. Thieme
[41, 42, 43, 44] also used the integrated semigroup theory to consider various
biological models, such as age-structured population models.

We now introduce age-structured models to explain our motivation. Let
H : D(H) ⊂ Z → Z be a Hille-Yosida operator on a Banach space (Z, ‖·‖Z).
Assume that p ∈ [1,+∞) , a0 ∈ (0,+∞] , and (Y, ‖·‖Y ) is a Banach space.
Consider the following age-structured model⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

∂v

∂t
+

∂v

∂a
= A(a)v(t, a) + F (t, x(t), v(t)) (a), a ∈ (0, a0) ,

v(t, 0) = K(t, x(t), v(t)),

dx(t)
dt

= Hx(t) + G (t, x(t), v(t)) ,

x(0) = x0 ∈ D(H), v(0, ·) = ψ ∈ Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) ,

(1.3)

where a represents the age, F ,K, and G are continuous nonlinear maps from
[0, τ0] × D(H) × Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) into Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) , Y, and Z, respectively.
{A(a)}a∈[0,a0) is a family of linear operators that generates an evolution
family {U(a, s)}0≤s<a<a0

on Y. An important example of the operator A(a)
is the following

A (a) (ϕ)(x) =
n∑

i,j=1

∂xi(dij(a, x)∂xjϕ(x)) − μ(a, x)ϕ(x), x ∈ Ω,

where Ω ⊂ Ln with Y = R
n.

Age-structured models with diffusion have been studied by a large number
of researchers. We refer to Anita [5], Busenberg and Cook [12], Busenberg
and Iannelli [13], Gurtin [22], Di Blasio [18], Gurtin and MacCamy [23],
Kunisch et al. [29], Langlais [30, 31], Marcati [34], Marcati and Serafini
[35], Webb [49], etc. To investigate age-structured models, one can use the
classical method, that is, use solutions integrated along the characteristics
and work with nonlinear Volterra equations. We refer to the monographs
of Webb [49], Metz and Diekmann [37] and Iannelli [26] on this method. A
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second approach is the variational method; we refer to Anita [5], Aineseba
[4] and the references cited therein. One can also regard the problem as
a semilinear problem with non-dense domain and use the integrated semi-
groups method. We refer to Thieme [41, 43, 44], Magal [32], Thieme and
Vrabie [45], Magal and Thieme [33], and Thieme and Vosseler [46] for more
details on this approach.

The problem (1.3) when p = 1 is a classical case and has been extensively
studied in the literature using either one of the above-mentioned approaches.
Concerning the case when p > 1, one can find examples in which either the
classical approach or the variational method can be applied. The goal of this
paper is to investigate the case when p ∈ (1,+∞) by using the integrated
semigroups theory. This approach has not been developed for such cases.
The main difficulty is that, when p > 1, the linear part of (1.3) generates an
integrated semigroup, but its generator is not a Hille-Yosida operator and
the integrated semigroup is not locally Lipschitz continuous.

In Section 2, we first recall some classical definitions and results about
integrated semigroups, then we prove a Kellermann and Hieber’s [28] type
result for a class of non-locally Lipschitz integrated semigroups. We prove an
integrated semigroup formulation of Desch and Schappacher’s [17] linear per-
turbation theorem in Section 3. In Section 4, we obtain some sufficient condi-
tions on the resolvent of A in order to apply Kellermann and Hieber’s type re-
sult in Section 2, when the space L1 ((0, τ0) , X) is replaced by Lp ((0, τ0) , X)
(with p > 1). In Section 5, we investigate the existence and uniqueness of
a non-autonomous semiflow generated by non-autonomous semi-linear prob-
lems. The obtained results are applied to studying age-structured models in
Lp spaces in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7 we demonstrate that neutral
delay differential equations in Lp can be treated as special cases of the age
structured models in the Lp space.

2. Integrated Semigroups

Let (X, ‖.‖X) and (Y, ‖.‖Y ) be two Banach spaces. Denote by L(X, Y )
the space of bounded linear operators from X into Y. When X = Y, denote
L(X, X) by L(X). Let A : D(A) ⊂ X → X be a linear operator. Denote by
ρ(A) the resolvent set of A, N(A) the null space of A, and R(A) the range
of A, respectively. Also denote by X0 the closure of D(A), and A0 the part
of A in X0. Note that A0 : D(A0) ⊂ X0 → X0 is a linear operator defined
by

A0x = Ax, ∀x ∈ D(A0) = {y ∈ D(A) : Ay ∈ X0} .
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Assume that (ω, +∞) ⊂ ρ(A). Then it is easy to check that for each λ > ω,

D (A0) = (λI − A)−1 X0 and (λI − A0)
−1 = (λI − A)−1 |X0 .

Moreover, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.1. Let (X, ‖.‖) be a Banach space and let A : D(A) ⊂ X → X be
a linear operator. Assume that there exists ω ∈ R, such that (ω, +∞) ⊂ ρ(A)
and

lim sup
λ→+∞

λ
∥∥∥(λI − A)−1

∥∥∥
L(X0)

< +∞. (2.1)

Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(i) limλ→+∞ λ (λI − A)−1 x = x,∀x ∈ X0.

(ii) limλ→+∞ (λI − A)−1 x = 0,∀x ∈ X.

(iii) D (A0) = X0.

Proof. Since D (A0) = (λI − A)−1 X0, ∀λ > ω, it is clear that (i) ⇒ (iii).
The proof of (iii) ⇒ (i) follows from the argument in the proof of Lemma
3.2 in Pazy [39]. It remains to show that (i) ⇔ (ii). Assume first that
(i) is satisfied, then by using the resolvent formula, we know that for fixed
μ ∈ (ω, +∞) and all λ > μ,

(λI − A)−1 = (λI − A)−1 − (μI − A)−1 + (μI − A)−1

= − (λ − μ) (λI − A)−1 (μI − A)−1 + (μI − A)−1

=
[
I − λ (λI − A)−1

]
(μI − A)−1 + μ (λI − A)−1 (μI − A)−1

and (ii) follows. Assume now that (ii) is satisfied; then, we have[
λ (λI − A)−1 − I

]
(μI − A)−1

=
λ

(μ − λ)

[
(λI − A)−1 − (μI − A)−1

]
− (μI − A)−1 .

We obtain that limλ→+∞ λ (λI − A)−1 x = x, ∀x ∈ D(A), and by using (2.1),
we know that (i) is satisfied. �

Recall that A is a Hille-Yosida operator if there exist two constants, ω ∈ R

and M ≥ 1, such that (ω, +∞) ⊂ ρ(A) and∥∥∥(λI − A)−k
∥∥∥
L(X)

≤ M

(λ − ω)k
, ∀λ > ω, ∀k ≥ 1.

In the following, we assume that A satisfies some weaker conditions.



202 Pierre Magal and Shigui Ruan

Assumption 2.1. Let (X, ‖·‖) be a Banach space and A : D(A) ⊂ X → X
be a linear operator. Assume that

(a) There exist two constants ω ∈ R and M ≥ 1, such that (ω, +∞) ⊂
ρ(A) and∥∥ (λI − A)−k

∥∥
L(X0)

≤ M

(λ − ω)k
, ∀λ > ω, ∀k ≥ 1;

(b) limλ→+∞ (λI − A)−1 x = 0, ∀x ∈ X.

By using Lemma 2.1 and the Hille-Yosida theorem (see Pazy [39], Theo-
rem 5.3 on p. 20), and the fact that if ρ(A) 
= ∅ then ρ(A) = ρ(A0), one
obtains the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Assumption 2.1 is satisfied if and only if ρ(A) 
= ∅, and A0 is
the infinitesimal generator of a C0-semigroup {TA0(t)}t≥0 on X0.

Now we give the definition of the integrated semigroups.

Definition 2.3. Let (X, ‖·‖) be a Banach space. A family of bounded linear
operators {S(t)}t≥0 on X is called an integrated semigroup if

(i) S(0) = 0.
(ii) The map t → S(t)x is continuous on [0,+∞) for each x ∈ X.
(iii) S(t) satisfies

S(s)S(t) =
∫ s

0
(S(r + t) − S(r)) dr, ∀t, s ≥ 0. (2.2)

An integrated semigroup {S(t)}t≥0 is said to be non-degenerate if, when-
ever S(t)x = 0, ∀t ≥ 0, then x = 0. According to Thieme [42], we say that
a linear operator A : D(A) ⊂ X → X is the generator of a non-degenerate
integrated semigroup {S(t)}t≥0 on X if and only if

x ∈ D(A), y = Ax ⇔ S(t)x − tx =
∫ t

0
S(s)y ds, ∀t ≥ 0. (2.3)

From [42, Lemma 2.5], we know that if A generates {SA(t)}t≥0 , then for
each x ∈ X and t ≥ 0,∫ t

0
SA(s)x ds ∈ D(A) and S(t)x = A

∫ t

0
SA(s)x ds + tx.

An integrated semigroup {S(t)}t≥0 is said to be exponentially bounded if
there exist two constants M̂ > 0, and ω̂ > 0, such that

‖S(t)‖L(X) ≤ M̂eω̂t,∀t ≥ 0.
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When we restrict ourselves to the class of non-degenerate exponentially
bounded integrated semigroups, Thieme’s notion of generator is equivalent
to the one introduced by Arendt [7]. More precisely, combining Theorem 3.1
in Arendt [7] and Proposition 3.10 in Thieme [42], one has the following
result.

Theorem 2.4. Let {S(t)}t≥0 be a strongly continuous exponentially bounded
family of bounded linear operators on a Banach space (X, ‖·‖) and A :
D(A) ⊂ X → X be a linear operator. Then {S(t)}t≥0 is a non-degenerate
integrated semigroup, and A its generator if and only if there exists some
ω̂ > 0 such that (ω̂, +∞) ⊂ ρ (A) and

(λI − A)−1x = λ

∫ ∞

0
e−λsS(s)x ds, ∀λ > ω̂.

The following result is well known in the context of integrated semigroups.

Proposition 2.5. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied. Then A generates a
uniquely determined non-degenerate exponentially bounded integrated semi-
group {SA(t)}t≥0 . Moreover, for each x ∈ X, each t ≥ 0, and each μ > ω,

SA(t)x is given by

SA(t)x = μ

∫ t

0
TA0(s) (μI − A)−1 x ds + [I − TA0(t)] (μI − A)−1 x. (2.4)

Furthermore, the map t → SA(t)x is continuously differentiable if and only
if x ∈ X0 and

dSA(t)x
dt

= TA0(t)x, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ X0.

Proof. The right-hand side of (2.4) defines an exponentially bounded func-
tion of t. A short calculation shows that its Laplace transform is λ−1(λI −
A)−1. The result follows by using Theorem 2.4. �

From (iii) in Definition 2.3 one easily deduces that

TA0(r)SA(t) = SA(t + r) − SA(r), ∀t, r ≥ 0. (2.5)

From Proposition 2.5, we deduce that SA(t) commutes with (λI − A)−1 and

SA(t)x =
∫ t

0
TA0(l)x dl, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ X0.

Hence, ∀x ∈ X, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀μ ∈ (ω, +∞),

(μI − A)−1 SA(t)x = SA(t) (μI − A)−1 x =
∫ t

0
TA0(s) (μI − A)−1 x ds.
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We have the following result.

Lemma 2.6. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied and let τ0 > 0 be fixed. Denote
for each f ∈ C1([0, τ0] , X),

(SA ∗ f) (t) =
∫ t

0
SA(t − s)f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Then we have the following:
(i) The map t → (SA ∗ f) (t) is continuously differentiable on [0, τ0].
(ii) (SA ∗ f) (t) ∈ D(A), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .
(iii) If we set u(t) = d

dt (SA ∗ f) (t), then

u(t) = A

∫ t

0
u(s)ds +

∫ t

0
f(s)ds,∀t ∈ [0, τ0] . (2.6)

(iv) For each λ ∈ (ω, +∞) and each t ∈ [0, τ0] , we have

(λI − A)−1 d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t) =

∫ t

0
TA0(t − s) (λI − A)−1 f(s)ds. (2.7)

Proof. Let f ∈ C1 ([0, τ0] , X) . Then

d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t) = SA(t)f(0) +

∫ t

0
SA(s)f ′(t − s)ds.

The result follows from Lemmas 3.2.9 and 3.2.10 in Arendt et al. [8]. �

We now consider the inhomogeneous Cauchy problem
du

dt
= Au(t) + f(t), t ∈ [0, τ0] , u(0) = x ∈ D(A) (2.8)

and assume that f belongs to some appropriate subspace of L1 ((0, τ0) , X) .

Definition 2.7. A continuous map u ∈ C ([0, τ0] , X) is called an integrated
solution (or mild solution) of (2.8) if and only if∫ t

0
u(s)ds ∈ D(A), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] (2.9)

and

u(t) = x + A

∫ t

0
u(s)ds +

∫ t

0
f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Remark 2.8. From (2.9) we know that if u is an integrated solution of (2.8),
then u(t) ∈ D(A), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .
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Since A generates a non-degenerate integrated semigroup on X, we can
apply Theorem 3.7 in Thieme [42] and obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.9. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied. Then for each x ∈ D(A) and
each f ∈ L1 ((0, τ0) , X) , (2.8) has at most one integrated solution.

The following lemma can be used to obtain explicit solutions.

Lemma 2.10. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied. Let v ∈ C ([0, τ0] , X0) ,
f ∈ L1 ([0, τ0] , X) , and λ ∈ (ω, +∞). Assume the following:

(i) (λI − A)−1 v ∈ W 1,1 ([0, τ0] , X) and for almost every t ∈ [0, τ0] ,

d

dt
(λI − A)−1 v(t) = λ (λI − A)−1 v(t) − v(t) + (λI − A)−1 f(t).

(ii) t → (SA ∗ f) (t) is continuously differentiable on [0, τ0].
Then v is an integrated solution of (2.8) and

v(t) =
[
TA0(t)v(0) +

d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t)

]
, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Proof. We have for almost every t ∈ [0, τ0] that

d

dt
(λI − A)−1 v(t)

= λ (λI − A)−1 v(t) − (λI − A) (λI − A)−1 v(t) + (λI − A)−1 f(t)

= A0 (λI − A)−1 v(t) + (λI − A)−1 f(t).

So

(λI − A)−1 v(t) = TA0(t) (λI − A)−1 v(0)+
∫ t

0
TA0(t− s) (λI − A)−1 f(s)ds.

By (ii),

(λI − A)−1 d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t) =

d

dt
(λI − A)−1 (SA ∗ f) (t)

=
∫ t

0
TA0(t − s) (λI − A)−1 f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] ,

so we have for all t ∈ [0, τ0] that

(λI − A)−1 v(t) = (λI − A)−1 [
TA0(t)v(0) +

d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t)

]
.

Since (λI − A)−1 is injective, the result follows. �
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In order to obtain an estimate for the integral solution, we introduce the
following assumption.
Assumption 2.2. Let τ0 > 0 be fixed. Let Z ⊂ L1 ((0, τ0) , X) be a Banach
space endowed with some norm ‖·‖Z . Assume that C1 ([0, τ0] , X)∩Z is dense
in (Z, ‖.‖Z) and the embedding from (Z, ‖·‖Z) into

(
L1 ((0, τ0) , X) , ‖·‖L1

)
is

continuous. Also assume that there exists a continuous map Γ : [0, τ0]×Z →
[0,+∞) such that

(a) Γ(t, 0) = 0, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , and the map f → Γ(t, f) is continuous at 0
uniformly in t ∈ [0, τ0] .

(b) We have ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , ∀f ∈ C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ∩ Z that∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA ∗ f)(t)

∥∥∥ ≤ Γ(t, f).

We now state and prove the main result in this section.

Theorem 2.11. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 be satisfied. Then for each
f ∈ Z the map t → (SA ∗ f) (t) is continuously differentiable, (SA ∗ f) (t) ∈
D(A),∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , and if we denote u(t) = d

dt (SA ∗ f) (t), then

u(t) = A

∫ t

0
u(s)ds +

∫ t

0
f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0]

and
‖u(t)‖ ≤ Γ(t, f), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Moreover, for each λ ∈ (ω, +∞) , we have

(λI − A)−1 d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t) =

∫ t

0
TA0(t − s) (λI − A)−1 f(s)ds.

Proof. Consider the linear operator

Lτ0 :
(
C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ∩ Z, ‖·‖Z

)
→

(
C ([0, τ0] , X) , ‖·‖∞,[0,τ0]

)
defined by

Lτ0(f)(t) =
d

dt
(SA ∗ f)(t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , ∀f ∈ C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ∩ Z.

Then
sup

t∈[0,τ0]
‖Lτ0(f)(t)‖ ≤ sup

t∈[0,τ0]
Γ(t, f).

Since C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ∩ Z is dense in Z, using assumptions (a) and (b), we
know that Lτ0 has a unique extension L̂τ0 on Z and

‖L̂τ0(f)(t)‖ ≤ Γ(t, f), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , ∀f ∈ Z.
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By construction L̂τ0 is continuous from (Z, ‖·‖Z) into
(C([0, τ0], X), ‖ · ‖∞,[0,τ0]).

Let f ∈ Z and let {fn}n≥0 be a sequence in C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ∩ Z, such that
fn → f in Z. We have for each n ≥ 0 and each t ∈ [0, τ0] that∫ t

0
L̂τ0(fn)(s)ds =

∫ t

0
Lτ0(fn)(s)ds =

∫ t

0
SA(t − s)fn(s)ds.

Since the embedding from (Z, ‖·‖Z) into
(
L1 ((0, τ0) , X) , ‖·‖L1

)
is continu-

ous, we have that fn → f in L1 ((0, τ0) , X) and when n → +∞,∫ t

0
L̂τ0(f)(s)ds =

∫ t

0
SA(t − s)f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Thus, the map t → (SA ∗ f)(t) is continuously differentiable and

L̂τ0(f)(t) =
d

dt

∫ t

0
SA(t − s)f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Finally, by Lemma 2.6, we have for each n ≥ 0 and each t ∈ [0, τ0] that

L̂τ0(fn)(t) = A

∫ t

0
L̂τ0(fn)(s)ds +

∫ t

0
fn(s)ds;

the result follows from the fact that A is closed. �

In the proof of Theorem 2.11, we basically followed the same method
Kellermann and Hieber [28] used to prove the result of Da Prato and Sines-
trari [16] (see also [8, Theorem 3.5.2, p. 145]) for Hille-Yosida operators and
with Z = L1 ((0, τ0) , X).

By Lemma 2.10 and Theorem 2.11, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.12. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 be satisfied. Then for each
x ∈ X0 and each f ∈ Z, the Cauchy problem (2.8) has a unique integrated
solution u ∈ C ([0, τ0] , X0) given by

u(t) = TA0(t)x +
d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Moreover, we have

‖u(t)‖ ≤ Meωt ‖x‖ + Γ(t, f), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .
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3. Bounded Perturbation

In this section we investigate the properties of A + L : D(A) ⊂ X → X,
where L is a bounded linear operator from X0 into X. If A is a Hille-Yosida
operator, it is well known that A + L is also a Hille-Yosida operator (see [8,
Theorem 3.5.5]).

The following theorem is closely related to Desch and Schappacher’s the-
orem (see [17] or Engel and Nagel [20, Theorem 3.1, p. 183]). This is in fact
an integrated semigroup formulation of this result.

Theorem 3.1. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 be satisfied. Assume in addition
that C ([0, τ0] , X) ⊂ Z and there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

Γ(t, f) ≤ δ sup
s∈[0,t]

‖f(s)‖ , ∀f ∈ C ([0, τ0] , X) , ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Let L ∈ L (X0, X) and assume that ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ < 1. Then A + L : D(A) ⊂
X → X satisfies Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2. More precisely, if we denote
by {SA+L(t)}t≥0 the integrated semigroup generated by A + L, then ∀f ∈
C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ,∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA+L ∗ f) (t)

∥∥∥ ≤ 1
1 − ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ

sup
s∈[0,t]

Γ(s, f),∀t ∈ [0, τ0] . (3.1)

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that τ0 = τ1. We first
prove that there exists ω̂ ∈ R such that (ω̂, +∞) ⊂ ρ (A + L) . We have for
x ∈ D(A) and y ∈ X that

(λI − (A + L))x = y ⇔ (λI − A)x = y + Lx

⇔ x = (λI − A)−1 y + (λI − A)−1 Lx.

So (λI − (A + L)) is invertible if ‖(λI−A)−1L‖L(X0,X) < 1. Since {SA(t)}t≥0

is exponentially bounded, by Theorem 2.4, we have for all λ > ω̃ that

(λI − A)−1 = λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λtSA(t)x dt, ∀x ∈ X.

We obtain that

(λI − A)−1 Lx = λ

∫ +∞

τ0

e−λtSA(t)Lx dt + λ

∫ τ0

0
e−λtSA(t)Lx dt.

Since SA(t)y = d
dt

∫ t
0 SA(t − s)y ds, ∀y ∈ X, from the assumption we have

‖SA(t)y‖ ≤ δ ‖y‖ , ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , ∀y ∈ X.
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Thus, ∥∥∥∥λ

∫ τ0

0
e−λtSA(t)Lx dt

∥∥∥∥ ≤ λ

∫ τ0

0
e−λtdt ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ ‖x‖

and
λ

∫ τ0

0
e−λtdt = 1 − e−λτ0 → 1 as λ → +∞.

Moreover ∥∥∥∥λ

∫ +∞

τ0

e−λtSA(t)Lx dt

∥∥∥∥ → 0 as λ → +∞.

So we obtain

lim sup
λ→+∞

∥∥∥(λI − A)−1 L
∥∥∥
L(X0,X)

≤ ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ < 1.

We know that there exists ω̂ ∈ R such that∥∥∥(λI − A)−1 L
∥∥∥
L(X0,X)

<
‖L‖L(X0,X) δ + 1

2
, ∀λ ∈ (ω̂, +∞) .

Hence, for all λ ∈ (ω̂, +∞) , (λI − (A + L)) is invertible,

(λI − (A + L))−1 y =
+∞∑
k=0

[
(λI − A)−1 L

]k
(λI − A)−1 y,

and for each y ∈ X,∥∥∥(λI − (A + L))−1 y
∥∥∥ ≤ 1

1 − ‖L‖L(X0,X)δ+1

2

∥∥∥(λI − A)−1 y
∥∥∥ → 0 as λ → +∞.

To prove Assumption 2.1 it remains to show that (A + L)0 , the part of
(A + L) in X0, is a Hille-Yosida operator. Let x ∈ X0. Define Π,Ψx :
C ([0, τ0] , X0) → C ([0, τ0] , X0) for each v ∈ C ([0, τ0] , X0) by

Π(v)(t) =
d

dt
(SA ∗ Lv) (t) and Ψx(v)(t) = TA0(t)x + Π(v)(t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Then from the assumptions it is clear that Ψx is an ‖L‖L(X0,X)δ-contraction.
So Ψx has a unique fixed point given by

U(t)x =
∞∑

k=0

Πk (TA0(·)x) (t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

In particular,

‖U(t)x‖ ≤ 1
1 − ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ

Meωt ‖x‖ , ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .
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Thus, we obtain {U(t)}0≤t≤τ0
, a family of bounded linear operators on X0,

such that for each x ∈ X0, t → U(t)x is the unique solution of

U(t)x = x + A

∫ t

0
U(s)x ds +

∫ t

0
LU(s)x ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Therefore, U(t + s) = U(t)U(s), ∀t, s ∈ [0, τ0] with t + s ≤ τ0. We can
define for each integer k ≥ 0 and each t ∈ [kτ0, (k + 1)τ0] that U(t) =
U(t − kτ0)U(τ0)k, which yields a C0-semigroup of X0 and

U(t)x = x + A

∫ t

0
U(s)x ds +

∫ t

0
LU(s)x ds, ∀t ≥ 0.

It remains to show that (A + L)0 is the generator of {U(t)}t≥0 . Let B :
D(B) ⊂ X0 → X0 be the generator of {U(t)}t≥0 . Since U(t)x is the unique
solution of

U(t)x = x + (A + L)
∫ t

0
U(s)x ds, ∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈ X0,

we know that (λI − (A + L))−1 and U(t) commute, in particular (λI − (A +
L))−1 and (λI − B)−1 commute. On the other hand, we also have

B

∫ t

0
U(s)x = (A + L)

∫ t

0
U(s)x ds, ∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈ X0.

Thus,

(λI − (A + L))−1
∫ t

0
U(s)x = (λI − B)−1

∫ t

0
U(s)x ds, ∀t ≥ 0,∀x ∈ X0.

Taking the derivative of the last expression at t = 0, we obtain for sufficiently
large λ ∈ R that

(λI − (A + L))−1 x = (λI − B)−1 x, ∀x ∈ X0.

Hence, B = (A + L)0 and (A + L) satisfies Assumption 2.1.
Now using Proposition 2.5 we know that (A + L) generates an integrated

semigroup {SA+L(t)}t≥0 and

SA+L(t)x = (A + L)
∫ t

0
SA+L(t)x +

∫ t

0
x ds, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ X.

So

SA+L(t)x = SA(t)x +
d

dt
(SA ∗ LSA+L(·)x) (t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , ∀x ∈ X
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and for each f ∈ L1 ([0, τ0] , X) ,∫ t

0
SA+L(t − s)f(s)ds =

∫ t

0
SA(t − s)f(s)ds +

∫ t

0
W (t − s)f(s)ds,

∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , ∀x ∈ X, where W (t)x = d
dt (SA ∗ LSA+L(·)x) (t).

Also notice that∫ t

0

∫ l

0
W (l − s)f(s)ds dl =

∫ t

0

∫ t

s
W (l − s)f(s)dl ds

=
∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0
W (l)f(s)dl ds =

∫ t

0
(SA ∗ LSA+L(·)f(s)) (t − s)ds

=
∫ t

0

∫ t−s

0
SA(t − s − l)LSA+L(l)f(s)dl ds

=
∫ t

0

∫ t

s
SA(t − l)LSA+L(l − s)f(s)dl ds

=
∫ t

0

∫ l

0
SA(t − l)LSA+L(l − s)f(s)ds dl

=
∫ t

0
SA(t − l)

∫ l

0
LSA+L(l − s)f(s)ds dl;

we then have∫ t

0
W (t − s)f(s)ds =

d

dt
(SA ∗ L (SA+L ∗ f) (·)) (t).

Thus,

(SA+L ∗ f) (t) = (SA ∗ f)(t) +
d

dt
(SA ∗ L (SA+L ∗ f) (·)) (t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Let f ∈ C1 ([0, τ0] , X). The map t → L (SA+L ∗ f) (·) is continuously differ-
entiable and

d

dt
(SA ∗ L (SA+L ∗ f) (·)) (t)

= SA(t)L (SA+L ∗ f) (0) +
(
SA ∗ d

dt
L (SA+L ∗ f) (·)

)
(t),

so

d

dt
(SA+L ∗ f) (t) =

d

dt
(SA ∗ f)(t) +

d

dt

(
SA ∗ L

d

dt
(SA+L ∗ f) (·)

)
(t).
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Therefore, for each t ∈ [0, τ0] , we have∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA+L ∗ f) (t)

∥∥∥ ≤ Γ(t, f) + ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ sup
s∈[0,t]

∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA+L ∗ f) (s)

∥∥∥
and

sup
s∈[0,t]

∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA+L ∗ f) (s)

∥∥∥ ≤ 1
1 − ‖L‖L(X0,X) δ

sup
s∈[0,t]

Γ(s, f).

This completes the proof. �

4. The Lp
Case

In this section we investigate the case when

Z = Lp ((0, τ0) , X) and Γ (t, f) = M̂
∥∥∥eω̂(t−·)f(·)

∥∥∥
Lp((0,t),X)

,

where p ∈ [1,+∞) , M̂ > 0, ω̂ ∈ R, and (X, ‖·‖) is a Banach space. From now
on, for any Banach space (Y, ‖·‖Y ) we denote by Y ∗ the space of continuous
linear functionals on Y . We recall a result which will be used in the sequel
(see Diestel and Uhl [19, pp. 97–98]).

Proposition 4.1. Let Z be a Banach space and I ⊂ R be a non-empty open
interval. Assume p, q ∈ [1,+∞] with 1/p + 1/q = 1.

(i) For each q ∈ [1,+∞] and each ψ ∈ Lq (I, Z∗) ∩ C (I, Z∗) ,

‖ψ‖Lq(I,Z∗) = sup
ϕ∈C∞

c (I,Z)
‖ϕ‖Lp(I,Z)≤1

∫
Î
ψ(s) (ϕ(s)) ds

(ii) For each p ∈ [1,+∞) and for each ϕ ∈ Lp
(
Î , Z

)
,

‖ϕ‖Lp(I,Z) = sup
ψ∈C∞

c (I,Z∗)
‖ψ‖Lp(I,Z)∗≤1

∫
Î
ψ(s) (ϕ(s)) ds.

From now on, denote

abs (f) := inf
{

δ > 0 : e−δ.f(·) ∈ L1 (0,+∞, X)
}

< +∞
and define the Laplace transform of f by

L (f) (λ) =
∫ +∞

0
e−λsf(s)ds

when λ > abs (f) . We first give a necessary condition for the Lp case when
p ∈ [1,+∞].



On integrated semigroups 213

Lemma 4.2. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied and let p, q ∈ [1,+∞] with
1
p + 1

q = 1. Assume that there exist M̂ > 0 and ω̂ ∈ R, so that ∀t ≥ 0, ∀f ∈
C1 ([0, t] , X) ,

‖(SA � f)(t)‖ ≤ M̂
∥∥∥eω̂(t−.)f(·)

∥∥∥
Lp((0,t),X)

. (4.1)

Then there exists a subspace E ⊂ X∗
0 such that for each x∗ ∈ E there exists

Vx∗ ∈ Lq ([0,+∞) , X∗) ∩ C ([0,+∞) , X∗) such that

x∗
(
(λ − (A − ω̂I))−1 x

)
=

∫ +∞

0
e−λsVx∗(s)x ds, (4.2)

when λ > 0 is sufficiently large,

x∗ (
S(A−ω̂I)(t)x

)
=

∫ t

0
Vx∗(s)x ds,∀t ≥ 0, (4.3)

sup
x∗∈E:‖x∗‖X∗

0
≤1

‖Vx∗‖Lq([0,+∞),X∗) ≤ M̂,∀t ≥ 0,

and
‖x‖ ≤ sup

x∗∈E:‖x∗‖X∗
0
≤M

x∗(x),∀x ∈ X0, (4.4)

where M > 0 is the constant introduced in Assumption 2.1.

Proof. We set

B =
{

(λ − ω)2 y∗ ◦ (λI − A0)
−2 : y∗ ∈ X∗

0 , ‖y∗‖X∗
0
≤ 1, and λ > ω

}
.

From Assumption 2.1, we obtain sup{‖x∗‖X∗
0

: x∗ ∈ B} ≤ M and

lim
λ→+∞

(λ − ω)2 (λI − A0)
−2 x = x,∀x ∈ X0.

Using the Theorem of Hahn-Banach, we have ‖x‖ ≤ supx∗∈B x∗(x). Let E
be the subspace of X∗

0 generated by B. Then

‖x‖ ≤ sup
x∗∈B

x∗(x) ≤ sup
x∗∈E:‖x∗‖X∗

0
≤M

x∗(x)

and (4.4) is satisfied.
Let y∗ ∈ X∗

0 be such that ‖y∗‖X∗
0
≤ 1 and let μ > ω. Set

x∗ := (μ − ω)2 y∗ ◦ (μI − A0)
−2 .

Then for λ > ω̂ + max(0, ω), we have for each x ∈ X that

x∗((λ − (A − ω̂I))−1 x)
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= (μ − ω)2 y∗
(
(μI − A0)

−1 (λ − (A0 − ω̂I))−1 (μI − A)−1 x
)

= (μ − ω)2 y∗
(

(μI − A0)
−1

∫ +∞

0
e−(λ+ω̂)tTA0(t) (μI − A)−1 x dt

)
.

So

x∗((λ − (A − ω̂I))−1 x) =
∫ ∞

0
e−λtVx∗(t)x dt

with

Vx∗(t) = e−ω̂t (μ − ω)2 y∗ ◦ (μI − A0)
−1 ◦ TA0(t) ◦ (μI − A)−1 ,∀t ≥ 0.

Since

TA0(t)x = x + A0

∫ t

0
TA0(l)x dl

and A0 (μI − A0)
−1 is bounded, it follows that t → (μI − A0)

−1 TA0(t) is
continuous from [0,+∞) into L(X0), and is exponentially bounded. Thus,
t → Vx∗(t) is Bochner measurable from [0,+∞) into X∗ and belongs to
L1

Loc ([0,+∞) , X∗). Moreover, for each f ∈ C1 ([0, t] , X) , we have

x∗ ((SA � f)(t))

= (μ − ω)2
∫ t

0
x∗ ◦ (μI − A0)

−1 ◦ TA0(t − s) ◦ (μI − A)−1 (f(s)) ds

=
∫ t

0
Vx∗(t − s)eω̂(t−s)f(s)ds.

Now by using (4.1) it follows that

x∗ ((SA � f)(t)) =
∫ t

0
Vx∗(t − s)eω̂(t−s)f(s)ds. (4.5)

Since E is the set of all the finite linear combinations of elements of B, it
follows that (4.2), (4.3) and (4.5) are satisfied for each x∗ ∈ E. Let x∗ ∈ E
with ‖x∗‖X∗

0
≤ 1. We have from (4.1) that∫ t

0
Vx∗(t − s)eω̂(t−s)f(s)ds = x∗ ((SA � f)(t)) ≤ M̂

∥∥∥eω̂(t−.)f(·)
∥∥∥

Lp((0,t),X)
.

Using Proposition 4.1(i), we have

‖Vx∗‖Lq((0,t),X∗) ≤ M̂, ∀t ≥ 0.

This completes the proof. �
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Theorem 4.3. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied. Let B : D(A) → Y be
a bounded linear operator from D(A) into a Banach space (Y, ‖·‖Y ) and
χ : (0,+∞) → R a non-negative measurable function with abs (χ) < +∞.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) ‖B(SA�f)(t)‖ ≤
∫ t
0 χ(t−s)‖f(s)‖ds, ∀t ≥ 0, ∀f ∈ C1 ([0,+∞) , X).

(ii)
∥∥B (λ − A)−n

∥∥
L(X,Y )

≤ 1
(n−1)!

∫ +∞
0 sn−1e−λsχ (s) ds, ∀λ > δ, ∀n ≥

1.
(iii) ‖B [SA(t + h) − SA(t)]‖L(X,Y ) ≤

∫ t+h
t χ (s) ds, ∀t, h ≥ 0.

Moreover, if one of the above three conditions is satisfied, then
χ ∈ Lq

Loc([0,+∞), R) for some q ∈ [1,+∞] , and p ∈ [1,+∞) satisfies 1
p +

1
q = 1, then for each τ > 0 and each f ∈ Lp ((0, τ) , X), the map t →
B (SA ∗ f) (t) is continuously differentiable and∥∥∥ d

dt
B (SA ∗ f) (t)

∥∥∥ ≤
∫ t

0
χ(t − s) ‖f(s)‖ ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ ] .

Proof. Proof of (i)⇒(ii). Let x ∈ X be fixed. From the formula

(λ − A)−1 x = λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λlSA(l)x dl, ∀λ > δ

one deduces that

n!(λ−A)−(n+1)x = (−1)n dn (λ − A)−1

dλn
=

∫ +∞

0

[
λln − nln−1

]
e−λlSA(l)x dl.

We also remark that

−
∫ t

0
lne−λlSA(l)x dl =

∫ t

0
SA(l)f (t, t − l) dl = (SA ∗ f (t, ·)) (t),

where
f (t, s) = h (t − s)x with h (l) = −lne−λl.

It follows that

−tne−λtSA(t) =
d

dt
[(SA ∗ f (t, ·)) (t)] = (SA � f (t, ·)) (t)+

(
SA ∗ ∂f(t, ·)

∂t

)
(t),

so for all λ > 0 large enough

lim
t→+∞

(SA � f (t, ·)) (t) = − lim
t→+∞

(
SA ∗ ∂f (t, ·)

∂t

)
(t).

But(
SA ∗ ∂f(t, ·)

∂t

)
(t) =

∫ t

0
S(l)h′(t − (t − l))dl =

∫ t

0
[λln − nln−1]e−λlS(l)x dl,
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so

n! (λ − A)−(n+1) = lim
t→+∞

(
SA ∗ ∂f (t, ·)

∂t

)
(t) = − lim

t→+∞
(SA � f (t, ·)) (t).

Now by using (i), it follows that∥∥n!B (λ − A)−(n+1) x
∥∥ = lim

t→+∞
‖B (SA � f (t, ·)) (t)‖

≤ lim
t→+∞

∫ t

0
χ(l) ‖f(t, t − l)‖ dl =

∫ +∞

0
ln−1e−λlχ (l) dl ‖x‖

and (ii) follows.
Proof of (ii)⇒(i). Let f ∈ C1 ([0,+∞) , X) be fixed. Without loss of

generality we can assume that f is exponentially bounded. We remark that

(λ − A)−1 L (f) (λ) = λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λlSA(l)dl

∫ +∞

0
e−λlf(l)dl

= λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λl (SA ∗ f) (l)dl.

Integrating by parts we obtain that∫ +∞

0
e−λl (SA � f) (l)dl = (λ − A)−1 L (f) (λ) .

Then

dn

dλn

∫ +∞

0
e−λl (SA � f) (l)dl =

n∑
k=0

Ck
n

dn−k (λ − A)−1

dλn−k

dk

dλk
L (f) (λ)

and ∥∥∥ dn

dλn

∫ +∞

0
e−λlB (SA � f) (l)dl

∥∥∥
≤

n∑
k=0

Ck
n

∥∥∥dn−kB (λ − A)−1

dλn−k

dkL (f) (λ)
dλk

∥∥∥
=

n∑
k=0

Ck
n (n − k)!

∥∥∥B (λ − A)−(n−k+1)
∥∥∥ (−1)k dkL (‖f‖) (λ)

dλk
.

Now using (ii) it follows that∥∥∥ dn

dλn

∫ +∞

0
e−λlB (SA � f) (l)dl

∥∥∥
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≤ (−1)n
n∑

k=0

Ck
n

dn−kL (χ) (λ)
dλn−k

dkL (‖f‖) (λ)
dλk

= (−1)n dn

dλn

∫ +∞

0
e−λl (χ ∗ ‖f‖) (l)dl

and by the Post-Widder theorem (see Arendt et al. [8]) we obtain

‖B (SA � f) (t)‖ ≤ (χ ∗ ‖f‖) (t), ∀t ≥ 0.

So we obtain (i) for all the maps f in C1 ([0,+∞) , X) .
We now prove (iii)⇒(ii). First assume that n = 1. We have

B (λ − A)−1 x = λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λsBS(s)x ds.

Using (iii), we obtain∥∥∥B (λ − A)−1
∥∥∥ ≤ λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
χ (l) dl ds

and by integrating by parts (ii) follows. Next assume that n ≥ 2. We have

B (λ − A)−n = B (λ − A0)
−(n−1) (λ − A)−1

=
(−1)n−2

(n − 2)!
λB

(dn−2 (λ − A0)
−1

dλn−2

) ∫ +∞

0
e−λsSA(s)ds

=
λ

(n − 2)!
B

∫ +∞

0
sn−2e−λsTA0(s)ds

∫ +∞

0
e−λsSA(s)ds

=
λ

(n − 2)!
B

∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
(s − l)n−2 TA0(s − l)SA(l)dl ds.

But TA0(s − l)SA(l) = SA(s) − SA(s − l), so

B(λ−A)−n =
λ

(n − 2)!

∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
(s− l)n−2 [BSA(s) − BSA(s − l)] dl ds.

From (iii), we obtain∥∥B (λ − A)−n
∥∥
L(X)

≤ λ

(n − 2)!

∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
(s − l)n−2

∫ s

s−l
χ (r) dr dl ds.

Notice that∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
(s − l)n−2

∫ s

s−l
χ(r)dr dl ds =

∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
ln−2

∫ s

l
χ(r)dr dl ds
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=
∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0

∫ r

0
ln−2dlχ(r)dr ds =

1
n − 1

∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
rn−1χ(r)dr ds;

integrating by parts, we have∫ +∞

0
e−λs

∫ s

0
(s − l)n−1

∫ s

s−l
χ(r)dr dl ds =

1
(n − 1)λ

∫ +∞

0
sn−1χ(s)e−λsds.

It follows that∥∥B (λ − A)−n
∥∥
L(X)

≤ 1
(n − 1)!

∫ +∞

0
sn−1χ (s) e−λsds.

It remains to prove (i)⇒(iii). Let h > 0 and t > h be fixed. We have

d

dt

(
SA ∗ 1[0,h](·)x

)
(t) =

d

dt

∫ t

0
SA(t − s)1[0,h](s)x ds =

d

dt

∫ h

0
SA(t − s)x ds

=
d

dt

∫ t

t−h
SA(s)x ds = SA(t)x − SA(t − h)x.

Let {φn}n≥0 ⊂ C1 (R+, R) be a sequence of non-increasing functions such
that

φn(t) =

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩
1, if t ∈ [0, h] ,
∈ [0, h] , if t ∈ [h, h + 1

n+1 ],
0, if t ≥ h + 1

n+1 .

We can always assume that φn+1 ≤ φn, ∀n ≥ 0. Then we have

d

dt
(SA ∗ φn(·)x) (t) =

d

dt

∫ t

0
SA(s)φn(t − s)x ds

= SA(t)φn(0)x +
∫ t

0
SA(s)φ

′
n(t − s)x ds = SA(t)x +

∫ t

0
SA(t − s)φ

′
n(s)x ds

= SA(t)x +
∫ h+ 1

n+1

0
SA(t − s)φ

′
n(s)x ds.

By the continuity of t → SA(t)x, it follows that

lim
n→+∞

d

dt
(SA ∗ φn(·)x) (t) = SA(t)x − SA(t − h)x.

On the other hand, we have χ |[0,t]∈ L1 ((0, t) , R) , and s → χ(t − s)φn(s) is
a non-increasing sequence in L1 ((0, t) , R). So by the Beppo-Levi (monotone



On integrated semigroups 219

convergence) theorem, we obtain

lim
n→+∞

∫ t

0
χ(t−s)φn(s)ds =

∫ t

0
χ(t−s)1[0,h](s)ds =

∫ h

0
χ(t−s)ds =

∫ t

t−h
χ(l)dl,

and (iii) follows from (i). The proof of the last part of the theorem is similar
to the proof of Theorem 2.11. �
Remark 4.4. When B = I, the previous theorem provides an extension of
the Hille-Yosida case. Unfortunately, this kind property is not satisfied in
the context of age-structured models. Because if property (iii) were satisfied
for some function χ ∈ Lq

Loc ([0,+∞) , R) , this would imply that t → SA(t)
is locally of bounded Lq-variation from [0,+∞) into L(X), but this is not
true in such a context (see Remark 4.8(d)).

Inspired by the paper of Bochner and Taylor [11] we now consider func-

tions of bounded Lp-variation. Let I be an interval in R. Let H :
◦
I → X be

a map. If p ∈ [1,+∞) , set

V Lp(I, H) = sup
t0<t1<···<tn

ti∈
◦
I,∀i=1,...,n

{( n∑
i=1

‖H (ti) − H (ti−1)‖p

|ti − ti−1|p−1

)1/p}
,

where the supremum is taken over all finite strictly increasing sequences in
◦
I. If p = +∞, set

V L∞(I, H) = sup
t,s∈

◦
I

{‖H (t) − H (s)‖
|t − s|

}
.

We will say that H is of bounded Lp-variation on I if V Lp(I, H) < +∞.
Let (Y, ‖·‖Y ) be a Banach space. Let H : I → L(X, Y ) and f : I → X. If

π is a finite sequence t0 < t1 < · · · < tn in
◦
I and si ∈ [ti−1, ti] (i = 1, . . . , n),

we denote by

S(dH, f, π) =
n∑

i=1

(H (ti) − H (ti−1)) f (si) and |π| = max
i=0,...,n

|ti − ti−1| .

We will say that f is Riemann-Stieltjes integrable with respect to H if∫ b

a
dH(t)f(t) := lim

|π|→0 with t0→inf I and tn→sup I
S(dH, f, π) exists.

Then we have the following result (see Section 1.9 in Arendt et al. [8] and
Section III.3.3 in Hille and Phillips [25] for more details).
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Lemma 4.5. Assume p, q∈ [1,+∞] such that 1
p+ 1

q =1. Let f ∈ C1([a, b], X).
Let H : [a, b] → L (X, Y ) be a bounded and strongly continuous map. Then
f is Riemann-Stieltjes integrable with respect to H and∫ b

a
dH(t)f(t) = H(b)f(b) − H(a)f(a) −

∫ b

a
H(t)f ′(t)dt,

where the last integral is a Riemann integral. If we assume in addition that
H is of bounded Lq-variation on [a, b] , then we have∥∥∥∫ b

a
dH(t)f(t)

∥∥∥ ≤ V Lq([a, b] , H) ‖f‖Lp((a,b),X) .

Motivated by Lemma 4.2, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.6. Let (Y, ‖.‖Y ) be a Banach space. Let E be a subspace of
Y ∗. E is called a norming space of Y if the map |·|E : Y → R+ defined by

|y|E = sup
y∗∈E

‖y∗‖Y ∗≤1

y∗(y),∀y ∈ Y

is a norm equivalent to ‖.‖Y .

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied. Let p, q ∈ [1,+∞] with
1
p + 1

q = 1 and ω̂ ∈ R. Then the following properties are equivalent:

(i) There exists M̂ > 0, such that for each τ0 ≥ 0, ∀f ∈ C1 ([0, τ0] , X) ,

‖(SA � f)(t)‖ ≤ M̂
∥∥∥eω̂(t−·)f(·)

∥∥∥
Lp((0,t),X)

,∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

(ii) There exists a norming space E of X0, such that for each x∗ ∈ E the
map t → x∗ ◦SA+ωI(t) is of bounded Lq-variation from [0,+∞) into
X∗ and

sup
x∗∈E:‖x∗‖X∗

0
≤1

lim
t→+∞

V Lq([0, t] , x∗ ◦ SA−ω̂I(·)) < +∞. (4.6)

(iii) There exists a norming space E of X0, such that for each x∗ ∈ E
there exists χx∗ ∈ Lq

+ ((0,+∞) , R) ,

‖x∗ ◦ SA−ω̂I(t + h) − x∗ ◦ SA−ω̂I(t)‖X∗ ≤
∫ t+h

t
χx∗ (s) ds,∀t, h ≥ 0 (4.7)
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and
sup

x∗∈E:‖x∗‖X∗
0
≤1

‖χx∗‖Lq((0,+∞),R) < +∞. (4.8)

Proof. The proof of (i)⇒(iii) is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.2.
The proof of (iii)⇒(ii) is an immediate consequence of the fact that (4.7)
implies

V Lq([0, t] , x∗ ◦ SA+ω̂I(·)) ≤ ‖χx∗‖Lq((0,t),R) , ∀t ≥ 0.

So it remains to prove (ii)⇒(i). Let x∗ ∈ E and f ∈ C1 ((0, τ0) , X) be fixed.
By Lemma 4.5, we have for each t ∈ [0, τ0] that

d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t) = SA(t)f(0) +

∫ t

0
SA(s)f ′(t − s)ds =

∫ t

0
dSA(s)f(t − s)ds.

Thus,
d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t) = lim

λ→+∞
λ (λI − A0)

−1 d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t)

= lim
λ→+∞

λ

∫ t

0
TA0(t − s) (λI − A)−1 f(s)ds

= lim
λ→+∞

λ

∫ t

0
TA0−ω̂I(t − s) (λI − A)−1 eω̂(t−s)f(s)ds

=
d

dt

(
SA+ω̂I ∗ eω̂(t−·)f(·)

)
(t) =

∫ t

0
dSA+ω̂I(s)eω̂(t−s)f(t − s)ds.

By using the last part of Lemma 4.5, we have

x∗
( d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t)

)
=

∫ t

0
d (x∗ ◦ SA−ω̂I) (s)eω̂(t−s)f(t − s)

≤ V Lq([0, t] , (x∗ ◦ SA−ω̂I) (·))
∥∥eω̂(t−·)f(·)

∥∥
Lp((0,t),X1)

.

Hence, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] we have

x∗
( d

dt
(SA ∗ f) (t)

)
≤ V Lq([0,+∞) , (x∗ ◦ SA−ω̂I) (·))

∥∥eω̂(t−·)f
∥∥

Lp((0,t),X),

and the result follows from the fact that E is a norming space. �
Remark 4.8. (a) We can use Theorem 4.3 to replace (4.6) by the equivalent
condition, ∀λ > δ, ∀n ≥ 1,∥∥x∗ ◦ (λ − (A + ω̂I))−n

∥∥
X∗ ≤ 1

(n − 1)!

∫ +∞

0
sn−1e−λsχx∗ (s) ds. (4.9)
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(b) From Thieme [42], we know that

(λI − A)−1x = λ

∫ +∞

0
e−λsSA(s)x ds

for λ > 0 sufficiently large. So we can also apply the results of Weis [50] to
verify assertion (iii) of Theorem 4.7.

(c) In the Hille-Yosida case, assertions (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 4.7 are
satisfied for q = +∞, E = X∗

0 , and χx∗ (s) = M, ∀s ≥ 0.
(d) In the context of age-structured problems in Lp spaces the property

(iii) holds. But in some cases (see Remark 6.5) we have

‖SA+ωI(t + h) − SA+ωI(t)‖L(X) ≥
( ∫ t+h

t
epωldl

)1/p
, ∀t, h ≥ 0.

So t → SA+ωI (t) is not of bounded Lq-variation. Nevertheless, we will
see that (4.8) and (4.9) are satisfied. This shows that a dual approach is
necessary in general.

5. The Semilinear Problem

In this section we investigate some properties of the non-autonomous semi-
flow generated by the following equation:

U(t, s)x = x + A

∫ t

s
U(l, s)x dl +

∫ t

s
F (l, U(l, s)x)dl, t ≥ s ≥ 0. (5.1)

We consider the problem

U(t, s)x = TA0(t−s)x+
d

dt
(SA∗F (·+s, U(·+s, s)x)(t−s), t ≥ s ≥ 0. (5.2)

The results presented here are inspired by the results proved in Cazenave
and Haraux [14, Chapter 4] concerning autonomous semilinear equations
with dense domain. We also refer to Segal [40] and Weissler [51] for more
general results concerning autonomous and non-autonomous densely defined
semi-linear equations.

Assumption 5.1. Assume that A : D(A) ⊂ X → X is a linear operator
satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, C([0, τ0] , X) ⊂ Z, and there exists a
map δ : [0, τ0] → [0,+∞) such that

Γ(t, f) ≤ δ(t) sup
s∈[0,t]

‖f(s)‖ , ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , and lim
t→0+

δ(t) = 0.
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Assume that F : [0,+∞) × D(A) → X is a continuous map such that for
each τ0 > 0 and each ξ > 0, there exists K(τ0, ξ) > 0 such that

‖F (t, x) − F (t, y)‖ ≤ K(τ0, ξ) ‖x − y‖
whenever t ∈ [0, τ0] , y, x ∈ X0, and ‖x‖ ≤ ξ, ‖y‖ ≤ ξ.

First note that without loss of generality we can assume that δ(t) is non-
decreasing. Moreover, using Theorem 3.1 (or direct arguments) and for each
α ∈ R replacing τ0 by some τα ∈ (0, τ0) such that δ(τα) |α| < 1, we obtain
that A + αI satisfies Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2. Replacing A by A − ωI and
F (t, ·) by F (t, ·) + ωI, we can assume that ω = 0. From now on we assume
that δ(t) is non-decreasing and ω = 0. In the sequel, we will use the norm
|·| on X0 defined by

|x| = sup
t≥0

‖TA0(t)x‖ , ∀x ∈ X0.

Then we have ‖x‖ ≤ |x| ≤ M ‖x‖ and |TA0(t)x| ≤ |x| , ∀x ∈ X0, ∀t ≥ 0.
Remark that by the assumption, for each f ∈ C ([0, τ0] , X) , d

dt(SA ∗ f)(t) is
well defined ∀t ∈ [0, τ0]. Let f ∈ C1 ([0, 2τ0] , X) . Then, for t ∈ [τ0, 2τ0] ,

d

dt
(SA ∗ f)(t) = lim

μ→+∞

∫ t

0
TA0(t − s)μ (μI − A)−1 f(s)ds

=
d

dt
(SA ∗ f (· + τ0))(t − τ0) + TA0(t − τ0)

d

dt
(SA ∗ f (·))(τ0),

so ∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA ∗ f)(t)

∥∥∥ ≤ δ(t − τ0) sup
l∈[τ0,t−τ0]

‖f(l)‖ + δ(t − τ0) sup
l∈[0,τ0]

‖f(l)‖ .

Thus, Assumption 2.2 is satisfied with Z = C([0, 2τ0] , X); we deduce that
d
dt(SA ∗ f)(t) is well defined for all t ∈ [0, 2τ0] and satisfies the conclusions
of Theorem 2.11. By induction, we obtain that for each τ0 > 0 and each
f ∈ C([0, τ0] , X), t → (SA ∗ f) (t) is continuously differentiable on [0, τ0] ,
(SA ∗ f) (t) ∈ D(A),∀t ∈ [0, τ0], and if we denote u(t) = d

dt (SA ∗ f) (t), then

u(t) = A

∫ t

0
u(s)ds +

∫ t

0
f(s)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

In the following definition τ is the blow-up time of maximal solutions of
(5.1).

Definition 5.1. Consider two maps τ : [0,+∞) × X0 → (0,+∞] and U :
Dτ → X0, where Dτ = {(t, s, x) ∈ [0,+∞)2 × X0 : s ≤ t < s + τ(s, x)}. We
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say that U is a maximal non-autonomous semiflow on X0 if U satisfies the
following properties:

(i) τ (r, U(r, s)x)+r = τ (s, x)+s,∀s ≥ 0,∀x ∈ X0,∀r ∈ [s, s + τ (s, x)) .
(ii) U(s, s)x = x,∀s ≥ 0,∀x ∈ X0.
(iii) U(t, r)U(r, s)x = U(t, s)x,∀s ≥ 0,∀x ∈ X0,∀t, r ∈ [s, s + τ (s, x))

with t ≥ r.
(iv) If τ (s, x) < +∞, then limt→(s+τ(s,x))− ‖U(t, s)x‖ = +∞.

Set D = {(t, s, x) ∈ [0,+∞)2×X0 : t ≥ s}. The main result of this section
is the following theorem, which is a generalization of Theorem 4.3.4 in [14].

Theorem 5.2. Let Assumption 5.1 be satisfied. Then there exist a map
τ : [0,+∞) × X0 → (0,+∞] and a maximal non-autonomous semiflow
U : Dτ → X0, such that for each x ∈ X0 and each s ≥ 0, U(·, s)x ∈
C ([s, s + τ (s, x)) , X0) is a unique maximal solution of (5.1) (or equivalently
a unique maximal solution of (5.2)). Moreover, Dτ is open in D and the map
(t, s, x) → U(t, s)x is continuous from Dτ into X0.

In order to prove Theorem 5.2 we need some lemmas.

Lemma 5.3. (Uniqueness) Let Assumption 5.1 be satisfied. Then for each
x ∈ X0, each s ≥ 0, and each τ > 0, equation (5.1) has at most one solution
U(·, s)x ∈ C ([s, τ + s] , X0) .

Proof. Assume that there exist two solutions of equation (5.1), u, v ∈
C ([s, τ + s] , X0) , with u(s) = v(s). Define t0 = sup{t ≥ s : u(l) = v(l),
∀l ∈ [s, t]}. Then, for each t ≥ t0, we have

u(t) − v(t) = A

∫ t

t0

[u(l) − v(l)]dl +
∫ t

t0

[F (l, u(l)) − F (l, v(l))]dl.

It follows that

(u − v) (t − t0 + t0) = A

∫ t−t0

0
(u − v) (l + t0)dl

+
∫ t−t0

0
[F (l + t0, u(l + t0)) − F (l + t0, v(l + t0))]dl;

thus,

u(t) − v(t) =
d

dt
(SA ∗ (F (· + t0, u(· + t0)) − F (· + t0, v(· + t0))))(t − t0).
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Let ξ = max(‖u‖∞,[s,τ+s], ‖v‖∞,[s,τ+s]). Thus, we have for each t ∈ [t0, t0+τ0]
that

‖u(t) − v(t)‖ ≤ δ(t)K (τ + s, ξ) sup
l∈[t0,t0+t]

‖u(l) − v(l)‖ .

Let ε > 0 be such that δ(ε)K (τ + s, ξ) < 1. We obtain that

sup
l∈[t0,t0+ε]

‖u(l) − v(l)‖ ≤ δ(ε)K (τ + s, ξ) sup
l∈[t0,t0+ε]

‖u(l) − v(l)‖ .

So u(t) = v(t), ∀t ∈ [t0, t0 + ε] , which gives a contradiction with the defini-
tion of t0. �

Lemma 5.4. (Local Existence) Let Assumption 5.1 be satisfied. Then for
each τ > 0, each β > 0, and each ξ > 0, there exists γ (τ, β, ξ) ∈ (0, τ0] such
that for each s ∈ [0, τ ] and each x ∈ X0 with ‖x‖ ≤ ξ, equation (5.1) has a
unique solution U(·, s)x ∈ C ([s, s + γ (τ, β, ξ)] , X0) which satisfies

‖U(t, s)x‖ ≤ (1 + β) ξ, ∀t ∈ [s, s + γ (τ, β, ξ)] .

Proof. Let s ∈ [0, τ ] and x ∈ X0 with ‖x‖ ≤ ξ fixed. Let γ (τ, β, ξ) ∈ (0, τ0]
such that

δ (γ (τ, β, ξ))M [1 + ξ̂τ+τ0 + (1 + β) ξK(τ + τ0, (1 + β) ξ)] ≤ βξ

with ξ̂α = sups∈[0,α] ‖F (s, 0)‖, ∀α ≥ 0. Set

E ={u∈C([s, s+δ(γ(τ, β, ξ))], X0) : ‖u(t)‖ ≤ (1+β)ξ,∀t ∈ [s, s+γ(τ, β, ξ)]}.
Consider the map

Φx,s : C ([s, s + δ (γ (τ, β, ξ))] , X0) → C ([s, s + δ (γ (τ, β, ξ))] , X0)

defined for each t ∈ [s, s + δ (γ (τ, p, C))] by

Φx,s(u)(t) = TA0(t − s)x +
d

dt
(SA ∗ F (· + s, u(· + s)))(t − s).

We have ∀u ∈ E that

|Φx,s(u)(t)| ≤ ξ + M
∥∥∥ d

dt
(SA ∗ F (· + s, u(· + s)))(t − s)

∥∥∥
≤ ξ + Mδ (γ (τ, β, ξ)) sup

t∈[s,s+δ(γ(τ,β,ξ))]
‖F (t, u(t))‖

≤ ξ + Mδ (γ (τ, β, ξ))
[
ξ̂α + K(τ + τ0, (1 + β) ξ) sup

t∈[s,s+δ(γ(τ,β,ξ))]
‖u(t)‖

]
≤ (1 + β) ξ.
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Hence, Φx,s(E) ⊂ E. Moreover, for all u, v ∈ E, we have

|Φx,s(u)(t) − Φx,s(v)(t)|
≤ Mδ (γ (τ, β, ξ))K(τ + τ0, (1 + β) ξ) sup

t∈[s,s+δ(γ(τ,β,ξ))]
|u(t) − v(t)|

≤ K(τ + τ0, (1 + β) ξ)βξ

[1 + ξ̂α + K(τ + τ0, (1 + β) ξ) (1 + β) ξ]
sup

t∈[s,s+δ(γ(τ,β,ξ))]
|u(t) − v(t)|

≤ β

1 + β
sup

t∈[s,s+δ(γ(τ,β,ξ))]
|u(t) − v(t)| .

Therefore, Φx,s is a ( β
1+β )-contraction on E and the result follows. �

For each s ≥ 0 and each x ∈ X0, define

τ (s, x) = sup {t ≥ 0 : ∃U(·, s)x ∈ C ([s, s + t] , X0) a solution of (5.1)} .

From Lemma 5.3 we already knew that τ (s, x) > 0, ∀s ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ X0.
Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let Assumption 5.1 be satisfied. Then U : Dτ → X0 is a
maximal non-autonomous semiflow on X0.

Proof. Let s ≥ 0 and x ∈ X0 be fixed. We first prove assertions (i)-
(iii) of Definition 5.1. Let r ∈ [s, s + τ (s, x)) be fixed. Then, for all t ∈
[r, s + τ (s, x)) ,

U(t, s)x = x + A

∫ t

s
U(l, s)x dl +

∫ t

s
F (l, U(l, s)x)dl

= U(r, s)x + A

∫ t

s
U(l, s)x dl +

∫ t

s
F (l, U(l, s)x)dl.

By Lemma 5.3, we obtain that U(t, s)x = U(t, r)U(r, s)x, ∀t ∈ [r, s+τ(s, x)).
So τ (r, U(r, s)x) + r ≥ τ (s, x) + s. Moreover, if we set

v(t) =

{
U(t, r)U(r, s)x, ∀t ∈ [r, r + τ (r, U(r, s)x)) ,

U(t, s)x, ∀t ∈ [s, r] ,

then

v(t) = x + A

∫ t

s
v(l)dl +

∫ t

s
F (l, v(l))dl, ∀t ∈ [s, r + τ (r, U(r, s)x)] .

Thus, by the definition of τ (s, x) we have s + τ (s, x) ≥ r + τ (r, U(r, s)x)
and the result follows.
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It remains to prove assertion (iv) of Definition 5.1. Assume that τ (s, x) <
+∞ and that ‖U(t, s)x‖ � +∞ as t ↗ s + τ (s, x) . Then we can find a
constant ξ > 0 and a sequence {tn}n≥0 ⊂ [s, s + τ (s, x)) , such that tn →
s+τ (s, x) as n → +∞ and ‖U (tn, s)x‖ ≤ ξ, ∀n ≥ 0. Using Lemma 5.4 with
τ = [0, s + τ (s, x)] and β = 2, we know that there exists γ (τ, β, ξ) ∈ (0, τ0]
for each n ≥ 0, tn + τ (tn, x) ≥ tn + γ (τ, β, ξ). From the first part of the
proof we have s + τ (s, x) ≥ tn + γ (τ, β, ξ), and, when n → +∞, we obtain

s + τ (s, x) ≥ s + τ (s, x) + γ (τ, β, ξ) ,

which is impossible since γ (τ, β, ξ) > 0. �

Lemma 5.6. Let Assumption 5.1 be satisfied. Then the following are satis-
fied:

(i) The map (s, x) → τ (s, x) is lower semi-continuous on [0,+∞)×X0.
(ii) For each (s, x) ∈ [0,+∞) × X0, each τ ∈ (0, τ (s, x)), and each se-

quence {(sn, xn)}n≥0 ⊂ [0,+∞) × X0 such that (sn, xn) → (s, x) as
n → +∞, one has

sup
l∈[0,τ ]

‖U (l + sn, sn)xn − U (l + s, s)x‖ → 0 as n → +∞.

(iii) Dτ = {(t, s, x) ∈ [0,+∞)2 × X0 : s ≤ t < s + τ (s, x)} is open in
D = {(t, s, x) ∈ [0,+∞)2 × X0 : t ≥ s}.

(iv) The map (t, s, x) → U(t, s)x is continuous from Dτ into X0.

Proof. Let (s, x) ∈ [0,+∞)×X0 be fixed. Consider a sequence {(sn, xn)}n≥0

⊂ [0,+∞)×X0 satisfying (sn, xn) → (s, x) as n → +∞. Let τ̂ ∈ (0, τ (s, x))
be fixed. Define

ξ = 2 sup
t∈[s,s+τ̂ ]

‖U(t, s)x‖ + 1 > 0

and

τ̂n = sup {t ∈ (0, τ(sn, xn)) : ‖U(l + sn, sn)xn‖ ≤ 2ξ, ∀l ∈ [0, t]} .

Let ε ∈ (0, τ0] be such that

ξ1 := δ (ε)MK (τ̂ + ŝ, 2ξ) < 1, ŝ = sup
n≥0

sn.

Set

ξn
2 = δ (ε)M sup

h∈[0,τ̂ ]
‖F (h + sn, U(l + s, s)x) − F (h + s, U(l + s, s)x)‖ → 0
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as n → +∞. Then, we have for each l ∈ [0,min (τ̂n, τ̂)] and each r ∈ [0, l]
with l − r ≤ ε that

U(l + s, s)x = U(l + s, r + s)U(r + s, s)x

= TA0(l − r)U(r + s, s)x +
d

dt
(SA ∗ F (· + r + s, U(· + r + s, s)x)(l − r).

Hence,

|U(l + sn, sn)xn − U(l + s, s)x|
= |U(l + sn, r + sn)U(r + sn, sn)xn − U(l + s, r + s)U(r + s, s)x|
≤ |TA0(l − r) [U(r + sn, sn)xn − U(r + s, s)x]|

+ Mδ (ε) sup
h∈[r,l]

|F (h + sn, U(h + sn, sn)xn) − F (h + s, U(h + s, s)x)|

≤ |U(r + sn, sn)xn − U(r + s, s)x|
+ ξ1 sup

h∈[r,l]
|U(h + sn, sn)xn − U(h + s, s)x| + ξn

2 .

Therefore, for each l ∈ [0,min (τ̂n, τ̂)] and each r ∈ [0, l] with l − r ≤ ε,

sup
h∈[r,l]

|U(h + sn, sn)xn − U(h + s, s)x|

≤ 1
1 − ξ1

[|U(r + sn, sn)xn − U(r + s, s)x| + ξn
2 ] .

From this we deduce for r = 0 that

sup
h∈[0,min(ε,τ̂n,τ̂)]

|U(h + sn, sn)xn − U(h + s, s)x| → 0 as n → +∞,

and by induction we have that

sup
h∈[0,min(τ̂n,τ̂)]

|U(h + sn, sn)xn − U(h + s, s)x| → 0 as n → +∞. (5.3)

It follows that

sup
h∈[0,min(τ̂n,τ̂)]

|U(h + sn, sn)xn|

≤ sup
h∈[0,min(τ̂n,τ̂)]

|U(h + sn, sn)xn − U(h + s, s)x| + ξ.

Since ξ > 0, there exists n0 ≥ 0 such that τ̂n > τ̂, ∀n ≥ n0, and the result
follows by using (5.3).
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Now (iii) follows from (i). Moreover, if (tn, sn, xn) → (t, s, x), then we
have

‖U(tn, sn)xn − U(t, s)x‖ ≤ ‖U((tn − sn) + sn, sn)xn − U((tn − sn) + s, s)x‖
+ ‖U((tn − sn) + s, s)x − U((t − s) + s, s)x‖

and by using (ii),

‖U(tn, sn)xn − U(t, s)x‖ → 0 as n → +∞.

This proves (iv). �

6. Age-Structured Problems in Lp

In this section we consider the age-structured problems in Lp. Let (Y, ‖·‖Y )
be a Banach space, p ∈ [1,+∞) , and a0 ∈ (0,+∞] . We are now interested
in solutions v ∈ C ([0, τ0] , Lp ((0, a0) , Y )) of the following problem:⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

∂v

∂t
+

∂v

∂a
= A(a)v(t, a) + F (t, v(t)) (a), a ∈ (0, a0) ,

v(t, 0) = K(t, v(t)),

v(0, ·) = ψ ∈ Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) ,

(6.1)

where K : [0, τ0] × Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) → Y and F : [0, τ0] × Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) →
Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) are continuous maps.

In order to apply the results obtained in Sections 2–5 to study the age-
structured problem (6.1) in Lp, as in Thieme [43, 44], we assume that the
family of linear operators {A(a)}0≤a≤a0

generates an exponentially bounded
evolution family {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0

. We refer to Kato and Tanabe [27], Ac-
quistapace and Terreni [2], Acquistapace [1], and the monograph of Chicone
and Latushkin [15] for further information on evolution families. Then we
introduce a closed, bounded operator B based on {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0

. Next
we rewrite system (6.1) as a Cauchy problem with the linear operator B and
show that B generates an integrated semigroup {SB(t)}t≥0. Now the results
in the previous sections can be applied to the problem. A similar argument
applies to the general system (1.3).

Definition 6.1. A family of bounded linear operators {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0

on Y is called an exponentiallyly bounded evolution family if the following
conditions are satisfied:

(a) U(a, a) = IdY if 0 ≤ a < a0.
(b) U(a, r)U(r, s) = U(a, s) if 0 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ a < a0.
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(c) For each y ∈ Y, the map (a, s) → U(a, s)y is continuous from
{(a, s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ a < a0} into Y.

(d) There exist two constants, M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R, such that ‖U(a, s)‖ ≤
Meω(a−s) if 0 ≤ s ≤ a < a0.

From now on, set X = Y ×Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) and X0 = {0Y }×Lp ((0, a0) , Y )
endowed with the product norm∥∥∥∥(

y
ψ

)∥∥∥∥ = ‖y‖Y + ‖ψ‖Lp((0,a0),Y ) .

Define for each λ > ω, Jλ : X → X0 a linear operator defined by

Jλ

(
y
ψ

)
=

(
0Y

ϕ

)
⇔

ϕ(a) = e−λaU(a, 0)y +
∫ a

0
e−λ(a−s)U(a, s)ψ(s)ds, a ∈ (0, a0) .

Lemma 6.2. Assume that {A(a)}0≤a≤a0
generates an exponentially bounded

evolution family {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0
. Then there exists a unique closed linear

operator B : D(B) ⊂ X → X such that (ω, +∞) ⊂ ρ(B), Jλ = (λI − B)−1,
∀λ > ω, and D(B) = X0.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that Jλ is a pseudo resolvent on (ω,+∞)
(i.e., Jλ − Jμ = (μ − λ)JλJμ, ∀λ, μ ∈ (ω, +∞)). By construction we have

R (Jλ) ⊂ X0. Moreover, let x =
(

y
ψ

)
∈ X and assume that Jλx = 0.

Then, for a ∈ (0, a0)

Ia :=
1
a

∫ a

0

∥∥∥∥e−λξU(ξ, 0)y +
∫ ξ

0
e−λ(ξ−s)U(ξ, s)ψ(s)ds

∥∥∥∥ dξ = 0

and lima→0+ Ia = ‖y‖. So y = 0 and N(Jλ) ⊂ X0. Moreover, using Young’s
inequality, we have for all λ > ω that∥∥∥∥Jλ

(
0
ψ

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ M
∥∥∥(

e(−λ+ω). ∗ ‖ψ(·)‖
)

(·)
∥∥∥

Lp((0,a0),R)

≤ M
∥∥∥e(−λ+ω).

∥∥∥
L1((0,a0),R)

‖ψ‖Lp((0,a0),Y ) ,

so ∥∥∥∥Jλ

(
0
ψ

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ M

λ − ω
‖ψ‖Lp((0,a0),Y ) .
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Moreover, we can prove that ∀ψ ∈ C0
c ((0, a0) , Y ) ,

lim
λ→+∞

λJλ

(
0
ψ

)
=

(
0
ψ

)
.

By the density of C0
c ((0, a0) , Y ) in Lp ((0, a0) , Y ), we obtain that

lim
λ→+∞

λJλx = x, ∀x ∈ X0,

and by using a standard argument (see Yosida [54], Section VIII.4), the
result follows. �

Define F : [0,+∞) × X0 → X by

F

(
t,

(
0
ϕ

))
=

(
K(t, ϕ)
F(t, ϕ)

)
and denote

u =
(

x
v

)
.

Consider equation (6.1) as the following Cauchy problem:

du

dt
= Bu(t) + F (t, u(t)), t ≥ 0, u(0) = x ∈ X0. (6.2)

Lemma 6.3. Assume that {A(a)}0≤a≤a0
generates an exponentially bounded

evolution family {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0
. Then B satisfies Assumption 2.1.

Proof. One can check that∥∥∥∥(λI − B)−1

(
y
0

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ M

p1/p (λ − ω)1/p
‖y‖ , ∀λ > ω.

Using the Young inequality we have∥∥∥∥(λI − B)−k

(
0
ϕ

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ M

(λ − ω)k
‖ϕ‖Lp((0,a0),Y ) , ∀λ > ω, ∀k ≥ 1.

This completes the proof. �

Now we can claim that B0 (the part of B in X0) generates a C0-semigroup
{TB0(t)}t≥0 and B generates an integrated semigroup SB(t).

We obtain usual formula for TB0(t) and SB(t) (see Thieme [43, 44]).
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Lemma 6.4. Assume that {A(a)}0≤a≤a0
generates an exponentially bounded

evolution family {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0
. Then {TB0(t)}t≥0 , the C0-semigroup

generated by B0 (the part of B in X0), is defined by

TB0(t)
(

0
ϕ

)
=

(
0

T̂B0(t)ϕ

)
with

T̂B0(t) (ϕ) (a) =

{
U(a, a − t)ϕ(a − t) if a ≥ t,

0 if a ∈ [0, t] .

Moreover, {SB(t)}t≥0 , the integrated semigroup generated by B, is defined
by

SB(t)
(

y
ϕ

)
=

(
0

W (t)y +
∫ t
0 T̂B0(s)ϕ ds

)
with

W (t) (y) (a) =

{
U(a, 0)y if a ≤ t,

0 if a ≥ t.

Proof. If TB0(t) and SB(t) are defined by the above formulas, then it is
readily checked that

d

dt
(λI − A)−1 TB0(t)x = λ (λI − A)−1 TB0(t)x − TB0(t)x

and
d

dt
(λI − A)−1 SB(t)x = λ (λI − A)−1 SB(t)x − SB(t)x + (λI − A)−1 x.

Assertion (i) of Lemma 2.10 is satisfied, and the result follows. �

Remark 6.5. If we choose U(a, s) = eω(a−s)IdY , ∀a, s ∈ [0, a0) with a ≥ s,
then we have for a, s ∈ [0, a0) with a ≥ s that∥∥∥∥SB(a)

(
y
0

)
− SB(s)

(
y
0

)∥∥∥∥ =
(∫ a

s
epωldl

)1/p

‖y‖ .

This example shows that the dual approach is necessary in this context (see
Remark 4.8(d) following Theorem 4.7).

Define P : X → X by

Px =
(

y
0

)
, ∀x =

(
y
ϕ

)
∈ X

and set X1 = Y ×
{
0Lp((0,a0),Y )

}
. We obtain the following theorem.
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Theorem 6.6. Assume that {A(a)}0≤a≤a0 generates an exponentially boun-
ded evolution family {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0. Then for each f ∈ Lp((0, τ0), X1)⊕
L1((0, τ0), X0) and each x ∈ D(B), there exists u ∈ C([0, τ0] , D(B)), a
unique integrated solution of the Cauchy problem

du(t)
dt

= Bu(t) + f(t), t ∈ [0, τ0] , u(0) = x, (6.3)

given by

u(t) = TB0(t)x +
d

dt
(SB ∗ f) (t), ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] , (6.4)

which satisfies for a certain M̂ > 0 that is independent of τ0,

‖u(t)‖ ≤ Meωt ‖x‖ + M̂

(∫ t

0

(
eω(t−s) ‖Pf(s)‖

)p
ds

)1/p

+M

∫ t

0
eω(t−s) ‖(I − P ) f(s)‖ ds, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] .

Moreover,

u(t) = TB0(t)x +
(

0
w(t)

)
, ∀t ∈ [0, τ0] (6.5)

with

w(t)(a) =

⎧⎨⎩U(a, 0)Pf(t − a) +
(∫ t

0 T̂0(t − s)(I − P )f(s)ds
)

(a) if a ≤ t,(∫ t
0 T̂0(t − s)(I − P )f(s)ds

)
(a) if a ≥ t.

Proof. Let ψ ∈ C∞
c ((0, a0) , Y ∗) be fixed. We defined x∗ ∈ X∗

0 by

x∗
(

0
ϕ

)
=

∫ a0

0
ψ(s)(ϕ(s))ds.

Let x =
(

y
ϕ

)
∈ X; we have

x∗
(
(λI − B)−1 Px

)
+ x∗

(
(λI − B)−1 (I − P )x

)
and

x∗
(
(λI − B)−1 (I − P ) x

)
=

∫ +∞

0
e(−λ+ω)tx∗ (

e−ωtTB0(t) (I − P )x
)
dt,

and for each λ > ω that

x∗
(

(λI − B)−1 P

(
y
ϕ

))
=

∫ a0

0
e−λaψ(a) (U(a, 0)y) da
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=
∫ +∞

0
e(−λ+ω)tWx∗(t) (y) dt

with

Wx∗(t)(y) =

{
e−ωtψ(t)U(t, 0)y if 0 ≤ t < a0,

0 if t ≥ a0.

x∗
(

(λI − B)−n P

(
y
ϕ

))
=

(−1)n−1

(n − 1)!
dn−1

dλn−1
x∗

(
(λI − B)−1 P

(
y
ϕ

))
=

1
(n − 1)!

∫ +∞

0
tn−1e(−λ+ω)tWx∗(t) (y) dt.

So ∣∣∣∣x∗
(

(λI − B)−n P

(
y
ϕ

))∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1
(n − 1)!

∫ +∞

0
tn−1e−λtχx∗ (t) dt ‖y‖Y ,

where

χx∗ (t) =

{
M ‖ψ(t)‖Y ∗ if t ∈ (0, a0)
0 otherwise.

Hence, by Lemma 6.3, Proposition 4.1-ii), Theorem 4.7, and Remark 4.8-a),
we can define u(t) by (6.4), which is an integrated solution of (6.3), and by
using Lemma 2.10, we deduce that u(t) satisfies (6.5). �
Assumption 6.1. The maps K : [0,+∞) × Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) → Y and F :
[0,+∞)×Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) → Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) are continuous, and for each τ > 0
and each ξ > 0, there exists K(τ, ξ) > 0 such that

‖K(t, ϕ) −K(t, ψ)‖ ≤ K(τ, ξ) ‖ϕ − ψ‖ ,

‖F(t, ϕ) −F(t, ψ)‖ ≤ K(τ, ξ) ‖ϕ − ψ‖
whenever t ∈ [0, τ ], ϕ, ψ ∈ Lp ((0, a0) , Y ) , ‖ϕ‖ ≤ ξ, ‖ψ‖ ≤ ξ.

From the above assumption, it follows that F satisfies the second part of
Assumption 5.1, and we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 6.7. Let Assumption 6.1 be satisfied and assume that {A(a)}0≤a≤a0

generates an exponentially bounded evolution family {U(a, s)}0≤s≤a<a0. Then
there exist a map τ : [0,+∞)×X0 → (0,+∞] and a maximal non-autonomous
semiflow U : Dτ → X0 on X0, such that for each x ∈ X0 and each s ≥ 0,
U(·, s)x ∈ C ([s, s + τ (s, x)) , X0) is a unique maximal solution of

U(t, s)x = x + B

∫ t

s
U(l, s)x dl +

∫ t

s
F (l, U(l, s)x) dl, ∀t ∈ [s, s + τ(s, x)) ,
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or equivalently of

U(t, s)x = TB0(t − s)x +
d

dt
(SB ∗ (F (· + s, U(· + s, s)x))) (t − s),

∀t ∈ [s, s + τ(s, x)). Moreover, Dτ is open in D and the map (t, s, x) →
U(t, s)x is continuous from Dτ into X0.

Let Z be a Banach space and H : D(H) ⊂ Z → Z be a Hille-Yosida
operator. Then equation (1.3) can be rewritten as

du

dt
= Au(t) + F (t, u(t)),

where A : D(A) ⊂ X × Z → X × Z, F : [0,+∞) × X × Z → X × Z, and

A

(
u1

u2

)
=

(
Bu1

Hu2

)
, ∀

(
u1

u2

)
∈ D(A) = D(B) × D(H).

The problem is similar to the one we just studied.

7. Neutral Delay Differential Equations in Lp

In this section, we show how to treat neutral delay differential equations
in Lp as a special case of the age-structured models in Lp spaces. Early work
on delay differential equations in Lp spaces using semigroup methods was
due to Hale [24] and Webb [47, 48]. We refer to Wu [52] and Batkai and
Piazzera [10] for more results and references on this subject.

Consider the neutral delay differential equation⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
d

dt
(x(t) − G1(t, xt)) = H (x(t) − G1(t, xt)) + G2(t, xt), t ≥ 0,

x(0) = x̂ ∈ Z, x0 = ϕ ∈ Lp ((−τ, 0) , Z) ,

y0 := x̂ − G1(0, φ) ∈ D(H).

(7.1)

This type of neutral delay differential equation in the space of continuous
maps C ([−τ, 0] , Z) has been considered by some researchers; see, for ex-
ample, Adimy and Ezzinbi [3]. As usual in the context of delay differential
equations, the map xt ∈ Lp ((−τ, 0) , Z) is defined as

xt (θ) = x (t + θ) for almost every θ ∈ (−τ, 0) .

Then we can consider the solution of (7.1) as

(x(t) − G1(t, xt)) = TH0(t)y0 +
d

dt

∫ t

0
Sc(t − s)G2(s, xs)ds, t ≥ 0,
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where {TH0(t)}t≥0 is a linear semigroup generated by H0, the part of H in
Z0 := D(H), and {SH(t)}t≥0 is the integrated semigroup generated by H.
Set

y(t) = TH0(t)y0 +
d

dt

∫ t

0
Sc(t − s)G2(s, xs)ds, t ≥ 0.

Then we obtain x(t) = G1(t, xt) + y(t), t ≥ 0.
Now transform this problem into an age-structured problem. Define J :

Lp ((−τ, 0) , Z) → Lp ((0, τ) , Z) by J (ϕ) (a) = ϕ(−a). Clearly, J is invertible
and J−1 (ϕ) (−a) = ϕ(a). Set v(t) = Jxt for t ≥ 0. The neutral delay
differential equation becomes⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

∂v

∂t
+

∂v

∂a
= 0 for almost every a ∈ (0, τ) ,

v(t, 0) = K1(t, v(t)) + y(t),

dy(t)
dt

= Hy(t) + K2 (t, v(t)) ,

y(0) = y0 ∈ D(H), v(0, ·) = ψ = Jϕ ∈ Lp ((0, τ) , Z) ,

(7.2)

where Ki (t, ψ) = Gi

(
t, J−1ψ

)
, i = 1, 2.

We can see that the class of neutral delay differential equations described
by (7.1) corresponds to a special case of the age-structured model. Moreover,
when K1 = 0 the problem is similar to the one considered by Batkai and
Piazzera [10]. The problem here is completely different compared with [10]
when K1 
= 0, because we must consider the operator

A

⎛⎝ 0
ϕ
y

⎞⎠ =

⎛⎝ −ϕ(0)
−ϕ′

Hy

⎞⎠ , L

⎛⎝ 0
ϕ
y

⎞⎠ =

⎛⎝ y
0
0

⎞⎠ ,

where D(A) = {0Z} × W 1,p ((0, τ) , Z) × D(H), D(L) = X0, and X = Z ×
Lp ((0, τ) , Z) × Z. When K1 = 0 it is sufficient to consider (A + L)0, the
part of (A + L) in D(A). In fact, here (A + L)0 is a Hille-Yosida operator,
so the problem can be studied by using classical semigroup theory. When
p > 1, A is not a Hille-Yosida operator; we need to investigate the following
Cauchy problem:

du(t)
dt

= Au(t) + f(t), t ∈ [0, T ] , u(0) = x ∈ D(A). (7.3)

When p > 1, this problem has a unique integrated solution whenever f ∈
Lp ((0, T ) , X) .
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[9] W. Arendt, F. Neubrander and U. Schlotterbeck, Interpolation of semigroups and
integrated semigroups, Semigroup Forum, 45 (1992), 26–37.

[10] A. Batkai and S. Piazzera, Semigroups and linear partial differential equation with
delay, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 264 (2001), 1–20.

[11] S. Bochner and A.E. Taylor, Linear functions on certain spaces of abstractly-valued
functions, Ann. Math., 39 (1938), 913–944.

[12] S. Busenberg and K.L. Cooke, “Vertically Transmitted Diseases,” Biomathematics
23, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993.

[13] S. Busenberg and M. Iannelli, A degenerated nonlinear diffusion problem in age-
structured population dynamics, Nonlinear Anal., 7 (1983), 1411–1429.

[14] T. Cazenave and A. Haraux, “An Introduction to Semilinear Evolution Equations,”
Oxford Lecture Series in Mathematics and its Applications, 13, 1998.

[15] C. Chicone and Y. Latushkin, “Evolution Semigroups in Dynamical Systems and
Differential Equations,” Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1999.

[16] G. Da Prato and E. Sinestrari, Differential operators with non-dense domain, Ann.
Scuola. Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci., 14 (1987), 285–344.

[17] W. Desch and W. Schappacher, Some generation results for perturbed semigroups,
in “Semigroup Theory and Applications,” edited by P. Clément, S. Invernizzi, E.
Mitidieri, and I.I. Vrabie, Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math., 116, Dekker, New York,
1989, 125–152.

[18] G. DiBlasio, Nonlinear age-dependent diffusion, J. Math. Biol., 8 (1979), 265–284.
[19] J. Diestel and J.J. Uhl, Jr., “Vector Measures,” Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1977.
[20] K.-J. Engel and R. Nagel, “One Parameter Semigroups for Linear Evolution Equa-

tions,” Springer-Verlag, New York, 2000.
[21] W.E. Fitzgibbon, M.E. Parrott and G.F. Webb, Diffusive epidemic models with spatial

and age dependent heterogeneity, Disc. Cont. Dyn. Syst., 1 (1995), 35–58.



238 Pierre Magal and Shigui Ruan

[22] M.E. Gurtin, A system of equations for age dependent population diffusion, J. Theor.
Biol., 40 (1970), 389–392.

[23] M.E. Gurtin and R.C. MacCamy, Product solution and asymptotic behavior in age
dependent population diffusion, Math. Biosci., 62 (1982), 157–167.

[24] J.K. Hale, “Functional Differential Equations,” Springer-Verlag, New York, 1971.
[25] E. Hille and R.S. Phillips, “Functional Analysis and Semigroups,” Amer. Math. Soc.,

Providence, 1957.
[26] M. Iannelli, “Mathematical Theory of Age-Structured Population Dynamics,” Giadini

Editori e Stampatori, Pisa, 1994.
[27] T. Kato and H. Tanabe, On the abstract evolution equation, Osaka Math. J., 14

(1962), 107–133.
[28] H. Kellermann and M. Hieber, Integrated semigroups, J. Funct. Anal., 84 (1989),

160–180.
[29] K. Kunisch, W. Schappacher and G.F. Webb, Nonlinear age-dependent population

dynamics with random diffusion, Comput. Math. Appl., 11 (1985), 155–173.
[30] M. Langlais, A nonlinear problem in age dependent population diffusion, SIAM J.

Math. Anal., 16 (1985), 510–529.
[31] M. Langlais, Large time behavior in a nonlinear age-dependent population dynamics

problem with spatial diffusion, J. Math. Biol., 26 (1988), 319–346.
[32] P. Magal, Compact attractors for time periodic age-structured population models,

Electr. J. Differential Equations, 2001 (2001), No. 65, 1–35.
[33] P. Magal and H.R. Thieme, Eventual compactness for semiflows generated by nonlin-

ear age-structured models, Comm. Pure Appl. Anal., 3 (2004), 695–727.
[34] P. Marcati, Asymptotic behavior in age dependent population diffusion model, SIAM.

J. Math. Anal., 12 (1981), 904–916.
[35] P. Marcati and R. Serafini, Asymptotic behavior in age dependent population dynamics

with spatial spread, Boll. Un. Mat. Ital., 16-B (1979), 734–753.
[36] T. Matsumoto, S. Oharu and H.R. Thieme, Nonlinear perturbations of a class of

integrated semigroups, Hiroshima Math. J., 26 (1996), 433–473.
[37] J.A.J. Metz and O. Diekmann, “The Dynamics of Physiologically Structured Popu-

lations,” Lect. Notes Biomath. 68, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1986.
[38] F. Neubrander, Integrated semigroups and their application to the abstract Cauchy

problem, Pac. J. Math., 135 (1988), 111–155.
[39] A. Pazy, “Semigroups of Linear Operators and Applications to Partial Differential

Equations,” Springer-Verlag, New York, 1983.
[40] I.E. Segal, Nonlinear semigroups, Ann. Math., 78 (1963), 339–364.
[41] H.R. Thieme, Semiflows generated by Lipschitz perturbations of non-densely defined

operators, Differential Integral Equations, 3 (1990), 1035–1066.
[42] H.R. Thieme, Integrated semigroups and integrated solutions to abstract Cauchy prob-

lems, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 152 (1990), 416–447.
[43] H.R. Thieme, Analysis of age-structured population models with an additional struc-

ture, in “Mathematical Population Dynamics,” edited by O. Arino, D.E. Axelrod and
M. Kimmel, Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math. 131, Marcel Dekker, New York,
1991, 115–126.



On integrated semigroups 239

[44] H.R. Thieme, Quasi-compact semigroups via bounded perturbation, in “Advances in
Mathematical Population Dynamics-Molecules, Cells and Man,” edited by O. Arino,
D. Axelrod and M. Kimmel, World Scientific, Singapore, 1997, pp.691–713.

[45] H.R. Thieme and I.I. Vrabie, Relatively compact orbits and compact attractors for a
class of nonlinear evolution equations, J. Dynam. Differential Equations, 15 (2003),
731–750.

[46] H.R. Thieme and H. Vosseler, Semilinear perturbations of Hille-Yosida operators,
Banach Center Publ., 63 (2003), 87–122.

[47] G.F. Webb, Autonomous nonlinear differential equations and nonlinear semigroups,
J. Math. Anal. Appl., 46 (1974), 1–12.

[48] G.F. Webb, Functional differential equations and nonlinear semigroups in Lp-spaces,
J. Differential Equations, 92 (1976), 71–89.

[49] G.F. Webb, “Theory of Nonlinear Age-Dependent Population Dynamics,” Marcel
Dekker, New York, 1985.

[50] L. Weis, Inversion of the vector-valued Laplace transform in Lp(X)-spaces, in “Dif-
ferential Equations in Banach Spaces,” edited by G. Gore, A. Favini, E. Obrecht, and
A. Venni, Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math. 148, Dekker, New York, 1993, pp.235–253.

[51] F.B. Weissler, Semilinear evolution equations in Banach spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 32
(1979), 277–296.

[52] J. Wu, “Theory and Applications of Partial Differential Equations,” Springer-Verlag,
New York, 1996.

[53] T.-J. Xiao and J. Liang, “The Cauchy Problem for Higher Order Abstract Differential
Equations,” Lect. Notes Math., 1701, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998.

[54] K. Yosida, “Functional Analysis,” 6th edition, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1980.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


