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ABsSTRACT. This article is a continuation of our previous work [5], where we formulated
general existence theorems for pullback exponential attractors for asymptotically compact
evolution processes in Banach spaces and discussed its implications in the autonomous case.
We now study properties of the attractors and use our theoretical results to prove the ex-
istence of pullback exponential attractors in two examples, where previous results do not

apply.

1. INTRODUCTION

Global pullback attractors proved to be a useful tool to study the asymptotic dynamics
of infinite dimensional non-autonomous dynamical systems. To be more precise, let here
and in the sequel (X,dx) denote a complete metric space and T = R or T = Z. The
rules of time evolution in the non-autonomous setting are dictated by a two-parameter family
U={U(t,s)| t > s}, t,s €T, of continuous operators from X into itself, which is called an

evolution process in X, if it satisfies the properties

U(t,t) = Id teT,
U(t,s)oU(s,r) =Ul(t,r) t>s>r, t,s,reT
(t,s,2) = U(t, s)x is continuous from 7 x X — X,

where T := {(t,s) € T x T| t > s}, Id denotes the identity in X and o the composition of
operators.
If T =7 we call U a discrete evolution process and for T = R a time continuous evolution

process.
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Definition 1. The family of non-empty subsets {A(t)| t € T} of X is called the global
pullback attractor of the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} if the sets A(t) are compact,
for allt € T, and the family {A(t)| t € T} is strictly invariant,

U(t,s)A(s) = A(t) Vit > s.

Moreover, it pullback attracts all bounded subsets of X; that is, for every time t € T the set
A(t) pullback attracts every bounded set D C X at time t,

shjgo distg (U(t, t—s)D, .A(t)) =0,

and {A(t)| t € T} is minimal within the families of closed subsets that pullback attract all
bounded subsets of X .
Here, disty(-,-) is the Hausdorff semidistance in X ; that is,

disty(A, B) = sup infdx (a,b) for subsets A, B C X.
acA beB

Different from the definition of global attractors in the autonomous case, the minimality
property is an additional property needed to ensure the uniqueness of the global pullback

attractor. It can be omitted if the pullback attractor is uniformly bounded in the past, i.e., if

U A®)

t<to

the union

is bounded for all tg € T. The following theorem characterizes the evolution processes pos-

sessing a global pullback attractor, for its proof we refer to [7] or [4].

Theorem 1. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in a complete metric space X. Then,

the following statements are equivalent:

(a) The evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} possesses a global pullback attractor.
(b) There exists a family of compact subsets {K(t)| t € T} of X such that for allt € T
the set K(t) pullback attracts all bounded subsets of X at time t.

Furthermore, the pullback global attractor is given by
Aty= |J w(D,t) teT,

D C X
bounded

where w(D,t) denotes the pullback w-limit set of the set D C X at time instant t € T.

The pullback w-limit set of the subset D C X at time instant ¢t € T is defined by

w(D,t) = (| JU®t-s)D,

r>0s>r

and A denotes the closure of a subset A C X.
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Like global attractors of semigroups in the autonomous context, global pullback attractors
are generally not stable under perturbations and the rate of convergence to the attractor is
unknown, which motivates to consider pullback exponential attractors (see [8], [16] and [5]).
Pullback exponential attractors are families of compact subsets of the phase space whose fractal
dimension is uniformly bounded and that pullback attract all bounded sets at an exponential
rate. They are, due to the exponential rate of attraction, more stable under perturbations
and contain the global pullback attractor. In particular, to show the existence of a pullback
exponential attractor is one way of proving the existence and finite dimensionality of the global

pullback attractor.

Definition 2. Let {U(t, s)| t > s} be an evolution process in the metric space (X,dx). We call
the family of non-autonomous sets M = {M(t)| t € T} a pullback exponential attractor
for the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} if

(i) the subset M(t) C X is non-empty and compact ¥Vt € T,
(i) the family M is positively semi-invariant; that is,
Ul(t,s)M(s) C M(t) Vit > s,
(iii) the fractal dimension of the sections M(t), t € T, is uniformly bounded,
sup { dimf (M(#))} < oo,

(iv) and M exponentially pullback attracts all bounded subsets of X : There exists a positive
constant w > 0 such that for every bounded subset D C X and everyt € T

lim e“*disty (U(t,t — s)D, M(t)) = 0.

5§—00

If an evolution process possesses a pullback exponential attractor {M(t)| t € T}, the ex-
istence of the global pullback attractor {A(t)| t € T} follows immediately from Theorem 1.
Moreover, the global pullback attractor is contained in the pullback exponential attractor and

possesses finite dimensional sections. Indeed, the minimality property in Definition 1 implies

At) C M(t)  VteT.

An algorithm for the construction of non-autonomous exponential attractors was first devel-
oped in [11] for discrete evolution processes, where the authors considered forwards exponential
attractors. The method is based on the compact embedding of the phase space V into an aux-
iliary normed space W and the smoothing or reqularizing property of the evolution process

(see Section 2). Using the pullback approach the result was recently extended in [8] and [16]
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for time continuous evolution processes. Common assumptions in both articles were that the
process satisfies the smoothing property, which implies that it is eventually compact, and
the existence of a fixed bounded uniformly pullback absorbing set. This allows the pullback
exponential attractor M to be unbounded in the future but it is always uniformly bounded
in the past, i.e., the union
U M)
t<to

is bounded for all ty € T. Moreover, the Holder continuity in time of the evolution process was
essential for the construction in [8] and [16]. It is typically satisfied in parabolic problems, but
not by evolution processes generated by hyperbolic equations. We proposed an alternative
method for time-continuous evolution processes in [5], which does not require the Holder
continuity in time of the evolution process, we extended the algorithm for evolution processes
that are asymptotically compact and considered a time-dependent family of bounded pullback
absorbing sets instead of a fixed bounded pullback absorbing set. Our construction leads to
better bounds for the fractal dimension of the sections of the attractors and to existence
results for pullback exponential attractors that are not necessarily uniformly bounded in the
past. To prove the finite fractal dimension of global pullback attractors that are not uniformly
bounded in the past has been an open problem. Previous constructions of pullback exponential
attractors were therefore limited to evolution processes possessing global pullback attractors
that are uniformly bounded in the past (see Section 1 in [16] and Remark 3.2 in [18]).

In [13] the authors proposed a construction for forwards exponential attractors for time
continuous evolution processes, which is similar to our method. However, the existence of
the uniform attractor for the evolution process is a priori known and the existence of a fixed
bounded uniformly forwards absorbing set is assumed. This is equivalent to the assumption of
a fixed bounded uniformly pullback absorbing set and implies the uniform boundedness of the
forwards exponential attractor (i.e., (J,er M(t) is bounded). They consider asymptotically
compact evolution processes in the weaker space W, a construction for processes that are
asymptotically compact in the stronger phase space V' as we formulated in [5] has not been
considered before (see [8], [16], [13] and for autonomous exponential attractors [12], [11]). We

discussed and compared these different settings and results in [5], Section 3.2.

Our present article is the continuation of [5|, where we constructed pullback exponential
attractors for asymptotically compact evolution processes in Banach spaces assuming that the
process possesses a family of time-dependent pullback absorbing sets that possibly grow in
the past and studied its implications in the autonomous setting. We now discuss properties of

the attractors and apply the theoretical results to prove the existence of pullback exponential
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attractors in two applications. In both examples, previous results are not applicable and the
generalizations we developed in [5] are essentially needed.

In particular, we consider a non-autonomous Chafee-Infante equation in a bounded domain
QCcR" neN,

gtu(ac,t) = Au(z,t) + Mu(z,t) — B(t) (u(x,t))3 r€Q, t>s,

0

—_ = >

8Vu(au,t) 0 x €N, t>s,
u(x,s) = us(z) €, seR,

where A > 0 and the initial data us € C(€2). The non-autonomous term 5 : R — R is strictly
positive, continuously differentiable, bounded when time t tends to co and vanishes as ¢t goes
to —oo. We show that the generated evolution process satisfies the smoothing property and
possesses a semi-invariant family of pullback absorbing sets. The diameter of the absorbing
sets grows in the past since the function g vanishes when ¢ tends to —oo. From our results
in [5] we deduce the existence of a pullback exponential attractor for the generated evolution
process. This implies that the global pullback attractor exists and that its sections are of finite
fractal dimension. Furthermore, we prove that the global pullback attractor is unbounded in
the past,
til{noo diam(A(t)) = oo,

where diam denotes the diameter in the space C(2), which provides a positive answer to the
question whether the finite fractal dimension can be established for global pullback attractors
that are not uniformly bounded in the past (see Section 1 in [16] and Remark 3.2 in [18]).

The second application is the non-autonomous dissipative wave equation

0? 0

ﬁu(x,t) + ﬁ(t)au(:c,t) = Au(z,t) + f(u(z,t)) re, t>s,
u(z,t) =0 x €N, t>s,
u(z, s) = us(x), Qu(m, s) = vs(x) x €, seR,

ot

where Q@ C R", n € N, n > 3, is a bounded domain. We assume that the non-linearity
f iR — R is continuously differentiable and of sub-critical growth.

The initial value problem generates an asymptotically compact evolution process U in the
phase space V := H}(Q) x L2(2). We prove that the evolution process can be represented as a
sum U = S+ C, where the family of operators S satisfies the smoothing property with respect
to V and an auxiliary normed space W compactly embedded into V', and C' is a family of
contractions in the stronger space V. Our main result in [5] implies the existence of a pullback
exponential attractor for the evolution process U. Previous results cannot be applied since the

constructions of exponential attractors were developed for evolution processes or semigroups
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that are asymptotically compact in the weaker space W, i.e., under the assumption that the
family C' is a contraction in W (among others see [12|, [11] and [13]). Moreover, the former
existence results for pullback exponential attractors in [8] and [16] required the Holder conti-

nuity in time of the evolution process, which is generally not satisfied by hyperbolic equations.

The outline of our paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall the main result of [5] about the
existence of pullback exponential attractors for asymptotically compact evolution processes.
We discuss properties of the pullback exponential attractors and consequences of our existence
theorem in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4 we apply our theoretical results and show the
existence of pullback exponential attractors for a non-autonomous damped wave equation and

a non-autonomous Chafee-Infante equation.

2. A GENERAL EXISTENCE THEOREM FOR PULLBACK EXPONENTIAL ATTRACTORS

In this section we recall the existence result for pullback exponential attractors obtained
in [5]. Let U = {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in the Banach space (V.| - |v)-
The construction of the pullback exponential attractor is based on the existence of a time-
dependent pullback absorbing family, the compact embedding of the phase space into an
auxiliary normed space and the asymptotic smoothing property of the process. We assume
the process U can be represented as U = S + C, where {S(¢,s)| t > s} and {C(¢,s)| t > s}
are families of operators satisfying the following properties:

(Ho) Let (W, |- |lw) be another normed space such that the embedding V' << W is dense,

compact and
[vllw < pllollv - Voev,
for some constant p > 0.
(H1) There exists a family of bounded sets B(t) C V, t € T, that pullback absorbs all
bounded subsets of V: For every bounded set D C V and every t € T there exists a
pullback absorbing time Tp ¢ € Ty := {t € T|t > 0} such that

U(t,t —s)D C B(t) Vs>Tp,.

(Hz2) The family {S(t,s)| t > s} satisfies the smoothing property within the absorbing sets:
There exist £ € T4 \{0} and a constant x > 0 such that

1St +t,t)u — S+t t)|y < sllu—v||lw Vu,v € B(t), t €T.
(H3) The family {C(t,s)| t > s} is a contraction within the absorbing sets:
|IC(t+t,t)u—Ct+t vy <Alu—v|ly  VYu,v € B(t), t€T,

where the contraction constant 0 < \ < %



PULLBACK EXPONENTIAL ATTRACTORS 7

(H4) The process {U(t,s)| t > s} is Lipschitz continuous within the absorbing sets: For all
teTand t <s<t+t there exists a constant L s > 0 such that

U (s, t)u — U(s,t)v||y < Lysl|lu —v|lv Vu,v e B(t), teT.

The construction of pullback exponential attractors requires to impose additional assump-

tions on the pullback absorbing family in Hypothesis (H1).

(A1) The family of absorbing sets { B(t)| t € T} is positively semi-invariant for the evolution
process {U(t,s)| t > s},

U(t,s)B(s) C B(t) Vt>s, t,seT.

(Ag) For every bounded subset D C V and time ¢ € T the corresponding absorbing times
are bounded in the past: There exists Tp; € T4 such that

U(s,s —r)D C B(s) Vs<t, r>Tp,.

The above-stated assumptions allow to construct pullback exponential attractors for the
evolution process {U(t, s)| t > s} (see [5]).

Definition 3. We say that a time-dependent family of bounded subsets {B(t)| t € T} grows
sub-exponentially in the past if
diam(B(t))evt t—>——> 0 V'y > 0,

where diam(B) denotes the diameter of a subset B C V.

In the sequel, we denote by B;X(a) the ball of radius r > 0 and center a € X in the metric
space X and by NX(A) the minimal number of balls in X with radius e > 0 and centers in A
needed to cover the subset A C X.

Theorem 2. Let {U(t,s)| t > s}, t,s € T, be an evolution process in the Banach space V
and the assumptions (Ho)—(Ha), (A1) and (Az) be satisfied. Moreover, we assume that the
diameter of the family of absorbing sets {B(t)| t € T} grows at most sub-exponentially in the
past. Then, for every v € (0,5 —\) there exists a pullback ezponential attractor {M"(t)| t € T}
for the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s}, and the fractal dimension of its sections is uniformly

bounded by
dimY (M (1)) < log__s (NgV(BIV(O))> vteT.

2(v+2A)

Remark 1. For discrete evolution processes the Lipschitz continuity assumption (Hy) in The-

orem 2 can be omitted.
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3. PROPERTIES OF THE PULLBACK EXPONENTIAL ATTRACTOR

An immediate consequence of Theorem 2 is the existence and finite dimensionality of the
global pullback attractor. For the proof of the following theorem we define the group of time

shift operators or temporal translations {S,| r € T} by
SU(t,s)=U(t+r,s+r) t>s, t,seT,

where r € T and {U(¢,s)| ¢t > s} is an evolution process.

Theorem 3. Let T =Z or T =R, {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in the Banach space
V' and the assumptions (Ho)—(Hz), (A1) and (As2) be satisfied. Moreover, we assume that the
diameter of the family of absorbing sets {B(t)| t € T} grows at most sub-exponentially in the
past. Then, the global pullback attractor {A(t)| t € T} of the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s}

exists, and the fractal dimension of its sections is uniformly bounded by

dim{ (A(t)) < inf ){Iog . (NgV(BlV(O)))} VteT.

ve(0,3 -2 2(+A)

Proof. For discrete evolution processes the statements follow from Theorem 2, Remark 1 and
the minimality property of the global pullback attractor (see Definition 1).
Otherwise, if T = R, we define the associated discrete evolution process {U(n, m)| n > m}

by (7(71, m) := U(nt,mt) for all n > m, n,m € Z. It satisfies the assumptions of Theorem

1
§ ~

{MY(k)| k € Z} for the discrete evolution process {U(n,m)| n > m}. We define the sets

2, and we conclude that for every v € (0, 5 — A) there exists a pullback exponential attractor

MY (t) == Ut kDMY(k)  for t € [k, (k + 1)I], k € Z,

which implies //\/\l”(kf) = MY(k) for all k € Z. Since the operators U(t,s) : V. — V, t > s,
are continuous and the sections MY(k), k € Z, are compact, {M\”(t),| t € R} is a family
of compact subsets of V. Moreover, it follows as in the proof of Theorem 2 that the family
{M"(t)| t € R} pullback attracts all bounded subsets of V. By Theorem 1 we conclude that
the global pullback attractor {A(t)| ¢ € R} of the time continuous process {U(t,s)| t > s}
exists, and the minimality property implies A(t) C MY (t) for all t € R.

Since v € (O,% — A\) was arbitrary Theorem 2 implies that the fractal dimension of the

discrete global pullback attractor is uniformly bounded by
dim) (A(kD)) < in {1og s (NXV(BY(O)))} Vk ez,

1/6(0,%7)\) 2(v+A)

and it remains to estimate the fractal dimension of the time continuous sections. To this
end let » € R be arbitrary. We consider the shifted evolution process {S,U(t,s)| t > s} and

the associated discrete evolution process {Uy(n,m)| n > m}, which is given by U,(n,m) :=

U, (nt,mt) for all n > m, n,m € Z. By Theorem 2 and Remark 1 for every v € (0, %—)\) there
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exists a pullback exponential attractor {M;{yd(kz)| k € Z} for the discrete evolution process
{U,(n,m)| n > m}, and the fractal dimension of its sections satisfies the estimate stated in
the theorem. We follow the previous arguments to conclude that the global pullback attractor
{A,(t)| t € R} for the time continuous evolution process {S,U(t,s)| t > s} exists and observe
that

A(t)=A(t+r) VteR.

Moreover, the fractal dimension of the discrete sections of the global pullback attractor is

uniformly bounded,

dimY (A, (kf)) < inf ){dime (Mya(R)} < _inf A){bg , (NE’(BY(O)))}

ve(0,3 -2 2(v+A) E

for all k € Z. Finally, since r € R was arbitrary and
A (kt) = A(kt + ) Vk e Z,

we obtain the uniform bound for the fractal dimension of the time continuous global pullback
attractor {A(t)| t € R}. O

Remark 2. We remark that the Lipschitz continuity (Has), which is essential for the con-
struction of the time continuous pullback exponential attractor, is not required to establish the
existence of the global pullback attractor and to derive estimates on its fractal dimension (see

the hypothesis in Theorem 3).

Remark 3. The (Kolmogorov-) e-entropy of a pre-compact subset A C X is defined as
He(A) = logy(NX(A))

and was introduced by Kolmogorov and Tihomirov in [15]. The order of growth of H. as €
tends to zero is a measure for the massiveness of the set A in X, even if the fractal dimension
of A is infinite.

The bound on the fractal dimension of the global pullback attractor in Theorem 3 is related
to the entropy numbers for the embedding of the spaces V and W. For k € N the k-th entropy
number for the embedding V — W is defined as

2k:—1
ex ::inf{e>0\BlV(0) c | BY (wy), wjeW,j= 1,...,2k—1}.
j=1
If V and W are infinite dimensional Banach spaces such that the embedding V. —— W is
compact, then 0 < ep < oo for all k € N.
Let A =0 and v € (0, %) be as in Theorem 3, that is, the evolution process U satisfies the
smoothing property. Assuming that e, — 0 as k — oo and that there exists k € N such that
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er = % we obtain in our estimate

We further observe that

On the other hand, if the entropy numbers grow polynomially in %, i.e., if ey = & for some

constants ¢, > 0, then

logi (N?(BY(O))) < ln((kl_)l—glolglflzk) k—o0
2Kc

and consequently,

log 1 (N%V(BY (0))) — 0.

v—0

These observations illustrate that there exists an optimal constant v € (0, %) to minimize the
bound on the fractal dimension in Theorem 3.
For certain function spaces the entropy numbers can explicitly be estimated (see [10]). For

instance, for the embeddings of the Sobolev spaces W*1P(§) into W*24(Q)), where Q C R" is a

smooth bounded domain and s1,s2 € R, p,q € (1,00) are such that s1—so—n max {0, %—%} >0

it 18 known that

__51—52 __851—852
ak™ n <e,<cokm T n

for some constants c1,co > 0 (Theorem 2, Section 3.3.3 in [10]), and our argumentation above

applies.

The following proposition illustrates the relation between the global pullback and the pull-
back exponential attractor for evolution processes. We recall that an evolution process U was
called B-asymptotically compact in [19], where B = {B(t)|t € T} is a family of bounded
subsets, if for every ¢ € T and all sequences (t,)nen in T4 and (zy)nen in B(t —t5,) such that
lim,, o0 t,, = o0 the set {U(t,t — t,)x,|n € N} is pre-compact in V. Furthermore, the sets
A(E,t),t € T, were defied as

AB )= U U(t,T)B(T)”.”V VteT,

s<tT<s

where A"V denotes the closure of the set 4 in V. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2 it can
be observed from its proof in [5] that the evolution process U is §—asymptotically compact,
where the family B is the family of pullback absorbing sets B = {B(t)|t € T} in Assumption
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(H1). Moreover, it follows from [19] that A(E,t),t € T, is a strictly invariant family of
non-empty, compact subsets of V' that pullback attracts all bounded sets and

A(t) C A(B,t) VYteT.

However, the sets do not coincide in general.

Remark 4. For an evolution process {U(t, s)| t > s} satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 2
the pullback exponential attractor in |5| was defined as

M= U RDE () " Vi WL (k+ )il ke Z

n&€Np

(see the proof of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3). The family of discrete sets E™(k), n €
No, k € Z, satisfies the properties

e E"(k) CcU(k,k—n)B(k—n) C B(k),

o 8E"(K) < S0 N N = NF(BY(0)).

o Ulk,k —n)B(k =) C Uyepnm) Blawirynr,, (@)
where § denotes the cardinality of a set, B(k) are the pullback absorbing sets for discrete times
k € Z in Hypothesis (H1), and Ry, > 0 is the radius of a ball in V that contains B(k).

Proposition 1. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in the Banach space V and the
assumptions of Theorem 2 be satisfied. Then, the pullback exponential attractor of Theorem 2
can be represented as
MY (t)=ANB.tyU | J Ut EDE"(k)  Vte [k, (k+ 1], k€ Z,
nENg

where t is given by (Hz) and (H3), and we refer to [5] for the definition and construction of
the family of sets E™(k), n € Ng, k € Z.

Moreover, if the family of pullback absorbing sets is bounded in the past, i.e., if the union
Ui<t, B(t) is bounded for all tg € T, then

M) =AU | UtEDE k) Vte [kt (k+1)i], keZ,
neNp

where {A(t)| t € T} denotes the global pullback attractor of the evolution process.

Proof. The pullback exponential attractor in [5] was defined as

M) = U(t,kf)En(k)H’”V vt e [k, (k+ 1)i[, k€ Z.

n€Ng
Let k € Z, t € [kt, (k+1)i], z € M¥(t) and (2)men be a sequence in |, ey, Ul(t, kt) E" (k)
such that lim,,, oo 2, = x. For every m € N there exists n,, € Ng such that z,,, € U(t, kt)E™ (k).
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If No := sup{nm,|m € N} < oo, then {z,,|m € N} ¢ U U(t, ki) E™ (k) and since the set

is finite,

No
v = lim z, € QOU(t,kt)E (k).

Otherwise, there exists a subsequence, which we denote by (n,,)men as well, such that
lim,), 500 Ny = 00, and by the definition of the sets E™(k) we have x,, = U(t, (k — nm)f)ym
with ym € B((k — np)t). It follows that € A(B,t), and we conclude
MY(t) c B, t)U | Ut kD) E" (k).
n&€Np
To show the reverse inclusion let ¢ € T and 2 € A(B,t). Then, there exist sequences (£ )men
in Ty, limy, 00 ty, = 00, and (2 )men in B(t — t,,,) such that z = limy, 00 U(t, t — tp)Tm,.

We argue by contradiction and assume that there exist € > 0 and Ny € N such that
distp (U (¢, t — ty)@m, M (t)) =€ Vm > Np.

Let k € Z be such that t € [kt, (k + 1)t[, and let k,, € Z, s, € [0,%[ be such that t — t,, =
(k = km)t — sm. We observe that U ((k — km)t, (k — km )t — $m)@m € B((k — kin)t) and obtain
by the definition of the pullback exponential attractor

distH<U(t,t—tm)xm,M”(t)) < distH(U(t, KOU (Kt — t)2m, Ut KE) | E"(k))

neNg
< Ldisty (U(kﬂt — tw)em, | E”(k))
n€eNp
< Ldisty (U(k;f, (k= k) B((k — k)?), | E"(k:)),
n€eNg

for some constant L > 0, where we used the Lipschitz-continuity (H;) in the second inequality
and the semi-invariance of the absorbing sets in the last inequality. It follows from the proof
of Theorem 2 in [5] that

U((kt, (k — km)D)B((k—kn)t) € | Bl (u),
uEEkm (k)

where the sequence of radii 7, — 0 as k,, tends to co. We conclude that
disty (U(t, t — tym)xm, MY (t)) < €

if m € N is sufficiently large, which contradicts our assumption and shows the relation
A(B,t) € M¥(t).
To prove the second statement in the proposition it suffices to show the inclusion

M) C AU | UEDE™ (k) Vte [k, (k+ 1), k€ Z,
n€Nyp



PULLBACK EXPONENTIAL ATTRACTORS 13

since the global pullback attractor is contained in the pullback exponential attractor. Let
k€ Z,te [kt (k+1)i], 2 € M”(t) and (Zn)men be a sequence in e, U(t, k) E™(k) such
that limy,—c0 Ty = x. For every m € N there exists n,, € Ny such that z,, € U(t, kt) E" (k).
If Ny := sup{n,|m € N} < oo, it follows as above that

No
z= lim ¢ QOU(t,kt)E (k).

Otherwise, there exists a subsequence, which we denote by (n.;,)men as well, such that
limy, 00 o, = 00, and by the definition of the sets E™(k) we have x,, € U(t, (k — nm)t)ym
with 4, € B((k — n.,)t). By assumption, the family of absorbing sets is bounded in the past,
which implies that {y,,|m € N} C (J,«, B(s) C D for some bounded set D C V', and it follows

. _ —— v
z= lim @ = lim U(t, (k—nn))ym € w(D,t) C Alt) = DUX w(D,t)
C
bounded

where we used the representation of the global pullback attractor in Theorem 1.
O

Remark 5. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in V, the hypothesis of Theorem 2 be
satisfied and {A(t)| t € T} and {M"(t)| t € T} be the corresponding global and exponential
pullback attractor. We remark that |, ey, U(t, kt)E"™(k) N A(t) is a countable dense subset of
the section A(t) of the global pullback attractor for every t € [kt, (k + 1)t[, k € Z.

Moreover, if the pullback exponential attractor is bounded in the past, Proposition 1 implies
that the Hausdorff dimensions of the sections A(t) and of MY (t) coincide,

dim (MY (1)) = dim}[(A(t))  VteT,

since the Hausdorff dimension of every countable set is zero. In this case, if we required finite
Hausdorff instead of finite fractal dimension in the definition of exponential attractors we could
add an arbitrarily large countable semi-invariant set to the global attractor without changing
its dimension. This is not possible if we tmpose finite fractal dimension in the definition of

exponential attractors (see also |9], Chapter 7, for the autonomous case).

If an evolution process {U(t, s)| t > s} possesses the global pullback attractor {A(¢)| t € T}

and is periodic, that is S, U = U for some r € T, the invariance property
Ul(t,s)A(s) = A(t) Vt>s, t,seT,

shows that the periodicity is directly inherited by the attractor. Since pullback exponential
attractors are not unique we could certainly construct for an evolution process U and the

shifted process S,U, where r € T, pullback exponential attractors My and M, ¢ that do not
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satisfy the cocycle property
Myt +r)=Ms,u(t) vVt,reT.

However, if {My(t)| t € T} is a pullback exponential attractor for the evolution process U
the translation of the attractor { My (t+r)| t € T} yields a pullback exponential attractor for
the shifted process S,U, for every r € T.

Corollary 1. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in the Banach space V.. We assume
that the hypotheses of Theorem 2 are satisfied and denote by {M;(t)| t € T} the pullback
exponential attractor for {U(t,s)| t > s} in Theorem 2. Then, for every r € T the family
MG ()] t € T}, where MG ;(t) := My (t+7),t €T, is a pullback exponential attractor for
the evolution process {S,U(t,s)| t > s}, and the family of exponential attractors satisfies

MG(t+r) =M% () VireT.

If an evolution process is periodic the family of pullback exponential attractors {M ;;(t)| t €
T},er exhibits the same property.

Proof. Let € T, {M{;(t)| t € T} be the pullback exponential attractor for the evolution
process {U(t,s)| t > s} in Theorem 2 and

M () 1= MYt + 1) VteT.

Then, the family { M ;;(t)| t € T} is semi-invariant under the action of the evolution process
{8, U(t,s)| t > s}. The exponential pullback attraction property with respect to the process
{8 U(t,s)| t > s}, the compactness of the sections and the uniform bound for its fractal
dimension immediately follow from the corresponding properties of the family {My,(t)| t € T},
which proves that { M ;(¢)| t € T} is a pullback exponential attractor for the shifted process.

]

Finally, we formulate assumptions for the construction of forwards exponential attractors.

Definition 4. Let {U(t,s)| t > s}, t,s € T, be an evolution process in the metric space
(X,dx). We call the family M = {M(t)| t € T} a forwards exponential attractor for
the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} if it satisfies Properties (i)-(iit) in Definition 2 and
forwards exponentially attracts all bounded subsets of X: There exists a constant w > 0 such

that
li)m e“*disty (U(t +s5,t)D, M(t + 5)) =0,

for every bounded subset D C X and everyt € T.

We replace the hypothesis (H1) and (Az) by the following:
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(H1)" There exists a family of bounded subsets B(t) C V, t € T, that forwards absorbs all
bounded subsets of V: For every bounded set D C V and every t € T there exists a
forwards absorbing time Tp; € T such that

U(t+s,t)D C B(t+ s) Vs>Tpy.

(A2)" For every bounded subset D C V and time ¢ € T the corresponding absorbing times
are bounded in the future: There exists Tp; € T such that

U(s+r,s)D C B(s+r) Vs>t, r>Tpy.

Theorem 4. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be an evolution process in the Banach space V' and the
assumptions (Ho), (H1)', (Ha)~(Ha), (A1) and (As) be satisfied. Moreover, we assume that
the diameter of the family of absorbing sets {B(t)| t € T} grows at most sub-exponentially
in the past. Then, for every v € (0,% — \) there exists a forwards exponential attractor
{M¥(t)| t € T} for the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s}, and the fractal dimension of its
sections is uniformly bounded by

dim! (M (1)) < log__4 (NgV(Blv(O))) vt e T.

2(v+A)

For discrete evolution processes Hypothesis (Hy4) can be omitted.

Proof. Forwards exponential attractors can be constructed by slightly modifying the proof for
pullback exponential attractors in [5].
0

Remark 6. If the pullback absorbing time T corresponding to a bounded subset D C X in
Hypothesis (H1) is independent of the time t € T, the family {B(t)| t € T} is also forwards
absorbing for the process. More precisely, the properties (H1) and (H1)" are indeed equivalent
in this case, and the conditions (As) and (A2)" are automatically satisfied.

Consequently, in this case the pullback exponential attractor constructed in Theorem 2 co-

incides with the forwards exponential attractor in Theorem 4.

4. APPLICATIONS

In this section we illustrate our results and prove the existence of pullback exponential

attractors for evolution processes generated by non-autonomous PDEs.

4.1. Non-Autonomous Chafee-Infante Equation. The following initial value problem for
the non-autonomous Chafee-Infante equation yields an example for a finite dimensional global

pullback attractor which is unbounded in the past.
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Let © € R™, n € N, be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 02 and s € R. We

consider the initial- /boundary value problem

) & e t) = Sl 1)+ X, 1) — B0) (u, 1))’ reQ t>s,
0
— = >
8Vu(:c,t) 0 x €00, t>s,
u(z,s) = us(x) e, seR,

where the constant A > 0, A denotes the Laplace operator with respect to the spatial variable
x, 8% the outward unit normal derivative on the boundary 92 and % the partial derivative
with respect to time ¢ > s. The initial data us is a uniformly continuous function on €2,

us € C(£2). Moreover, we assume that the non-autonomous term § : R — Ry is strictly

positive, continuously differentiable and satisfies the properties

(2) 0< Sup {B(1)} < Bo,
(3) Jim 5(t) =0,
8'(1)]
@ we ) =
et
(5) t_l}r_noo 30 =0 Vy >0,

where the constants 0 < By, 81 < co. We consider the evolution process generated by (1) in

the phase space W := C(2), where the norm in W is defined by
Jullw == max|u(z)]  ueW.
€

To show the existence of a positively semi-invariant family of absorbing sets we use the method

of lower and upper solutions (see [21], Chapter 2).

Definition 5. A function u* € C(Q x [s,00[) N C*1(Qx]s, 00]) is called an upper solution
for Problem (1) if it satisfies the inequalities

(6) aatU*($7t) — At (z,t) > At (z,t) — B(t) (v (z, t))3 € t>s,
0
¥ > S
8yu (m,t)_() xE@Q,t_s,
u*(x,s) > ug(x) z€Q, seR.

Analogously, the function u, € C(Q x [s,00[) NC*1(Qx]s, 00]) is a lower solution for (1) if
it satisfies the reversed inequalities in (6).
Lemma 1. There exist constants a,b > 0 such that the function c* : [s,00[— Ry,

U= 5w

+ b, t>s,
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is an upper solution for (1) if the initial data satisfies us(x) < c¢*(s) for all x € Q.
If the initial function fulfils us(z) > —c*(s) for all x € Q, the function c, : [s,00[— R,

c«(t) := —c*(t), is a lower solution for (1).
. - *(1) . _a A /B
Proof. Defining the function ¢*(t) := 750 + b, where a > max{\/;, 5 + )\} and b > 0
we obtain
0 3

S50 () = Bt (t) = A (1) + B (¢ (1)

__a (_ fé(t) /BB (30— 2) + (@ =2 + LB + 3b2/3<t>> -

B(t) (t)
Since [ vanishes slowly,
|18'(1)]
Ay ELE

the choice of a and b implies
0
2%

which proves that ¢* is an upper solution for Problem (1).

“(t) = At (t) = A () + B ("))’ >0 V> s,

The non-linearity is odd with respect to u, and hence, we obtain

0
576+ (t) = Dew(t) = Aea(t) + B(1) (cu(t))?
0
= <8tc*<t) — A (t) — A (t) + B(t) (c*(t))3> <0.
Consequently, ¢, := —c* is a lower solution for (1) if the initial data satisfies us(z) > ci(s) for
all z € Q. O

The linear heat equation

(7) gtu(x,t) = Au(z,t) reQ, t>0,
0
—_ = >
ayu(m,t) 0 xed, t>0,
u(z,0) = up(x) x €,

generates an analytic semigroup {e!| t € R, } in the Banach space W := (C(Q), || - |lw) (see

[20]). We denote the associated fractional power spaces by X, « > 0. The operators e®* are
linear and bounded from W to X and satisfy the estimates
C
At
(8) e v xe) < Ts Vit >0,
where the constant C, > 0 and || - [|zw,x) denotes the operator norm. The semi-linear

problem (1) generates an evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} in W, where

Ul(t,s)us :==u(-,t;us,s) t> s,
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and u( -, -;us, 5) : Q x [s,00[— R denotes the unique solution of (1) corresponding to initial
data us € C(Q2) and initial time s € R. Moreover, {U(t,s)| t > s} satisfies the variation of

constants formula
t
Ul(t, s)us = eA(tfs)us +/ €A(t7T)f(T, U(r,s)us))dr

(see [20] and [22]).
We apply Lemma 1 to show the existence of a semi-invariant family of pullback absorbing

sets.

Proposition 2. The family of subsets
B(t):={veW||vw <)}, teR,

is positively semi-invariant for the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} generated by Problem (1)
and pullback absorbs all bounded sets of W.

Proof. Let s € R and the initial data us € W satisfy ||us||w < ¢*(s). Lemma 1 implies that the
functions ¢* and ¢, are upper and lower solutions for Problem (1). From Theorem 4.1, Chapter
2, in [21] it follows that there exists a unique classical solution u( -, -;us,s) : Q X [s,00[— R
and

cx(t) < ulz, t;us, s) < c*(t) VoeQ,t>s.
Consequently, the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} satisfies

Ul(t,s)us € B(t) Yus € B(s), t> s,

which proves the semi-invariance of the absorbing sets { B(t)| t € R}.

To show that the family is pullback absorbing, let D C W be bounded and ¢t € R. We choose
R > 0 such that D C B}Y(0). By Assumption (3) there exists to € R such that R < g(t)
for all t < ¢y, and consequently, D C B(t) for all ¢t < ty. Finally, we observe that the pullback

absorbing time is bounded in the past, in particular, Tp ¢ <t — ¢ for all s <. ]

Next, we show that {U(t, s)| t > s} satisfies the smoothing property with respect to the

Banach spaces
Vi=C'(0Q) = {uecl \%u( ):o,xeaa}

and W, where the norm in V is defined by

[ullv = HUIIWJrZHwa, ueV.
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Lemma 2. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be the evolution process generated by Problem (1). Then,

there exists a positive constant k > 0 such that
WU+ 1,t)u—U(t+ 1, t)v|v < kllu—v|lw Yu,v € B(t), t € R.

Proof. Let s € R and u,v € B(s) be given initial data. We denote the corresponding solutions
of Problem (1) by u(t) := U(t, s)u and v(t) := U(t,s)v, t > s. It was shown in [20], Theorem
1

2.4, that the continuous embedding X — V exists for all @ > 5. Using the variation of

constants formula we obtain
|ut) —v@)]],, < ¢f|u) —v(t)]| ya
c(HeA(t_s)(u - v)Hxa —|—/ HGA(t_T)(f(T,’U,(T)) - f(’T,’U(T)))HXadT)

cfler

IN

IN

tiS)Hﬁ(W;X‘l)Hu_UHW

t
o [ 1A gy ) = 00

where ¢ > 0 denotes the embedding constant. By Proposition 2 it follows that

© |l um) = FE o)y

) )
- _U(T)||W+4H(u(7)—U(T))5(7)< - +b>2HW
< A+ O)|ulr) = o(7)|yy»

for some constant C' > 0, where we used Assumption (2) in the last estimate. The estimate

(8) and the embedding V' < W now imply

Jut) =0l < <Co(Gmgslle=wly + O +0) [ =z utr) = o)y ar)

oGyl =l + Ot O [ G k) = ot r).

for some constant p > 0. Finally, we set t = s 4+ 1 and

IN

y(s + 1) :=[[U(s + 1, s)u = U(s + L s)ollv = [lu(s + 1) —v(s + Dllv,

and obtain the inequality

s+1
o+ 1) < Co(Jlu=ollw + 0+ O | f—surlar).

Using the generalized Gronwall Lemma (Theorem 1.26 in [24]) we conclude

y(s +1) < Kllu —vllw,
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for some constant x > 0. O

Theorem 2 now implies the existence of a pullback exponential attractor in V for the

evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s}.

Remark 7. For evolution processes that satisfy the smoothing property it suffices to assume
that the pullback absorbing family is bounded in the metric of W and that the process satisfies
the Lipschitz continuity property (H4) in W.

Indeed, if the family of absorbing sets is bounded in the metric of W we define the sets

B(t):=U(t,t —1)B(t—1) teT,

which are pullback absorbing and bounded in the space V by the smoothing property (Ha).
Moreover, the smoothing property (Ha), the Lipschitz continuity in W and the continuous
embedding (Ho) imply
Ut +t+s,)u—Ut+1t+ sty <w&|UE+ s, t)u— Ut + s, t)v||lw
< kLis|lu—v|lw < KLt spllu — vy,
for all u,v € B(t),t € R and s € [0,1].

process in the space V' and the result remains valid.

This proves the Lipschitz continuity of the evolution

Theorem 5. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be the evolution process in W = C(S2) generated by Problem
(1) and the function B satisfy Properties (2)~(5). Then, for every v € (0,3) there exists
a pullback exponential attractor {M"(t)| t € R} in V = él(ﬁ) for the evolution process
{U(t,s)| t > s}, and the fractal dimension of its sections is uniformly bounded by

dn@%ﬁA%ﬂ)glq;L(NﬁXBYm») vt € R,
2v K
where k > 0 denotes the smoothing constant in Lemma 2. Furthermore, the global pullback

attractor exists and is unbounded in the past,

lim diam(A(t)) — oo.

t——o0

It is contained in the pullback exponential attractor, A(t) C M¥(t), and

R 74 . Wi nV
dimY (A(t)) < Vel(%f%) {10% (N% (B (0)))} VteR.

Proof. The family of pullback absorbing sets {B(¢)| ¢ € R} defined in Lemma 2 satisfies the
hypothesis (A1) and (As2). Since the diameter of the absorbing sets is bounded by

1B Iw <2(—=

VB(t)

and the non-autonomous term satisfies Property (5), the absorbing sets grow at most sub-

+@ tER,

exponentially in the past. Moreover, the embedding V' << W is compact, and the smoothing
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property with respect to the spaces V and W was shown in Lemma 2. To deduce the existence
of a pullback exponential attractor from Theorem 2 it remains to verify the Lipschitz continuity
of the evolution process. Let s € R and u,v € B(s) be given initial data. Using the variation

of constants formula we obtain

HU(t, s)u —U(t HW
< HeA(t ) (u / He =) (f(r, (T,s)u)—f(T,U(T,s)v))HWdT
< C’oHu—vHW—i—C’o/ Hf(T,U(T, s)u) — f(r,U(, S)U)HWdT

SC’OHU—UHW-FCO()\-FC')/ HU(T,S)U—U(T,S)UHWCZT

for some constant Cy > 0, where we used the estimate (9) in the proof of Lemma 2. By
Gronwalls Lemma follows the Lipschitz continuity of {U(¢,s)| t > s} in W.

The global pullback attractor exists by Theorem 2, it is contained in the pullback expo-
nential attractor and its sections are finite dimensional. The bound on the fractal dimension
follows from Theorem 3, and it remains to show that the global pullback attractor is un-

bounded in the past. Due to the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, solutions of

the ODE
(10) () = Mt) ~ B t> s,
y(s) = Yo s€R, y €R,

also solve Problem (1) with initial data us(x) = yo, = € Q. As shown in [17], Proposition 3.1,

for initial data yo # 0 the explicit solution of (10) is given by

62)\75

€2Asy0—2 +9 fst 22 B(7)dr
Taking the limit s — —oo we obtain two complete trajectories +£, where

62)\t

52@) 5 f e2>‘Tﬂ teR,

that are unbounded when ¢ tends to —oo by Assumption (5).

y(ta S, y0)2 -

If ¢(t),t € R, is a complete trajectory of (10) above of £(t),t € R, the explicit solution

formula implies

2 o2t ,
C(t) B 62)6((5)*2 +2 fst eZATﬁ(T)dT > g(t) ) t > s.
It follows that
62)\t
¢ > =€(t)%  teR,

2 f 62)\7'5
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which shows that solutions starting above of the complete trajectory & blow-up backwards in

finite time and cannot be emanating from a bounded subset of R.
We observe that y(t) = 0, ¢t € R, is an equilibrium solution of (10), £(¢) pullback attracts

at time ¢ all solutions emanating from initial data yp > 0 and —£(¢) all solutions emanating

from yg < 0. Moreover, the family of compact subsets

{[=¢@®), €] t € R}

is strictly invariant for the evolution process generated by (10). By the connectedness of its
sections it follows that the global pullback attractor A, of the ODE (10) is given by

Aode(t) = [=€(1),€(1)], ¢ € R,

When restricted to the subspace of constant functions, the evolution process {U (¢, s)|t > s}
generated by Problem (1) coincides with the evolution process generated by the ODE (10),
which implies that

{u(-t D] ulz,t) =y(t) Vo eQ, y(t) € [-€(1),E1)]} CAt), teR,
and concludes the proof of the theorem. ]

4.2. Non-Autonomous Damped Wave Equation. We consider the following initial value

problem for the non-autonomous damped wave equation,

2
(1) Dl + 60) Sl 1) = Aule 1) + fur, 1) re0 1>
u(x,t) =0 x €N, t>s,
u(z, s) = us(x) €, seR,
0
au(:{:, s) = vs(x) €, sER,

where s € R and Q C R", n € N, n > 3, is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 02. We

assume that the non-linearity f : R — R is continuously differentiable and satisfies

(12) [f'(2) <c(l+]2P),  z€R,
(13) lim sup fi ?) <0,
|z]—o0

for some constant ¢ > 0 and 0 < p < % Furthermore, the function § : R — R, is Holder

continuous and bounded from above and below by positive constants 0 < fy < 81 < o0,

(14) By < 5(t) < B VteR.

We apply Theorem 2 to show that the evolution process generated by (11) possesses a

pullback exponential attractor. Setting v := %u and w := ( Z ) we rewrite Problem (11) in
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the abstract form

(15) gtw = Ag(t)w + F(w) t>s,

Wi=s = ws ws € V,s € R,

where the initial data ws = ( ZS ), and the phase space is V := H}(Q) x L?(Q). The norm
in V is given by

NI

lelly = (lulis g + 1o12200) % w=(1)ev.

Furthermore, the operators are defined by Ag(t) = A1 + Aa(t),

(5 ) w3 ()

where A = —A denotes the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions
and domain D(A) = H}(Q) N H*(Q) in L?(Q2). The domain of the operator A; in V is
D(A1) = (HE(Q) N H%(Q)) x HL(), and F' denotes the Nemytskii operator
F:HNQ) = L*Q),  uw F(u):= f(u()).
The initial value problem (15) generates an evolution process {U(t, s)| t > s} in the Banach
space V', which is asymptotically compact and pullback strongly bounded dissipative. For
details we refer to [4], Chapter 4 in [14], Section V1.4 in [6], [2] and [3].

We denote the evolution process generated by the linear homogeneous problem

(16) gtw = Ag(t)w t>s,
Wi=s = Wy ws € V,s € R,

by {C(t,s)| t > s}. The following lemma was proved in [3] and yields the exponential decay

of solutions of the linear homogeneous equation.

Lemma 3. Let {C(t,s)| t > s} be the evolution process in V associated to the linear problem
(16). Then, there exist constants C > 0 and w > 0 such that the norm of the operators is
bounded by

||C(t7 S)”E(V;V) < Ceiw(tis) Vt > s, t,s €R.

The process {U(t, s)| t > s} satisfies the integral equation
U(t,s)ws = C(t, s)ws + /t C(t,7)F(U(T, s)ws)dr
=C(t, s)ws + Ss(t, s)ws
(see [3] and [14]). Moreover, {U(t, s)| t > s} is pullback strongly bounded dissipative and the

pullback absorbing time corresponding to a bounded subset is independent of the time instant

t € R. For the proof of the following lemma we refer to [3].
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Lemma 4. Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be the evolution process in V generated by the initial value
problem (15). Then, there exists a bounded uniformly pullback absorbing subset B C 'V, i.e.,
for every bounded set D C V' there exists Tp > 0 such that

U(t,t —s)D C B Vs >Tp, t € R.

To show that the family of operators {S(t,s)| t > s} satisfies the smoothing property we
establish several auxiliary results. We denote by X%, a € R, the fractional power spaces
associated to the operator A with domain D(A4) = X! = H}(Q) N H%(Q) in X := L?() (see
[23] or [22]). Furthermore, let H*(f2), s € Ry, be the fractional Sobolev spaces obtained by
interpolation between the spaces H™ () and L?(), m € N (see [1] or Section I1.1.3 in [23]).
Since the domain €2 is bounded we have the following continuous embeddings
(7)) HI(Q) = HY(Q) = [P (Q) = L2(Q) if % > ;, > % -2
where H(£2) denotes the closure of C§°(Q2) in H*(Q2) (see [1] or Theorem 1.1, Chapter 2, in
[6]). If 3 > ]% > 1 — £ >0 the embedding H*(Q) < LP'(Q) is compact. Moreover, Theorem

16.1 in [24] implies the continuous embeddings

> 0,

Hi(Q) = X2 < H(Q) VseR.
By duality we conclude

/ s 1 1
(18) L}(Q) = LY(Q) — X2 if = +— =1,
p q
and the embedding L9 (Q) < X~2(Q) is compact if 3> ]% >1-2>0.
The solution theory of the linear homogeneous problem can be extended to the fractional

power spaces X< x XO‘_%, a € (0, %) (see [23], Section IV.1.1).

Lemma 5. Let 0 < € < 1 and the space V°© := X7 x X5, Then, for every initial data
ws = ( Us ) € V€, s € R, there exists a unique solution w € C([s,s + T];V*) of the linear

Vs
problem
0
aw:A/g(t)w s+T >t>s,
Wli=s = Wy ws € V¢, s €R,

where T > 0 is arbitrary. Moreover, the generated evolution process is uniformly bounded in

the space V€,
||C(t,5)||L(V57V6) < d Vt Z 8, t,S € R,

for some constant d > 0.
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Proof. We consider the operator

AMUZAH*M”:<_Z?>+<8 #ﬁﬂdy

in V¢, where the operators As(t) : V¢ — V€ are linear and uniformly bounded in ¢ by

Assumption (14) and A is considered as an operator in X2 with domain D(A4) = X172,

Since A is self-adjoint, the operator A; is dissipative in V€. Indeed, let w = ( Z ) € D(A) =

D(A) x X%, then
(w, Ayw)y,. = (( qu ) ( _Zu )>Vf = <A1;€U’A%U>X + <A_§”’A_§(_Au)>x

5 u>X =0.

= (AT u,AT0), (A
By Corollary 4.4, Chapter 1, in [22] the operator A; generates a strongly continuous semigroup

1—e¢ 1—e

2 v, A2

of contractions in V. The lemma now follows from Theorem 1.2, Chapter 6, in [22]. u

Lemma 6. There exists 0 < e < 1 such that the Nemytskii operator F is uniformly Lipschitz
continuous from HY~¢(Q) to L*(Q) within bounded subsets of H}(Q) : Let D be a bounded
subset of HE(Q), then

1F(u) — ﬁ(“)”m(ﬂ) <cllu—vlgr-eq  Vu,veED,
for some constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. Let D be a bounded subset of H}(Q2), u,v € D and R > 0 such that D C Bg, where

1
Bpr = Bgo(m (0). The assumption p < % implies p = (1 — e)% for some 0 < € < 1. Using

n
2—2¢

n

oz We obtain

the growth restriction (12) and Holder’s inequality with p’ = and ¢’ =

IP(w) = F(0)llz2(ey < ell(1+ ICP)(w = v)l200)
< e(llu = vllzz@y + ISP o g 1 = 20 )
< eferllu = vl + e2CI g 18— lir—cce)).

for some ¢ € Bg. In this estimate we used the continuous embeddings H'=¢(Q) < L?(2) and
H'™¢(Q) < L2 (Q) in (17), and ¢1, ¢z > 0 are the corresponding embedding constants. Since
the set D C Br C H}(Q) is bounded, the embedding H}(Q) < L2 (Q) = L%(Q) in (17)

yields the uniform bound on the norm ||(|| and concludes the proof of the lemma.

p
L2r? (Q)
(]

Next, we show that the evolution process {U(t, s)| t > s} restricted to the bounded pullback
absorbing set B is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in V¢ = X XX ~3, wheree = 1— B(n—2)

was defined in the proof of Lemma, 6.
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Lemma 7. Let € :== 1 — B(n — 2) and the initial data ws = ( Us ) € B, s € R, where

Us
B C V denotes the uniformly pullback absorbing set in Lemma 4. Then, the evolution process

{U(t,s)| t > s} generated by the initial value problem (15) is Lipschitz continuous in V.

Proof. By Lemma 6 the Nemytskii operator Fis uniformly Lipschitz continuous from H'~¢(2)
to L?() in bounded subsets of Hg(Q). Let B C HZ () be bounded and u,v € B. Using the
continuous embeddings L2(Q) = X < X2 and X3 o H'~¢(Q) we obtain

(19)  |IF(u) = F)lly-5 < el F(w) = F(o)|x < cerllu— vl ) < eallu = vl 1,

x5

for some constants ci,co > 0, which shows that Fis uniformly Lipschitz continuous from
X2 to X2 in bounded subsets of H} ().

Let now ws,zs € B,s € R, be given initial data and w(t) = ( IwUlEg ) = U(t, s)ws and
2

2(t) = ( jl g; ) = U(t, s)zs be the corresponding solutions of the semi-linear problem (15).
2
The evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s} is bounded in V' by Lemma 4, and using the variation

of constants formula we obtain
[w(t) —2()[[ve < NCE 8|l cvevellws — zsllvet

+/ ICE D evevo lFU (T, s)ws) = F(U(T, 8)z5) |vedr
< d(||ws — Z[|ve +/ |F(wi(T)) — ﬁ(zl(f))nx,%df)
< d(||ws — 2 ||ve —|—/ col|lwi(T) — ZI(T)HX%CZT>

t
<d(w.~ zlv + [ cllur) - 2()llvedr).

S

where we used the estimate (19). The Lipschitz continuity now follows by Gronwall’s Lemma,
(20) Ut s)ws = Ut 8)zsllve = Jw(t) = 2(@t)llve < dfws = zllyee=).
O

Combining the previous results we prove the smoothing property for the family of operators

—€

{S(t,s)| t > s} with respect to the spaces V = XexXand W :=Ve=X"72 x X 5.

Lemma 8. Let e =1 —5(n—2) and W := V. Then, the embedding V —— W is compact,

and for every ty > 0 there exists a positive constant k, > 0 such that
|S(t+ to, t)w — S(t + to, t)z||v < Kgollw — 2||lw Yw,z € B, t € R,

where B denotes the uniformly pullback absorbing set defined in Lemma 4.
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Proof. Let s € R, tg > 0 and w,z € B be given initial data. We denote the corresponding

solutions of (15) by U (¢, s)w = ( U(t, s)w ) and U(t, )z = ( Ui(t, s)z

Us(t, s)w Us(t,s)z ), t > s. By Lemma

3 and Lemma 7 follows

s+to
I1S(s + to, s)w — S(s + to, s)z||v < / IIC(s + to, T) (F(U(T, s)w) — F(U(r, s)z))) lvdr
s+to . ’ .
<C / eSO (UL (1, s)w — F (U (T, 8)2)|| x dT
° s+to s+to
< Cc/ [UL(T, 8)w — Ur(7, 8)z|| g1-e(ydr < cl/ WU (T, s)w — Uy (T, s)zﬂx%dr

s+to s+to
< cl/ WU (7, s)w —U(T,s)z|yedr < cld/ eCQ(T_S)Hw — z||vedr
S S
< ﬁton - ZHWv

for some constants ¢y, co > 0 and k¢, > 0. In this estimate we used the continuous embedding
X7 o H'~¢(Q) and the Lipschitz continuity (20) of the process {U(t,s)| t > s} in V€. The
compactness of the embedding V << W follows by (18). O

Finally, we show the existence of a pullback exponential attractor.

Theorem 6. We sete =1-5(n—2). Let {U(t,s)| t > s} be the evolution process in the Hilbert
space V.= H} () x L%(Q) generated by the initial value problem (15) and W = X2 x X5,
Moreover, for arbitrary A < % we define tg := %ln %, where C > 0 and w > 0 denote the
constants in Lemma 3.

Then, for every v € (0,5 — ) there exists a pullback exponential attractor {M(t)| t € R},
which is also a forwards exponential attractor for the evolution process {U(t,s)| t > s}, and

the fractal dimension of its sections is uniformly bounded by
dim} (M (1)) < log_» _ (NXV(BY (0))) Vt € R,
v+ K

where K = Ky, > 0 denotes the smoothing constant in Lemma 8. Furthermore, the global
pullback attractor exists, is contained in the pullback exponential attractor {M"(t)| t € R}
and
dim{ (A(t)) < inf {10g; (NEV(BY (0)))} Vvt € R,
ve(0,5-X) EICE VAN

Proof. By Lemma 4 there exists a fixed bounded uniformly pullback absorbing set B C V,
and the pullback and forwards absorbing assumptions (1), (H1)’, (A1), (Az2) and (Az)" are
satisfied. If A € (0, %) and tg = %ln %, Lemma 3 implies that the linear operators C(t +to, 1),
t € R, are contractions in V' with contraction constant A < %, which verifies Hypothesis (H3)
with £ = tg. Moreover, we proved in Lemma 8 that the smoothing property (Hs) of the
family of operators {S(t,s)| t > s} is valid within the absorbing set B. To show the Lipschitz
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continuity (H4) of the evolution process we recall that the Nemytskii operator Fis locally
Lipschitz continuous from H'~¢(Q) to L?(2) (see Lemma 6). If the subset D C H(Q) is
bounded the continuous embedding H{ () < H'~¢(2) implies

(21) |F(u) — F(0)| 2y < cllu— vl gi-cq) < cerllu - Vg — YwveD,

for some constant ¢; > 0. We can now show the Lipschitz continuity of {U(t,s)| ¢t > s} in V
as in the proof of Lemma 7 if we replace the space V¢ by V and use the estimate (21) and
Lemma 3 instead of the estimate (19) and Lemma 5, respectively.

Consequently, all required hypothesis are verified and the existence of the pullback expo-
nential attractor and the uniform estimates for the fractal dimension of its sections follow
from Theorem 2. Theorem 4 implies that the pullback exponential attractor is also a forwards
exponential attractor for the evolution process. Moreover, the global pullback attractor of the
evolution process exists, is contained in the pullback exponential attractor, and Theorem 3

yields the bound for the fractal dimension of its sections, which concludes the proof. O
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