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Abstract

In this paper, we study the asymptotic behavior of the solutions of a nonautonomous differential
inclusion modeling a reaction-diffusion equation with a discontinuous nonlinearity.

We obtain first several properties concerning the uniqueness and regularity of non-negative so-
lutions. Then we study the structure of the pullback attractor in the positive cone, showing that
it consists of the zero solution, the unique positive nonautonomous equilibrium and the heteroclinic
connections between them, which can be expressed in terms of the solutions of an associated linear
problem.

Finally, we analyze the relationship of the pullback attractor with the uniform, the cocycle and
the skew product semiflow attractors.
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1 Introduction

The study of the structure of the global attractor for dynamical systems is an important question as it
leads to a deep understanding of the dynamics of the solutions of differential equations. In the single-
valued autonomous case, there are good examples in which the dynamics inside the attractor has been
fully described (see for example [9], [10], [20], [24], [25], [34], [35]). In the multivalued autonomous case,
it is more difficult to carry out the study of the structure of attractors. Nevertheless, several results have
been published in this direction (see [2], [12], [27], [28]). In all these papers, the dynamical system is
of gradient type, so the attractor is described by means of the set of stationary points and its unstable
manifold. Moreover, in some of them, the dynamics is described in detail in terms of the stationary
points and their heteroclinic connections. The Chaffee-Infante equation [25] is a paradigmatic example
in which the dynamics has been completely understood.

In the nonautonomous case, the problem is more complex as stationary solutions do not exist in
general in a classical sense. Instead, we need to replace them by a special type of bounded complete
trajectories, which play the role of “nonautonomous equilibria”. In this direction, the existence of a
complete bounded positive non-degenerate trajectory is a key fact which has been proved successfully for
parabolic equations of certain types (see [15], [29], [30], [36], [37]). Moreover, in the special case of the
nonautonomous Chaffee-Infante equation it is proved that there exist a finite number of nonautonomous
equilibria, which are analogous to the equilibria in the autonomous situation, and that the omega and
alpha limits of any bounded complete trajectory belong to the set of these equilibria when we consider
all the equations generated by the translations of the nonautonomous term [8]. Therefore, the pullback
attractor is characterized in terms of the nonautonomus equilibria and their heteroclinic connections,
leading to a gradient structure of the attractor of the associated skew product semiflow.
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In this paper, we study the dynamical system generated by the differential inclusion





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
∈ b(t)H0(u) + ω(t)u, on (τ,+∞)× (0, 1),

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,
u(τ, x) = uτ (x), x ∈ (0, 1) ,

(1)

where

H0(u) =





−1, if u < 0,
[−1, 1] , if u = 0,
1, if u > 0,

(2)

is the Heaviside function, so we have in fact a differential equation with a discontinuous nonlinearity.
This dynamical system is both nonautonomous and multivalued. Well known models like combustion
in porous media [19], the conduction of electrical impulses in nerve axons (see [40], [41]) or the surface
temperature on Earth (see [11], [18]) have discontinuities of this type. This inclusion is also important
because it is the limit of a sequence of Chaffee-Infante problems which has undergone all the bifurcation
cascade of this type of problems (see [2] for more details), so it is natural to expect that it should inherit
the structure of the attractor. In fact, in the autonomous case (that is, when the functions b (·) , ω (·) are
constants), it is proved in [2] that (1) has an infinite, but countable, number of equilibria (each of which
is related to a corresponding one in the Chaffee-Infante equation) and that the attractor is described by
them and their heteroclinic connections. Moreover, when ω is equal to 0 it is shown that some of the
connections of the Chaffee-Infante equation are also true for problem (1). The hypothesis is that the
connections are the same and then the structure of the attractors coincide. However, this still remains an
open problem. We observe also that for a related inclusion modeling the climate on Earth several results
on bifurcations of steady states were proved in [5], [6].

In this paper, we continue the study of the structure of the pullback attractor for problem (1) initiated
in [14], where the existence of two special non-degenerate bounded complete trajectories containing the
pullback attractor was established (the positive and negative nonautonomous equilibria). More precisely,
we give a complete characterization of the pullback attractor in the positive cone, that is, when we
consider only non-negative solutions.

First, using the maximum principle as the main tool we prove the following important facts:

• For any non-negative initial condition not equal to zero there exists a unique non-negative solution,
which becomes positive instantaneously.

• If the initial condition is equal to zero, then the unique non-negative solution backwards in time is
the zero solution.

• If the initial condition is non-negative and not equal to zero, belongs to the space H1
0 (0, 1) and is

not positive, then there cannot exist a non-negative solution backwards in time.

• If the initial condition is non-negative and belongs to L2 (0, 1) \H1
0 (0, 1), then there cannot exist a

non-negative solution backwards in time.

Second, using these results we obtain that the pullback attractor in the positive cone consists of two
nonautonomous equilibria (the zero solution and the positive nonautonomous equilibrium denoted by
ξM ) and all the bounded complete trajectories which connect them heteroclinically. Moreover, these
connections always go from 0 to ξM and have the form

ϕ(t) =

{
0 if t ≤ τ,

u (t) if t ≥ τ,

where u (·) is the unique solution to the associated linear problem of (1) in which the right-hand side is
equal to b(t) + ω(t)u (t) and we choose the initial condition uτ = 0. It is important to point out that
these results are also new in the autonomous case. We observe also that the structure of the pullback
attractor in the positive cone is the same as in the associated ordinary differential inclusion in which the

diffusion term −∂2u

∂x2
is replaced by the linear function λu, λ > 0 [13].
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Additionally, we obtain the following properties of the positive nonautonomous equilibrium ξM , which
were left as an open problem in [14, Remark 2]:

• The solution starting at any point ξM (s), s ∈ R, is unique in the class of all non-negative solutions.
As a consequence, ξM is the unique non-negative non-degenerate bounded complete trajectory at
−∞.

• If b, ω are more regular (b, ω ∈ W
1,2
loc (R)), then the solution starting at any point ξM (s), s ∈ R,

is unique in the class of all solutions. Thus, ξM is the unique non-degenerate bounded complete
trajectory at −∞.

Moreover, increasing the regularity of the functions b, ω we increase the regularity (in both time and
space) of non-negative solutions as well. In this way, we are able to prove that the attractor in the positive
cone is as regular as we desire.

Third, we obtain the existence of other types of nonautonomous attractors such as the cocycle attrac-
tor, the uniform attractor and the skew product semiflow attractor and describe their relationship. In
particular, we obtain that the associated skew product semiflow possesses in the positive cone a global
attractor with a gradient structure.

2 Setting of the problem

We consider the problem





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
∈ b(t)H0(u) + ω(t)u, on (τ,∞)× (0, 1),

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,
u(τ, x) = uτ (x), x ∈ (0, 1) ,

(3)

where b : R → R+, ω : R → R+ are continuous functions such that

0 < b0 ≤ b (t) ≤ b1, 0 ≤ ω0 ≤ ω (t) ≤ ω1, (4)

and H0 is the Heaviside function given in (2).
Let H = L2(0, 1), V = H1

0 (0, 1). The norm in H will be denoted by ‖·‖, whereas the norm in any

other Banach space X will be denoted by ‖·‖X . L
p
loc(τ,+∞;X), p ≥ 1 (respectively, W k,p

loc (τ,+∞;X),
p ≥ 1, k ∈ N) will stand for the space of functions g such that g ∈ Lp(τ, T ;X) (respectively,W k,p(τ, T ;X))
for any T > τ.

For a metric space Y denote by distY (A,B) = supa∈A infb∈B ρY (a, b) the Hausdorff semidistance from
the set A to the set B, where ρY is the metric in Y.

Let A : D(A) → H, D(A) = H2(0, 1) ∩ V, be the operator A = − d2

dx2
with Dirichlet boundary

conditions. This operator is the generator of a C0-semigroup T (t) = e−At. Also, we define the multivalued
operator R : R×H → 2H (with 2H being the set of all subsets of H) by

R(t, u) = {y ∈ H : y (x) ∈ b(t)H0 (u (x)) + ω(t)u (x) , a.e. on (0, 1)} .

It is known [14, Lemma 2] that this operator has nonempty, closed, bounded and convex values.
We rewrite (3) in the abstract form

{
du

dt
+Au ∈ R(t, u (t)), t ∈ (τ,+∞) ,

u (τ) = uτ .

Definition 1 (Strong solution) Let uτ ∈ H. The function u ∈ C([τ,+∞), H) is said to be a strong
solution to problem (3) if:

1. u(τ) = uτ ;

3



2. u (·) is absolutely continuous on [T1, T2] for any τ < T1 < T2 and u (t) ∈ D(A) for a.a. t ∈ (T1, T2) ;

3. There exists a function r ∈ L2
loc(τ,+∞;H) such that r (t) ∈ R(t, u (t)) for a.a. t ∈ (τ,+∞) and

du

dt
+Au(t) = r(t) for a.a. t ∈ (τ,+∞) , (5)

where the equality is understood in the sense of the space H.

Definition 2 (Mild solution) Let uτ ∈ H. The function u ∈ C([τ,+∞), H) is said to be a mild solution to
problem (3) if there exists a function r ∈ L2

loc(τ,+∞;H) such that r (t) ∈ R(t, u (t)) for a.a. t ∈ (τ,+∞)
and

u(t) = e−A(t−τ)uτ +

∫ t

τ

e−A(t−s)r(s)ds for τ ≤ t < +∞.

It is known [14, Theorem 1] that for any uτ ∈ H there exists at least one strong solution to problem
(3). For any uτ ∈ H the function u ∈ C([τ,+∞), H) is a strong solution to problem (3) if and only if it
is a mild solution [14, Corollary 4]. Therefore, from now on we will speak just about solutions of (3).

The main aim of this paper is to establish a precise characterization of the pullback attractor for non-
negative solutions to problem (3) in terms of the bounded complete trajectories connecting the stationary
solutions.

3 About positive solutions

An element v ∈ H is said to be non-negative (denoted by v ≥ 0) if v (x) ≥ 0 for a.a. x ∈ (0, 1). Let us
consider non-negative solutions to problem (3). Under assumption (4) it is known [14, Corollary 5] that
for any uτ ∈ H satisfying uτ ≥ 0 there exists at least one strong solution u (·) such that u (t) ≥ 0 for any
t ≥ τ .

An element v ∈ V is said to be positive if v(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1). We shall show in this section
that for initial conditions uτ that are non-negative and not identically equal to zero any solution u to
problem (3) satisfies that u(t) is positive for any t > 0. Also, for such initial conditions the solution is
unique among non-negative solutions. Moreover, we establish that if either the initial condition is not
positive and not equal to zero or it belongs to H\V , then the solution does not exist backwards in time.

We consider the following auxiliary problem:





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
= f(t), on (τ,∞)× (0, 1),

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,
u(τ, x) = uτ (x), x ∈ (0, 1) ,

(6)

where f ∈ L1
loc(τ, T ;H).

For uτ ∈ H the function u ∈ C([τ,+∞), H) is called a strong solution to problem (6) if u (τ) = uτ ,
u is absolutely continuous on any compact interval of (τ,+∞), u (t) ∈ D(A) for a.a. t ∈ (τ,+∞) and

du

dt
+Au(t) = f(t) in H for a.a. t ∈ (τ,+∞) .

The following lemma follows from a general result for equations governed by subdifferential maps
given for example in [7, Theorem 3.6] or [3, p.189].

Lemma 3 For any f(·) ∈ L2
loc(τ,+∞;H), uτ ∈ H, there exists a unique strong solution to problem (6)

satisfying
√
t
du

dt
∈ L2

loc(τ,+∞;H), u ∈ L2
loc(τ,+∞;V ). (7)

Also, the map t 7→ ‖u(t)‖V is absolutely continuous on any compact interval of (τ,+∞).

If, moreover, uτ ∈ V, then
du

dt
∈ L2

loc (τ,+∞;H) and t 7→ ‖u(t)‖V is absolutely continuous on any

compact interval of [τ,+∞).
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Remark 4 We observe that u ∈ C([T1, T2], H) ∩ L∞ (T1, T2;V ) implies that u ∈ C([T1, T2], Vw), where
Vw stands for the weak continuity in V [39, Lemma 1.4, p.263]. Then, as weak continuity in V to-
gether with continuity in norm gives strong continuity in the Hilbert space V , u ∈ C([T1, T2], H) and
‖u(t)‖V ∈ C([T1, T2]) imply that u ∈ C([T1, T2], V ). Hence, if uτ ∈ H (respectively, uτ ∈ V ), then
u ∈ C((τ,+∞) , V ) (respectively, u ∈ C([τ,+∞), V )).

For uτ ∈ H the function u ∈ C([τ,+∞), H) is called a mild solution to problem (6) if

u(t) = e−A(t−τ)uτ +

∫ t

τ

e−A(t−s)f(s)ds for τ ≤ t < +∞.

By [14, Lemma 4] the unique strong solution given in Lemma 3 is the unique mild solution to problem
(6).

We observe that by Remark 4 any solution u to problem (3) satisfies u ∈ C((τ,+∞), V ), so V ⊂
C([0, 1]) gives u ∈ C((τ,+∞), C([0, 1])). Therefore, the solutions are continuous in (τ,+∞)× [0, 1]. If we
take an initial condition in V , then u ∈ C([τ,+∞), V ), so the solutions are continuous in [τ,+∞)× [0, 1].

Also, the derivative
du

dt
exists in the classical sense for a.a. t > τ .

Lemma 5 Let u (·) be a non-negative solution to problem (3) with initial condition uτ ∈ H. Then

∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
≥ 0 for a.a. t > 0, x ∈ (0, 1) . (8)

Hence,
∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
≥ 0 in the sense of distributions as well.

Proof. The function u is the unique solution to problem (6) for some f ∈ L2
loc(τ,+∞;H) such that

f(t, x) ∈ b(t)H0(u(t, x)) + ω(t)u(t, x) for a.a. (t, x). If we prove for a.a. t > 0 that f (t, x) ≥ 0 for a.a.
x ∈ (0, 1), then (8) follows.

We fix t > 0 such that the derivative
du

dt
(t) exists in the classical sense and f (t, ·) ∈ H . Denote

At = {x ∈ [0, 1] : u (t, x) > 0}, Bt = {x ∈ [0, 1] : u (t, x) = 0}, Aqt = At ∩Q. Since u (t) ∈ V ⊂ C([0, 1]),
for any x ∈ Aqt there exists a maximal interval Ix = [x1, x2], x1 < x2, x ∈ Ix, such that u (y) > 0, for
any y ∈ (x1, x2) , and u (x1) = u (x2) = 0. Again by continuity, for any x ∈ At there exists x ∈ Aqt such
that x ∈ int Ix. Hence, At = ∪x∈Aqt

int Ix, so At is the countable union of open intervals Ii = (xi, xi+1),
where u (t, x) > 0 for x ∈ (xi, xi+1) and u (t, xi) = u (t, xi+1) = 0. Therefore, Bt is the countable union of

closed intervals Ĩj = [x̃j , x̃j+1], where u (t, x) = 0 for x ∈ Ĩj . It is possible in this last case that xi = xi+1.
We split Bt into two sets:

Bt = B1
t ∪B2

t ,

B1
t = {x ∈ Bt : x ∈ (x̃i, x̃i+1), x̃i < x̃i+1, u (t, y) = 0 ∀y ∈ [x̃i, x̃i+1]},

B2
t = {x ∈ Bt : u (t, x) = 0, there is no ε > 0 such that u (t, y) = 0 for y ∈ [x− ε, x+ ε]}.

The set B2
t has zero measure. Thus, it is enough to check that f (t, x) ≥ 0 for a.a. x ∈ At ∪B1

t .

If x ∈ At, then H0(u(t, x)) = 1, so that f (t, x) = b (t) + ω (t)u (t, x) > 0.
If x ∈ (x̃i, x̃i+1), where (x̃i, x̃i+1) is an interval given in the definition of B1

t , then the derivative
∂2u

∂x2
(t, x) exists in the classical sense and is equal to zero. This means that

∂u

∂t
(t, x) = f (t, x) for a.a. x ∈ (x̃i, x̃i+1).

Since
du

dt
(t) exists in the classical sense,

u (t+ h)− u (t)

h
− du

dt
(t) → 0 in H , so

u (t+ hn, x)− u (t, x)

hn

−
∂u

∂t
(t, x) → 0 for a.a. x ∈ (0, 1) and some subsequence. For a.a. x ∈ (x̃i, x̃i+1) we have that

u (t+ h, x)− u (t, x)

h
≥ 0 (as u (t+ h, x) ≥ 0), and then

∂u

∂t
(t, x) ≥ 0 for a.a. x ∈ (x̃i, x̃i+1). Thus,

f (t, x) ≥ 0 for a.a. x ∈ (x̃i, x̃i+1).
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Lemma 6 Assume that (4) holds. Let uτ ∈ H be such that uτ ≥ 0 but uτ 6≡ 0 and let u (·) be a non-
negative solution to problem (3). Then the solution u (·) is unique in the class of non-negative solutions
and u(t) is positive for any t > τ.

Proof. We will use the minimum principle for non-smooth functions proved in [26] (see the appendix)
in order to prove that u (t) is positive for any t > τ. By contradiction we assume the existence of t0 > τ

and x0 ∈ (0, 1) such that u (t0, x0) = 0. Let

O= [τ, t0]× [0, 1],

Qρ,σ = {(t, x) : t ∈ (t0 − σ, t0),

∣∣∣∣x− 1

2

∣∣∣∣ < ρ},

where σ = t0 − τ . Choosing ρ = 1
2 we have that

inf
(t,x)∈Qνρ,σ1

u(t, x) = 0, (9)

for some 0 < ν < 1 and any 0 < σ1 < σ. By (8) and Theorem 40 we obtain that u(t, x) = 0 for a.a.
(t, x) ∈ Q 1

2
,σ, which is not possible.

It remains to prove the uniqueness. Since u (t) is positive for t > τ , u has to be the solution of problem
(6) with f(t, x) = b(t) +ω(t)u(t, x). Let there exist two solutions u1, u2. Then the difference v = u1 − u2

satisfies the equality
∂v

∂t
− ∂2v

∂x2
= ω(t)v.

Multiplying by v and making use of Gronwall’s lemma we get

‖v(t)‖2 ≤ e2
∫

t

τ
ω(s)ds ‖v(τ)‖2 = 0.

Lemma 7 Assume that (4) holds. If uτ ≡ 0, then, apart from the zero solution, all the possible non-
negative solutions are of the following type:

u(t) =

{
0 if τ ≤ t ≤ t0,

ut0(t) if t ≥ t0,
(10)

where ut0(·) is the unique solution to the problem





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
= b(t) + ω(t)u(t), on (t0,∞)× (0, 1),

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,
u(t0, x) = 0,

(11)

and u(t) is positive for all t > t0.

Proof. By comparison, it is clear that the function given in (10) is a non-negative solution to problem
(3) for any t0 ≥ τ . It remains to check that these are the only ones and that u(t) is positive for t > t0.

Since any solution u (·) to problem (3) with uτ ≡ 0 satisfies that u ∈ C([τ,+∞), C([0, 1]), if u
(
t
)
is

not identically equal to 0, then there exists an interval (t0, t1) containing t such that u(t) is not identically
equal to 0 for all t ∈ (t0, t1). By Lemma 6 the element u(t) is positive for any t > t0. Thus, if u

(
t
)
6≡ 0

for some t > τ , then u (t) is positive for any t ≥ t. This implies that any non-negative solution not being
identically equal to 0 has to be of the type (10) and u (t) is positive for any t > t0. Obviously, ut0(·) has
to be the solution to problem (11).

Corollary 8 Assume that (4) holds. If uτ ∈ V be such that uτ ≥ 0, uτ (x0) = 0 at some x0 ∈ (0, 1) but
uτ 6≡ 0, then there cannot exist a non-negative solution backwards in time.

6



Proof. By contradiction let there be a non-negative solution u (·) to problem (3) in some interval
[t0,+∞) with t0 < τ such that u (τ) = uτ . By Lemmas 6 and 7 we have that u (τ) needs to be positive,
so uτ (x0) > 0.

Remark 9 Assume that (4) holds. If uτ ∈ H but uτ 6∈ V , then there cannot exist a non-negative solution
u (·) backwards in time as well. This follows from the fact that u ∈ C((τ,+∞) , V ).

Corollary 10 Assume that (4) holds. If uτ ≡ 0, then the unique non-negative solution backwards in
time is the zero solution, that is, u (t) ≡ 0 for t ≤ τ .

Adding some extra conditions on the functions b, ω, we will establish that the solutions are more
regular. First, we state a technical lemma about the derivatives of the product of two functions.

Lemma 11 Let S = (T1, T2) ⊂ R, h ∈ W 1,2(S), v ∈ W 1,2(S;H). Then hv ∈ W 1,2(S;H) and

d

dt
(hv) = h

dv

dt
+

dh

dt
v. (12)

If h ∈ W k,2(S), v ∈ W k,2(S;H), k ∈ N, then hv ∈ W k,2(S;H) and

dj

dtj
(hv) =

j∑

i=0

ai
dih

dti
dj−iv

dtj−i
, for j = 1, ..., k, (13)

where ai are the coefficients of the Tartaglia/Pascal triangle.

Proof. Since W 1,2(S) ⊂ L∞(S), we get that hv ∈ L2(S;H). Let hn ∈ C1(S), vn ∈ C1(S,H) be such
that hn → h in W 1,2(S), vn → v in W 1,2(S;H) (see [22, Chapter IV]). Then

d

dt
(hnvn) = hn

dvn

dt
+

dhn

dt
vn → h

dv

dt
+

dh

dt
v in L1(S;H).

Thus, (12) follows and h ∈ L∞(S), v ∈ C(S,H) ⊂ L∞(S;H) imply that hv ∈ W 1,2(S;H).
Let h ∈ W k,2(S), v ∈ W k,2(S;H), k ∈ N. By induction assume that h ∈ Wm,2(S), v ∈ Wm,2(S;H)

and (13) holds for m ∈ {1, ..., j} with j ∈ {1, ..., k − 1}. Since
dih

dti
∈ W 1,2(S),

dj−iv

dtj−i
∈ W 1,2(S;H) for

any i ∈ {0, ..., j}, the previous result gives that
dih

dti
dj−iv

dtj−i
∈ W 1,2(S;H) and

d

dt

(
dih

dti
dj−iv

dtj−i

)
=

di+1h

dti+1

dj−iv

dtj−i
+

dih

dti
dj−i+1v

dtj−i+1
. (14)

Hence, hv ∈ W j+1,2(S;H). For any i ∈ {1, ..., j} we have

d

dt

(
di−1h

dti−1

dj−i+1v

dtj−i+1

)
=

dih

dti
dj−i+1v

dtj−i+1
+

di−1h

dti−1

dj−i+2v

dtj−i+2
, (15)

so the second term in (14) and the first term in (15) are equal. Thus,

dj+1

dtj+1
(hv) = a0h

dj+1v

dtj+1
+

j∑

i=1

(ai−1 + ai)
dih

dti
dj−i+1v

dtj−i+1
+ aj

dj+1h

dtj+1
v,

proving formula (13) for j + 1.

Lemma 12 Assume that (4) holds and, additionally, that b, ω ∈ W
1,2
loc (R). Let uτ ∈ H be such that

uτ ≥ 0 and ‖uτ‖ > 0. Then the unique non-negative solution u (·) to problem (3) satisfies that

u ∈ C((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)) ∩ C1((τ,+∞), V ), (16)

d2u

dt2
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0.

7



The partial derivatives ut, uxx exist in the classical sense and are continuous on (τ,+∞)× [0, 1].

If b, ω ∈ W
k+1,2
loc (R), where k ∈ N, then

u ∈ Ck+1((τ,+∞) , V ), u ∈ ∩k
j=0C

j
(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+3(0, 1)

)
, (17)

dk+2u

dtk+2
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0, u ∈ Ck+1((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]).

Proof. By definition u is the unique solution of problem (6) with f(t, x) ∈ b(t)H0(u(t, x)) + ω(t)u(t, x)
for a.a. (t, x). In view of Lemma 6 u(t) is positive for any t > τ , so H0(u(t, x)) = 1 for a.a. (t, x) ∈
(τ,+∞) × (0, 1). Since u ∈ C((τ,+∞), V ),

du

dt
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H), for all ε > 0, and b, ω ∈ W
1,2
loc (R),

we obtain by Lemma 11 that

f ∈ L2
loc(τ,+∞;H) ∩ C((τ,+∞), H1(0, 1)) ∩W

1,2
loc (τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0. (18)

The first statement follows from Proposition 41 and Corollary 42 (see the appendix).

Let now b, ω ∈ W
k+1,2
loc (R) with k ∈ N. By induction assume that for j ∈ {1, ..., k} we have that

u ∈ Cj((τ,+∞) , V ) and

u ∈ ∩j−1
i=0C

i
(
(τ,+∞), H2(j−i)+1(0, 1)

)
,

dj+1u

dtj+1
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0.

By Lemma 11 we get f ∈ W
j+1,2
loc (τ + ε,+∞;H), for all ε > 0, and

f ∈ ∩j
i=0C

i
(
(τ,+∞), H2(j−i)+1(0, 1)

)
.

Now, Lemma 43 and Corollary 44 yield

dj+2u

dtj+2
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0, u ∈ Cj+1((τ,+∞) , V ),

u ∈ ∩j
i=0C

i
(
(τ,+∞), H2(j−i)+3(0, 1)

)
, u ∈ Cj+1((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]).

Adding some extra conditions on the initial condition and the functions b, ω, the solution will now be
proved to be unique in the class of all solutions.

Let V 2r = D(Ar). Take uτ ∈ V 2r with 3
4 < r < 1. Hence, u ∈ C([τ,+∞), V ) implies that u is a

solution of problem (6) with f ∈ L∞
loc(τ,+∞;L∞(0, 1)), so Lemma 42.7 in [38] implies that

u ∈ C([τ,+∞), V 2r).

We observe that Hs (0, 1) is continuously embedded in C1([0, 1]) if s > 3
2 [23, Lemma 4.4]. This fact,

together with D(Ar) = H2r(0, 1) ∩H1
0 (0, 1) for

3
4 < r < 1 [21, Theorem 1], implies that

u ∈ C([τ,+∞), C1([0, 1])). (19)

Lemma 13 Let uτ ∈ V 2r, 3
4 < r < 1, be positive and such that d

dx
uτ (0) > 0, d

dx
uτ (1) < 0. Assume that

(4) holds and, additionally, that b, ω ∈ W
1,2
loc (R). Then there is a unique solution u (·) to problem (3),

which satisfies that u(t) is positive for any t ≥ τ and (16) as well. Moreover, ux(t, 0) > 0, ux(t, 1) < 0
for any t ≥ τ and the partial derivatives ut, uxx exists in the classical sense and are continuous on
(τ,+∞)× [0, 1].

If, moreover, b, ω ∈ W
k+1,2
loc (R), , where k ∈ N, then additionally u satisfies (17).

8



Proof. Let u (·) be an arbitrary solution to problem (3). First we will show that there exists an interval
[τ, t1], t1 > τ , such that u(t) is positive and ux(t, 0) > 0, ux(t, 1) < 0, for any t ∈ [τ, t1]. Since ux is
jointly continuous by (19), there exist t1 > τ, 0 < x0 < x1 < 1 and α0 > 0 such that

ux(t, x) ≥ α0, ∀ t ∈ [τ, t1], x ∈ [0, x0]

ux(t, 1) ≤ −α0, ∀ t ∈ [τ, t1], x ∈ [x1, 1].

Hence,

u (t, x) ≥ α0x for x ∈ [0, x0], t ∈ [τ, t1],

u(t, x) ≥ α0(1 − x) for x ∈ [x1, 1], t ∈ [τ, t1].

Finally, by the joint continuity of u there exist τ < t2 ≤ t1 and α1 > 0 such that

u(t, x) ≥ α1 for x ∈ [x0, x1], t ∈ [τ, t2].

We state that in fact these properties hold in any interval [τ, t].
We observe first that there cannot be a time t0 > τ and x0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

u (t, x) > 0 ∀ τ ≤ t < t0, x ∈ [0, 1], (20)

u(t0, x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ [0, 1], u (t0, x0) = 0.

In such a case, u(t0, x0) is the minimum of the function u in the region Ω = {(t, x) : τ < t ≤ t0, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1}.
Since by Lemma 6 u (·) is the unique non-negative solution in the interval [τ, t0], Lemma 12 implies

that the derivatives ut, uxx exist in the classical sense and are continuous on Ω. Then, as u(t0, x0) is the
minimum in Ω, we have

ut(t0, x0) ≤ 0, uxx(t0, x0) ≥ 0.

Since
ut(t, x)− uxx(t, x) = b(t) + ω(t)u(t, x) for t ∈ (τ, t0) , x ∈ (0, 1) ,

we obtain by continuity that

0 ≥ ut(t0, x0)− uxx(t0, x0) = b(t0) + ω(t0)u(t0, x0) > 0,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, (20) cannot happen.
Further, we will prove that while u (t) is positive the spatial derivatives at the boundary cannot vanish.

By contradiction assume for example that for some t0 > τ one has

ux(t0, 0) = 0,

ux(t, 0) > 0, for t ∈ [τ, t0),

u(t, x) > 0 for t ∈ [τ, t0], x ∈ (0, 1) .

As we have seen before, the derivatives ut, uxx exist in the classical sense and are continuous on (τ, t0]×
[0, 1]. It is not possible that uxx(t0, x) < 0 for x in some interval [0, ε] as in such a case we would have
that

ux(t0, x)− ux(t0, 0) = ux(t0, x) =

∫ x

0

uyy(t0, y)dy < 0, for x ∈ (0, ε],

and then

u(t0, ε) =

∫ ε

0

uy(t0, y)dy < 0,

which is false. Therefore, there has to exist a sequence uxx(t0, xn) ≥ 0 with xn → 0+. Thus,

ut(t0, xn) = b(t0) + ω (t0)u (t0, xn) + uxx(t0, xn) ≥ b0 > 0.

By the uniform continuity of ut on the compact set [τ̃ , t0] × [0, 1], where τ̃ > τ , there exists δ > 0 such
that

ut(t, xn) ≥
b0

2
for all n, t ∈ [t0 − δ, t0].
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Hence,

u(t0, xn) = u(t0 − δ, xn) +

∫ t0

t0−δ

ut(t, xn)dt ≥
δb0

2
for all n,

so
u(t0, xn) → u(t0, 0) = 0

gives a contradiction. By the same argument ux cannot vanish at x = 1.
The only possibility left is that u becomes 0 near the boundary instantaneously at some moment

of time, that is, there exist for example a time t0 > τ and sequences tn > t0, xn > 0 such that
tn → t0, xn → 0 and

u(t, x) > 0 for t ∈ [τ, t0], x ∈ (0, 1) , (21)

u(tn, xn) = 0.

We have seen that ux(t, 0) > 0 for any t ∈ [τ, t0]. By the joint continuity of ux there exist t1 > t0, x0 > 0
and α0 > 0 such that ux (t, x) ≥ α0 for any t ∈ [t0, t1], x ∈ [0, x0]. Thus, u (t, x) ≥ α0x for t ∈ [t0, t1],
x ∈ [0, x0], which contradicts (21). In the same way one can show that u cannot become 0 instantaneously
near x = 1.

We have proved that u (t) is positive and ux(t, 0) > 0, ux(t, 1) < 0 for any t ≥ τ . Thus, Lemma 12
implies that the solution u (·) is unique in the class of all solutions and the regularity of u as well.

4 Structure of the pullback attractor in the positive cone

In this section, we will apply the previous results in order to study the structure and regularity of the
pullback attractor for the multivalued process generated by the solutions of problem (3) in the positive
cone.

4.1 The autonomous case

We start with the autonomous case, that is, we assume that b(t) ≡ b > 0, ω(t) ≡ ω ≥ 0. Hence, problem
(3) becomes 




∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
∈ bH0(u) + ωu, on (0,∞)× (0, 1),

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,
u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ (0, 1) .

(22)

Additionally, in order to guarantee the existence of the global attractor, we will suppose throughout
this section that

ω < π2, (23)

where π2 is the first eigenvalue of the operator −∂2u
∂x2 in V .

Let us denote by D(u0) the set of all solutions of the autonomous problem (22) with initial condition
u0 at t = 0. Let R0 = ∪u0∈HD(u0) be the set of all solutions. Denoting by P (H) the set of all non-empty
subsets of H , the multivalued map G : R+ ×H → P (H) is defined by

G(t, u0) = {u(t) : u ∈ D(u0)}.

We recall [43, 44] that this map satisfies that G(0,·) is the identity map and G(t+ s, u0) = G(t, G(s, u0))
for all t, s ∈ R+, u0 ∈ H , that is, it is a strict multivalued semiflow, and that it possesses a global compact
connected invariant attractor A in the phase space H , which means that:

• A is compact in H ;

• A is connected in H ;

• A =G(t,A) for all t ∈ R+ (that is, it is strictly invariant);
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• distH(G(t, B),A) → 0 as t → +∞ for any set B bounded in H (that is, it is attracting).

The function ϕ : R → H is said to be a complete trajectory of R0 if ϕ (· + h) |t≥0∈ R0 for any h ∈ R.
It is bounded if the set ∪t∈Rϕ (t) is bounded. The global attractor A consists of the union of the elements
of all the bounded complete trajectories [2], that is,

A = {ϕ(0) : ϕ is a bounded complete trajectory of R0}.

Moreover, each bounded complete trajectory satisfies that

ϕ(t) → z1 as t → +∞,

ϕ(t) → z2 as t → −∞,

where zi are fixed points such that E(z1) < E(z2) for the Lyapunov energy functional E : V → R given

by E(u) = 1
2

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
du

dx

∣∣∣∣
2

dx−
∫ 1

0 |u| dx. Also, the stationary points were fully described in [2], where it was

shown that there is an infinite but countable number of them, denoted by v0 = 0, v±1 , v±2 , ..., v
±
n , ..., and

that they are ordered by the functional E, that is, E (0) < E
(
v±1
)
< E

(
v±2
)
< ... The functions v±n have

exactly n− 1 zeros in (0, 1) and v+n = −v−n . In particular, v±1 have no zeros in (0, 1) and they are given
by

v+1 (x) =
b

ω
cos
(√

ωx
)
+

b (1− cos
√
ω)

ω sin (
√
ω)

sin
(√

ωx
)
− b

ω
if 0 < ω < π2,

v+1 (x) = −x2

2
+

x

2
if ω = 0.

It is clear that v±1 ∈ C∞ ([0, 1]). By Lemma 13 the solutions starting at v±1 are unique. In addition, we
know from [14, Section 3] that

v−1 ≤ z ≤ v+1 for any z ∈ A.

In relation with the regularity of the attractor, it was proved in [2, Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.2]
that the global attractor is compact in W 2−δ,p(0, 1) for any δ > 0, 1 ≤ p < ∞ and that it is bounded in
L∞(0, 1). In our particular one dimensional situation, the last result is also consequence of the continuous
embedding H1

0 (0, 1) ⊂ L∞(0, 1). Let us extend these results to the V 2r spaces.

Lemma 14 Let (23) hold. The global attractor A is compact in V 2r for any 0 ≤ r < 1.

Proof. For any z ∈ A the invariance of A implies the existence of u ∈ D0(u0), u0 ∈ A, such that z = u(1)
and u (t) ∈ A for all t ≥ 0. As u is a mild solution, by the variation of constants formula we get

z = e−Au0 +

∫ 1

0

e−A(1−s)f(s)ds,

where f(s, x) ∈ bH0(u(t, x)) + ωu(t, x) for a.a. (t, x). By the boundedness of A in H, there exists a
universal constant such that

‖u0‖ ≤ C, ‖f‖L∞(0,1;H) ≤ C,

where C does not depend on the chosen z. Then by standard estimates of the norm of e−At in V 2r [38,
Theorem 37.5] for some constants Mr > 0, a ∈ R we have

‖Arz‖ ≤
∥∥Are−Au0

∥∥+
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥Are−A(1−s)f(s)
∥∥∥ ds

≤ Mre
−aC +MrC

∫ 1

0

(1− s)−r
ds ≤ Cr.

Therefore, A is bounded in V 2r if r < 1.
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The compact embedding V α ⊂ V β for α > β implies that A is relatively compact in V 2r for any
r < 1. Since A is closed in H, it is closed in V 2r as well, so A is compact in V 2r for any 0 ≤ r < 1.

Let us consider non-negative solutions to problem (3). We have seen that for any u0 ∈ H satisfying
u0 ≥ 0 there exists at least one solution u (·) such that u (t) ≥ 0 for any t ≥ 0. We denote by D+(u0)
the set of all non-negative solutions of problem (3) with initial condition u0 ≥ 0 at time t = 0 and let
R+

0 = ∪u0∈HD+(u0). Also, let H
+ be the positive cone of H , that is,

H+ = {v ∈ H : v(x) ≥ 0 for a.a. x ∈ (0, 1)}.

We define the strict multivalued semiflow G+ : R+ ×H+ → P (H+) given by

G+(t, u0) = {u(t) : u ∈ D+
0 (u0)}.

The bounded complete trajectories of R+
0 are all the bounded complete trajectories of R0 such that

ϕ(t) ≥ 0 for any t ∈ R. The semiflow G+ possesses a global compact connected invariant attractor,
denoted by A+ and

A+ = {ϕ(0) : ϕ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+
0 }.

In the positive cone the only fixed points are 0 and v+1 . Therefore, any bounded complete trajectory
different from 0 or v+1 has to satisfy that

ϕ(t) → v+1 as t → +∞, (24)

ϕ(t) → 0 as t → −∞.

Also,
0 ≤ z ≤ v+1 for any z ∈ A+.

We observe that by Lemma 14 the convergence in (24) is true in the V 2r spaces with r < 1 and by
the compact embedding V 2r ⊂ C1([0, 1]), r > 3

4 , in the space C1([0, 1]) as well.
Let us consider the set D = {v ∈ V : v(x) > 0 for x ∈ (0, 1)}.

Lemma 15 Let (23) hold. The fixed point v+1 is the unique bounded complete trajectory ϕ (·) for which
there exists a time t0 satisfying that ϕ(t) ∈ D for any t ≤ t0.

Proof. Let there exist another bounded complete trajectory ϕ (·) for which there exists a time t0
satisfying that ϕ(t) ∈ D for any t ≤ t0. Then they are solutions in any interval [τ, t0] of the problem





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
∈ b+ ωu, on (τ, t0)× (0, 1),

u|∂Ω = 0,
u(τ, x) = uτ (x),

(25)

with uτ = v+1 and uτ = ϕ (τ), respectively. Taking the difference of the two equations and multiplying
by v = ϕ− v+1 we obtain that

1

2

d

dt
‖v‖2 +

(
π2 − ω

)
‖v‖2 ≤ 0,

so
‖v(t)‖2 ≤ e−2(π2−ω)(t−τ) ‖v(τ)‖2 → 0 as τ → −∞ for all t ≤ t0. (26)

Hence, ϕ (t) = v+1 for all t ≤ t0. Since the solution of the autonomous problem (3) with uτ = v+1 is
unique by Lemma 13, we have that ϕ ≡ v+1 .

Corollary 16 Let (23) hold. If ϕ is a bounded complete trajectory such that ϕ (t) → 0 as t → −∞, then
for any t1 there exists a time t0 ≤ t1 such that ϕ (t0) 6∈ D.
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It is clear that the functions

ϕ(t) =

{
0 if t ≤ τ,

u (t) if t ≥ τ,
(27)

where u (·) is the unique solution to problem (25) in [τ,+∞) with uτ = 0, are bounded complete trajec-
tories of R+

0 connecting 0 and v+1 , as in this case the convergence in (26) holds true for t → +∞. In fact,
these are the unique possible connections.

Theorem 17 Let (23) hold. Any bounded complete trajectory of R+
0 distinct from 0 and v+1 is of the

type (27).

Proof. In view of Corollary 8, if v ∈ A+, then either v ≡ 0 or v is positive. Let ϕ (·) be a bounded
complete trajectory of R+

0 distinct from 0 and v+1 , so there is t1 ∈ R such that ϕ (t1) is positive. By
Lemmas 15 and 6 there must be a first time τ < t1 for which ϕ (τ) ≡ 0 and γ (t) > 0 for all t > τ , and
Corollary 10 implies then that ϕ (t) ≡ 0 for all t ≤ τ . Hence, ϕ is of the type (27).

We obtain also that the trajectories inside the global attractor are regular.

Proposition 18 Let (23) hold. For any bounded complete trajectory ϕ of R+
0 which is not a fixed point,

that is, of the type (27), we have:

1. For any t0 > τ the function u = ϕ |t≥t0 is the unique non-negative solution to problem (3) in
[t0,+∞) with ut0 = ϕ(t0);

2. ϕ ∈ C∞ ((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]) and ϕ ∈ C((−∞,+∞), C1([0, 1]));

3. There exists a time t0 > τ such that u = ϕ |t≥t0 is the unique solution to problem (3) in [t0,+∞)
with ut0 = ϕ(t0).

Proof. The first two statements are a direct consequence of Lemmas 6, 12 and (19).
Taking into account that V 2r ⊂ C1([0, 1]) for r > 3

4 , we obtain that

ϕ(t) → v+1 in C1([0, 1]) as t → +∞.

Thus, there exist t0 such that ϕx(t, 0) > 0, ϕx(t, 1) < 0, ϕ (t, x) > 0 if x ∈ (0, 1), for all t ≥ t0. The
result follows then from Lemma 13.

Corollary 19 Let (23) hold. Then, A+ ⊂ C∞([0, 1]).

4.2 The nonautonomous case

Throughout this section we assume that the functions b (·) , ω (·) satisfy (4) and, additionally, that

ω1 < π2. (28)

Let Dτ (uτ ) be the set of all solutions of problem (3) with initial condition uτ at time τ and let Rτ =
∪uτ∈HDτ (uτ ), R = ∪τ∈RRτ . Denoting R2

≥ = {(t, s) ∈ R2 : t ≥ s} we define the family of operators

U : R2
≥ ×H → P (H) given by

U(t, s, x) = {u (t) : u (·) ∈ Ds(x)}.
U is a strict multivalued process, that is, U(t, t,·) is the identity map and U(t, s, U(s, τ, x)) = U(t, τ, x)
for all t ≥ s ≥ τ and x ∈ H . Under assumptions (4), (28) this process has a compact strictly invariant
pullback attractor {A(t)}t∈R [14, Theorem 5], which means that:

• The sets A(t) are compact for any t;

• A(t) = U(t, s,A(s)) for all t ≥ s (strict invariance);

• dist(U(t, s, B),A(t)) → 0 as s → −∞ for any bounded set B ⊂ H (pullback attraction);
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• {A(t)}t∈R is the minimal pullback attracting family, that is, if {K(t)}t∈R is a family of closed
pullback attracting sets, then A(t) ⊂ K(t) for any t.

The function γ : R → H is called a complete trajectory of R if

ϕ = γ |[τ,+∞)∈ Rτ for any τ ∈ R.

A complete trajectory γ is bounded if the set ∪t∈Rγ (t) is bounded in H . The pullback attractor A(t)
consists of the union of the elements of all the bounded complete trajectories [14, Lemma 6], that is,

A(t) = {γ(t) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R}.

Moreover, it is known [14, Theorem 5 and Corollary 6] that ∪t∈RA(t) is bounded in V (so ∪t∈RA(t) is
compact in H) and that the sets A(t) are compact in V . Let us prove that in fact the union ∪t∈RA(t) is
relatively compact in V 2r for 0 ≤ r < 1.

Lemma 20 Assume that (4), (28) hold. Then the set ∪t∈RA(t) is relatively compact in V 2r for any
0 ≤ r < 1.

Proof. For any z ∈ A(t) the equality A(t) = U(t, t − 1,A(t − 1)) implies the existence of u (·) ∈
Dt−1(ut−1), ut−1 ∈ A(t − 1), such that z = u(t) and that u (s) ∈ A(s) for any s ≥ t − 1. As u is a mild
solution, by the variation of constants formula we get

z = e−Aut−1 +

∫ t

t−1

e−A(t−s)f(s)ds,

where f(s, x) ∈ b(t)H0(u(t, x)) + ω(t)u(t, x) for a.a. (t, x). By the boundedness of ∪s∈RA(s) in H, there
exists an universal constant C > 0 such that

‖ut−1‖ ≤ C, ‖f‖L∞(t−1,t;H) ≤ C,

where C does not depend either on the chosen z or t. Then using the estimates of the norm of e−At in
V 2r [38, Theorem 37.5] there exist Mr > 0, a ∈ R such that

‖Arz‖ ≤
∥∥Are−Aut−1

∥∥+
∫ t

t−1

∥∥∥Are−A(t−s)f(s)
∥∥∥ ds

≤ Mre
−aC +MrC

∫ t

t−1

(t− s)−r
ds ≤ Cr.

Therefore, A(t) is bounded in V 2r if r < 1 uniformly in t ∈ R. The compact embedding V α ⊂ V β for
α > β implies that ∪t∈RA(t) is relatively compact in V 2r for any 0 ≤ r < 1.

By [14, Theorem 6] we know that under assumptions (4), (28) there exists a bounded complete
trajectory ξM such that:

1. ξM (t) is positive for any t ∈ R.

2. −ξM (t) ≤ γ (t) ≤ ξM (t) for all t ∈ R and any bounded complete trajectory γ.

3. w+
b0,ω0

≤ ξM (t) ≤ w+
b1,ω1

, where w+
bi,ωi

denote the positive fixed point v+1 of the autonomous problem
(3) with b = bi, ω = ωi.

4. ξM is the unique bounded complete trajectory such that ξM (t) ∈ D for all t ∈ R, where we recall
that D = {v ∈ V : v(x) > 0 for x ∈ (0, 1)}.

From these properties the following lemma follows immediately.

Lemma 21 Assume that (4), (28) hold. If γ is a bounded complete trajectory such that γ (t) → 0 as
t → −∞, then there exists a time t0 such that γ (t0) 6∈ D.

14



Proof. By contradiction let γ be a bounded complete trajectory such that γ (t) → 0 as t → −∞ and
γ (t) ∈ D for any t ∈ R. Hence, γ ≡ ξM . However, ξM (t) ≥ w+

b0,ω0
, so γ(t) cannot converge to 0.

Now we are in position to improve the fourth point above and obtain that in fact ξM is the unique
non-degenerate bounded complete solution at −∞, which means that there exists a time t0 such that
ξM (t) ∈ D for any t ≤ t0. This question was left as an open problem in [14, Remark 2].

Lemma 22 Assume that (4), (28) hold. Then:

• If γ (·) is a non-negative bounded complete trajectory such that for some t0 we have that γ (t) ∈ D

for all t ≤ t0, then γ (t) = ξM (t) for all t ∈ R, that is, ξM is the unique non-negative bounded
complete trajectory which is non-degenerate at −∞. Also, for any τ ∈ R the function u = ξM |t≥τ

is the unique non-negative solution to problem (3) with uτ = ξM (τ).

• Assume, additionally, that b, ω ∈ W
1,2
loc (R). Then ξM is the unique bounded complete trajectory

which is non-degenerate at −∞. Also, for any τ ∈ R the function u = ξM |t≥τ is the unique
solution to problem (3) with uτ = ξM (τ).

Proof. Let us consider the first statement. Since γ is non-negative, Lemma 6 implies that for all τ ∈ R

the function u = γ |t≥τ is the unique non-negative solution to problem (3) and γ (τ) ∈ D. Thus, by the
previous results it follows that γ (t) = ξM (t) for all t ∈ R.

We prove further the second statement. As A(t) ⊂ C1([0, 1]) by Lemma 20 and the embedding
V 2r ⊂ C1([0, 1]) for r > 3

4 , it follows from w+
b0,ω0

≤ ξM (t), d
dx
w+

b0,ω0
(0) > 0, d

dx
w+

b0,ω0
(1) < 0 that

∂
∂x

ξM (t, 0) > 0, ∂
∂x

ξM (t, 1) < 0 for any t ∈ R. Hence, from Lemma 13 and w+
b0,ω0

∈ D we have that for
any τ ∈ R the function u = ξM |t≥τ is the unique solution to problem (3) with uτ = ξM (τ). Let now
γ be a bounded complete trajectory which is non-degenerate at −∞. Thus, by Corollary 8 in [14] there
exists a time t0 such that γ (t) = ξM (t) for all t ≤ t0. By the uniqueness of the solution u = ξM |t≥t0

with ut0 = ξM (t0) we get that γ (t) = ξM (t) for any t ∈ R.

Corollary 23 Assume that (4), (28) hold. Then if γ is a non-negative bounded complete trajectory such
that γ (t) → 0 as t → −∞, for any t1 there exists t0 ≤ t1 such that γ (t0) 6∈ D.

If, additionally, b, ω ∈ W
1,2
loc (R), then the result is valid for any bounded complete trajectory γ such

that γ (t) → 0 as t → −∞.

Proof. If there is t1 such that γ (t) ∈ D for all t ≤ t1, then Lemma 22 implies that γ ≡ ξM , so that the
convergence γ (t) → 0, as t → −∞, is not possible. The same proof is valid for the second statement.

We denote by D+
τ (uτ ) the set of all non-negative solutions of problem (3) with initial condition uτ ∈

H+ at time τ and let R+
τ = ∪uτ∈HD+

τ (uτ ), R+= ∪τ∈RR+
τ . We define the map U+ : R≥×H+ → P (H+)

given by
U+(t, τ, uτ ) = {u(t) : u ∈ D+

τ (uτ )}.
U+ is a strict multivalued process, which follows easily by the translation and concatenation properties
of solutions (see [14, Section 4]). The bounded complete trajectories of R+ are all the bounded complete
trajectories γ (·) of R such that γ(t) ≥ 0 for any t ∈ R. The process U+ possesses a compact strictly
invariant pullback attractor, denoted by {A+(t)}t∈R, and

A+(t) = {γ(t) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+}.

As A+(t) ⊂ A(t) for all t, {A+(t)}t∈R inherits the regularity properties of {A(t)}t∈R described above.
We have seen in Lemma 22 that the function ξM is the unique non-negative bounded complete

trajectory which is non-degenerate at −∞. This function plays the role of a positive nonautonomous
equilibrium. As in the autonomous case, we will obtain a precise characterization of the pullback attractor
in the positive cone in terms of the bounded complete trajectories connecting 0 and ξM .

As in (27), we define the map

ϕ(t) =

{
0 if t ≤ τ,

u (t) if t ≥ τ,
(29)
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where u (·) is the unique solution to problem





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
∈ b(t) + ω(t)u, on (τ,+∞)× (0, 1),

u|∂Ω = 0,
u(τ, x) = 0,

(30)

It is clear that a function of the type (29) is a bounded complete trajectory of R+. Alos, it is easy to see
that ‖u (t)− ξM (t)‖ → 0 as t → +∞. Indeed, for v(t) = u(t)− ξM (t) we have that

d

dt
‖v‖2 + 2π2 ‖v‖2 ≤ 2ω (t) ‖v‖2 ≤ 2ω1 ‖v‖2 .

We denote δ = π2 − ω1 > 0. Then

‖v(t)‖2 ≤ e−2δ(t−τ) ‖v (τ)‖2 → 0 as t → +∞.

Obviously, u (t) → 0 as t → −∞. Hence, ϕ (·) is a connection from 0 to ξM , that is,

u (t) → 0 as t → −∞,

u (t)− ξM (t) → 0 as t → +∞.

We will establish that these are the only possible bounded complete trajectories of R+.

Theorem 24 Assume that (4), (28) hold. Then any bounded complete trajectory of R+ distinct from 0
and ξM is of the type (29).

Proof. By Corollary 8, if v ∈ A+(t), then either v ≡ 0 or v is positive. We take a bounded complete
trajectory γ (·) of R+ different from 0 and ξM , so there exists t1 ∈ R such that γ (t1) > 0. By Lemmas 6
and 22 there exists a first time τ < t1 for which γ (τ) ≡ 0 and γ (t) > 0 for all t > τ . Thus, Corollary 10
implies that γ (t) ≡ 0 for all t ≤ τ , and then γ is of the type (29).

Remark 25 The structure of the pullback attractor in the positive cone is the same as for the ordinary
differential inclusion {

du

dt
+ λu ∈ b(t)H0(u), on (τ,+∞),

u(τ) = uτ ,

where λ > 0, which was studied in [13].

We conclude this section by obtaining some regularity results for the solutions inside the pullback
attractor. The following proposition is proved in the same way as Proposition 18 but using that any
bounded complete trajectory γ of the type (29) satisfies that

‖γ (t)− ξM (t)‖C1([0,1]) → 0 as t → +∞.

Proposition 26 Assume that (4), (28) hold. Then any bounded complete trajectory γ of R+ different
from 0 and ξM , that is, of the type (29), satisfies that for any t0 > τ the function u = γ |t≥t0 is the unique

non-negative solution to problem (3) in [t0,+∞) with ut0 = γ(t0). If, additionally, b, ω ∈ W
k,2
loc (R), k ∈ N,

then:

1. γ ∈ Ck((τ,+∞), V ), γ ∈ ∩k−1
j=0C

j
(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+1(0, 1)

)
and γ ∈ Ck((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]).

2. There exists a time t0 > τ such that u = γ |t≥t0 is the unique solution to problem (3) in [t0,+∞)
with ut0 = γ(t0).

Moreover, if b, ω ∈ W
k,2
loc (R) for any k ∈ N, then γ ∈ C∞((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]).
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In the case of the nonautonomous equilibrium ξM , the regularity is extended to the whole line
(−∞,+∞) .

Proposition 27 Assume that (4), (28) hold. If b, ω ∈ W
k,2
loc (R), k ∈ N, then

ξM ∈ Ck((−∞,+∞), V ), ξM ∈ ∩k−1
j=0C

j
(
(−∞,+∞), H2(k−j)+1(0, 1)

)
, ξM ∈ Ck((−∞,+∞)× [0, 1]).

Moreover, if b, ω ∈ W
k,2
loc (R) for any k ∈ N, then ξM ∈ C∞((−∞,+∞)× [0, 1]).

Corollary 28 Assume that (4), (28) hold. We have:

1. If b, ω ∈ W
k,2
loc (R), where k ∈ N, then ∪t∈RA+(t) ⊂ H2k+1(0, 1) ⊂ C2k([0, 1]).

2. If b, ω ∈ W
k,2
loc (R) for any k ∈ N, then ∪t∈RA+(t) ⊂ C∞([0, 1]).

5 Comparison of different non-autonomous attractors

In this section we are going to consider different type of attractors like the uniform attractor, the cocycle
attractor, the skew-product semiflow attractor and, of course, the pullback attractor in order to establish
the relationship between them. Moreover, we will prove that the attractor of the skew-product semiflow
in the positive cone has a gradient structure.

For this aim we need to consider not only problem (3) itself but all the problems generated by the
translations of the functions b (·) , ω (·), that is, by the hull of these functions. In order to define this hull
properly, along with conditions (4), (28), we need the following extra assumption:

the functions b and ω are uniformly continuous in (−∞,+∞) . (31)

For a sequence tn ∈ R we define the functions σn (·) = (b (· + tn) , ω (· + tn)) ∈ C(R,R2). As usual,
the space C(R,R2) is equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets of R. The
sequence σn is uniformly bounded and uniformly (in (−∞,+∞)) equicontinuous. Therefore, by applying
the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem and a diagonal argument there exists a subsequence σn′ and a uniformly
continuous function σ (·) =

(
b (·) , ω (·)

)
satisfying (4), (28) as well (with the same constants b0, b1, ω1)

such that
σn → σ in C(R,R2).

Thus, we define the hull of (b (·) , ω (·)) by

Σ = clC(R,R2){(b (· + t) , ω (· + t)) : t ∈ R},

which is a compact set of the metrizable space C(R,R2), and consider the family of problems (3) given
by each element σ (·) =

(
b (·) , ω (·)

)
∈ Σ. We define the translation operator θs : Σ → Σ, s ∈ R, given by

θsσ (·) = σ (· + s). Clearly, θ0 is the identity operator and θs+r = θs ◦ θr, so θ is a group, which is called
the driving group in Σ. Also, it is not difficult to see that the map (t, σ) 7→ θtσ is continuous and that
θtΣ = Σ for any t ∈ R.

Let now Dτ,σ(uτ ) be the set of all solutions of problem (3) with initial condition uτ at time τ with
symbol σ and let Rτ,σ = ∪uτ∈HDτ,σ(uτ ), Rσ = ∪τ∈RRτ,σ. For each σ ∈ Σ the operator Uσ : R2

≥ ×H →
P (H) given by

Uσ(t, τ, x) = {u (t) : u (·) ∈ Dτ,σ(x)}
is a strict multivalued process. We obtain then a family of multivalued processes. Additionally, we will
need the following translation property:

Uσ(t+ h, τ + h, x) = Uθhσ(t, τ, x) for all x ∈ H , σ ∈ Σ, h ∈ R, (t, τ) ∈ R2
≥. (32)

Lemma 29 Let (4), (28), (31) hold. Then the family {Uσ} satisfies (32).
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Proof. If y ∈ Uσ(t+ h, τ + h, x), there is u ∈ Dτ+h,σ(x) such that y = u(t+ h), where σ =
(
b, ω
)
. Using

the concept of mild solution we have a selection r ∈ L2
loc(τ + h,+∞;H) of the map R (t, u (t)) such that

u(t+ h) = e−A(t−τ)x+

∫ t+h

τ+h

e−A(t+h−s)r(s)ds for τ ≤ t < +∞.

Let v (·) = u (· + h) , rh (·) = r (· + h) = θhr ∈ L2
loc(τ,+∞;H). Then

v (t) = e−A(t−τ)x+

∫ t

τ

e−A(t−s)r(s + h)ds

= e−A(t−τ)x+

∫ t

τ

e−A(t−s)rh(s)ds for all τ ≤ t < +∞.

As rh(t, x) ∈ b(t+ h)H0 (v (t, x)) + ω(t+ h)v (t, x) for a.a. (t, x), we infer that v (·) is a mild solution on
(τ,+∞) for the symbol θhσ, so that v ∈ Dτ,θhσ(x). Hence, y ∈ Uθhσ(t, τ, x).

The converse inclusion is proved in a similar way.

By the results in the previous section we known that each Uσ possesses a compact strictly invariant
pullback attractor {Aσ(t)}t∈R, which can be characterized in terms of the bounded complete trajectories
of Rσ :

Aσ(t) = {γ(t) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of Rσ}.
We can extend Lemma 20 by taking the union of all the attractors over Σ.

Lemma 30 Assume that (4), (28), (31) hold. Then the set ∪σ∈Σ,t∈RAσ(t) is relatively compact in V 2r

for any 0 ≤ r < 1.

Proof. The proof is the same as in Lemma 20 by taking into account that the constant C in the estimate
‖f‖L∞(t−1,t;H) ≤ C is independent of σ ∈ Σ.

As before, we extend the above results when we restrict ourselves to non-negative solutions. Let
D+

τ,σ(uτ ) be the set of all non-negative solutions of problem (3) with initial condition uτ at time τ with
symbol σ and let R+

τ,σ = ∪uτ∈HD+
τ,σ(uτ ), R+

σ = ∪τ∈RRτ,σ. For each σ ∈ Σ the operator U+
σ : R2

≥×H+ →
P (H+) is given by

U+
σ (t, τ, x) = {u (t) : u (·) ∈ D+

τ,σ(x)}.
U+
σ is a strict multivalued process and satisfies the translation property (32). The process U+

σ possesses
a compact strictly invariant pullback attractor {A+

σ (t)}t∈R and

A+
σ (t) = {γ(t) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+

σ }.

As proved in the previous section, for each σ the attractor {A+
σ (t)} consists of the equilibria 0 and ξM,σ (t)

and the bounded complete trajectories, given by (29), which connect them.

5.1 The cocycle attractor

We define for the family {Uσ} the map φ : R+ × Σ×H → P (H) given by

φ(t, σ, x) = Uσ(t, 0, x) for all t ≥ 0, σ ∈ Σ, x ∈ H,

which is a strict multivalued cocycle, that is, φ (0, σ, ·) is the identity map and we have that φ (t+ s, σ, x) =
φ (t, θsσ, φ(s, σ, x)) for all t ≥ s ≥ 0, σ ∈ Σ, x ∈ H [17, Proposition 1].

By [17, Corollary 4] the family {A(σ)}σ∈Σ defined by

A(σ) = Aσ(0),

where {Aσ(t)}t∈R is the pullback attractor of Uσ, is a compact strictly invariant cocycle attractor for φ,
which means that:
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• The sets A(σ) are compact for any σ ∈ Σ.

• A (θtσ) = φ (t, σ,A (σ)) for all σ ∈ Σ, t ≥ 0 (strict invariance).

• limt→+∞ dist(φ (t, θ−tσ,B) ,A(σ)) = 0 for any bounded set B ⊂ H and all σ ∈ Σ (pullback
attraction).

• {A(σ)}σ∈Σ is minimal, that is, if {A′(σ)}σ∈Σ is a family of closed sets satisfying the pullback
attraction property, then A(σ) ⊂ A′(σ) for any σ ∈ Σ.

Moreover,
A(θtσ) = Aσ(t) for all σ ∈ Σ, t ∈ R,

so
A(θtσ) = {γ (t) : γ is bounded complete trajectory of Rσ}.

Also, Lemma 30 implies that ∪σ∈ΣA(σ) is relatively compact in V 2r for any 0 ≤ r < 1.
In the same way, we define the cocycle for non-negative solutions φ+ : R+ × Σ×H+ → P (H+) by

φ+(t, σ, x) = U+
σ (t, 0, x) for all t ≥ 0, σ ∈ Σ, x ∈ H,

which possesses a compact strictly invariant cocycle attractor {A+
σ (t)}t∈R which satisfies

A+(θtσ) = A+
σ (t) for all σ ∈ Σ, t ∈ R,

and
A+(θtσ) = {γ (t) : γ is a bounded non-negative complete trajectory of Rσ}.

We finish this subsection by noticing (see the proof of Lemma 29) that γ is a complete trajectory of
Rσ if and only if

γ (· + s) |[0,+∞)∈ R0,θsσ for any s ∈ R.

5.2 The skew-product semiflow attractor

We will denote by X the product space H × Σ with the metric ρX given by

ρX ((x1, σ1) , (x2, σ2)) = ‖x1 − x2‖+ ρ (σ1, σ2) ,

where ρ is a metric in the space C
(
R,R2

)
. Also, let PH : X → H be the projector onto H , that is, for a

subset C ⊂ X we put
PH(C) = {u ∈ H : (u, σ) ∈ C for some σ ∈ Σ}.

From the cocycle φ we define the skew product semiflow Π : R+ ×X → P (X ) given by

Π(t, (x, σ)) = (φ (t, σ, x) , θtσ) .

Since φ is a strict cocycle it is easy to check that Π is a strict multivalued semiflow, which means that
Π (0, ·) is the identity map and Π(t, y) = Π(t,Π(s, y)) for any y ∈ X , t, s ≥ 0.

We need to prove some properties of Π leading to the existence of a global attractor. After that we
will establish the relationship with the cocycle attractor and study its structure.

Lemma 31 Let (4), (28), (31) hold. Then Π possesses a compact absorbing set K, which means that for
any bounded set B there exists T (B) such that Π(t,B) ⊂ K if t ≥ T.

Proof. In a standard way (see [14, Lemma 5]) for any solution to problem (3) in [0,+∞) we obtain the
estimates

‖u (t)‖2 ≤ e−δt ‖u (0)‖2 + C1

δ
for all t ≥ 0, (33)

∫ t

t−α

∥∥∥∥
∂u

∂x

∥∥∥∥
2

dr ≤ π2C1

δ
+

π2

δ
‖u(t− α)‖2 , (34)
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where α ∈ (0, 1] is arbitrary and C, δ > 0 are universal constants which are independent of σ ∈ Σ (they
depend only on the constants b1, ω1 from (4)).

Further, we multiply (5) by
du

dt
and use Corollary 1 in [14] to obtain that

∥∥∥∥
du

dt
(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

+
1

2

d

dt

∥∥∥∥
∂u

∂x

∥∥∥∥
2

≤ b1

∥∥∥∥
du

dt
(t)

∥∥∥∥+ ω1 ‖u (t)‖
∥∥∥∥
du

dt
(t)

∥∥∥∥ (35)

≤ b21 + ω2
1 ‖u (t)‖2 +

1

2

∥∥∥∥
du

dt
(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

.

For 0 ≤ t− α ≤ r ≤ t we integrate over the interval (r, t). Hence, by (33) we have

∥∥∥∥
∂u

∂x
(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥
∂u

∂x
(r)

∥∥∥∥
2

+ 2b21 + 2ω2
1e

−δ(t−α) ‖u (0)‖2 + 2C1ω
2
1

δ
.

Integrating now with respect to the variable r over the interval (t− α, t) and using (33) and (34) we get

α

∥∥∥∥
∂u

∂x
(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

≤ π2C1

δ
+

π2

δ
‖u(t− α)‖2 + 2b21 + 2ω2

1e
−δ(t−α) ‖u (0)‖2 + 2C1ω

2
1

δ

≤ C
(
1 + e−δ(t−α) ‖u (0)‖2

)
, (36)

where C > 0 is a constant.
We take α = 1 and define the set K = {v ∈ V : ‖v‖2V ≤ 2C}. The compact embedding V ⊂ H

implies that K is relatively compact in H . Also, as K is weakly closed in V , it is closed in H . Thus, K
is compact in H . From (36) we obtain that for any bounded set B ⊂ H there exists T (B) (independent
of σ ∈ Σ) such that φ(t, σ, B) ⊂ K for all t ≥ T (B) and any σ ∈ Σ. Let K = K ×Σ, which is compact in
X . Any bounded set B ⊂ X satisfies that B ⊂ PHB×Σ, where PHB is bounded in H . Then we have

Π(t,B) ⊂ Π(t,PHB× Σ) ⊂ ∪σ∈Σ (φ (t, σ,PHB) , θtσ) ⊂ K for t ≥ T (B).

Lemma 32 Let hn → h weakly in L1 (t1, t2;H) and let for a.a. (t, x) there is N(t, x) such that hn(t, x)
belong to the closed convex set C (t, x) for all n ≥ N. Then h(t, x) ∈ C (t, x) for a.a. (t, x) .

Proof. By [42, Proposition 1.1] for a.a. t ∈ (t1, t2) there is a sequence of convex combinations of {hn (t)}
given by

yn(t) =

Mn∑

i=1

λihki
(t),

Mn∑

i=1

λi = 1, ki ≥ n,

such that yn(t) → h (t) in H . Since for a.a. (t, x) hki
(t, x) ∈ C(t, x) if n ≥ N(t, x), we get by the

convexity of C(t, x) that h (t, x) ∈ C(t, x) for a.a. (t, x).

Lemma 33 Let (4), (28), (31) hold. Let un
0 → u0 in H and σn = (bn, ωn) → σ =

(
b, ω
)
in Σ. Then for

any un ∈ D0,σn
(un

0 ) there exists a subsequence un′ and u ∈ D0,σ(u0) such that

un′ → u in C([0,+∞), H).

Proof. By (36) we have that for any ε > 0 there exists Cε > 0 such that

‖un (t)‖V ≤ Cε for all t ≥ ε and any n. (37)

We fix an arbitrary T > ε. Integrating over (ε, T ) in (35) and using (37) we obtain the existence of
D1 = D1(ε, T ) such that ∫ T

ε

∥∥∥∥
du

dt

∥∥∥∥
2

dt ≤ D1. (38)
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In view of (37) and the compact embedding V ⊂ H , the sequence un (t) is relatively compact in H for all
t ∈[ε, T ]. Also, it follows easily from (38) that the functions un : [ε, T ] → H are equicontinuous. Hence,
(37), (38) and the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem imply that for any 0 < ε < T up to a subsequence the following
convergences hold:

un → u weakly star in L∞(ε, T ;V ),

dun

dt
→ du

dt
weakly in L2(ε, T ;H),

un → u in C([ε, T ], H).

Since un (·) satisfies (5), where rn ∈ L2
loc(0,+∞;H) is such that rn(t, x) ∈ bn(t)H0(un(t, x))+ωn(t)un(t, x)

for a.a. (t, x), there exists a sequence hn ∈ L2
loc(0,+∞;H) such that hn(t, x) ∈ H0(un(t, x)), for a.a.

(t, x) , and

−Aun(t) =
dun

dt
(t)− bn(t)hn(t)− ωn(t)un(t) for a.a. t.

As up to a subsequence hn converges weakly in L2
loc(0,+∞;H) to some h, we have

−Aun → du

dt
− bh− ωu weakly in L2(ε, T ;H) for all 0 < ε < T.

Hence, as Aun = −∂2un

∂x2
converges to Au = −∂2u

∂x2
in the sense of distributions, we have

du

dt
+Au (t) = b (t)h (t) + ω (t)u (t) for a.a. t ∈ (0,+∞) .

We need to show that h (t, x) ∈ H0(u(t, x)) for a.a. (t, x). We observe that for a.a. (t, x) there
is N(t, x) such that hn(t, x) ∈ H0(u(t, x))) if n ≥ N . Indeed, let (t0, x0) ∈ Ac, where A is a set of
measure 0 such that un (t, x) → u (t, x) for any (t, x) ∈ Ac. If u(t0, x0) > 0 (< 0), then un(t0, x0) > 0
(< 0) for n large enough, so hn(t0, x0) = 1 (−1). Hence, hn(t0, x0) ∈ H0(u(t, x)). If u (t0, x0) = 0, then
hn(t0, x0) ∈ [−1, 1] = H0(u(t, x)). Then the assertion follows from Lemma 32.

It remains to show that u (t) → u (0) as t → 0+ and that un(tn) → u (0) as tn → 0.
Let vn(t) = un(t)− û (t), where û is the unique solution of the linear problem





∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
= ω (t)u,

u (t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,
u (0, x) = u0(x).

Fix some T > 0. Then in a standard way we obtain that

1

2

d

dt
‖vn‖2 + ‖vn (t)‖2V ≤ bn (t) ‖vn (t)‖+ ωn (t) ‖vn (t)‖2 + |ωn(t)− ω (t)| ‖û (t)‖ ‖vn (t)‖

≤ b21
2ε0

+ (ω1 + ε0) ‖vn (t)‖2 + αn, for a.a. t ∈ (0, T ) ,

where ε0 > 0 is such that ω1 + ε0 < π2 and αn = 1
2ε0

supt∈[0,T ]

(
|ωn(t)− ω (t)|2 ‖û (t)‖2

)
→ 0 as n → ∞.

Then
‖vn (t)‖2 ≤ ‖vn (0)‖2 + Ct,

where
b21
ε0

+ 2αn ≤ C for any n. It follows that ‖u (t)− û(t)‖2 = limn→∞ ‖vn (t)‖2 ≤ Ct for t > 0. Thus,

‖u (t)− u0‖2 ≤ 2 ‖u (t)− û(t)‖2 + 2 ‖û(t)− u0‖2 → 0 as t → 0+.

Therefore, u ∈ D0,σ(u0).
Finally, if tn → 0+, then

‖un (tn)− u0‖2 ≤ 2 ‖vn (tn)‖2 + 2 ‖û(tn)− u0‖2

≤ 2 ‖vn (0)‖2 + 2Ctn + 2 ‖û(tn)− u0‖2 → 0,
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so un → u in C([0,+∞), H).

For any σ ∈ Σ and u ∈ R0,σ let y : R+ → X be given by y (·) = (u (·) , θ
·
σ) and denote by

K ⊂ C([0,+∞),X ) the set of all functions y (·) of this type. We consider the following standard axiomatic
properties:

(K1) For any y0 = (u0, σ) ∈ X there exists y ∈ K such that y (0) = y0.

(K2) For any y ∈ K and s ≥ 0, ys = y(·+s) ∈ K.

(K3) If y1, y2 ∈ K are such that y2(0) = y1(s), then the composition

y (t) =

{
y1(t) if 0 ≤ t ≤ s,

y2(t− s) if t ≥ s,

belongs to K.

(K4) If yn ∈ K is such that yn(0) → y0, then there exists a subsequence {yn′} and y ∈ K such that
yn′(t) → y(t) in X uniformly in compact sets of [0,+∞).

We recall that the map Π (t, ·) : X → X is upper semicontinuous if for any u0 ∈ X and any neighbor-
hood O of Π(t, u0) there exists ρ > 0 such that Π (t, u) ⊂ O as soon as ρX (u, u0) < ρ.

Lemma 34 Let (4), (28), (31) hold. Then properties (K1) − (K4) hold. An alternative definition for
the map Π is

Π(t, u0) = {ξ ∈ X : ξ = y (t) , y ∈ K} (39)

and for any t ≥ 0 the map Π(t, ·) is upper semicontinuous and has compact values.

Proof. (K1) follows from the existence of solutions to (3) for any u0 ∈ H and σ ∈ Σ. (K2) follows from

y(· + s) = (u (· + s) , θ
·+sσ) = (us (·) , θ·

θsσ) ∈ K,

as us (·) ∈ R0,θsσ (see the proof of Lemma 29). For (K3) we note that y1 (t) = (u1 (t) , θtσ1), y2 (t− s) =
(u2 (t− s) , θt−sσ2), u2 (0) = u1 (s), σ2 = θsσ1, so that y (t) = (u (t) , θtσ1), for any t ≥ 0, where

u (t) =

{
u1(t) if 0 ≤ t ≤ s,

u2(t− s) if t ≥ s.

If we prove that u ∈ R0,σ1
, then y ∈ K. Indeed, if σ1 (t) = (b1 (t) , ω1 (t)), then for t ≥ s we have

u (t) = u2 (t− s) = e−A(t−s)u1 (s) +

∫ t−s

0

e−A(t−s−τ)(b1 (τ + s)h2(τ) + ω1 (τ + s)u2(τ))dτ

= e−A(t−s)e−Asu1 (0) + e−A(t−s)

∫ s

0

e−A(s−τ)(b1 (τ) h1(τ) + ω1 (τ) u1(τ))dτ

+

∫ t

s

e−A(t−τ)(b1 (τ) h2(τ − s) + ω1 (τ) u2(τ − s))dτ

= e−Atu1 (0) +

∫ t

0

e−A(t−τ) ((b1 (τ) h(τ) + ω1 (τ) u(τ))dτ) ,

where hi ∈ L2
loc(0,+∞;H) are such that hi (τ) ∈ H0(ui(τ)) for a.a. τ > 0, and

h (τ) =

{
h1(t) if 0 ≤ τ ≤ s,

h2(t− s) if τ ≥ s,

belongs to L2
loc(0,+∞;H) and satisfies h (τ) ∈ H0(u(τ)) for a.a. τ > 0. Hence, u is a mild solution for

the symbol σ1.
Property (K4) follows from Lemma 33 and implies easily that Π (t, ·) has compact values and is upper

semicontinuous.

We are now in position of establishing the existence of the global attractor and its relationship with
the cocycle attractor.
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Theorem 35 The multivalued semiflow Π possesses the global compact invariant attractor A. Moreover,

A = ∪σ∈ΣA(σ)× {σ},

where {A(σ)}σ∈Σ is the cocycle attractor.

Proof. The existence of the global compact invariant attractor follows from Lemmas 31, 34 and [32,
Theorem 4 and Remark 8]. The relationship with the cocycle attractor is a consequence of [17, Corollary
1].

As before, we will characterize the global attractor in terms of bounded complete trajectories. A
complete trajectory of K is a function Φ : R → X such that Φ (· + s) |t≥0∈ K for any s ∈ R.

Lemma 36 Assume that (4), (28), (31) hold. Let γ be a complete trajectory of Rσ. Then

Φ (t) = (γ (t) , θtσ) , for any t ∈ R, (40)

is a complete trajectory of K. Conversely, if Φ is a complete trajectory of K, then there exist σ ∈ Σ and
a complete trajectory γ of Rσ such that (40) holds.

Proof. Let γ be a complete trajectory of Rσ. Since γ (· + s) ∈ D0,θsσ(γ (s)), for any s ∈ R, we have that
y (·) = (γ(·+s), θ

·
θsσ) ∈ K. Thus, Φ is a complete trajectory of K.

Further, let Φ = (γ, α) be a complete trajectory of K. Then

(γ (· + s) , α (· + s)) |t≥0∈ K for any s,

so γ (· + s) ∈ R0,α(s) = R0,θsα(0). Therefore, as explained in the previous subsection, γ is a complete
trajectory of Rσ with σ = α (0).

Theorem 37 Let (4), (28), (31) hold. Then the global attractor A is given by

A = {Φ (0) : Φ is a bounded complete trajectory of K}
= ∪t∈R{Φ (t) : Φ is a bounded complete trajectory of K}
= ∪σ∈Σ{(γ (0) , σ) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of Rσ}
= ∪σ∈Σ,t∈R{(γ (t) , θtσ) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of Rσ}. (41)

Proof. We obtain the first two equalities from [27, Theorems 9 or 10], whereas the other ones follow
from Lemma 36.

When we restrict the solutions to the positive cone, we obtain a Morse structure of the global attractor.
We denote by X+ the product spaceH+×Σ. Let now take the skew product semiflow Π+ : R+×X+ →

P(X+) given by

Π+(t, (x, σ)) =
(
φ+ (t, σ, x) , θtσ

)

= {ξ ∈ X+ : ξ = y (t) , y ∈ K+},

where K+ stands for the subset of C([0,+∞),X+) of functions y (·) = (u (·) , θ
·
σ) such that σ ∈ Σ

and u ∈ R+
0,σ. The strict multivalued semiflow Π+ possesses the global compact invariant attractor

A+ = A ∩ X+, which satisfies

A+ = {Φ (0) : Φ is a bounded complete trajectory of K+}
= ∪t∈R{Φ (t) : Φ is a bounded complete trajectory of K+}
= ∪σ∈Σ{(γ (0) , σ) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+

σ }
= ∪σ∈Σ,t∈R{(γ (t) , θtσ) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+

σ }. (42)
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A setM is called weakly invariant if for any y0 ∈ M there exist a complete trajectory Φ ofK+ such that
∪t∈RΦ (t) ⊂ M and φ (0) = y0. It is obvious that the global attractor A+ is weakly invariant. A weakly
invariant set M is said to be isolated if there exists a neighborhood O of M such that M is the maximal
weakly invariant set in it. If M is compact, this is equivalent to saying that there exists an ε > 0 such that
M is the maximal weakly invariant set in the ε-neighborhood Oε(M) = {y ∈ X+ : distX+(y,M) < ε}.
As we will consider weakly invariant sets M belonging to the global attractor A+, they will be necessarily
compact [16, Lemma 19].

A family of isolated weakly invariant sets M = {M1, ...,Mn} in A+ is called disjoint if there is δ > 0
such that Oδ(Mi) ∩Oδ(Mj) = ∅ for all i 6= j.

We say that the multivalued semiflow Π+ is dynamically gradient with respect to the disjoint family
of isolated weakly invariant sets M = {M1, ...,Mn} in A+ if for any bounded complete trajectory Φ of
K+ we have that either ∪t∈RΦ (t) ∈ Mi for some i ∈ {1, ..., n} or

distX+(Φ (t) ,Mi) → 0 as t → +∞, (43)

distX+(Φ (t) ,Mj) → 0 as t → −∞, (44)

for some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. We observe that convergences (43) and (44) are equivalent to saying that
ω (Φ) ⊂ Mi and α (Φ) ⊂ Mj , where ω (Φ), α (Φ) stand, respectively, for the omega and alpha limit sets
of the bounded complete trajectory Φ.

For each σ we denote by ξM,σ the unique positive bounded complete trajectory (the positive nonau-
tonomous equilibrium) given in Section 4.2. We define then the following compact weakly invariant sets
in A+:

M1 = {(ξM,σ (0) , σ) : σ ∈ Σ}
= {(ξM,σ (t) , θtσ) : σ ∈ Σ, t ∈ R},

M2 = {0}.

Since ξM,σ (0) ≥ w+
b0,ω0

for any σ, these sets are clearly disjoint. From the results in Section 4.2 and

(42) we can see that, apart from M1 and M2, the only elements in the global attractor A+ are (γ (t) , θtσ),
where γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+

σ of the type (29) with u (·) being the solution to the
linear problem (30) for the symbol σ =

(
b, ω
)
. We know that

‖γ (t)− ξM,σ (t)‖ → 0 as t → +∞,

so

dist ((γ (t) , θtσ) ,M1) → 0 as t → +∞,

dist ((γ (t) , θtσ) ,M2) → 0 as t → −∞.

The sets M1,M2 are isolated. Indeed, we take disjoint ε-neighborhoods of these sets, Oε (M1) and
Oε (M2). In Oε (M1) the only possible complete trajectories are ξM,σ, because any other one should
converge to 0 as t → −∞ and then leave the neighborhood Oε (M1). By the same reason the only
possible bounded complete trajectory in Oε (M2) is 0, so that M1 and M2 are the maximal weakly
invariant sets in Oε (M1) and Oε (M2), respectively.

All in all, we have shown the following.

Theorem 38 Let (4), (28), (31) hold. Then Π+ is dynamically gradient with respect to the disjoint
family of isolated weakly invariant sets M = {M1,M2}. Hence, the global attractor A+ possesses a
gradient structure.

5.3 The uniform attractor

We finish this section by showing the relationship of the previous attractors with the uniform attractor
of the cocycle φ.

It follows from Theorem 5 in [17] that A = PHA (A is the attractor of the skew product flow) is the
uniform attractor for φ, which means that:
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• A is compact.

• A is uniformly attracting, that is, for any bounded set B ⊂ H we have

sup
σ∈Σ

dist (φ (t, σ, B) ,A) → 0, as t → +∞. (45)

• A is the minimal closed set satisfying (45).

By characterization (41) we obtain that

A= ∪σ∈Σ {γ (0) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of Rσ}
= ∪σ∈Σ,t∈R{γ (t) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of Rσ}.

This implies, in particular, that A is weakly invariant.
Also, by Theorem 8 in [17] we have the relationship of the uniform attractor with the cocycle and

pullback attractors:
A = ∪σ∈ΣA(σ) = ∪σ∈ΣAσ(0).

In the same way, A+ = PHA+ is the uniform attractor for φ+ and

A+= ∪σ∈Σ {γ (0) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+
σ }

= ∪σ∈Σ,t∈R{γ (t) : γ is a bounded complete trajectory of R+
σ },

A+ = ∪σ∈ΣA+(σ) = ∪σ∈ΣA+
σ (0).

Let C = ∪σ∈Σ ∪γσ∈Lσ
γσ (0), where Lσ is the set of all bounded complete trajectory of R+

σ of the type
(29) with u (·) being the solution to the linear problem (30) for the symbol σ =

(
b, ω
)
. Hence,

A+ = {0} ∪ {ξM,σ (0) : σ ∈ Σ} ∪ C.

6 Appendix

In this appendix we present some auxiliary results that are necessary for the arguments throughout this
paper.

6.1 A maximum principle for non-smooth functions

Usually in the literature the maximum principle is stated for smooth functions (see for example [33]).
However, we need in this paper a maximum principle for less regular functions. Such result is proved in
[26] in a rather general setting. We describe in this appendix a particular situation which is derived from
the theorems in [26].

Let O be a region in R2 and let (t0, x0) ∈ O and ρ, σ > 0. We denote

Qρ,σ = {(t, x) : t ∈ (t0 − σ, t0), |x− x0| < ρ},

where we assume that t0, x0, ρ, σ are such that Qρ,σ ⊂ O.
We denote by W the space of all functions from L2 (O) such that

∫

O

(
|u (t, x)|2 +

∣∣∣∣
∂u

∂x
(t, x)

∣∣∣∣
2
)
dµ < +∞.

As a particular case of Theorem 6.4 in [26] we obtain the following maximum and minimum principles.
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Theorem 39 (Maximum principle) Let u ∈ W be such that

∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
≤ 0

in the sense of distributions. If
ess sup (t,x)∈Qρν,σ1

u(t, x) = M,

for some ν, 0 < ν < 1, and any σ1, where 0 < σ1 < σ, then u (t, x) = M for a.a. (t, x) ∈ Qρ,σ.

Theorem 40 (Minimum principle) Let u ∈ W be such that

∂u

∂t
− ∂2u

∂x2
≥ 0

in the sense of distributions. If
ess inf (t,x)∈Qρν,σ1

u(t, x) = M,

for some ν, 0 < ν < 1, and any σ1, where 0 < σ1 < σ, then u (t, x) = M for a.a. (t, x) ∈ Qρ,σ.

6.2 Parabolic regularity

The regularity of solutions of the linear parabolic problem is well known in the literature (see e.g. [1],
[4], [31], [38]). In this section, we consider the linear parabolic problem (6) and following the result given
in Theorem 42.14 in [38] we describe some regularity results of its solutions in a suitable form for our
purposes in this paper.

The following proposition is proved in the same way as Theorem 42.14 in [38]. However, as the
assumptions on the function f do not coincide exactly, we give a sketch of the proof.

Proposition 41 Let f ∈ L2
loc (τ,+∞;H)∩W 1,2

loc (τ+ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0. For any uτ ∈ H, the solution

u (·) to problem (6) belongs to C1((τ,+∞), V ) and C0, 1
2 ([τ + ε, T ], H2(0, 1)),

d2u

dt2
∈ L2(τ + ε, T ;H) for

all τ < T and ε > 0.
If, moreover, f ∈ C((τ,+∞), H1(0, 1)), then u ∈ C((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1).

Proof. We fix an arbitrary T > τ . We know by Lemma 3 and Remark 4 that u ∈ C((τ, T ], V ) and
u ∈ L2(τ + ε, T ;D(A)) for any ε > 0.

We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. Let uτ ∈ D(A) and f ∈ W

1,2
loc (τ,+∞;H).

We put vτ = f (τ)− Auτ ∈ H and g =
df

dt
∈ L2(τ, T ;H). Denote by ω (·) the unique strong solution

of problem 



∂ω

∂t
− ∂2ω

∂x2
= g(t), on (τ,+∞)× (0, 1),

ω(t, 0) = ω(t, 1) = 0,
ω(τ, x) = vτ (x),

(46)

Again, by Lemma 3 and Remark 4 we have that ω ∈ C((τ, T ], V ), ω ∈ L2(τ + ε, T ;D(A)),
dω

dt
∈

L2(τ + ε, T ;H) for any ε > 0.

Let z(t) = uτ +
∫ t

τ
ω(s)ds. Hence, z ∈ C1((τ, T ], V ) and

‖z(t)− z(s)‖H2 ≤
∫ t

s

‖ω(r)‖H2 dr ≤ (t− s)
1
2

∫ t

s

‖ω(r)‖2H2 dr for any τ < s < t,

so z ∈ C0, 1
2 ([τ +ε, T ], H2(0, 1)). Following the proof of Theorem 42.14 in [38] we obtain that z is a strong

solution to problem (6) on (τ, T ). By uniqueness of solutions u = z, so

u ∈ C1((τ, T ], V ), u ∈ C0, 1
2 ([τ + ε, T ], H2(Ω),

d2u

dt2
∈ L2(τ + ε, T ;H) for all ε > 0. (47)
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Step 2. Let uτ ∈ H.

Since u ∈ L2(τ+ε, T ;D(A)) for any ε > 0, for any δ > 0 there is t0 ∈ (τ, τ + δ) such that u (t0) ∈ D(A).

We know by Step 1 that u ∈ C1((t0, T ], V ) and u ∈ C0, 1
2 ([t0 + ε, T ], H2(0, 1)),

d2u

dt2
∈ L2(t0 + ε, T ;H) for

all ε > 0. As δ > 0 is arbitrary, we get (47).
Step 3. Let f ∈ C((τ, T ], H1(0, 1)) and uτ ∈ H.

In such a case we have

Au = f − du

dt
∈ C((0, T ], H1(0, 1)),

so u ∈ C((τ, T ], H3(Ω)).
As T > τ is arbitrary, the result follows.

Corollary 42 If f ∈ C((τ,+∞), H1(0, 1)), f ∈ L2
loc (τ,+∞;H)∩W

1,2
loc (τ +ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0, then

the partial derivatives ut, uxx exists in the classical sense and are continuous on (τ,+∞)× [0, 1].

Proof. The continuous embedding H1 (0, 1) ⊂ C([0, 1]) implies that

uxx, ut ∈ C((τ,+∞), C([0, 1]).

As it is known, increasing the temporal regularity of the function f we can prove that the solution u

is as regular as we desire.

Lemma 43 Let k ∈ N. Assume that f ∈ L2
loc (τ,+∞;H) ∩ W

k+1,2
loc (τ + ε,+∞;H), for all ε > 0, and

that
f ∈ ∩k

j=0C
j(
(
τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+1(0, 1)

)
. (48)

Then, for any uτ ∈ H the solution u (·) to problem (6) satisfies:

u ∈ Ck+1((τ,+∞) , V ), u ∈ ∩k
j=0C

j
(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+3(0, 1)

)
, (49)

dk+2u

dtk+2
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0.

Proof. First, let us consider the case k = 1, so f ∈ L2
loc (τ,+∞;H) ∩W

2,2
loc (τ + ε,+∞;H), for all ε > 0,

and f ∈ C1(
(
τ,+∞), H1(0, 1)

)
∩ C(

(
τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)

)
.

We know by Proposition 41 that u ∈ C1((τ,+∞), V ) ∩ C((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)). The function z1 =
du

dt
is the unique solution to the problem





∂z1

∂t
− ∂2z1

∂x2
=

df

dt
, on (τ + ε,+∞)× (0, 1),

z1(t, 0) = z1(t, 1) = 0,
z1(τ + ε, x) = f(τ + ε)−Au(τ + ε) ∈ H1(0, 1) ⊂ H,

for any ε > 0. Making use again of Proposition 41 and taking into account that ε is arbitrarily small we
infer that

z1 ∈ C1((τ,+∞), V ) ∩ C((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)),

d2z1

d2t
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0,

so

u ∈ C2((τ,+∞), V ) ∩ C1((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)),

d3u

dt3
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0.
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Finally,

Au = f − du

dt
∈ C(

(
τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)

)
,

so
u ∈ C(

(
τ,+∞), H5(0, 1)

)
.

By induction, assume that the result is true for k− 1. Hence, u ∈ ∩k−1
j=0C

j(
(
τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+1(0, 1)

)
,

u ∈ Ck((τ,+∞) , V ) and
dk+1u

dtk+1
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0. The function zk =
dku

dtk
is the unique

solution to the problem




∂zk

∂t
− ∂2zk

∂x2
=

dkf

dtk
, on (τ + ε,+∞)× (0, 1),

zk(t, 0) = zk(t, 1) = 0,

zk(τ + ε, x) =
dk−1f

dtk−1
(τ + ε)−A

dk−1u

dtk−1
(τ + ε) ∈ H1(0, 1) ⊂ H,

for any ε > 0. Thus, Proposition 41 implies that

zk ∈ C1((τ,+∞), V ) ∩C((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)),

d2zk

d2t
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0,

and then

u ∈ Ck+1((τ,+∞), V ) ∩ Ck((τ,+∞), H3(0, 1)),

dk+2u

dtk+2
∈ L2

loc(τ + ε,+∞;H) for all ε > 0.

Finally, we shall prove that u ∈ Cj
(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+3(0, 1)

)
, for all j ∈ {0, 1, ..., k} by induction.

Assume that it is true for j ≤ i ≤ k, where j ∈ {1, ..., k}. Then

Azj−1 =
dj−1f

dtj−1
− dzj−1

dt
∈ C

(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+3(0, 1)

)
,

so
u ∈ Cj−1

(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−(j−1))+3(0, 1)

)
.

Corollary 44 Under the conditions of Lemma 43, the solution u belongs to Ck+1((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]).

Proof. Since
dju

dtj
∈ C

(
(τ,+∞), H2(k−j)+3(0, 1)

)
, for all j ∈ {0, 1, ..., k + 1}, we obtain that

∂j+2(k−j)+2u

∂tj∂x2(k−j)+2
∈ C((τ,+∞) , C([0, 1]).

As −j + 2k + 2 ≥ k + 1 for any j ∈ {0, ..., k+ 1}, we infer that all the partial derivatives of order less or
equal to k + 1 are continuous in (τ,+∞)× [0, 1].

Corollary 45 If f ∈ C∞ ((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]) and f ∈ L2
loc (τ,+∞;H), then the solution u to problem (6)

belongs to C∞ ((τ,+∞)× [0, 1]) as well.
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108654GB-I00, and by Junta de Andalućıa (Spain), projects P18-FR-4509 and P18-FR-2025.

We would like to thank the anonymous referee for his/her useful remarks and comments.

28



References

[1] N.S. Agranovich, M.I. Vishik, Elliptic problems with parameter and parabolic problems of general
type, Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, 19 (1964), 53-161 (Translated in Russian Math. Surveys, 19 (1964),
53-157).
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