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FOURTH ORDER SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

By
Tomasz DEOTKO

1.  Introduction.

The aim of this paper is to give a simple proof of the existence of a smooth
solution to the semilinear parabolic equation with fourth order elliptic operator :

€8] uy=—=e’A'u+f(t, x, u, uy, uzz)=: L, x, u),
x=QCR", 2 is a bounded domain, ([0, Tmax), Tmax<-+o0, Where A?=A-A,
u, is a vector of partial derivatives (u.,, -, #.,) and u,, stands for the Hessian
matrix [uq,.,1, ¢, =1, ---, n. We consider (1) together with initial-boundary
conditions
(2) u(Oy x)'__uo(x)) XE‘Q;
3) raﬁ:"’)(A“):o when x<of.

on on

Schematically we may write (3) as B,u=B,u=0.

In recent years a rapidly growing interest has been evinced in special
problems such as the Cahn-Hilliard or the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equations
covered by our general form (1). Recently weak solutions for these special
problems were considered in Temam’s monograph [12]. The methods used
here are an extension of those in previous papers [5, 6] devoted to the study
of second order equations. General scheme of our proof of local existence
(construction of the set X, considerations following (19)) is similar to the classical
proof of the Picard theorem for solutions of ordinary differential equations.

2. Moetivation.

We have two tasks in this paper. In PartI we prove local in time classical
solvability of (1)-(3). We cannot expect global (that is in an arbitrarily large
time interval) solvability of (1)-(3) under the weak assumption of local Lipschitz
continuity of the nonlinear term f only (because of the possible rapid growth
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of f with respect to u, u, or u,,). However, the technique and estimates
developed in reaching our first task allow immediate verification in Part II for
a special problem (Cahn-Hilliard or Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equations) of global
Lipschitz continuity of its specific nonlinearities, which in turn guarantees
global solvability of this problem. Using our technique it is possible (see e.g.
[6]) to find effective estimates of the life time of solutions to various problems
with blowing-up solutions, blowing-up derivatives, etc.. The last may be of
special interest for the numerical calculations as an indication of how long the
solution of the approximated problem exists.

3. Assumptions.

Let us assume that 02« C* with some p<(0, 1), the function f is locally
Lipschitz continuous with respect to its arguments ¢, u, U, Us;s; (4 j=1, -, n)
and locally Hélder continuous with respect to x (exponent p) in the set
[0, TI1x@x R'*»*, When n>3, for existence of the Holder solution to (1)-(3)
we need additionally to assume that the partial derivatives fi, f., fuxl, fum,- ful-
fill the assumptions just mentioned for f (here and in what follows we use
the simplified notation for partial derivatives, e.g. f. denotes @f/ot). By
“Hplder solution” of (1)-(3) we mean the classical solution of the problem being
Hoélder continuous together with all the derivatives appearing in (1). The initial
function u,=C*#(2) fulfills the compatibility conditions required for a smooth
solution :

Juo_ 0(Auy) _
on= on =0 for x<0Q,

moreover, when n>3

aL(O; X, uo)_a(AL(OJ X, uo)) —
on N on h

0 for x =082,

4. Basic estimates and inequalities.

It is well known that a system (A?, {B,, B,}, 2) defines a “regular elliptic
boundary value problem” in the sense of [7], p. 76 also [11], pp. 165, 221, 273.
Moreover, our considerations will remain valid for boundary conditions other
than (3); e.g. for the Dirichlet condition :

(3" Blu=u=0, B;u;g%:o on 80,

The system (A?, {B], B3}, 2) also defines a regular elliptic boundary value
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problem. It is known ([7], p. 75), that for such problems the Calderon-Zygmund
estimates are valid i.e.:

4 V3 llwt e (AP oy + 0] 27c0>),
1<P<en €0

where v is an arbitrary C%£) function satisfying homogeneous boundary con-
ditions; B,v=B,v=0 on 9. We need a version of such an estimate valid for
second order elliptic operators (known also [9] as “the second fundamental in-
equality for elliptic operators”):

) [vlwe ey <cp, 1AV 20y + 0l 27 c0y),
where ¢=1, p>1, veW??(Q) and dv/dn=0 on 8£2. The second terms on the
right sides of (4), (5) will be replaced by |7]=| |Ql—lgqv(x)dx?.
! |
Further, we need a version of the interpolation inequality for intermediate
derivatives [1], p. 75: For QCR" having the uniform cone property, &,>0
fixed, there exists a constant K=K(¢,, m, 2) for every v=W™%®Q), such that

(6) V V lxvlg,zésl!vlgu,p'*‘cs’,Ulg,p

0<esey 0Sjsm—

1/2

where (0], =] %) SQ!D“zzlzdx} , ¢'=2K%" and C,=2K%-®/m-», We also

ta]=j

claim an estimate ([17], p. 108);

(7 3 v . HvHLm(mSCHvax.mm. pl>n,
2)

C>0 veW?, pf

where 2CR” has the cone property. Finally ([8], p. 37), when 0Q< C™, then

@® [olw e 0y SC [Vl m.gegy 10133,

with p=gq, p=r, 0<60<1 and k—n/p<B8(m—n/q)—(1—8)n/r.

Part I. General theory.

5. Local solvability of the problem (1)-(3).

Let us note that, due to Lipschitz continuity of f, uniqueness of the Hélder
(and weaker) solution of (1)-(3) is guaranteed. The proof, in which we con-
sider the difference of two solutions, is very similar to that of Lemma 2 and
will be omitted.

We define the range of arguments of the nonlinear function f; let =0,
x=Q, veR, p=(py, -, pa)=R", g=[qs;]=R* and set
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@ Xi={t, x.0, p 3100, 1, 2D, (Jol+ 3 pil*+ Slawl?) <R}

where T and R are fixed positive numbers. The expression bounded in (9) by
R corresponds, for the composite function f(t, x, u, u., uz.) in (1), to W2=(2)
norm of u. Let us denote the Lipschitz constants, inside X, for f with respect
to t, v, ps, i (4, 7=1, -+, ) by Ly, Ly, Ly, L; respectively (e.g. L; is suitable
for each ¢, 4, j=1, -, n). Also let |f(t, x, 0,0, 0)| <N for t<[0, T1, xef.

We shall start with the formulation of Lemma 1 necessary to present the
main result of Part I; Theorem 1. Because the proof of this lemma is very
technical, it will be left until the Appendix.

LEMMA 1. As long as the Hilder solution of (1)-(3) remains in X, the fol-
lowing estimates hold; when the dimension n<3, then

(10) It W= | x4 8121+ C. urd,
also
(11) ”u(t’ ¢ )”124/2 (2n/n~2)<g)§”(ggu%dx +N2 |Q | )+ CpS.Qude

for the space dimension n=4. Here v=(0, vo] (v, given in (55)), C, increases
when v decreases and || denotes the Lebesgue measure of 0.

We are now ready to formulate:

THEOREM 1. For two arbitrary positive numbers », R and initial function
U, satisfying the condition

(12) DUQLZ(O, x, ua)dx+Nz|Q|]+Cyggu%(x)dx§rz<l?z

(the constants v and C, were chosen in Lemma 1) there is a time T,, 0O<T,<T,
such that the Hilder solution of (1)-(3) corresponding to u, exists at least until
the time T,.

COMMENT. Condition (12) defines certain neighbourhood of the zero func-
tion in W*>(£2) to which u, should belong. When u, has too large norm we
shall transform the problem (1)-(3) onto equivalent one for the new unknown
function v:=u—u,;

(1/) '[};’—_—‘€ZAQU+_]?(t, X, Uy Ve, Uz‘z)
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With F(t, 2, v, ve, ve2)i= —&A%ue+ f(2, X, v+us, (V+1o)s, (0 +1e)sz) and homo-
geneous (zero) initial and boundary conditions corresponding to (2), (3). The
estimate (12) for the transformed problem reads

12 w{[ LAt O, 5, e, wor) RN Q1 < RY

and is evidently fulfilled, provided v>0 is chosen sufficiently small. All the
results obtained for u and (1)-(3) stay valid for v and the transformed problem.

The proof of Theorem 1 is divided into several steps. We start with two
simple a priori estimates for u(t, -)|z2c0, and lut, Hllzecoy valid while u re-
mains in X.

LEMMA 2 (First a priori estimate). As long as u remains in X, we have an
estimate
(13) gpuZ(t, x)dxgecl[g uo(X)dJC-'— NIQI ( _e_“):l,

c=c(Ly, Ly, Ls, N, €) being a constant.
PrOOF. Multiplying (1) by u and integrating over 2, we get:
lig uzdx:—szg A2uudx+g fudx
2 dt)e Q Q ’
Integreting by parts, noting (3)
~525 Azuudx:—szg (Au)d x,
Q 2
from the Lipschitz continuity of f inside X and the Cauchy inequality we find:

av 5 5w, w, weauds

<[ LA 3t e, )= £ %, 0, i, a1, 5,0, i, 2)
vf(t» X, 0’ 0) urr)+ +f(t’ X, O; 0) O)Jde

< g[ S Zutzdx+Lg i’Ejuiizjdx]

+[L3+N+L‘"+£27—]SQ dx + Yol

Estimating the first term on the right side of (14) through (5) with p=r=2,
and choosing y=7, sufficiently small that



394 Tomasz DrOTKO

€3 o7 max {L,, Ls}=¢*,
we finally get
N L. L.n?

1df
=z <| L4 — 4222
Zdtggu dx=[13+2+ o, T or,

which is equivalent to (13). The proof is completed.

+62]Sgu2dx+%r|!2],

We proceed to the next a priori estimate :

LEMMA 3 (Second a priori estimate). As long as the solution u remains
in X;

(15) Sgu%(t, x)dx;g[SQLz(O, %) u,,)dx+%(1—e-m‘)]ew,

where ¢y=c\(Ls, Ls, Lg, €) and c,=c(Ly, €) is proportional to cit.

ProOF. The difference quotient u,(¢, x)=h"'(u(t+h, x)—u(t, x)) (h>0 is
fixed) solves the equation:
(16) Une=—DUp+R [ flimtsn—fle=c].
Multiplying (16) by u,, integrating over £ and by parts, we find that:
1d
——ggu,%dx=~ez SQ(Auh)%zx

+h“Sg[f(t+h, ) u(t+h, %), ust+h, x), weelt+h, 1)

_f<t’ x, u(t+h: X), ur(t"i_hy x)y uzz(t‘l‘hy x))+
—f(t’ x, u(tr x); uz(ty X); urx(t; x))]uhdx

< —g? SQ(Auh)zdx—}— 1[&5(); uiridx—{—L;,S

: S ufepedr+ L3191 |

Qi3

1
+§?(1+L3+L4+L5>S9uzdx,

making use of the Lipschitz conditions and Cauchy inequality and, in particular,
an estimate:

Bt LA, b, 0, ust By ), watt by )

—f(t, x, u(t+h, x), u(t+h, x), usat+h, x)]undx
1

PRANY
= 2SQL‘dx+2r

2 ._.L 2 l 2
Sguhdx—~ 5 LIIQ\—I-ZTSQu,de .
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Noting that u, fulfils the same boundary conditions as u did, by (5), for 7=7,
we find that

J .
an g it DdrST A+ Ltk Lot Lobned| ui, vdxbnli @),

which leads to an estimate
(18) S u(t, x)dx§“ u2(0, x)dx—i—ci(1~e‘cl‘)]ecl‘ ,
0 Q ¢

with ¢, =75' (14 Lo+ L+ Li+78%), ¢:=7,L}|2|. Passing in (18) with 4 to 0%,
noting that for the smooth solution we consider u, tends to u, when h—0+* and
u(0, x) will be found from (1) with t=0, we justify (15). The proof is com-
pleted.

For the time being we restrict our considerations to space dimension n <3,
higher dimensions will be treated in the Appendix. For n<3 we will now
specify the value T, mentioned in the formulation of Theorem 1.

In the definition (9) of X we have introduced the time interval [0, T], for
which the Lipschitz constants for f were chosen. Next, from Lemmas 2, 3 we
have increasing with ¢ estimates (13), (15), which together with (10) in Lemma
1 give:

19) Juct, e, o] | utde+ N1 Q1|+, wrds

gy[(SQLZ(o, %, uo)dx+i—z(l—e‘“l'))e”1‘+z\f”|9|]
1

+Cye”UQu§(x)dx—|— ivlc-g—'(l—e~”)] .

The estimate (19) is valid as long as u remains in X. But the right side of
(19) increases with f, starting for =0 from a value not exceeding »* (compare
(12)). Defining T, as equal to min {7, r}, where = is the time for which the
right side of (19) reaches the value R?, we are sure that u(¢, -) remains in X
for ¢t<T, and n<3. Moreover, the composite function f(t, x, u, u,, u,,) is
uniformly Lipschitz continuous (constants L,, L,, L,, L;) and bounded in Qr,=
[0, ToIx 2.

The remaining part of the proof of Theorem 1 for n<3 is based on esti-
mates of solutions of linear 2b-parabolic equations (here b=2) in W™ Qr,)
space (see [10], Chapt. VII, §10). As a consequence of Theorem 10.4 reported
there (with m=1, b=2, t=4, s=0, [=0; hence [+t=4), we have:

(20) usWy(Qr,) with arbitrary ge&(1, o),
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which means boundedness of the W * norm of u;

(21) N 5 IDIDsulisqr) <+ -

Jj=0 47 +8=]

In particular u, & LYQr,) and uzizjrkxleLq(QTO) for any g<(1, o).
To obtain a priori estimates for the Holder solution of (1)-(3) we shall use
the following:

LEMMA 4. For n<3, under our basic assumption that [ is locally Lipschitz

continuous with respect to t, u, Uz, Uzyz, (4, J=1, -+, n) and Holder continuous
(exponent p) with respect to x and that u,=C*#(3) satisfies compatibility con-
ditions
A .
(22) uy 04k o r) 150,
on on

the solution u will be estimated a priori in the Holder space C'*#/™*HQr ),
g=min {2/9, p}.

OUTLINE OF THE PROOF. As a consequence of (20) with ¢=2n+2 we find
that u, u;, uz,=L****(Qr,) which, with the use of the Sobolev theorem, ensures
that

(23) uECH Q).
Since as a consequence of (15) u,=L=(0, Ty; L¥£)), then by (19) and (1)
EZAzu:_ut+f('y ty, Uy Ug, u.z‘z)GLm(O; To; LZ(Q))

and further, by the elliptic regularity [7, 117, v L>(0, T,; wtr(2)). Again by
the Sobolev theorem (in dimension n=3) W"Z(Q)CC““/”(!?), hence

(24) uc L0, Ty; C*2(Q)).

Using Lemma 3.1, Chapt. 1 of [10] subsequently to u, and then to .., @, 7
=1, -, n), in the presence of (23), (24) we find that uIiEC‘/“"/Z(QTO), more-
over

(25) Uiye , ECH 1 Qr,).

Finally, from the Lipschitz, Holder continuity of f inside X and (25) the com-
posite function f(f, x, u, u,, ;) belongs to C1'8#'(Qr,) for #'=min {1/2, g}.
From Theorem 10.1, Chapt. VII of [10] (with [—s=f, t+s=4 and [+t=4+f):

U S CHEIDHEQr ), a= min{%—, ﬂ/};

(here the letter C is used instead of H in [10]), and we have the required esti-



Fourth order semilinear parabolic equations 397
mate of u in the Holder space. The proof of Lemma 4 is completed.

Until now a number of a priori estimates for the hypothetical solution of
(1)-(3) have been given. With these estimates, however, the proper proof of
existence of the Hoélder solution to (1)-(3) based on the Leray-Schauder Principle
(“method of continuity”) is standard and will be omitted here (compare e.g.
[10, 5]). The proof of Theorem 1 for n<3 is thus finished.

Part II. Applications.
6. Global existence of selution for the Cahn-Hilliard equation.

It is simple to conclude from the considerations of Part I, that if we are
able to assure global in a time interval [0, T,] Lipschitz continuity of the
function f(t, x, u, u., u,.) (and its derivatives when n>3), then the solution
(being as smooth as the data allow) exists at least for t<[0, T,]. Obviously
we cannot expect such global Lipschitz continuity for general f in (1) (perhaps
of a very complicated nature), but we may prove it for a number of special
problems such as the Cahn-Hilliard equation. Here we will follow the presenta-
tion of this equation in [12], p. 147. Let us consider;

(26) u=—eA'u+AF(u)),

xEQCR", n<3, together with conditions (2), (3). Here F is a polynomial of
the order 2p—1 (moreover p=2 if n=3),

@n Fw=3 au’,  peN, pz2,

with positive leading coefficient; a,,.,>0. The prototype was F‘(u):,@zﬂ——au
with 8, a>0.

Since A(F(u))=F'(u)Au+F”(u)|Vu|* is locally Lipschitz continuous (F’, F”
are locally bounded), then the assumptions of Part I are satisfied (provided that
uy, 08 are smooth and (22) is filfilled) and we have free local in time existence
of the Holder solution to (26), (2), (3). However, if we can justify, using a
priori estimates, Lipschitz continuity of

(28) ft %, uy uz, uea)=AFW)=F'(w)Au+F"(u)| Vu |?

in [0, T,] (T,>0 will be fixed from now on), we will have proved the exist-
ence of the global Holder solution to the Cahn-Hilliard equation. We need to
estimate a priori [u(t, -)llz=c0y and [Au(t, -)|zoco, for t<[0, T,]. These two
estimates are in order simple consequence of the one given in [12], p. 156;
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(29) TACE @ Fecn < RA+ (A% [ F2c0)) ,

where £>0 and ¢<[0,1) are constants independent of u (dependent on the
special form (27) of F, k also on Vil 20). We have:

LEMMA 5. For a sufficiently regular solution of the Cahn-Hilliard equation
(n<3) the two a priori estimates are valid :

(30) lut, -)— @l Lo S c(|Augl fzcoy +mt)?,
with ﬁ:IQI”‘SQuO(x)dx, also

@D Au(t, lz=w < Cludllws, e, Th)

where C is a positive function increasing with respect to both arguments.

PROOF. We start with the proof of (30). Because of (3), integrating (26)
over £ we find that
d
E‘Sgu(t’ x)dx=0,
hence the mean value # is preserved in time. Multiplying (26) by A’z and inte-
grating over £ we get:

1d

(32) 5 d—tSQ(Au)de: — eQSQ(AZu)de +SQA(F(14))A2udx

IA

(e ) @mwrdnt o | faE T

I\

— S a1+ @),

where (29) was also used. The right side of (32) is a function of z: zgq(AZu)de,
having the form (—e&’z+(k/e?)z°+(k/e%) and therefore must be bounded from
above, say by m, for z=0. Hence:

(33) SQ(Au)de < SQ(Auo)zdx+2mt .

Since, for n<3, as a consequence of (7) and (5)
(34) lu@, ) —alrocy ScllAult, iz

we have (30). Note the slow growth of the right side of (30) of the order #'/*.
To obtain (31) we shall consider first u, in L%£). Formally we proceed
as in the proof of Lemma 3, but now without using implicit Lipschitz constants.
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5 2| pidz=—e{ Quards+{ [AF@ITudz

= —szggmuwdx+SQ<F<u>>hAuhdx

< —525 (Auh)zdx—i—SQF’(ﬁ)uhAuhdx .

Q

As a consequence of (30); | F/(u)| <K, hence

d

d—tSQu}idxé -_SZSQ(Auh)de+(1(/5)289u}21dx ,

and, for A—0*

(35) [ e, x| [—e8tuot AP Tdx exp [K/e1].

Je

Finally, from (26)
(36) A u=—u,+F'(w)Au+F"(u)|Vu|?,

where from (30), F/() and F7(u) are in L=([0, T,]X2), Au is in
L0, T, L¥2)) as a result of (33), u, is in L=(0, T; L)) as follows from
(35). Hence, as a consequence of the Sobolev inequality and (5)

INullzsey Sconst. (|Aull e+ #1), n<3,

also |Vul= L=, T,: L¥2)). We have now verified that the right side of (36)
belongs to L=(0, T'; L¥(2)), thus A*u=L=(0, T,; L* L)), which from (7), (4) for
n<3 means that Au< L([0, lexé). Also |Vu| is bounded in [0, T,]x 2.
The proof of Lemma 5 is completed.

For n<3 we have thus verified existence of the global Holder solution to
(26), (2), (3).

REMARK 1. The polynomial form of Fin [12] is rather restricting. Under
a weak assumption only ;

37) 3y —S:F(z)dng,

M>0 7ER

evidently satisfied by any F admitted by other authors [2, 3], we have the time
independent estimate

(38) lu(t, )—allfer S calVult, -)lifecor =const.

ug(

= eo{ I uelscor+ ;2?[5930 “F@)dzdx+M)Q 1J} :
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¢; being a constant in the Poincaré inequality. Estimate (38) is a simple con-
sequence of (37) and the existence of a Liapunov functional for the solution of
(26), (2), (3);

(39) g—t[izz—ggg uz (1, x)dx+SQS:”’“F(z)dzdx]go.

7. Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation.

Considering [12], p. 137, let us study the problem
(40) U =_Vuxxrx—urz—%(uz)2:

t=0, xe[—L/2, L/2], equipped by the space-periodic boundary conditions

@) RN
(42) (0, X)=14x) forxe[——%,%}.

We note that as a consequence of (41) (all the unspecified integrals here are
taken over [—L/2, L/2]);

Juatt, dx={ueatt, 3d2=t0natt, 0005 =[taeratt, 1dx=0
since, e.g.
L L
3) Justt, Ddx=u(t, 5)—u(t, - 5)=0.
With this observation it is easy to check that the expression
. 1/2
(4) [fomorde+|feax||" k=123 4

define equivalent norms in H*(—L/2, L/2) for functions satisfying (41) (or first
k conditions in (41) when k<4). For space-periodic boundary conditions (41)
the last observation replaces the Calderon-Zygmund estimates (4), (5).

For the problem (40)-(42) the term f has the form:

(45) [t %, 1ty )=t o (0

hence, to show global existence of the solution, we shall find a global in time
L= a priori estimate of u,. This estimate will be obtained in two steps.

First step. Estimate of S(uﬁdx.

Multiplying (40) by u,, and integrating over [—L/2, L/2] we find that:
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g Swrar=sfae e {wrds— g jwrundx,
but
S(uz)zu”dx:%S[(ux)sjzdxzo

because of (41), hence applying (6) we obtain

%S(zu)zdx: _2”5(1‘111)2d?€*5(u”)2dx

_£_<#2»+2u>g<um>2dx+2cyg<uz>2dx
or

46) S(uxﬂt, x)dx gS(uomdx exp (2C,1)
<f@rdxexp@C,To= 1 m.

Second step. Estimate of S(u”)zdx.
Multiplying (40) by #.... and integrating over [—L/2, L/2] we find:

1d

“7) 7a—tS(u”)de:—v§<umz>2dx+S<um>2dx—%Swmzmdx,

next, using (46) and the Poincaré inequality we have

e N P PR e

S VIR YR
Choosing my(8/2)=v (hence (m,cs/20)=(vc;/0%), and using (6) to estimate the
third derivative in (47), we obtain
1d
2 dt
which together with (46) and the inequality following from (7) and (43)

Jaeerdxs(—vt 2+ 5 ) @earerdu+| Cont gt e,

48) hett, Dltege|tt, Ddx (=D

justify the required L=([0, T\ 1X[—L/2, L/2]) estimate of u,. From our general
result it is clear that there exists a global Holder solution of the problem (40)-
(42). Our considerations are completed.
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Part IIl. Appendix.
8. Proof of Lemma 1.

Since in fact the proof of (11) coincides with that of

(10) Jutt, e ==l | utdx+N*1Q1)+C.|

we will present only the first proof. For w:=u,,, as a consequence of (7)
with p=4, =1, n<3:

(49) [l = Clwlw s SCC wlyE s, lwllY g, »

where the inequality (8) has also been used. Now, from the Young inequality
(50) 0 S 2wl s+ C@lwlsoce

(with C(6)=const. d-7), hence from (6) we may claim

(51) Nte go Lo S8 ullwe sy +Collul 2oy (n£3).

As a consequence of (1), when u remains in X

(52) Sg(Azu)deze"‘SQ[u;—f(t, X, U, Uy, Upz) ?dx
g35-459[u§+ﬂ<t, x,0,0, 0)-(f(t, x, 0,0, 00— F(t, %, u, us, Ues)*]dx

<3s! SQ[uE—I-Nz]dx-I—QE"'Uull?vz,mz) ,
where ¢,=c(Ls, Ly, L;). As a result of (4), (51)
”urieri""(!))éZBz“ung,z(.(z)-{"z(éa)zﬂuHfz(g)
<2e" (A% | Loy + [l o) 2 Co) |l ul F2co -
Next, from (52)
C4
(53 ltte o Bmc S 126717 | i+ N9 + 5 Iliercor |

+@4c?+2Co) |l feco -

As a consequence of (7) with p=n+1 and (5) with p=n+1, r=2, we may
show that

e frs. o S c(AuliZnsicor +lulZacoy)

Ses(lAullfocn +lullEe) -
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Summing (53) with respect to 7, j or with respect to i, i to get the bound for
3 ez ll s OF [Auli=co;, respectively, we finally have
.7

lulfe. =0y <(n*+csn) - (right side of (53))+¢slullfecey, which,  for
y 1 =24¢"*c?0%n?+csn) and J taken so small that

(54) 125’40252(n2+05n)c—§— 12 s%

gives (10). Condition (54) defines the value v, mentioned in Lemma 1 (v&(0, v,])
in such a way, that

(55) Sueedl@1=1.

The proof of (11) is similar to that of (10) with one exception, instead of
(49) our starting point is an estimate (valid for n=4);

(56) lwlrenin-2cr EClwlwr ey = CC|w] :{5 Z(Q)“ w”‘ﬁ(!)) ,

used for w=u,,,,; as previously. The proof of Lemma 1 is completed.

9. Space dimensiens n>3.

We have now complete information necessary to obtain the a priori esti-
mates of u in W2=() for arbitrary n. To simplify notation we denote by T
a positive time such that

(57) flul L™(0, Ty; W2.%°(2)) <R,

which is equivalent to saying that u remains in X until a time 7, (such T,>0
exists due to continuity of the Hélder solution and (12); we need to estimate
it). The key idea of our further proof is that estimates obtained for u will be
valid as well for u, solving the equation

ul2:_62A2u2+ft+fuut+ Zifurfrutl.i-'_izj f“zi.z'jull'i"’j .
From (11) and Lemmas 2, 3 we have
(58) us L0, Ty; W22rin=2()),

and from an estimate similar to (11), valid for u, (we need our supplementary
assumptions on f, u, to justify it):

(59) u, L=, Ty; Wa2rin=¥Q2)),
and, as a consequence of (1), (58) and (59)

A u=—u,+f(t, x, u, Uy, Uy )S L0, Ty; L2 D)).
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Then from the elliptic regularity theory [7, 117:
(60) ue L=(0, Ty; Woenim-2()),
For n<5, as a consequence of (7)
Wr=(yTW*2nin-3 ),

thus using (60) we have verified (57). At this point we will fix the time T,
(for n=4, 5) in a similar way as previously for n<3 in considerations follow-
ing (19).

Next, for u=6, ---, 9, using (60), the analogous estimate for u,:

(61) us L0, T,; Wherin-2(Q)

(requiring new assumptions on f, u,) and (1) we justify that
ucsL>0, Ty; WeEn=2(QNC L=(0, T,; W>=(2)).

We shall continue this procedure for larger n.

REMARK 2. In spite of certain technical complications involved in our
proofs, the general idea of Theorem 1 is simple. It is based on Lemmas 1, 2, 3
giving a priori estimates and on the theory of linear problems known in litera-
ture. Moreover, our a priori estimates technique offers the possibility of effec-
tive estimates (as in [6]) of the life time of solutions. As a competitive tech-
nique we should mention the semigroups theory and its generalizations: com-
pare e.g. [7, 4, 13].
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