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1. Introduction

It is well-known that compactness arguments are very useful in the study
of the existence and regularity of solutions of perturbed nonlinear evolution
equations. In the first part of the paper we fix our attention on nonlinear diffusion

problems of the type

v --ABv) =g inQr=(0,T)xQ,
(5) Bv) =0 on Xp = (0,T) x 892,
v(0,z) = vo(z) on Q,

where Q is an open regular bounded domain of RN and B is a continuous non-
decreasing function such that 8(0) = 0. Problem (Pz) arises in the study of heat
conduction when the thermal conductivity depends on the temperature (see e.g.
G. Diaz and J. I. Diaz [5] and its references). It also appears in many other
physical contexts (see the general expositions by Aronson [2], Kalashnikov [8]
and Vézquez [18]). In Section 2 we prove the compactness of the Green type
operators g — v and g — B(v) for vy € L'(2) fixed, imnproving previous results
by the authors (see Diaz and Vrabie [6], [7]).
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As an application of the mentioned results we consider the Boussinesq type

system
u,+ (u-Vju —vAu +Vr=F(v) in Qr,
v+ (u-Vv—-ABw)=0 in Qr,
(Sﬁp) divu =0 in QT,
u=_0and B(v)=0 on X,
u(0,z) = ug(z) and v(0,z) = vo in Q,

where now we assume N = 2. The special case 8(s) = s and F(v) = (0,v — v),
for some 7 € R fixed, arises in thermohydraulics (see, e.g., Temam [17, p. 129]).
Tt these circumstances, the unknowns u,v and n represent the nondimension-
alized velocity, temperature and pressure, respectively, of a fluid occupying £2.
The general case analyzed here could be interpreted as a mathematical model
describing the movement of a fluid inside €2, in which a diffusion process takes
place simultaneously. According to the type of diffusion considered, u and w are
again the nondimensionalized velocity and pressure of the fluid respectively, but
v may represent either the concentration of a certain substance diffusing into the
fluid, or its temperature. We remark that our results can be easily applied to
more sophisticated systems arising, for instance, in the study of premixed flame
models for the combustion of multicomponent mixtures of gases (see Manley,
Marion and Temam [14]). We also remark that the most important particular
case, of relevance in applications, corresponds to the choice of 3 either as a piece-
wise linear function (see Rulla [15] and Rodrigues [16]) or B(s) = |s|™~1s for
some m > 0 (see references in the mentioned surveys). Our existence result for
system (Syr) concerns the cases of piecewise linear or fast diffusion operators,
i.e. B(8) =|s{™ s and m € (0,1]. When 0 < m < 1 the problelm is of relevance
in plasma physics (see references in G. Diaz and J. I. Dfaz [5]). Finally, we point
out that our existence result gives the additional regularity (u - V)v € L?(Qr)
which is of interest for nonlinear diffusion operators. o

2. Compactness properties of the nonlinear diffusion equation

In this section we prove some compactness results for the nonlinear diffusion
problem (Pg). Let Q be a nonempty and bounded domain in R¥ having the
cone property and let #: R — R be a continuous and nondecreasing function
with 8(0) = 0. We define B: R — R by

- / B(r)dr,  for each 7 €R.
0
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Tn what follows we say that a function f : R -+ R! has a sublinear growth if

there exist a > 0 and b > 0 such that
1S () < allz|f + b, for cach z € R¥,

We point out that if # has a sublinear growth, taking into account that 8
is nondecreasing and 3(0) = 0, we easily deduce that B is nonnegative on R+
and the corresponding superposition operator associated with B maps bounded
subsets in L2(Q) into bounded subsets in L!(£).

It is well-known (see the mentioned surveys) that for each g € L!(Qr)
and each vy € L'(f2), there exists a unique function v € C([0, T]; L!(f2)) with
B(v) € LY0;T; Wy (R)) satisfying (P;) in the sense of distributions over Q.
We shall refer to such a function v as to the unique solution of (Pg) corresponding

to g and vy, and we shall denote it by
(1) v = (g, v0).
The next compactness result has been proved in Diaz and Vrabie [6].
LEMMA 1. If B is strictly increasing, then for each fized vo € L1(Q) and each

weakly relatively compact subset G in L' (Qr), the set

(G, m) = {p(9,v); g € G}

is strongly relatively compact in C([0,T}; L'(Q)).

The next consequence of Lemma I improves |7, Corollary 3.1].

COROLLARY 1. If B is strictly increasing, then, for each fized vy € L2(2)
and each p € [1,2), the mapping ¢(-,v) : L2(Qr) — C([0,T}; L(R)) carries
L¥(Qr) into C([0, T); LP(Q)) and is weakly-strongly sequentially continuous from
the former to the latter. In addition, if vo € L*°(Q) then the result holds for any
p € [1,00).

Proor. We start by recalling that if g is continuous nondecreasing and
B(0) = 0 then, for each p € [1, 0), each vy € L?(2) and each g € L(0, T; LP(Q)),

v = (g, vp) satisfies

t
) 1) oy < ool meny + / 19() | w(en dr
JO

for each t € [0,T] (see Bénilan [4]). Therefore, if o € L2(2), g € L?*(Qr) and
p € [1,2), we have

v € L™(0,T; L*(Q)) € L*=(0,T; LP(R)).
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Now, let us assume by contradiction that v does not belong to C([0, T]; LP(R2)).
Then there exist { € [0,T] and (t,)nen in [0, 7] with ¢, — ¢ and € > 0 such that

(3) e < |lv(t) = v(ta)llLe(),
for each n € N. Since v € C([0, T]; L1(Q)), at least on a subsequence, we have

Jim v(t,) =v(t) ae. inf.

Tnasmuch as (v(t,))nen is bounded in L3(2) and p € [1,2), from Ladyzhenskaya
et al. [9, Lemma 2.2, p. 72|, we conclude that on this subsequence v(t,) — v(t) in
LP(9). But this contradicts (3). Thus v € C([0, T}; LP(2)). In a very similar way,
using Lemma 1, we may prove that for each fixed vy € L2(f2) and each bounded
subset G in L?(Qr), (G, vo) is strongly relatively compact in C([0, T; L?(2)).

Now, let (gn)new be a sequence in L?(Qr) weakly convergent in this space
to g. Since {©(gn,vo);n € N} is strongly relatively compact in C([0, T); LP(S2)),
to complete the proof, it suffices to show that the set of all limit points of
(#(gn,v0))nen in C([0,T]; LP(2)) contains only ¢(g,vp). But this follows from
the fact that the unique limit point of (¢(gn,v0))nen in the sense of distributions
over Qt is ¢(g,vg), and this completes the proof. A similar argument can be
applied for any p € [1,00) if vg € L(R). O

In order to prove the next compactness result, a simple lemma is needed.

LemMma 2. If B is continuous nondecreasing and $(0) = 0, then, for each
vy € L1(Q) with B(wy) € L1(R), the unique solution w of (Pg) corresponding to

g =0, t.e. 1w = (0, 09), satisfivs

(1) B(w() € L'(%), for each t € [0,T),
and

(5) IVBO) @) < 7 I1BG(o)lzxa,

foreach0<s<t<T.

ProoF. Multiplying both sides in w; — AB(w) = 0 by 8(w), integrating over
Q and over [s,t] C [0,T], we get

[ [ B daar s [ [ 19 dzar=o,
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and thus
(6) I B(w(t)l|Lr () +/ IVB(w(r))|Z2(q) dr = [|B(w(s))| 2 (sy-

Since B(vp) € L}(2), from {6) we easily get (4). Next, multiplying both sides
in w; — AB(w) = 0 by f'(w)w;, integrating over Q2 and over [s,t] C [0,T], we

obtain . Lt g
/ / w? B (w) dr dr + —/ — / IVB(w)|? dx dr = 0,
a8 JO 2 s dr 1]

and consequently
IVBw(tN iz < IVB(0(s))l|Z2a),
for each 0 < s < t < 7. From this inequality and (6) we deduce (5) and this

completes the proof. O

LEMMA 3. If B is continuous nondecreasing, with sublinear growth and B(0)
= 0, then, for each fized vy € L?(2) and each bounded subset G in L*(Qr), the

set
B(p) = {B(v?);v? = p(g,v), g € G}

is strongly relatively compact in C([0,T]; LP(2)), provided p € [1,2) and, in fact,
for any p € [1,00).if vg € L>®(12).

PRoOF. We denote by S(t) : L'(Q) — L), t > 0, the semigroup of
nonexpansive mappings generated by Ag on L(Q), i.e.

S(t)vo = (0, 20)(t),

for each vy € L'(2) and ¢ > 0. Let vy € L?(§2) be fixed and let G be a bounded
subset in L?>(Q1). For each g € G, we set v9 = (g, vg). Then, in view of (2),
we deduce that the set

{S(A)(t—-A); g€ G, te[0,T], x>0, t— )X >0}
is bounded in L?(2). Moreover, from Vrabie [19, Lemma 2.3.1, p. 65], we have
¢
19°(6) = St = Moo < [ ot lluacey dr
t_
for each g€ G,t € [0,T] and A > 0 with ¢ — A > 0. Thus

lv9(2) = SN2t - NllLr(ey £ VAIRUIG],
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for each g € G,t € [0,T] and A > 0 with ¢ — XA > 0, where || is the Lebesgue
measure of @ and |G| = sup{||g||L2(qr); 9 € G}. Hence

linb lv9(t) — S(A)w?(t = A)|lLry =0

for each t € (0, T], uniformly for g € G. Since 3 is continuous and has sublinear
growth, {3(v9(t)); g € G, t € [0,T]} and {B(S(A\)v9(t—N); g€ G, t€ [0, T}, A >
0, t — XA > 0} are bounded in L?(f2). The last relation in conjunction with [9,
Lemma 2.2, p. 72] shows that

(7) lim [|8(07 (1)) ~ BSAN)w(t = )l oy = 0,

for each t € (0,T], uniformly for g € G, provided p € [1,2). Next, by (5), we

have 1
IVA(S(Av(t — M)12q) < FIBE(E =~ Az @),

for g € G, t € (0,T] and A > 0 with ¢ — XA > 0. Since H(R2) is compactly
imbedded in L?(2), this inequality along with (2) shows that {8(S(A)v?(t — \));
g€ G, A>0, t— A > 0} is relatively compact in L2(f2) for each t € (0,7). From
(7) we then conclude that, for each ¢ € [0,T], {B(v9(t)); g € G} is relatively
compact in LP(Q2), for p € [1,2).

We will now show that {3(v9); g € G} is equicontinuous from [0, T] into
L?(£2). To this end, let ¢ € [0,7] and let 8 € C5°(€2). We have

t+h t+h
/ﬂ[v-"(t + h) — v4(t))f dx = /t /nﬂ(vg('r))AG dzdr +[ /ngﬂ dz dr,

for each g € G and h € R with t + h € [0, T]. Consequently,
,lin}] {v?(t + h) — vI(t),0) L2y = 0

uniformly for g € G. Since C§°(f2) is densely imbedded in L2(£2) and {v%; g € G}
is bounded in L™= (0, T; L?>(Q2)) (see (2)), the last relation shows that {v9;g € G}
is weakly equicontinuous from [0, 7] into L3(£2).

Next, we prove that {3(v?); g € G} is strongly equicontinuous from [0, 7] into
LP(Q), for p € [1,2), or equivalently, for p € (1,2). To this end, let p € (1,2)
and let A: D(A) C LP(Q) be the realization of 37! in LP(R), i.e.

Aw = {z € LP(Q); 2(z) € B~ (w(z)) a.e. for z € Q}

for each w € D(A), where D(A) = {w € LP(Q); 3z € LP(Q), 2(z) € f~(w(z))
ae. for z € Q}. Since B is nondecreasing and continuous, $~! is maximal
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monotone and thus A is m-accretive. Inasmuch as p € (1,2), the dual of Lr(Q)
is uniformly convex and thus, in view of Barbu [3, Proposition 3.5, p. 75], A is
demiclosed, i.e. its graph is strongly-weakly sequentially closed in L?(91). Hence,
if w, - wand 2z, — z in LP(Q), and w, € D(A), z, € Aw, for each n € N,
then w € D(A4) and z € Aw.

Now, let us assume by contradiction that {8(v?); g € G} is not strongly
equicontinuous in LP(Q) at some ¢ € [0,T]. Then there exist £ > 0, (gn)nen in
G, and h, — 0 such that t + h,, € [0, T for each n € N, and

e <||B (t + hy,)) — B ()|l e,

for each n € N. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there exists
v € L*() such that v (t) — v in L?(Q) and also in LP(). Since {v9; g €
G} is weakly equicontinuous from [0,7] into L2(2), we easily conclude that
v (t+ hn) — v in LP(Q). Now, let us recall that {8(v9"(t)); n € N} is strongly
relatively compact in LP(f2) for p € [1,2). Consequently, on a subsequence at

least, we have

BT (1) —w  in LP(Q).

But B3(v9(t)) € D(A) and v (t) € AB(v9(t)), for each n € N. Inasmuch as A
is demiclosed, we have w € D(A) and v € Aw, i.e. w = B(v). Similarly, one may
show that, on a subsequence at least,

BT (L+ hy)) — w0 = Av) in LP(2).

Thus B(v (t + hn)) — B(v9"(t)) — 0 in LP(R), thereby contradicting (8). This
contradiction can be eliminated only if {(v?); ¢ € G} is equicontinuous from
[0, T] into LP(£2).

Finally, by the Arzeld-Ascoli Theorem, we conclude that {3(v9);9 € G}
is strongly relatively compact in C([0,T]; L*(£2)), for each p € [1,2), and this
completes the proof. If vop € L*°(f?) the maximum principle shows v(t,:) €
L*>(§2) and an easy modification yields the result for any p € [1, 00). d

COROLLARY 2. If § is continuous nondecreasing with sublinear growth and
B(0) = 0, then, for each fizred vo € L*(2) and p € [1,2), the operator g — B(v9)
maps L?(Qr) into C([0,T]; LP(RY)), and is weakly-strongly sequentially continu-
ous from the former into the latter. The conclusion holds for any p € [1,00) if
vp € L™(Q).

PROOF. In view of Lemma 3, g — #(v?) maps L?(Qr) into C([0,T); L*(52)),
provided p € [1,2). Therefore, we have merely to show that this operator is
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weakly-strongly sequentially continnous from L2(Qr) into C([0, T); LP(R2)), for
p € [1,2). Thus, let g, ~— g in L*(Qr). Since, by Lemma 3, {8(v?");n € N} is
strongly relatively compact in C([0, T]; LP(f2)), to complete the proof it suffices
to show that the set of all limit points of (B(v9))nen in C([0, T}; LP?(82)) contains

only /(v¥). To prove this, let us assume that, on a subsequence, we have
B — w in C([0, T}; LP(%2)).

As L?(Q) is compactly imbedded in H~1(f2) and, for each ¢ € [0, T}, {v9"(t); n €
N} is bounded in L2(Q2) (see (2)), this set is strongly relatively compact in
H~1(Q). According to [19, Theorem 2.3.1, p. 61], the set {v9*; n € N} is
strongly relatively compact in C([0, T|; H ~1(2)). At this point let us observe that
gn — g in L?(Qr) implies g, — g in L?(0,T; H~1(Q)). Following the very same
arguments as in [19, Corollary 2.3.1, p. 67], we deduce that v9* — v9 strongly
in C([0,T); H~1()). Now, for each ¢ € [0, T], at least on a subsequence, we have
v (1) — v9(¢) in L2(Q), and also in LP(§2). Recalling that S(v?=(t)) — w(t) in
L7(R2), and reasoning as in the last part of the proof of Lemnma 3, we deduce
that w(t) = B(v?(1)), lor ¢ € {0,T). Thus, the only limit point of (8(v9"))nen in
C([0,T); LP(2)), for p & [1,2), is B(v?) and this completes the proof. The result
for p € [1,0) is proved in a similar way. O

REMARK 1. Under the hypotheses of Corollary 2, we may prove that for each
g € L3(Qr) and p € [1,2), v € C([0,T]; LP(2)), and also that the operator g —
v9 is weakly-weakly sequentially continuous from L2(Qr) into C(|0, T]; LP(£2)).00

3. An existence result for a Boussinesq type system

We start by introducing the functional setting of the system (S 7). As usual
(see Leray [11], Lions [L3], Temam {17]) we rewrite the Navier-Stokes equation in
the space of divergence {ree vector fields. We recall that, in this way, we obtain a
new system with only two unknown functions u and v. Namely, let us consider

the function spaces

Co (8
H,(€) = the completion of C>(€2) in the L?(€}; R*)-norm

)=

) =
Whe(Q) = W) P(;R?) N H,(9);
H2(Q) = H?(;RY) nW12(Q).

= {u € C°( R?); divu = 0);

Let P, : L2(;R?) — H,(S?) be the orthogonal projection and let us define the
Stokes operator —A,, : H2(Q}) — H,(£2) by

Asu = P,Au
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for each u € H%(Q)). Applying the projection P, to bhoth sides of the first
equation of (Sy r), observing that I, Vm = 0 and that divu = 0 implies u =
P,u, we see that (S5 7) may be rewritten as

u;+ Py(u-Vju -vAu = P,F(v) in Qr,

v+ (u-Viv—AB(w)=0 in Qr,

u=0 and Bv)=0 on Yr,

u(0,z) =ug(z) and v(0,z) =vp(z) in Q.

(9)

We may now proceed to the statement of the main results for problem (SgF).

THEOREM 1. Let Q1 be a nonemply and bounded domain in R? having the
cone properly and v > 0. Lel B : R — R be a continuous strictly increasing
Junction such that 7' is a locally Lipschilz function. Lel F : R -» R2 be a
continuous function. Then, for each T > 0,uq € W}23(2) and vy € L*®(),
problem (9) has at least one solution (u,v) in the following sense:

(10)  w €C([0,T); Hy()) N L0, T; W3(R)) N L*(0, T; HA(R));
(11) u;, P,(u - V)u € L%0,T; H,(Q));
(12) v € C([0,T); LP(£)), Jor each p € [1,2);

(13)  B(v) € C([0,T); LP()) N LX(0,T; HY($2)) N L™(Qr),
Jor each p € [1, 00);

(14) (u - Vv e L2(Qr),
and (u,v) satisfies (9) in the sense of distribulions over Q.

REMARK 2. We do not know if Theorem 1 can be extended to the case of
2 C R3. The main difficulty is to get suitable a priori estimates in order to prove
(14), which is crucial in order to conclude the local existence (by means of our
approach). We also point out that Theorem 1 remains valid, at least for some
T > 0, for a general initial datum vy € L2(12) il we assume additionally that 81

is a globally Lipschitz function. 0

REMARK 3. Using similar arguments to those in Diaz and Vrabie [7] we may
extend Theorem 1 to the case in which F is an upper semicontinuous multifunc-
tion with nonempty and compact convex values. We may also allow F to depend

on u and we may replace the second equation in (Sg r) by

v+ (u - V)v — AB(v) € G(u,v) in Qr,
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where (7 : R? — 2% is npper seniicontinuous with nonempty and compact convex

values. O

To simplify the exposition we will assume v = 1 in (9). We note that all the
arguments used in this specific case are essentially the same as those needed for
arbitrary v > 0.

The idea of prool in Theorem 1 is of topological nature and rests heavily upon
Corollary 1. It consists in showing that a suitably defined operator has at least
one fixed point whose existence implies the existence of a local solution of (9).
We describe briefly this idea. First, let us fix T* > 0,7 > 0 and p > 0 (which will
be chosen very precisely later on) and let us define the set K = B, (0,1) x B(0, p),
where B,(0.7) and B(0, p) are the closed balls with center 0 and radius r and
p, in L2(0,T*; H,(S)) and L%(Qr+) respectively. Next, let us observe that, for
each (f,g) € K, each of the two problems

ut——A,,u=f inQT‘1
(15) u =0 on X,
u{0,z) = up(z) inQ,

and (P3) has a unique solution u € C([0,7*]; H,(2)) and v € C([0, T*}; L}(£2)).
Moreover, since vg € L>®({1) we can assume, without loss of generality, that
F and 3 have sublinear growth and ~! is globally Lipschitz. Indeed, by the

maximum principle any [unction v satisfying

ot (u-Vio - Ag(v) =0 inQps,
(Psu) Bv) =0 on Tpe,
v(0,2) = uy(x) on {2,

when divu = 0 must satisfy
ol 2= (@) < llvoll ()
(see e.g. Rulla [15]). Then we can replace 3 over the intervals
(=00, =[[voll L= () — 1) U (l|lvoll Lo (@) + 1, 00)

by any continuous extension E of 4 having sublinear growth and with 8~ glob-
ally Lipschitz. So the solutions of (Pgu) and (Pﬁu) must coincide. A similar
argument holds for F. Now, lel us define

Q(fvg) = ('_Pa(u ' V)u + P‘,F(‘U), _(u : V)v)a
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where u and » correspond to (£, g) by means of (15) and (P4). Clearly, whenever
(f,g) € K is a lixed point of @, (u,v) satisfies (15) and (%) is a solution of
(9)- Hence, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that Q has at least one
fixed point. To this end we will prove that, [or some suitably chosen 7% >
0,7 >0and p > 0, Q maps K into itself and is weakly-weakly sequentially
continuous from K into K (both the domain and range being endowed with the
weak topology of L%(0,T*; H,(2)) x L?(Qr+)). Since K is convex and weakly
compact in L%(0,T*; H,()) x L?(Qr-), by Arino, Gauthier and Penot’s Fixed
Point Theorem [1], @ has at least one fixed point in K.

Before showing how to choose T* > 0, 7 > 0 and p > 0, some preliminaries
are needed. First, let us define ¢ : H,(Q2) — [0, 00] by

o(n) = { Lyt Jolou/0xPdx i u € WER(Q),

00 otherwise.

It is well-known that ¢ is convex, l.s.c. and proper and its subdifferential coin-

cides with the Stokes operator, i.e.
dp(u) = A,u

for each u € D(8y¢), where D(dp) = H2(12). The next lemmas will be useful

later.

LEMMA 4. If F:R — R? has sublinear growth there ezist k € (0,1), h > 0,
c> 0 and d > 0 such that, for each u € H:(Q) and v € L*(Q), we have

(16) || = Pe{u - V)u + PaF(V)lﬁl,,(sn
< KA llF, o) + hlp@)]* + ellvlFaq) + d.

PROOF. Since §2 C R? there exists C' > 0, such that

1P (u - V)ullf ) < Cotu)llull s, @llAct i, @)

for each u € I12(§2) (see Temam [17]). Since W12() is continuously imbedded
in H,(£1), there exists C > 0 such that

il @) < Cillullyag, = Civ2(p(u))/?
for each u € I'Vé‘2(Q). From the last two inequalities we get

(17) 1P (u - V)ully, o) < mlp(u))*?Asu g, @),



410 J. I. DiAz — 1. 1. VRABIE

for each u € H2(Q2), where m = /2CC}. In view of (17), we then have
| = Po(u - V)u + PF@)lI}, o) < 2mlp()) 2| Agu |lu, @) + 211 P F (), )

for each u € H2(2). But F has sublinear growth and thus there exist a > 0
and b > 0 such that ||F(v)|| < a|v| + b for each v € R. From this remark, the
preceding inequality and Cauchy’s inequality with € > 0, we get

| = Po(u - V)u + PF()}, (g
<2{ £180ulf @ + el )P} + dalvlza + 68
<ellAsuly, ) + o)’ +da®ollfaq + 467
for each u € H2(f2) and v € L*(Q). This inequality clearly shows that (16)

holds with k = ¢ € (0,1), h = m/e, a = 4a? and d = 4b?, and this completes the
proof. 0

LEMMA 5. For each ug € Wh3(Q) and each r > 0, there ezist two nonde-
creasing functions v, : (0,00) — (0, 4+00), with

A0 =0
and such that, for each T > 0, and each f € L%(0,7; H,(R)) with £l 20,7 Ha (2))
< r, the unique solution u of (15) satisfies

(18) allzeo(q.ir2y < ¥(7) +6(7).

PRrOOF. In view of Solonnikov’s Theorem (see e.g. von Wahl (20, Theorem
III.1.1, p. 67]), there exists a nondecreasing function { : (0,00) — (0, c0) such
that, for each ug € W} 2(Q) and each f € L?(0, 7; H,(f2)), the unique solution
u of (15) satisfies

(19) llwellz2q,re) + lullz2o,rm20)) + 0l oo o w22 oy

S UD€ 3 go,ms22, (2)) + Ve(uo)).

Hence the components of u belong to the space W22’1(QT) as defined in La-
dyzhenskaya et al. [9, p. 5. Since 2 C R? has the cone property, also from
[9, Lemma 3.3, p. 80], [Iszz‘](QT)]2 C L*®(Q,;R?) and there exist C; > 0 and
C3 > 0 such that

(20) [l llLe(q.r2) < Cillif|L2(q, w2y + CalllBell L2(q, r?) + Tl L2(0, ;22 a))



NONLINEAR DIFFUSION FEQUATIONS 411

for each i € [W2'(Q,)]2. From (19) and (20), we conclude that there exists

'3 > 0 such that
(21) llullLeq, w2y < CrllwllL2rn, () + Csl(TUE N 220,51, (02)) + Vie(uo)).

Since .
ha (&)l &, @) < lluolls, @) +/O £ ()| o, () ds

for each t € [0, 7], and W}2?(Q) is continuously imbedded in H, (), there exists
Cy4 > 0 such that

(22) lullL2(0,m . ) < Cav/To(uo) + 7€ 200,75, (o))

for each ug € W1?(Q) and f € L%(0,7; H,()).

Now, let ug € W}2() be fixed and let r > 0. We define 7 : (0,00) — (0, 00)
by 7(7) = C1[Cay/Te(u0) + 77], and 8 : (0,00) — (0,00) by 8(r) = Csi(7)[r +
Ve(up)). Clearly lim,_o4(r) = 0, and by (21) and (22) we get (18), thereby
completing the proof. O

LEMMA 6. For each vy € L?(Q2) and each p > 0, there ezists a nondecreasing
function n : (0,00) — (0, 00) with

lim n(r) = 0,

and such that, for each g € L*(Q,) with ||g|12(q,) < p, the unigue solution v of
(Pg) satisfies

(23) ”Vﬁ(”)”iz(q,) < IBwo)ll (e + n(r).

PROOF. Multiplying both sides in (P3) by #(v), integrating over £ and over
[0, 7], we get .

(24)  [IBo()llLi@) + IVB®@)1320,) = I B(vo)llLray + {9, B()) 12(q.)-
In view of (2), we easily deduce
(25) lo@)llz2) < llvollL2ny + vTllgllL2 .y

for each ¢t € [0,7]. Recalling that @ has sublinear growth, i.e. that there exist
@ > 0 and b > 0 such that

(26) 18(v)| < @Jv| + b,
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for each v € R, from (24) and (25), we get

IVB(©)32(q.) < 11B(wo)llL(a)
+ V79l L2 @) [@llvoll L2y + VTallgll L2 q,) + 0v/ 9],

where [Q] stands for the Lebesgue measure of 2. Hence (23) is satisfied by
7 : (0, 00) — (0, 00) defined as

1(r) = VTplallvoll g2y + v7ap + b/,

for each 7 > 0, and this completes the proof. O

We may now proceed to the definition of the set K. To this end, let ug €
WL2(2) and vy € L=(2) and let us define r > 0 by

1+ 3k
1-k

(27) r?=2 [p(uo) +1j,

where k € (0, 1) is given by Lemma 4. Next, let us define p > 0 by
(28) p* = M1+ 6Q1)]*[l| B(vo)llzr(ay + 1],

where M is the global Lipschitz constant of 3~! and 8 : (0,00) — (0,00) is
given by Lemma 5, for ug and r > 0 fixed as above. Finally, choose T* € (0, 1]
satisfying

2

3
1-k
) 1 (b]otan) + | + ool + VTR? +) < 15502,

where k € (0,1), h > 0, C > 0 and d > 0 are given by Lemma 5, r > 0 is defined
by (27) while p is defined by (28), and

(30) AT <1,  T*)<1
Here 7,7 : (0,00) — (0,00) are given by Lemmas 5 and 6 for ug, vy, r > 0 and

p > 0 fixed as above.

LEMMA 7. Let v > 0, p > 0 and T* € (0,1) satisfy (27)—(30), and let
K = B,(0,7)x B(0, p) where B,(0,1) and B(0, p) are the closed balls with center
0 and radius r and p, in L*(0,T*; H,(Q)) and L%(Qr.) respectively. Then, for
each (f,g) € K, the unique solution (u,v) of (15) and (Ps) satisfies

(—Ps(u - V)u + P,F(v),—(u -V)v).e K.



NONLINEAR DIFFUSION EQUATIONS 413

ProoF. First, let us recall that (15) may be rewritten as

{%.—(t)wso(u(t)):fu), 0<t<T,
u(0) = uy.

Multiplying both sides by dp(u (t)) we get

fiit (u(8) + 18e(u(t)IE, o) < 10w @) a, @ If Olla, @)

a.e. for t € (0,77), and

e (®)+ 2 [ 100 () @ dr < el + = [ 1€ e, @ dr,
2 Jy 2 Jo

for each t € [0, T*]. From this inequality we obtain both

T‘
(31) / 1A o dr < 2p(u0) + 1
and
,,.2
(32) plu 1)) < pluo) + .,

for each t € [0,7*]. From (31) we deduce that, for each € € (0,1/2), we have
(1 = 26)l A0 |IF2(0,e 1, 2y S 20(0) + 12

Taking € = (1 — k)/(2(1 + 3k)) € (0,1/2), after some standard calculations in-
volving (27), we get

1+ kr2.

(33) klAcullZz o7, @) <

From Lemma 4, (32), (33) and (25), we deduce
[ = Po(u - V)u + PoF(0)l7200,1- .1, (o)
-

S KlAcu lFago,e s, + "’/U lo(u @) dt + Cllolzaq,.) + T

1+ k& 2 * r? ’ % )2
STT +T*¢h (p(u0)+—2— +C(“’U0“L2(Q)+\/i1*p) +dp.

In view of (29), this inequality shows that

(34) | = Po(u - V)u + P F(0) || 720,101, 1)) S 7°-
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But (34) shows that — P, (u - V)u+ P,F(v) € B,(0,r) for each (f,g) € K. Next,
let us observe that if M is the global Lipschitz constant of 3! then

(a - V)oliag..) < M|ue(q,. ;m)”vﬂ(v)”%?(cpr.)
and thus, by (18) and (23), we get
I(w - V)vliiagp.) < MIVT™) + (TP B(vo)llzr ) + 2(T*)).

Taking into account that for T* € (0,1], 8(T*) < 6(1), and using (30) and (28),

we conclude that
u - V)li2a g,y < ML+ 0PI B(vo)llzi(n) + 1] = #*.

Thus (u - V)v € B(0, p) and, along with (34), this completes the proof. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 1. In view of Lemma 7 we may define the operator
Q:K— Kby

Q(f,g) = (-—P,,(ll ' V)u + PaF(v)t —(u ' V)'U), (f,g) € K,

where u and v satisfy (15) and (Pg) respectively. In order to apply Arino,
Gauthier and Penot’s Fixed Point Theorem [1], we only have to show that Q
is weakly-weakly sequentially continuous. To this end, let ((fn,gn))nen be a
sequence in K such that

f, —f in L%0,7*;H,(R)), gn—g in L}(Qr").
In view of Vrabie [19, Corollary 2.3.2, p. 68], we have
u,—u in C([0, T™]; H,(2)),

where u,, is the solution of (15) corresponding to ug and f,, while u is the
solution of (15) corresponding to ug and f. We also have

P,(u,-Viu, — P,(u-V)u in L*(0,T*; H,(Q)),

and, by Corollary 1, for each p € [1,00), v, — v in C([0, T*]; L?(R?)). Here v, is
the solution of (Ps) corresponding to vp and gn, while v is the solution of (Pg)
corresponding to vp and g.

Next, we will show that

(35) (up- Vv, — (u - Vv in LZ(QT.).
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Assuming the contrary, on a subsequence at least, we have (u, - V)u, —» w in
L*(Qr-) where w # (u - V)v. At this point let us observe that we may assume
without loss of generality that u,, — u a.e. in Qp. and Vv, — z in L2(Q7+) x
L%(Qr.). Consequently, w =.u -z. But A(v,) — B(v) in C([0, T}, LP(Q))
and (3 strictly increasing imply that z = Vv. But this contradicts the initial
assumption, and hence (35) holds.

Now, we will prove that

(36) F(v,) » F(v)  in L*(Qr:) x L}(@Qr+).

To this end, let us assume by contradiction that this is not the case. Then, at

least on a subsequence, we must have
Fo(A(va)) = F  in L*(Qr) x L*(Qr),

where F # Fo(8(v)).- From Corollary 2 we may assume (taking a subsequence
if necessary) that F(v,) — F(v) a.e. in Qr-. But in view of [9, Lemma 2.3, p.
72], it follows that F = F(v). This contradiction can be eliminated only if (36)
holds.

Since F, is linear continuous, from (36) we easily deduce that

PsF(v,) — P,F(v) in L%(0, T*; H, ().

Thus @ is weakly-weakly sequentially continuous from K into K, and since K
is weakly compact in L?(0,T*; H,(2)) x L%(Q-), by virtue of Arino, Gauthier
and Penot’s Fixed Point Theorem [1], @ has at least one fixed point (f,g) € K,
and this completes the proof of the existence of a local solution. From the
boundedness of » we can assume, without loss of generality, that F is bounded
on R. Then, by a known result on the Navier-Stokes equation in the space
dimension two, each noncontinuable solution of (9) must be defined on [0, c0).
Since (10)-(14) follow from Lemma 4, (19) and Lemmas 3 and 7, the proof of
Theorem 1 is complete. O
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