A MIXED PROBLEM FOR A BOUSSINESQ HYPERBOLIC
EQUATION WITH INTEGRAL CONDITION

SAID MESLOUB (1) AND A. MANSOUR (2)

ABSTRACT. A hyperbolic problem wich combines a classical(Dirichlet) and
a non-local contraint is considered.The existence and uniqueness of strong
solutions are proved,we use a functionnal analysis method based on a priori
estimate and on the density of the range of the operator generated by the
considered problem.

1.INTRODUCTION

The first study of evolution problems with a nonlocal
condition - the so called energy specification - goes back to
Cannonl[5] ,1963 Using an integral condition ,we proved the
existence and uniqueness of the solution of a mixed problem
wich combine a classical ( Dirichlet Jand an integral condi-
tion for the equation . Problems involving local and integral
condition for hyperbolic equations are investigated by the
energy inequalities method in [1],[6],[7], [8],[9], [10], [11],
[12] .In this paper ,we prove the existence and uniqueness
of the solution for the mixed problem (1) — (5) .Our proof is
based on a priori estimate and on the fact that the range of
the operator generated by the considered problem is dense.
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2.Formulation of the problem

In the region @ = (0,1) x (0,T), with [ < oo and T' < o0,
we shall consider the problem

tu
(1) Lu= utt—(b(x,t)ux)gc—ﬁagax2 = f(z,1),Y(x,t) € Q
(2) hu=u(z,0)=¢1(x), x€(0,1)
(3) lou = ug (2,0) = o (), x € (0,1)
(4) u(0,t) =0, te(0,7T)
I
(5) /0 zu(x,t)de =0, te(0,7T)

where 8 € IR" and b(x,t) and its derivatives satisfy the
conditions:

Cl . bo S b(x,t) S bl ; bt (,I,t) S b2 , bx (.I,t) S bg,
for any (z,t) € Q,
Co : by (w,t) < by, by (2,t) < by for any (z,t) € Q.

The functions f, ¢; and ¢ are known functions wich
satisfy the compatibility conditions:

01 (0) = 2 (0) = [ oy (2) da = [} w2y (x) dx = 0,
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3. functional Spaces

The problem (1)-(5) can be put in the following operator
form: Lu=F, ue€ D(L), where:

Lu = (Lu, lyu,lou) and F = (f, p1, 2).

The operator L is considered from B to H,where B is the
Banach space consisting of functions u € L*(Q), satisfying
conditions (4)and(5) with the finite norm:

2 2 2
= sup {700 + el )00
0<r<T

and F is the Hilbert space L2(Q)x L?(0,1)x L*(0,1) equipped
with the norm:

1717 = Hf”i?(@r) + H%H%?(o,l) + H802H%2(0,1)-
Let D(L) denote the domain of L ,which is the set of all

functions u € L*(Q) for which wuy, ty, Use, Ust, Upre € L2(Q)
and satisfying conditions(4)and(5).

4. A priori estimate and its consequences

Theorem 1: For any function u € D(L) satisfyies con-
ditions C;-Cs there exists a positive constant ¢, such that

(7) lullp < cl[Lullg

Proof : We consider the scalair product in L*(Q7) of the
operator Lu and Mu, where Mu = xEu — Sx*(puy),

with Q™ = (0,1)x(0,7), 0 <7 <T,and S%w = [ v(€, t)de,
we obtain
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(8)

(,Cu, MU)LQ(QT) = (utt, x%;ut)LQ(QT) - ((b (33 t) ux) x%*ut)LQ(QT)
— B (Uttaa x%iut)Lz(QT) (use, S (put))L2(QT)
+ ((b (,I, t) uUC);v ) %;(put))L2(Qr) + 6 (utt:vxa %;(put))L2(Q7) .

Making use of conditions (2)-(5)and integrating by parts
we estabilish the equalities:

2
(9) (utt,w ) r2(qry = Hd (e )220,

—— H\$x902HL2(O,l) - (%Iutta ut)L%(QT) )

(10) —((0(2,1) ua), SE%*( ))LQ(QT)

QIW !

L2(0,0) L%(0,)

o (@, 1) w, Sque) 2o

( (z, ) xaut)Lg(QT),

) B 2
(11) =B (Wtta, 35 (ur)) 12y = 5 e T)ll120)

5 2
D) H802HL2(0,1) — B (uster, ut)L%(QT) '

(12) (utt, (put))Lz(QT) = (gzutt, ut)Lg(QT) )
(13) ((b (.I', t) Ux)x , %;(put))Lz(Qr) = (b (.I', t) Uy, ut)L%(QT) )

(14) B (Uitaa %;(Put))p(@r) = B (Uttar Ut)Lg(QT) .
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Combining equalities (9)-(14) and(8)we obtain :

(15) 5 I8l s + 5 | VECT
2 ) B

= 2 1850l + ' 3 (Ve

+ (bx (.I', t) u, %;ut)LQ(QT)

L2(0,])

L2(0,0)

B
2 el + 3

+ (L, S5ut) p2gry — (Lus S3(pue)) r2(gry -
By applying the Cauchy inequality to the last three terms
on the right-hand side of the inequality (15) and making
use conditions Cy,combining with (15),we obtain

(16) HU(-aT)H%?(o,Z) + Hut(-ﬁ)Hiz(o,z)
+ IS5 (-, T)H%Q(O,l)
2 2 2
<k |1 13x0r) + I1llEe0) + 2l 220,

2 2 w112
HUHLQ(QT) + HUtHB(QT) + H%x“tHLQ(QT) '

max (2,by, 8+ b3+by,1)
min(1,bo,[) :
Applying the Gronwall lemma to(16),and elimining the term

|| S (., T)H%Q(OJ) of the left-hand side of the inequality we
obtain

(17) HU(-aT)H%?(o,Z) + Hut(-ﬁ)Hiz(o,z)
< kexp(kT) (11 Isi0r) + lealaon + Iol3aon)

where k =
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Since the left-hand side of (17)does not depend on 7,we
take the supremum with 7 from 0 to 7', then the estimate
(7) follows with ¢ = \/Eexp(k;%).

5. Solvability of the problem

Proposition 1. The operator L acting from B to H
have a closure.

Proof. ( see [3])

Let be L the closure of L, D(L) its domain .
Definition .The solution of Lu = F for any u € D(L) is
strong solution of problem(1)-(5). we take the limit in the
inequality (7) ,we obtain|u||z < ¢||Lul|,.YueD(L).

From the inequality we have:

Corollary 1: The strong solution of problem (1)-(5)

when it exists, it’s unique, and depends continuly of data

f7 ¥1, P2- o _
Corollary 2 :The set of values R(L) of the operator L

is equal to the closure R(L) of R(L).

Theorem 2: If the conditions C;-Cs are satisfying ,then
for any F = (f,¢1,p2) € H, there exists a strong unique
solution w = L ' F = L~LF of the probleme (1)-(5) where
the estimate |jul|z < c||F||y is satisfying ,where c is a
positive constant does not depends of w.

Proof: From(22) we conclude that the operator L acting

from D(L) in R(L) have an inverse f_l, and from corollary
2, we conclude that the range R(L) of the operator L is
closed. Then we will be proove the density of the set R(L)
in the space H (i.e) R(L) = H.

For this we need the following proposition :
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Proposition 2:If for all functions u € Dy(L), where

Do(L) ={u/u € D(L) : lyu = lou = 0}
and for some function w € L*(Q), we have
(18) (;C’U/, w)LQ(Q) = O,

then w vanishes almost everywhere in Q).

Proof of the proposition 2 : The relation (18) is given
for all u € Dy(L),we can express it in a particular form .Let
uy be a solution of :

(19) b(o,t) [235un — 3 (pun)] = h(z, 1),

where o is a constant in (0,1) and h(z,t) = ft
And let u be the fonction defined by

0, S0<t<s
U—
ft(t — T)ur.dr, sis<t<T.

(19) and (20) follows u is in Dy(L) and:

1

(21) w(z,t) =S h
= —[b(0, 1) (xS5un — Sy (pun))l,
= [b(0, 1) S3(p — @)ua], -
To continue the proof we need the following lemma, :
Lemma 2. The function w defined by (21),belongs to the

space L%(Q).
Proof of lemma 2 :We start with the proof of this in-

) 2 4 2
equality ||S%(p — x)utth(o,l) Si_z HuttHL2(0,1) :

(20)

From this inequality and since the conditions C; are satis-
fied we conclude that b; (o,t) S (p—x)uy belongs to L*(Q).

Because w(z,t) = [b(0,t) SL(p — x)uy), =
=b (0, 1) S (p—2)up +b(0,t) S5 (p— x)ug, then we will
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) St (p — 2)w € L*H(Q).

iZ?

8

be prooved that: b (o,

For this we introduce the t-averaging opérators p. of the

form
(:08 = lf() = .I S)dSa

where w € C§°(0 ,T),wz 0,
ng(ﬁk=1w20hH<OMMt>T

applying the operators p. and ; to the equation

—b(0,t) S (p — x)uy = h(x,t),

we obtain
t( ( ) (p_x)utt) =

D [=b(0,t)S%(p — )uw + p= (b(0,1) Silp — x)uee)| — 2 peh.

Then 16 (0, ) S (p — 2)unl|72()

2

S (p — )u — p= (b(0,1) S5 (p — T)un)] HL2(Q)

<2 H% b(o,t)
P
+2 H%thHLQ(Q)
*(p — x)uy) is bounded

: 0
Since p. f 2 f,and & (b(o,1)3

in L*(Q), then w € L*(Q).
Now we return to the 2"¢ proposition ,we remplace w in

(18) by its representation given by (21) we have:
(22) (u, [b (0, 1) S5 (p — )utt]t)LQ(Q)
(bt ), (0, ) S50 — )il gy +
+6 (uttaa, [0 (0, 1) S3(p — @)unly) 12 -
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Making use conditions(3)-(5),and from the particular forme
of u given by (19) and (20), the equality (22) can be simpli-
fied.For this integrating by parts each term of the equality
on the sup-domain Qs = (0,1) X (s,T) where 0 < s < T

(23) (e, b (0, 1) S3(p — x)uﬁ]t)L“‘(Q)
1 2 1 i
"2 ngfcutt(., 5) 200 2 ngiutt L2Q,)’

(24)  ((b(x,t)ur),, [b(0,0) Slp — 2)uny) 1o
— _% H\/b(.,T)b(U,T)Ut(-vT) 2

2 By ()b (00 8) + b (2, 8) by (0, 8)] () dlt
2 Jq,

l
_A@@Tw@ﬂumﬂmm$Mw

£2(0,0)

+/[%uwwwwwwm@wm@meMﬁ

+ [by (z,t) ug + byt (2, 8) ul b (0, t) Stupdrdt,
QS

(25) B (Uttaa, [b (0, 1) So(p — 2)usely) 12

e A N e

2

L2(0,0)
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Substitution of(23)-(25)into (22) gives

(26) - H b (o, 8)S us(., 5)

£2(0,])

— b .
20 + 5 ¢ (0, )

2

L2(Qs)

I
- /0 by (2, T)b (o, T)u(x, T)us (x,T) dx
+/ [bi (2, 8) b (0,t) + by (x,t) by (0, )] vwdadt

+ | [be (2, t) up + by (x,8) u] b (0, t) S updzdt .
QS

By applying the Cauchy inequality and Cauchy inequality
with € to estimate the last three terms on the right-hand
side of the inequality (26) and making use conditions C; —
(5, combining the estimates and(26)taking into account
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b2 :
that ¢ = Q—bog we obtain
1

@) 3 |19l + 3 Dl +
+ﬁ|\uﬁ<.,s>nmz>}
AYN
< (842 I9tunlag) + 52 kg, +

b3 + b? + 4b by + b3
+2— 5 w72, +

N
2”( ) 7204

H+m+%
+ 2 g,

By virtue of the elementary inequality

b2b3 _biv3  bivs
(28) 2—32HU( T)llz20) < W  Jlullz2q, T ? Jlurllzaqq,)

we estimate the last term of the right-hand side of the
inequality(27),we obtain

(29) 15w (-, ) 720, +

bo
T [Jue (-, )H%fz(o,z) + B {Ju (., S)H%Q(O,l)

22 + by Bbs
< (P2 19tualig, + 5 Nl

+2m@+aa+mf+w§

0 2
+ b el 72,

b2 (b3 + b3 + b2) + 20303
+ E [ullz2(q.)
0

202 b2
2

For estimate the last term of the right-hand side of the in-
equality(29),we will be proove the inequality HuHiz(Qs) <247T* HutH%z(Qs) ,
combining the last inequality and (29) we get
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* 2 2
(30) 185w (s )220 + e (5 8l 7200y +
2
+ [Jue( T) 7200
* 2 2
< ke (IS5l + oy + el |

max (Bby, (2b3+b2 ) bok(bi,T))
bomin(l,ﬁ,%o) :
k (b, T) = 2b%b§+b%[2b1b2+(b2+b1)2+b§g;24T2[bg(b§+b§+bg)+2b%bg] |

To continue,we introduce the new function v(x,t) = j;T UrrdT,
then w(x,t) = v(x,s) —v(z,t) , and w(x, T) = v(x, s).
The inequality (30) it be

(31) 1S5 uu (., S)H%Z(o,z) + Jluge (. 3)”%2(0,1) +
(1= 2K(T = 9)) (. 8) 3
< 2k (IS5unl g, + ludlagy + IWla)

If so > 0 satisfies (1 — 2k(T" — s9)) = 3,then the inequality
(31) implies

* 2 2
(32) 185w (s $)l 20 + e (5 $) M 2200
2
+lloC )72 00
* 2 2
< 4k (IS5ualag, + lulizg) + I0la.)
for all s € [T — s9,T].We denote

where k=

w2 2 2
Y(s) = IS5uullzaq,) + lluellzo g, + Ivllzeg,)-
We get:

* 2 2 2
Y'(s) = = [ISTuu(es )20 = lww (5 )20, = 10(, 8) 22004 -
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Then and from (32) we obtain —Y”(s) < 4kY'(s).
Then —£ (Y(s) exp(4ks)) < 0.

Integrating this inequality on (s,7’) and taking into ac-
count that Y (7T') = 0, we obtain Y (s) exp(4ks) < 0.
Then Y(s) =0 for all s € [T'— s0,7].Then w = 0 almost
everywhere in Q)7_s,, proceding in this way step by step,we
proove that w = 0 almost everywhere in Q).

This achieves the proof of proposition.Now we return to
proove the théoreme.We will be proove that R(L) = H.
Since H is a Hilbert space ,the equality R(L) = H is true,if
from
(33)

(Lu, W)y = (z’uaw)LQ(Q)_l_(lluawl)L2(0,1)+(l2uaw2)L2(O,l) =0,

where W = (w,w,ws) € R(L)*,we get w = 0,w; = 0 and
wy = 0 in @,for any element of Dy(L).
From (33) we obtain Vu € Dy(L), (Lu,w)rs(g) = 0.Then by

virtue of the 2" proposition , we conclude that w = 0.
Then for (33),we obtain (l1u, w1) 2 ) + (low, w2) 12y =0.

Since the quantities [;u and lsu can vanish independently
and the ranges of the trace operators /1 and [y are dense
in the Hilbert space L?(0,l),then w; = ws = 0 .Thus to
conclude that W = 0.
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