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ON GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR QUASILINEAR ONE-DIMENSIONAL PARAB OLIC
PROBLEMS WITH DYNAMICAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

SIMON GVELESIANI, FRIEDRICH LIPPOTH, AND CHRISTOPH WALKER

ABSTRACT. We provide sufficient and almost optimal conditions fort@lbexistence of classical solutions in
parabolic Holder spaces to quasilinear one-dimensioaehwlic problems with dynamical boundary condi-
tions.

1. INTRODUCTION
The focus of the present research is on the one-dimensioaallmpear parabolic equation
ug — alt, T, U, Ug ) Uy = f(E, 2,0, uy) , (t,z) € (0,T) x (—¢£,0), (1.1)
supplemented with a nonlinear dynamical boundary conditio
up + 0tz u, ug)ug = g(t, o, u,ug) te(0,7), z==L, 1.2)

and the initial condition:(0,-) = u° on [, /], whereT > 0 and/ > 0 are given fixed numbels.
Equations of the forn{(111)[_(1.2) occur in various fields afural sciences, we refer e.g. ta[[l, 7,10, 17]
and the references therein. In the past decades many diffespects of problems with dynamical boundary
conditions (also in higher space dimensions) have beetigeted by means of different techniques (e.g.
[2,5+8/10, 16, 18, 25, 31]) for well-posedness issues, aked to the sign of the functiohin (T.2)
(e.g. [3[5.28,30]) or for possibly degenerate equatioas [$6] and the references therein). Research has,
of course, also focused on questions regarding globalemdstand related priori estimates and blow up
phenomene|3/4][7] 9-11/13H15,25, 26]. None of these liseferences is complete though.

The starting point of our investigations are, on the one htredresults of([[7] for equation (1.1) subject
to the gradient-independent dynamical boundary condition

up + b(t, z, u)u, = g(t, z,u) , te (0, T), ===, (1.3)

and, on the other hand, the results[ofl[29] relate@ id (1.L5bbject to more standard boundary conditions
of Dirichlet, Neuman, or Robin type. In]7] criteria were fudifor the existence of global (i.e. existing
on the whole time intervadD, T')) classical solutions for the boundary value problem](1(I3), though
not restricted to one dimension. Roughly speaking, it wasvshthat ifa = b and if the growth of the
right-hand sidef (¢, z, u, p) in the gradient variablg is not faster than + [p|'*, then bounded solutions
are global provided that = 0 in the general quasilinear case amd:= [0, 1) in the semilinear case (i.e.
if @ = b is also independent af). Furthermore, it was shown inl[7] that i > 1, then gradients of
bounded solutions may blow up in finite time and thus, sohgido not exist globally in general. At least
for the case of Dirichlet or Neuman boundary conditions ives|l known that a quadratic growth of the
quotientf (¢, z,u,p)/a(t, z,u,p) asp — oo is an almost optimal condition for global priori estimates
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IHere and in the following, equations at the boundary paints 4-¢ as [1.2) involvingt- signs (or= signs) are to be understood
as two equations with & sign (or— sign) atz = +¢ and a— sign (or+ sign) atz = —£. The sign convention is chosen such that
+ug (£0) represents the "outward” normal derivative.
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on the gradient of solutions t6 (1.1}, (IL.3). Actually, ghbh priori estimates can be derived under the
Bernstein-Nagumo condition

flt,z,u,p)
oo R (L4)
with a positive function) obeying
pdp
—_— = OO’ 1.5
¥(p) (15

in which casey can grow even faster than quadratic. This last conditiorsh&p in the sense that its
violation leads in several situation to a gradient blow wg® Ei], [27], the introduction of [29], and the
references given therein. Nevertheless, in the one-dilmealscase with Dirichlet or Neuman boundary
conditions, the Bernstein-Nagumo condition was improvef2B] by means of the doubling of variables
technique to cope with right-hand sid¢gs= f; + f2, where onlyf; satisfies[(1}4) angf, enjoys some
monotonicity properties. The long time behavior of soln@lso depends on the boundary conditions [27].

The aim of the present paper is to prove similar results asdescribed on existence ardpriori
estimates for the case ¢f (IL.1) subject to the nonlinear mjcad boundary conditiod (1.2) or (1.3). More
precisely, we first prove with Theordm 2.2 an existence tésul{1.1) subject to[(1]2) in parabolic Holder
spaces (recalled in the Appenfix 4) which includes a gegéohhl existence criterion that can be simplified
when restricting to the gradient independent boundary itiond(I.3). In Sectioi3 we then show that
under the Bernstein-Nagumo condition one may defiyeestimates on the gradient of bounded classical
solutions to[(1.11) subject t6(1.2), see Theokem 3.1. A simésult is obtained in Theorém B.2 for a weaker
version of the Bernstein-Nagumo condition and in Theoregnf8r mixed boundary conditions, that is,
when a dynamic boundary condition is imposed on one bourgtang and e.g. a Dirichlet condition on the
other. These gradient estimates can be used to derive Hidtlmates on th e gradient (see Corollary 3.4)
which, for the special case ¢f(1.1) subjectto(1.3), implttbounded solutions exist globally in time, see
Corollary[35. Finally, in Proposition 3.7 we provide cotias under which solutions t6 (1.1) subject to
(1.3) are bounded and thus exist globally in time as stat€&biollary[3.8.

2. LOCAL SOLUTIONS

In this section we show a local existence result in the pdi@btilder spaceZ'*3-2+((),) (see the
Appendix for a definition and properties) with> 0 andQ2 := (0, 7) x (-, ¢) for equation[(T.1) subject
to the dynamical boundary conditidn(IL.2). To do so, we fiostsider the corresponding linear problem

up — a(t, T)uge = f(t, ), (t,z) € (0,T) x (—£,0), (2.1)
ug +o(t, v)u, = g(t, x), te(0,T), z==L, (2.2)
u(0,z) = u’(x), z € [—L,1] (2.3)

and recall the following result:

Proposition 2.1([5, Theorem 1.1). Leta € (0,1). Leta € C%:*(Qr) andb(-,+¢) € c=t “([0,77)
satisfy
m~! <a(t,x) <m, (t,z)e Qr, m~! < b(t,£0) <m, te(0,T), (2.4)

for somem > 0 and letf € C%:%(Qr) andg(-, £¢) € C*=*([0,T]). If u® € C2+([—¢, £)) satisfies the
compatibility condition
(aul, + £)(0,£0) = (F bul + g)(0, £0), (2.5)

then there is a unique solution € C*%:27(Q) to ZA)HZ3) such thatu,(-, ) € C2*([0,T)).
Moreover, there is a constant

(2,0) (%)
Cl = (T, m, |a|Q2T ’ |b(’ :l:é)hov%] ) ’
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such that
1+5,2+a N o lta
22 4 e 20152 < (Y + 1S + 19(,£055)). (2.6)

Proposition 2.1l is stated and proved[ih [5, Theorem 1.1]mnedisions higher than one, a detailed proof
for the one-dimensional case may also be found.in [19]. A ngereeral situation is considered in [8] in an
L,-setting. The constani is increasing with respect t6. Also note that the compatibility condition for
the initial value is natural as we consider classical sohgi

Based on the previous result we next prove an existencet fesudlassical solutions to the nonlinear
problem [1.1),[(112) by means of the contraction mappinggipie. This naturally yields a global existence
criterion that we shall exploit further in the subsequentisa. Let us point out that other methods and
other solution spaces are possible as well, of course, ge¢/g(and the references therein) wherén
(1.1) is gradient-independent.

Theorem 2.2. Leta € (0,1) and
a, f € C?([0,T] x [-£,£] x R x R), b4, --), g(,+b,-,-) € C?([0,T] x RxR)  (2.7)
satisfy the uniform parabolicity condition
a(t,x,z,p) >0, O4b(t, £1, z,p)p + b(t, 1, z,p) F Osg(t, £1, z,p) > 0 (2.8)
for (t,x,z,p) € [0,T] x [—£,£] x R x R. Letu® € C?**([—¢, ¢]) satisfy the compatibility condition
Fb(0, 2, u®, ud)ud + g(0, 2, u’, ul) = a(0, z,u’, u)ul, + £(0,z,u° ul) at x = +/. (2.9)

Then the problenl.1), (1.2) subject tou(0, -) = u" admits a unique solution on a maximal interval of
existencd0, 7..) C [0, T such that, € C1*%:2+2(Q, ) for anyr < 7, and either

Jim [ GFEH — oo (2.10)

oru € C'2:2+%(Qy).
Moreover, in the special cagg.3)whenb andg are gradient-independent ard-, +¢, -) > 0, then either

Jim (Jule, +Juclo, + (ua)gl ) = o0
oru € CH2:2+%(Qy).

Proof. To prove existence of a local solution we formulate the probhs a fixed point equation to which
we may apply the contraction mapping principle. To do so, @te s

h(t, x4, z,p) :==b(t, L, z,p)p F g(t, +L,z,p) , (t,z,p) € [0, T] xRxR,
ho(t, +€) := O4h(t, +0,u’(£L), ul(£L)) , t€0,7],
ao(t, ) = a(t, z,u’ (x),ud(z)) , (t,z) €[0,T] x [—¢, (] .

Observe thaho(t +¢) > 0 thanks to[(2.8). Given € (0, T| define the Banach spaces
{ (v,w,z); v e CYQ,),w(-,+l) e CT([O,T]), z € C?T([—1, 1)),
(v + aozm) (0,+¢) = (w F hozm) (0, :I:f)}
and
Ei(7) = {u € CHE27(Q,); wy(-, £0) € C=([0,7])}
equipped with the norms

(+5%)

Net Ta 20c
100, Doy = [0l + w01 2 + (-, —015 % + 12135



4 S. GVELESIANI, F. LIPPOTH & CH. WALKER

and, respectively,

(112 .21a)
lullgy(ry = lulg 27"

|5 o
+ Jue(, )|[oﬂ-] + fue (s )|[0.,7-] .
Then, introducing the operatdr by setting
(Lou)(t,x) := (ut(t,x) — ag(t, @) Ugy (t, ), ur (t, 20) £ ho(t, 20w (¢, ££), u(0, :17)) , (t,x) €Q,,
for u € Eq(7), we derive from[(Z18) and Propositién 2.1 thiag € L(E(7),Eo(7)) is a topological
isomorphism for any- € (0, 7] with

sup || Lo |l £(@o(r) Er(r)) < 00 (2.11)

7€(0,
In order to solve probleni (1.1, (1.2), we shall seek for adigeint of the mappin@ given by

®(u) := Ly (F(u), H(u),u’),
where

F(u) := (a(-, - u, ug) — ao)tzg + f(5 0, ug)
H(u)(-, L) := +ho(-, 20)uy (-, £0) F h(-, £4,u(-, £0), uy (-, ££)),
for u € E4 (7). For this we show thab is a contraction on the set
V(r) = {u € Eo(7); u(0) =u”, [lullg, ) < M}
whenr is chosen sufficiently small, where
M > 2[|®(uo)|lg, (1) + uolle, (1) - (2.12)

First observe thatF (u), H(u),u(0,-)) € Eo(r) for u € V(r) due to [2.9) and.(0,) = u’. We then
claim that, givere > 0, there ist* € (0, T] such that

(F(w), H(u),u®) — (F(0), Hw),u”) g, ) < el = vllescr) (2.13)

H]E()(T)

forallu,v € V(7) and all0 < 7 < 7*. Indeed, foru, v € V(7) we have
1
H(u)—HWw) = / [+ ho F Osh(, - u, ous + (1 — 0)vg) ] (ug — vy) do
0

and thus

’(H(u) — H(v))(, :I:E)‘

(%)
[0,7]

(+5%)

< sup ‘(ho — O4h(-y - u,ouy + (1 — U)’Um)(', +4) 0.4]

o€(0,1)
X ‘(um - Uw)(-,:lzf)’[oﬂ

+ sup ’(ho — 84h/('7 U, OUg + (1 - U)vz))('v ig)’[oﬂ
0€(0,1) i

()
X ‘(um — Uw)(-,:lzf)hoﬂ .
Note that

o 14o a
< fup () —va (L £O[ 2 <7 u— vlley r)

‘uw(-,:lzﬂ) —vm(-,:lzé)‘[OT 0,7]

7]

and, sincévg — d4h(:, -, u,o0uy + (1 — o)v,) = 0 at (¢, z) = (0, ££), we may estimate
‘ (hO - a4h('7 5 U0 Uy + (1 - U)UI)) (.’ :té)‘[o,‘r]
e (%)

ST |(h0 - 84h'('7 U, OUg + (1 - O')Uz))(', i€)|[0)7]

e

Scl(M)T 2
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with a constant; (M) depending on second order derivativesiofhere and in the following we ignore
possible dependence of constants on the numpetonsequently,

(+5%)

| (H (u) = H()) (-, £0)[ 4 2,

< (M) 77" |Ju—vllg, (r) - (2.14)
Writing
Fu) = F(v) = (-, usug) = (o 0,00) + (aly o u,ue) = ao) (Uer — vae)
+ (a5 uyue) = als, v, 02)) Vo
and observing thai(-, -, u, u,) — ag, a(-, -, u,uz) — a(-, -, v,v;), @and f (-, -, u, uz) — f(-,-,v,v,) are of

lower order witha(-, -, u,u,) — ap = 0 att = 0, standard interpolation inequalities for parabolic H#ld
spaces (se€ [22] and Proposition 4.1) together with siraiigmments as above imply that

|(a(.7 ',’LL, Uz) - CLo) (uzz - Uxx) gi"a)

lta
< Tl/2 S(ull)l) |CL(~,£C,U, uz) - aO(" I)|E0,72'] ) ”u B v||E1(T)
ze(—L,

+ C(l) sup Ha(ta * uvux) - ao(t, ')”Cl([—l,l]) ||u - U”El(‘l’)
te(0,7)

< c(M,I) (71/2 + TO‘/Q) lu— v, ()

as well as

)

(@, u0) = a(, -, 0,00)) vaa | < e(M) (175 + 75 [[u— vllg, (r)

and
e 1 1t
‘f(a ',U,’LLI) - f(7 '7’07’01) gi ) < C(M) (T2+a +T72 ) H’LL - UH]EI(T) )
with constants depending on derivativea@ind up to second order. These estimates combined with|(2.14)

yield (Z.13).
Next note that{(Z.11) anf(2113) imply

1
12(u) = 2()lein) < 5 llu=vllgmy,  wveEV(T), (2.15)

for 7 > 0 small enough. Also note thdt(2]15) abd (2.12) entail that

1 M M
®(w)lle, () < [P (uo)llE, (1) + §(||u||1E1(r> + luolle, (1) < 5 + -5 =M

2

for u € V(7), that is,® mapsV(r) into itself. Consequently, the contraction mapping ppifelields a
unique fixed point, € V(7) for the mappingp which solves probleni {11} (1.2) subjectit(, -) = u°.
Clearly, this local solution can be extended to a solutiosn a maximal interval of existende, 7.,) C
[0, T] such that, € C**+2:2T(Q),) for anyt < 7., and either

. (145 ,24a)

lim |u 2 =00

il
oru € C13:2+(Qr).
Finally, consider the special cage {1.3) wheand g are gradient-independent witlf-, +-¢,-) > 0.

Suppose that there are a constBnt 0 and a sequence " 7. such that

sup (Jula, + [uelo, + (u)E ™) < .
1€ ‘
This clearly implies that in fact

sup (|ula, + |uzlo, + <um>§5a)) <R. (2.16)

T<Too
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It then follows from equatiori (113) that

sup |ut('7 i£)|[0,7] < C(R) . (217)

T<Too
Using this and the fact that
Yy
ute9) = u(o )| < [ Jua(t.2) = s, 2] ds + ut.~0) — u(s, ~0)
—

for (t,s,y) € [0,7)? % [, £], we find

sup () < (R, ) (14T (2.18)
Now, (2.16), (2.17), and (2.18) imply
(2.« ) T lfo - 1t
max {al,E ) IFIGE B, 0167 156 201, 7} < e(R,6.T) (2.19)

for eachr < 7o, Wherea(t, z) := a(t, z, u(t, z), u(t, z)) andf, b, j are defined analogously.
As a andb are strictly positive o0, 7] x [/, ] x [ R, R]?, respectively, o0, T] x {+¢} x [~ R, R],
Propositiod 211 ensures the existence of a constant:(R, ¢, T, |u| 2+"‘)) such that

WGFEY <o, r <,

henceu € C'*2:2+2(Q7) by our previous findings. This proves the theorem. O

Actually, a closer look at the proof shows that the globaseetice criterion (2.10) for the general (i.e.
gradient-dependent) case can be weakened. Indeed, iesufficontrol

(5% ,0) (X52)
|u|Q,2 + ‘u("ié)‘[oj-]

uniformly in 7 < 7., in this case. Moreover, since the maximal regularity restdted in Theorem 2.1
holds also true in higher space dimensions (see [5, Theor&l) @ne easily verifies that TheorémR2.2 is
true in this case, too.

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND GLOBAL SOLUTIONS

Theoreni 2.2 reduces the question of global existende th itk gradient-independent boundary con-
ditions [1.3) to findinga priori estimates for

lulo, + [uzlo, + () E (3.1)

independent of < 7., for the solutionu on the maximal interval of existende, 7.) C [0,T]. The
aim of this section is to further reduce this condition. Merecisely, we shall shov..- and Holder-
bounds on the gradient, solely based on bounds ¢mjq, = sup; ,)cq, |u(t, )|, thatis, we show that a
bound on the first term of (3.1) implies bounds on the secouddlaind terms. It is worthwhile to point out
that we can obtain such estimates even for equdfioh (1.1piced with the gradient dependent boundary
condition [1.2). While Holder-estimates on the gradiest, estimates 0r{|uz>92’ @) , are rather easy to
obtain from the existing theory (see Subsecfion 3.2), méfoetéhas to be mvested in Subsection]3.1 to
derive estimates ofu;|q, .
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3.1. A priori estimates on the gradient.We shall finda priori L.,-bounds on the gradient, of a solution

to (I.1), (I.2) presupposing a bound oniitg-norm. The proof is in the spirit of[29] and uses Kruzhkov's
idea of introducing a new variable [20,/21]. In the next sukise we derive gradient estimates when im-
posing the Bernstein-Nagumo condition. In Subsedfio®3uvk. then indicate how to weaken this condition
for a right hand side’ + f; in (L) where onlyf satisfies the Bernstein-Nagumo condition ghds al-
lowed to be unbounded in the gradient variable. We also densiie case of mixed boundary conditions in
Subsection 3.713.

In the following, aclassical solutiorto (I.1), [1.2) [resp. td (T1 1), (1.3)] dn, with 7 < T is a function
u € CH2(Q,)NC(Q,) with derivativesu, (-, +¢) andu, (-, =-¢) being defined o0, 7) and satisfying[{1]1),
(1.2) [resp. [(1.1),[(1]3)] pointwise if}.. Note that the existence and uniqueness of such a solutidm (w
higher regularity) is guaranteed by Theoillem 2.2 when inmgptiie assumptions stated there.
Throughout we assume continuity of the data, that is,

a, f S C([OaT] X [_gag] X R x R)v b(viga ) ')ag('viga ) ) € C([OaT] X R x R)
and the parabolicity conditiom > 0 andb(-, £¢, -, -) > 0. Stronger assumptions will be indicated explicitly.

3.1.1. Gradient estimates under the Berstein-Nagumo condition. The next theorem provides priori
estimates on the gradient for any classical solutida (1.3), [1.2) o2 with 7 < T in dependence on its
L.-bound.

Theorem 3.1. Letu” be Lipschitz continuous dr-/, ¢], that is,
|UO(£C) _UO(y)| S‘Kv|$_y|7 T,y € [_évé] (32)
Let M > 0 and suppose that there agg > K andw € C1([0,00), [1, 00)) with

pdp
— > 2M, (3.3)
w( )
such that B
|f(t, 2, 2z,p)| < alt,z,z,p)p(|pl), (t,x,2,p) € Qp x [-M,M] xR (3.4)
and
ig(tafazaip) S b(tagazaip)pa q:g(ta _Eazaip) S b(ta _é7za:l:p)p7 (35)

for (¢,z) € (0,T] x [-M, M] andp > qo. Then there exists a constahf; := M, (M, ), K) such that if
u is any classical solution t¢L.1), (T.2) on 2, with 7 < T subject tou(0, -) = u° satisfying|u|o, < M,
then|uz|ng < M.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [29] to the case of the dynamic boundanglition [1.2). Due to[(3]3) there

iS g1 > go With
q1
pdp

q 5y =M (3.6)

Let x be defined by
q1 dp
= —, € lqo, 1]
/5 Y(p) § € laora]

Since is positive, « is strictly decreasing ofyg, ¢1] with x(¢q;) = 0. Thus, its inverse := ! is
decreasing on the intervl, o], wherer := k(qo), with ¢(0) = ¢1 andq(ko) = ¢o. Define

o5

0 Iio].

@‘b
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Noticing that
W€ =a(€) =aq, 1" =-v(), 3.7)

we see that the functioim solves

W) +U(H©) =0, €€ (0.0),
h(ko) = 2M, h(0) =0.

Sinceh’ > qo > K andh(0) = 0, there is forz, y € [—£, £] with |z — y| < ko someg € [0, |z — y|] such
that

(3.8)

h(|z —yl) =K' (§)lz —y| = K|z —y.
Hence, byl[(3.2), we have

(@) —u(y)| < Pz —yl), @,y € [~4,4, [x —y| < ro. (3.9)

Let us define the sets

Sy ={(t,z,y) € P: —l <z < —l+ko, y=—L te(0,7]}

So = {(t,z,y) € f: x=L0 —ky<y<dt te(0,7]}, (3.10)

Sz ={(t,z,y) e P: z =y, t € (0,7]},

Sy:={(t,v,y) € P: x —y=ro, t €(0,7]},
where

P:={(z,y) € (—4,0)*: 0<x—y<ko}, P, :=(0,7) x P.

We put

4
SZZUSu B := {0} x P, r.=SuB
i=1

and define the auxiliary functions w, andw by
v(t, 2, y) = u(t, z) — u(t,y),
w(t,z,y) :=v(t,z,y) — h(x —y), (3.11)
w(t,z,y) = e tw(t,z,y)

for (t,z,y) € P,. Derivatives with respect to the second and third varialdedenote as derivatives with
respect tor andy, respectively. To keep notation as simple as possible veewsigu, := u, = du. We
shall show thati does not attain a positive maximum#ty.. Let (¢, z,y) € P, \ I and note thatt, ~) and
(t,y) belong tof2... Thus

—ug(t, @) + alt, z, u, Uy )uge + f(E, @ u, ugp) = —u(t,y) + alt, y, u, wy)uyy + f(t,y, u,uy) = 0.

by (.3), where we use here and in the following the notation
alt, Y,y gy = alty, u(t, ),y (1 y) gy (£,)

Subtracting the two equations and using the definition wk obtain

—ve(t, 2, y) + alt, z, u, Vg )Vge + f(E, 2, u,vg) + alt, y, u, —vy) Vs — f(E,y,u, —vy) = 0. (3.12)
Recalling from[(3:4) that

i v,) <tz uo)d(ol), —f(Lyu—v,) < altyu—v)b(v,))  (3.13)

and using the notation

A(t,x) := a(t,x,u,v,), A(t,y) == alt, y, u, —vy).
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we derive from[(3.12) and(3.113) the inequality
vt z,y) + At, 2) (V2a + P(|v2])) + Al y) (vyy + (lvy)) = 0.
Note that[(3.B) implies
A(t, z) (W (z —y) + ([P (z — y)I)) + At ) (K" (z — y) + L(|R' (z — y)])) = 0.
Subtracting the previous (in-)equalities yields
—wi(t, z,y) + Alt, ©)wee (t, 2, y) + AL, y)wyy (8, 2,y) + 7(t,2,y) 20,
where
r(t,2,y) = Y(jva(t, 2,9)]) — (I (@ = )I) + Doy (¢ 2, y)]) — L (7 (@ = y))),
that is,
— Wy — W+ At T) Wy + At y)Wyy +re >0, (t,2,y) € P \T. (3.14)

Assume for contradiction that the functianattains its positive maximum &to, 7o, yo) € P, \ I'. At this
point of maximum there holds

{E(th Zo, ?JO) > Oa {Et(tOVI()vyO) Z 07 ’[Dzz(t(), Zo, ?JO) S Oa {E’yy(th 170790) S 0. (315)

Moreover,
Wy (to, To, yo) = Wy (to, o, y0) = 0
from which, by definition ofw, we get

e (vg(to, mo, yo) — h'(z0 — yo)) = € " (vy(to, zo, yo) + ' (zo — o)) = 0.

Thus
ve(to, o, Y0) = —vy(to, zo, yo) = h'(zo —yo) and r(to,zo,y0) = 0. (3.16)
Since bothA(tg, z¢) and A(tg, yo) are non-negative it follows fromi (3.115) aid (3.16) that
— By — T+ At 2) B + ALy, +re ™t <O at (t,y) = (fo,0,50)  (3.17)

which contradicts(3.14). Therefor&,does not attain a positive maximumiy \ T.
We next show thatv does also not attain a positive maximum Iorfior which we distinguish the two
casesig < 2¢ andkg > 2¢.
Case 1: ko < 2¢. In this case we have! < y < ¢ for (t,£,y) € S2. Thus, the function: satisfies
equations[(1]11) an@(1.2) at the poiitsy) and(¢, ¢), that is,
—Ug (tv y) + CL(t, yv U’a uy)uyy + .f(ta .% ua uy) = 07
—ug(t,€) — b(t, £, u, uz)ugy + g(t, €, u,uy) = 0.
Subtracting the two equations and recallingi(3.4) and tfieidlens of v and A (¢, y), we derive the inequal-
ity
—ve(t, 4, y) + AL, y) (vyy + P(|vyl)) +r1(¢, 4, y) >0, (3.18)
where
8] (tu L, y) = _b(ta 4 u, UI)UI + g(tu L, u, U;E) :
Since(t, £, y) € SoPr and henc® < ¢ — y < ky, it follows from (3.8) that

Alt,y) (W' (€ —y) + (IR (€ —y)])) = 0.
Subtracting this fron(3.18) and using the definitionigfwe derive
— Wy — W+ At y)Wyy +r2e” " + 117" >0, (4, 4,y) € So, (3.19)

where

TZ(tvgv y) = A(@Z/)Wﬂ“y(taéa y)l) - ¢(|h/(€ - y)'))
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Assume now for contradiction that attains its maximum at some poifth, £, yo) € S2. At this maximum
point there holds

w(to, 4, yo) > 0, wy(to, £, y0) > 0, Wyy (to, ¢, yo) < 0.
Furthermore(to, ¢, yo) is an inner point oS, hencew, (to, £, yo) = 0. Since, by definition ofv,
e~ (vy(to, £,y0) + B’ (€ — yo)) = 0
we havers(to, £, yo) = 0. Also note that
We (to, €, yo) = €~ " (v (to, £, y0) — h'(€ — yo)) > 0,
that is, using[(317),
vz (o, €,90) > P (£ —yo) > qo > 0 (3.20)
and consequently, due {0 (B.5),
r1(to, £, yo0) = —b(to, 4, u, vy )vy + g(to, €, u, vz) < 0.
In summary, we have
— Wy — W+ A(t,y)Wyy +r2e 0 + 1170 <0 at (t,2,y) = (to, £, y0), (3.21)

in contradiction to[(3.1]9). Therefor@; does not attain a positive maximum §f3. In the same way we
consideriw on S;. Given(t, z, —¢) € Sp, we derive from

—Ug (t, I) + CL(t, z,u, um)uzz + f(t, z,u, um) = —Ut (tv _6) + b(tv —6, u, um)um + g(t, —é, u, uz) =0
by subtraction and by using(3.4) the inequality
—ve(t, z, =€) + A(t, ) (Vge + Y(Juz])) + 7r5(t, 2, —£) >0
where
T3 (t7 Z, —f) = b(t7 —f, u, _'Uy)vy - g(ta _éa u, _Uy)'
Since, due td(318),
At z) (" (z +0) + (W (z + 0)])) = 0
we further obtain
— Wy — W+ At 2) Wy +1ae "+ 1367 >0, (t,2,—f) €51 (3.22)
with
ra(t,x, —L) == A(t, ) (P(|Jva (¢, 2, —0)]) — (R (z + £)])).
Assume for contradiction thak attains its positive maximum at a poifty, o, —¢) € S; with =y # £.
Fromw, (to, zo, —¢) = 0 we deduce4(to, £, yo) = 0. Furthermore, since
0< —@y(to,l'o, —f) = eito(—’l}y(to,fﬂo, —é) — h/(,fo + Z)),
it follows from (3.7) that
_'Uy(to,xo, _E) Z h’/(IO +€) Z qo > 07
and thus-s(to, zo, —¢) < 0 due to [3.5). Consequently,
—Wy — W+ A(t, ) Wey +rse " +r3e P <0 at (t,z,y) = (to, z0, —F)

in contradiction td(3.22). Thusg; does not attain a positive maximum &f.

Next, we considet onS; and.Sy. Sincex = y for (¢, z,y) € S; andh(0) = 0, we clearly havevr = 0
on S5 so thatw does not attain a positive maximum 6p. Given(t, z,y) € S4 we haver — y = xg. Now
(3.8) impliesh (ko) = 2M = 2|u(t, z)|q., hence

ﬁ(twray) = u(t,x) - U(t,y) - h(KO) < 07

andw thus does not attain a positive maximum®neither.
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Finally, since for(¢, z,y) € B we havet = 0, (3:9) yields

a(t,x,y) = (W(2) —u’(y) — h(z —y)) <0,
andw does not attain a positive maximum Bnf <o < 2/.
Case 2: kg > 2¢. In this case, the sef, is empty while the set$; and.S; also contain the set
{(t,l,—0) : t € (0,7]}. We have to show therefore th@tdoes not attain a positive maximum on this set.
For, note that at the poinfs, ¢) and(t, —¢) the functionu satisfies according t6(1.2)

_ut(ta é) - b(t7 éa u, um)um + g(ta éa u, uz) = _ut(ta —[) + b(ta _fu Uu, um)um + g(tu —87 u, uz) =0
from which we get
—wi(t, €, =€) — b(t, £, u, uz)uy + g(t, €, u, ug) — b(t, —€, u, ug)uy — g(t, —€, u, ugy) = 0. (3.23)

Assume for contradiction that attains a positive maximum at some pdifit, ¢, —¢) with ¢o € (0, 7]. Then
Wy (to, £, —) = e *(uz(to, £) — W' (20)) >0,
— Wy (to, £, —0) = e (uy(to, =€) — h'(2¢)) > 0
and [3.8) implies
ua(to, €) 2 1'(2) = qo > 0,
uy (to, —€) > h'(20) > qo > 0.
From this and[(3]5) it follows that
=b(t, €, u, ug)us + g(t, £, u,u,) <0, =b(t, =4, u, ug)uy — g(t, —€,u,uy) <0
and hence, froni (3.23), that
— wy(to, £, —€) > 0. (3.24)
On the other hand, sinag attains on{ (¢, ¢, —¢) : ¢ € (0, 7]} a positive maximum, we have
w(to,l, —€) >0, wWe(to,l,—¢) >0

and further
_wt(t()v év _6) = _et(’a;(t07 év _6) + {Dt(tOv év _6)) <0
contradicting[(3.24). Say does also not attain a positive maximumIoif xq > 2¢.

Consequently, we have shown thatioes not attain a positive maximumit. and thus
’[D(taxay) S Oa (tv'rvy) 6?7-
In the same way one shows that the function defined by
{El(ta z, y) = U(t,y) - u(t,:c) - h(I - y)a (ta xz, y) € PT7
satisfies
@l(taxay) Soa (t7x7y) eF‘r-
Together we deduce
lu(t, z) —u(t,y)| < h(z —y), (,2,y) € Pr,
and putting
QT = {(t,I,lj) : (t,y,CC) € P‘l’}a
and using symmetry with respect to the variables we conclude
u(t, ) —u(t,y)| < h(lz —yl), (tz,y) €Q, UP,
with
Q,UP- ={(t,z,y) €R’: 0< |z —y| < ko, |2] <L |yl < ¢ te0,7]}.
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Sinceh(0) = 0 we obtain
luz(t, 2)| < W' (0) =q1, (t,x)€ ;. (3.25)
According to [[3.6) the numbes; depends only o, M, go, andy. This proves Theorem 3.1 O

It may be worthwhile to note thdf (3.6) yields more infornoatbn the gradient bountll; = ¢;. Condi-
tion (3.3) is needed because of the dynamical boundary tondl.2). A simple situation for whicth (3.5)
holds is obtained by strengthening conditibn]3.3) to

[rdo _
o) = (3.26)

Indeed, in this case there exists for eggh> 0 someq; > 0 such that[(316) is satisfied. Thdn (3.5) holds
e.g. ifb > § > 0 andg is bounded.

3.1.2. Gradient estimates under a weakened Bernstein-Nagumo condition. In [29] it was shown for clas-
sical (i.e. Dirichlet, Neuman, or Robin) boundary conditdhat gradient estimates hold true for the more
general situation that a terrfi (¢, =, u, u,) is added on the right hand side 6f (1.1) which may arbitrar-
ily increase in the gradient variable provided it satisfidsoenogeneity condition (seE_(3129) below). We
similarly extend Theorein 3.1 for dynamical boundary cdodi.

More precisely, we may consider

up — a(t, T, U, Uz )ugw = f(t, 2, u,ug) + f1(t 2, u,uy), (E2) € (0,T) x (—£,4), (3.27)
together with the boundary condition
g £ 0(t, ,u, ug )uy = g(t, v, u,uz) + g1(t, v, u,u,), t€(0,T), x==L, (3.28)
where we impose offiy andg; the following conditions:
f1(t,y, 21, £p) — fi(t, @, 22, £p) > 0 (3.29)
for (<a<y<{,-M<2<2<Mp>0,
fi(t, @, 21, £p1) — 91(t, 4, 22, £p2) > 0 (3.30)

for 4 <2</l —M< 2 <2< M, g <p1 <p2and
gl(taéa 21, _pl) - fl(tavaQa _p2) 2 07 gl(ta _éa Zlapl) - fl(t7x722ap2) 2 0 (331)
for 4 <a<{ —M<z <2zo<M, qo <p2 <pi1. Thenwe can prove:

Theorem 3.2. Let M > 0 and suppos@.2)(3.8) and (3.29)(3.31) Then there exists a constahf; :=
Mi(qo, M, 4, K) such that ifu is any classical solution t3.27) (3.28)on 2, with = < T subject to
u(0, ) = u® satisfying|u|o, < M, then|u,|o. < M.

Proof. Except for small changes the proof is the same as for Thelor@mi&leed, usind (3.27) instead of
(@.1), inequality[(3.14) has to be replaced by

—Wy, — W+ A(t, 2)Wey + A(t, y)Wyy + re”t > fi(t,y,u, —vy) — fi(t,z,u,v,),  (t,z,y) € P, \T.
(3.32)

Assuming thato attains a positive maximum at some pditit, £, yo) € P, \ I', we deduce (se€(3116))

Vg (th Ea ?JO) = _vy(th Ea ?JO)
and so it follows from[(3.32) and(3.R9) that
— Wy — W+ At )Wy + At y)Wyy +re” " >0 at (t,z,9) = (to, o, Yo)
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in contradiction to[(3.7]7), the latter being derived expas in Theorern 3]1. Following the proof of Theo-
rem[3.1 one then considetison S;. Replacingf by f + f; andg by g + g1, we obtain instead of (3.19)
the inequality

—Wy, — WAL, y)Wyy + roe~t + et
>e ! [fl (t,y, u(t,y), —vy (¢, £,y)) — g1(t, £, ult, y), —vy (¢, L, y))]
for (¢,4,y) € S2. Assuming thatv attains a positive maximum &ty, ¢, yo) € S then (see(3.20))
vz (to, €, yo) > —vy(to, £, 90) > qo

(3.33)

and [3.30),[(3.33) entail that
—Wy — W+ A(t,y)Wyy +12e” " +r1e7t >0 at (to, ¢, y0) € So
contradicting[(3.21). The rest follows analogously to theqgh of Theorenh 3]1. O

3.1.3. Gradient estimates for mixed boundary conditions. In [29, Lemma 1-Lemma 3] gradient estimates
were derived for solutions t§ (1.1) subject to Dirichlet,udgan, or Robin type boundary conditions. In-
spection of the proofs therein and the one of Thedremn 3.1 shiwat such estimates can be obtained under
the assumptions of Theorédm 8.1 when a Dirichlet, NeumanpbirRype boundary conditions is imposed
on one boundary part and the dynamical boundary conditidl) @n the other. We formulate the precise
result in the exemplary constellation thasatisfies at = —¢ the dynamical boundary condition

Ut — b(t, —£,u, uz)um = g(t, —£,u, uz)a te (Oa T)a (334)
and atz = ¢ the homogeneous Dirichlet condition
u(t,£) =0, te(0,7). (3.35)

All other cases can be considered as well.
Theorem 3.3. Let M > 0 and suppos@.2)(3.4) and
_g(tv _Ea Zap) S b(tv _Ea Zap)pv _g(ta Ea Z, _p) S b(ta Ea Z, _p)pa

for (¢,2) € (0,T] x [-M, M] andp > qo. Then there exists a constai; := M;(qo, M, 1, K) such that
if u is any classical solution t¢I.1), (3.:34) (3.35)on 2, with 7 < T subject tou(0,-) = u° satisfying
lulo, < M, then|uyla, < M.

Proof. The proof is the same as for Theorem 3.1 except when consggite behavior ofv andw; on S,.
That both functions do not attain a positive maximumSrcan be shown as in [29, Lemma 3]. O

Theoren{3.B seems to be interesting in connection with ther bip result proven in[7, Proposition
2.14]. There the special case

Up — Uge = Y(ug), t>0,0<z<d,
ult,0) = 0, t>0,
us(t, £) + uy(t,€) =0, t >0, (3.36)
u(0,2) = u’(x), t>0,

of (I.1), [3:3%),[[3.35) was considered and shown thatdf C2(R, (0, 00)) with
lim infi(s) > 0
S5—00

violates [3.2B), then there s> 0 such that for each® € C2([0, ¢]) with u°(0) = 0, the corresponding
classical solution to[(3.36) evolves a gradient singuldritfinite time, even if the solution itself stays
bounded (see alsbl[7, Remark 2.15]).

Note that assumptiof (3.5) is satisfied for (3.36). If thection ) satisfies[(3.26), thef (3.3) holds for
anygo > 0 and any bounded solutianto (3.36). Thus, ifu is any bounded solution t6 (3136) subject to
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some globally Lipschitz continuous initial valad, then|u,. | does not blow up in finite time according to
Theoreni 38. Consequently, Theorem 3.3 sharpens the stat@d[7, Proposition 2.14] in the following
way: If (3.28) is violated and if: is a maximal solution td (3.36) 00, t*) x [, ¢] with |u,|q, —oo for

t — tT as constructed in 7, Proposition 2.14], then

1 pdp
— — < |u .
2) ¥(p) ~ [ule.

0
3.2. Holder estimates on the gradient and global existencélVe next state a result on Holder estimates
on the gradient of a solution to (1.1], (IL.2). It turns out thiae can apply the existing theofy [23, Chapter
VI] rather easily for which the assumptions of Theofen 3.xehta be strengthened just slightly.

Corollary 3.4. Letu? € C'*([—¢, ¢]) for somea € (0,1) and let@32)(3.5) be satisfied with\/ > 0.
There are numberé := §(M,a) € (0,a] andC., := C.(M, 1, (u2)&) such that ifu € C12(Q,) is any
classical solution toI.1), (I.2) on 2, with 7 < T subject tou(0,-) = u satisfyinglulg, < M, then

3
()2 < C..

Proof. Owing to Theorerfi 311 there is a constafit = M, (M, ¢, K) independent of such thatu,|o, <
M. Sincea and f are continuous and is positive, it follows that there ig > 0 such that

pt<alt,z,z,p) <p, |[f(tz,z,p)| <p,  (tz,2p) €Qpx [-M,M]x [-My, M].
Moreover, setting
cy = max{|b(t,:|:€,z,p)p| +g(t, x4, 2,p)|; (t,2z,p) €[0,T] x [-M, M] x [—Ml,Ml]}

we havemax,cjo - |u¢(t, £€)| < ¢; due to [L.R). The assertion is now a consequence of [23, €h¥(ht
Theorem 5.1]. O

Summarizing our findings we can simplify the criterion foolghl existence to problerin (1.1, (IL.3) from
Theoreni 2.R. While the latter requires a uniform bound onHbkler norms of solutions, the following
corollary states that bounds on the supremum norm are surfici

Corollary 3.5. Leta € (0,1) and suppose thg@.4) holds, whereh and g are gradient-independent and
a > 0andb > 0. Consideru’ € C?*<([—¢, (]) satisfying the compatibility conditiof.9). Suppose there
is a constantV > 0 such that(3.2)(3.3) are satisfied. If the unique solutianto (I.1), (T.3) subject to
u(0,-) = u° on the maximal interval of existenf& 7.) provided by Theorefn 2.2 satisfiegn. < M for

T < Too, thenu € C1H 5242 (Qy).

Proof. Let u be the unique solution t§ (1.1}, (1.3) subject®, -) = u° on the maximal interval of exis-
tence|0, 7 ) provided by Theorem 2.2 and suppose thét. < M for 7 < 7. Then, by Theorem 3.1,
Corollary[3.4 and arguments parallel to those at the endeoptbof Theorerh 212 (cf[(Z.16)-(2]19)) we
have

)
luls 2 < o(M, 6,T)
for somed € (0, «] and some constan{M, ¢, T') independent of. By embedding we obtain

sup (Jula, + [, + ()5 ) < oo

T<Too

The assertion follows now from a further application of Tren[2.2. O

Remark 3.6. For simplicity we stated Corollary_3.5 only for the case of Bernstein-Nagumo condition
considered in Theorem3.1. The result is also true in the ohfee weakened Bernstein-Nagumo condition
considered in Theorem 3.2.
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3.3. A priori estimate on the solution. In the previous subsections we have deriggatiori estimates on
the gradient and its Holder norm of a solutieto (I.1), [1.2) in dependence ¢, . As in [23, Chapt. I,
Thm. 2.9] we shall now also consider a simple situation forfclvtone can derive aa priori bound on
|u|q. itself. This yields the bound(3.1) required for global ¢sixce.

Let there be a numbée® > 0 such thatf andg satisfy the growth conditions

2f(t2,2,0) < B(|z])|zl + B, zg(t,£L,2,p) < B(z])|z| + B, (t,z,2,p) € Ur x Rx R, (3.37)
where® is a non-decreasing positive function inoco) with

e dr
/0 5] = (3.38)

(&) dr
/0 B ¢

and note that is monotonically increasing from oo to co with ¢(1) = 0 and satisfie®(¢(£)) = £¢'(€)
for £ > 0. Then solutions td_(T]11)_(1.2) are bounded:

Proposition 3.7. Supposé3.37)with (3.38)and set

M = inf{¢(§) A>1, 6= Inax{l, ot ((/\—f%) , ¢1(|u°|[_g7q)}}. (3.39)

If u is any classical solution t@L.1), (T.2) on 2, with 7 < T subject tou(0, -) = u°, then|u|o. < M.

Let ¢(€) be defined fog € (0, o) by

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of the proof 6f |23, ChaptThm. 2.9] and differs merely where
the dynamical boundary conditions come into play. For tlaeleg's ease we give the complete proof here.
Putu = ¢(v) and, given\ > 1, set

o(t,z) == v(t,x)e ™,  (t,x) € Q.

Let ¢ attain its maximum at some poify, 7o) € Q.. We want to derive an upper bound érand may
thus restrict to the casetg, ) > e~ o, thatis,v(ty, z9) > 1 andu(tg, x¢) > 0. Let

T = {0} x [~£,0]U(0,7) x {0}

be the parabolic boundary ©%; .
Case 1:Assume(ty, zo) € Q2 \ I'. In this case(ty, x¢) does not belong t&' and at this point we have

f)(to,l‘o) > 0, ’lA)m(to, ,To) =0, ﬁmm(to,fﬂo) <0, ﬁt(to, ,To) > 0. (340)
According to [(1.1),
o AL o AL ) 2)\1%2) 1
vge”" + Ave™t — a(t, x, u, ug (Ume + ——e"v, | = t, T, U, Uy
‘* (8. ,02) 7) Foy! (be)

and thus, by((3.40),

A (to, 1‘0)6”0 <

1
> ¢I(U) f(th o, U, 0)
Multiplying the previous inequality by’ (v(to, zo))u(to, o) > 0 and invoking[(3:3l7) yields
A’ (v)vu < f(to,:vo,u,O)u < B+ ®(u)u at (t,z) = (to,zo),
which also reads
A=1®(w)u < B at (t,z) = (to,xo).

Hence, sinc® is non-decreasing,
B

u(to, zo) < (A —1)2(0)
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from which we deduce, singg! is increasing,

B _
< At _ -1 At=to) « =1 2 AT . .
v(t,z) < eMi(to, o) = ¢~ (ulto, z0))e <¢ (0\ — 1)@(0)) e, (t,x) € Q.. (3.41)
Case 2:Assume(ty, zg) € T'. Suppose first that = 0. Then
v(t,x) < e)‘tﬁ(to,xo) =eMgp! (u(O, x0)) < Mt (|u0|[,¢7¢]), (t,z) € Q.. (3.42)

If to # 0, then(ty, o) € (0,7) x {£+£} in which case we may use the boundary condition] (1.2). So, if
(to,z0) € (0,7) x {£}, thend(-, ¢, -,-) > 0 and the fact that,, ¢) is a point of a positive maximum imply

’U(to,g) > 07 ’Ut(t07€) = 07 b(to,g,U(to,g),uz(to,é))vz(to,é) > 0.
From [1.2) and(3.37) we deduce,(atz) = (to, ),
A (v)per < e (v) (/\f) + f)t) +b(t, z,u, up )@ (v)eMD, = g(t,ﬁ, u,um) < B+ ®(u)u,
which again reads
A=1)®(uw)u < B at (t,x) = (to,¢)
and we may proceed as in Case 1 to deiive (3.41). Clearly,ame sargument holds wheg, zo) €

(Oa T) X {_E}
Combining the different cases from (3141) ahd (8.42) wevadhat
maxu < M
QT

with M given in [3.39). Considering-u on £, yields an estimate from below an This proves the
assertion. O

Corollary 3.8. Leta € (0, 1) and suppos@.7). Consider® € C?+([—/, (]) satisfying the compatibility

condition(2.9). Supposd3.37)with (3.38)and that(3.2)-(3.5) are satisfied with\/ given in(3.39) Then
there exists a global solutiom € C1*%:27(Qr) to (L.1), (1.3) subject tou (0, -) = u°.

Proof. This now follows from Theorefin 2.2, Theorém13.1, Corolla®, 2nd Proposition 31 7. O

Remark 3.9. For simplicity we stated the global existence result of Qarg only for the case of the
Bernstein-Nagumo condition considered in Thedrem 3.1.r@4dt is also true in the case of the weakened
Bernstein-Nagumo condition considered in Thedrerh 3.2.

As a final remark let us point out that, as[in[29], we could aepl1.1) by the more general equation
Ut = F(t7 Ty Uy Ug, uww)

and derive similar results provided thitis differentiable with respect to its last variable.

4. APPENDIX. NOTATION AND PARABOLIC HOLDER SPACES

We provide in this appendix the definition of parabolic Hélldpaces, for more details we refer e.g.
to [23/24]. Recall thaf2 = (—¢,¢) andQr = (0,T) x Q. Let@ be an interval irR anda € (0,1]. Then
u : Q — R is uniformly a-Holder continuous if

[u]g) = sup 7@(@ —u)l < 00.

eyeq |z —yl*
We say that: : Q — R is a-Holder continuous if every point iy has a neighborhoo@’ C Q such that
u|g- is uniformly a-Holder continuous. Note that-Holder continuous functions are uniformtyHolder
continuous on compact sets. CleatlyHolder continuous functions are Lipschitz continuouse®k € N
anda € (0,1) we letC*+2(Q) be the space of alt-times continuously differentiable functions 6h
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such that the-th derivative isa-Holder continuous. If: : S — R is bounded on a s&f, we denote its
supremum norm bju|s, i.e.

luls —bUP|U( -
resS

If Qis boundedand € N, a € (0, 1) given, we put
k+a i «
julg™ =3 IDTulg + [D*ug”
J<k
foru € CF(Q).
LetT > 0 andQr = (0,T) x Q. We letC*?(Qr) be the space of all continuous real-valued functions
defined onQr having continuous derivatives, v, on Qr and we use a similar notation 6p..

The parabolic Holder spacés’ﬁ*a””a(QT) for k € Nanda € (0,1) are defined as the set of functions
u : Qr — R having finite norm

k+ Jk+a) 1 i kto pia
lg, "= >0 PP Diulg, + (wyg, T < oo,
2jo+j<k
where, ifk = 0,
()™ = (i + ),

with (@) ) (@) (@)

u),; = sup )]s uma = sup |u(t, .

(w5 = suplut )i (W), = sup [ult, I
and, ifk > 1,

kto ,k+a ; : 2 a i : 1t

(o= 3 (DPDIG + X (DPDiuyg, @4.1)
2jo+j=k 2jo+j=k—1

Since globally Holder continuous functions are uniformbntinuous, it follows that
D{*Dju€ C@r), 2jo+j<k,

foru € C 5 ke (Qr).
The following interpolation inequalities are quite usefile refer to [[22, Thm.8.8.1] (see also [22
Exercise 8.8.2]) for a proof.

Proposition 4.1. There is a constant = ¢(Q) such that foru € C'*+5-2+%(Q7):

wtlon + ltsalon < ¢U /(2+a)U1 V(@)
| |QT | |QT 2+

<um>§f’“) < CU(1+a)/(2+a)U()l_(1+a)/(2+a), (4.2)

<u>(Q a) < Ua/(2+a)U017a/(2+a)’

wherelj := |u|g, andUs4q 1= <,UJ>(Q1;‘§72+01).
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