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with the Robin boundary conditions
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Abstract. In this paper, we are concerned with the large-time behavior of solutions of a reaction
diffusion system arising from a nuclear reactor model with the Robin boundary conditions. It is
shown that global solutions of this system are uniformly bounded in a suitable norm with respect
to time.

1 Introduction

We consider the asymptotic behavior of global solutions of the initial boundary value problem
for a reaction diffusion system :

Oyu — Auq = uqug — bug, t>0, e,
(11) Oyug — Aug = auq, t>0, e,

Oyu1 + auy = Oyug + Bug = 0, t>0, ze o,

u1(0,2) = uip(z) > 0, u2(0,2) = ugy(z) >0, x € Q.

Here © is a bounded domain in RY with smooth boundary 99, and v denotes the unit outward
normal vector on 9f2. Furthermore u;, us are real-valued unknown functions and a, b are given
positive constants. We also assume o > 0 and § > 0. This problem is introduced in 1968 by
Kastenberg and Chambré [13] for the purpose to give mathematical model of a nuclear reactor,
where u; represents the neutron flux and us represents the fuel temperature.
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This model is studied by many authors under various (linear) boundary conditions, see, e.g., [6],
[, [10], [11], [12], [24] and [25]. They investigated the existence of positive steady-state solutions
and the asymptotic behavior of solutions. In our previous work [14], we also studied the initial-
boundary value problem for this system with nonlinear boundary conditions:

Oyu — Auq = uqug — bug, t>0, reQ,

Oyug — Aug = auq, t>0, e,
(12) Oyu1 + auy = Oyug + ﬁ|uQ|“’_2u2 =0, t>0, e,

u1(0,2) = uio(x) >0, uz(0,x) = ugy(x) >0, x € Q,

where v > 2. We showed the existence and the ordered uniqueness of positive stationary solution
for N € [1,5]. For nonstationary problem, we proved that any positive stationary solution plays a
role of threshold to separate global solutions and finite time blowing-up solutions. More precisely,
if the initial data is less than or equal to positive stationary solutions, then solutions of (L.2)) exists
globally and tends to zero as t — oo, and if the initial data is strictly larger than positive stationary
solutions, then solutions of (I.2)) blow up in finite time. For general initial data, however, this result
does not say anything about the asymptotic behavior of global solutions. When we assume that
solutions exist globally, it is natural to ask whether global solutions blow up at oo or not. We here
restrict ourselves to the case where v = 2, for the technical reason. Bounds for global solutions of
this system with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions is already studied by Quittner [22]
for the case where N = 2. This strong restriction on N arises from applying Hardy type inequality
(see []). As for the Robin boundary conditions, by making use of the good properties of the first
eigenfunction of Laplacian with Robin boundary conditions, we can discuss the case where N = 2, 3.
This kind of problem is well known for the scalar problem :

Owu(t,z) — Au(t,x) = f(u(t,x)), t>0, xeQ,
(1.3) u(t,z) =0, t>0, x €09,
u(0,z) = up(z), x € Q.

For simplicity, assume that f(u) = |u[P~2u and p is Sobolev subcritical, that is, p € (2, ps), where
pg is the Sobolev critical exponent defined by pg = oo for N = 1,2 ; pg = 1\2,]_\[2 for N = 3. The
boundedness of global solutions of ([L3]) was first discussed by [19, 20] in the abstract setting of the
form u; + Ot (u) — Op?(u) = 0 in L%(Q). Here 9y’ are subdifferentials of lower semi-continuous
convex and homogeneous functionals ¢’ (i = 1,2) on L?(f2), where it is shown that every global
solution of (I3)) is uniformly bounded in H{ () with respect to time. Ni-Sacks-Tavantzis [18] studied
(L3]) for the case where  is convex domain and proved every positive global solution of (I.3]) is
uniformly bounded in L*°(€2) with respect to time provided that p € (2,2 + %) Furthermore
they also showed that if p > pg, then (L3)) has a global solution which L norm goes to oo as
t — oo in the case where N > 3. Cazenave-Lions [5] dealt with more general nonlinear term f(u)
(including f(u) = |u/P~2u) and showed that every global solution allowing sing-changed solution is
bounded in L*°(2) uniformly in time provided that p € (2,pcr), where pcr, = oo when N =1 ;
poL =2+ % when N > 2. ( Note that por < pg for any N € N ). Giga removed this restriction
on p in his paper [9] for positive global solutions, that is, he showed every positive global solution
of (L3) is uniformly bounded in L>(2) for any p € (2, ps). Quittner [23] removed the restriction of
the positivity of solutions, i.e., he proved that every global solution of (3] (allowing sing-changed
solution) is uniformly bounded in L>(2) for any p € (2, ps).




Proofs for the boundedness of global solutions of (I.3]) deeply rely on the fact that the energy
functional E(u), defined by E(u) = 1 [, |[Vul*dz — %fﬂ |u[Pdz, becomes a Lyapunov function, in
other words, (L3) possesses the variational structure. In addition to that, in [9] the rescaling
argument is introduced and in [23] the bootstrap argument based on the interpolation and the
maximal regularity is used.

Unfortunately for our system, we can not apply the arguments similar to those of [9] and [23],
since (ILI)) does not possess the variational structure.

To cope with this difficulty, making much use of the special form of our system, we first show the
uniform bound for the L'-norm with the positive weight 1, the first eigenfunction of the Laplace
operator with the Robin boundary condition. To derive the uniform H!'-bound, we rely on some
energy method with a special device ( see Lemma ). Furthermore by applying Moser’s iteration
scheme such as in Nakao [17], we derive the uniform L*-bound via H'-bound.

2 Existence of local solutions

Throughout this paper, we denote by ||-||, and || -|| the norm in LP(Q) (1 < p < 00) and H(Q)
respectively. We also simply write u(¢) instead of u(¢,-). In this section, we prepare a couple of
results concerning the local well-posedness. The following result is proved in [I4] as Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 2.1. Let (u19,u20) € L(Q) x L>°(Q), then there exists T = T'(||u10]|oo, ||t20]|cc) > 0 such
that (L2)) possesses a unique solution (uy,uz) € (L>(0,T; L>=(2)) N C([0,T); L3(Q)))? satisfying

(2.1) Vtdpuy, Vtdpug, VAL, VtAus € L*(0,T; L*()).

Furthermore, if the initial data is nonnegative, then the local solution (ui,us2) for (L2) is nonneg-
ative.

In order to treat the case where the data belong to H'(£2), we need to fix some abstract setting.
Let H := L*(Q) x L*(Q) and for u = (u1,us) € H we put

D(¢) :={u € H;up,uy € H(Q), ug € L7(69Q) },

1 uy (2)]? uq (z)]? us(2)|?)dz gu x)|? éu T o ifu
s = | 5 [P @)+ (Fus@) P+ [ (Gl + D)) dr it e Do),
+00 if u ¢ D(¢).

Then ¢ is a lower semi-continuous convex function from H into [0,00) and its subdifferential 0¢ is
given by

0p(u) ={w e H; w=(—Auy + buy,—Auz)} Yu € D(99),

D(0¢) = {u = (uy,u2); up,us € Hz(Q), Oyul + auy = dyus + 8 |u2|7_2uQ =0}.
Then we have

Theorem 2.2. Let N < 5 and (u10,u20) € D(¢), then there exists T = T(p(up)) > 0 such that
([L2) possesses a unique solution (ui,us) € (C([0,T]; L?(2)))? satisfying

(2.2) dyur, Opug, Auy, Aug € L2(0,T; L*(R)).

Furthermore, if the initial data is nonnegative, then the local solution (ui,us2) for (L2) is nonneg-
ative.



Proof.  Put u(t) = (u1(t),us(t)) and
B(u) :={be H; b= (—ujug,—auy) },

then (L2) can be reduced to the following abstract evolution equation in H:

(2.3) %u(t) + 0o(u(t)) + B(u(t)) =0, u(0) = (u10,u20)-

We are going to apply Theorem II of [21]. To do this, we have to check three assumptions. The
compactness assumption (A.1) requires that the set {u € H; ¢(u) + |ul3; < L} is compact in H for
all L > 0, which is assured by the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem. The demiclosedness assumption
(A.2) on B(u) is assured by the continuity of the mapping (ui,us) — (—ujuz, —au;) in R2.

The last assumption to check is the boundedness assumption (A.4):

(2.4) | B(w)ltr < k106(u)|f + U (u) + ulg)  Vu € D(99),
where k € [0,1) and ¢(-) : [0,00) — [0,00) is a monotone increasing function. We note that
(25)  [B@)li < llullilluzllf + a®[lus]l3,  3C > 0 such that C(lfur]* + Juz|?) < ¢(u) + 1.

Hence for N < 4, (2.4]) holds true with k£ = 0 and 4(r) = Cr?.
As for the case where N = 5, Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality gives

i 3
[olla < Cllol[gallvl7.

Then by Young’s inequality, (2.4)) is satisfied with £(r) = Cr3. Thus the local existence part is
verified.

To prove the uniqueness part, let u' = (ui,ud), u? = (u?,u3) be solutions of (LZ) and put du; =
ul —u? (i = 1,2). Then Su; satisfy

(2.6) Opouy — Aduy + bduy = duyus + dugu?,
(2.7) Oidus — Adus = aduq,
(2.8) dyouy + aduy = d,0uy + B(|us]""2ud — [u3|"*u3) = 0.
Multiplying (2.6)) by du; and ([2Z7) by dug, we have by (2.8))
1d
(2.9) 5%“5711('5)“% + || VSu |3 + | dur |3 oo + bl|dur |5 < /Q(Mulfz lug| + |0us| |Sus] Jui]) de,

Ld

2.1
(2.10) 2dt

1§z (£)][3 + |V duzl|3 + ﬂ/ (Juz|""?uy — [u3]""?u3) dup do < a/ |0ur | [duz| da.
00 Q

Let N < 5, then since H'(Q2) and H?(2) are embedded in LI_BO(Q) and L'%(Q) respectively, by
Young’s inequality we find that for any € > 0 there exists C. > 0 such that
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Hence, by adding (2.9]) and (2.10]), we obtain

d
E(H&n(t)\@ +|8u2(1)3) < Clluzlzr(y + [uillFr @) + 1) (18ur(®)]13 + [6u2(t)][3),
Thus since u3, u3 € L2(0,T; H?(2)), the uniqueness follows from Gronwall’s inequality.

The nonnegativity of solutions can be proved by exactly the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 in [14]. O

3 Main result and proof

In what follows we always consider the case where v = 2 and we are concerned with global
solutions of (LI). We put H!' = {(wi,w2) € HYQ) x HY(Q) ; wi,wg > 0,wy,wy #Z 0} and
V = {(wy,wa) € L*(2) x L>®(Q); wi,ws > 0,wy,wy # 0}. Our main theorem can be stated as
follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let N = 2,3 and o < 2B. Assume that (uig,usp) € H' and (u1,uz) is the
corresponding global solution of (ILl) satisfying the same regularity given in Theorem [Z2. Then
there exist constants M; = M;(||ui]|, ||uz]]) >0 (i = 1,2) such that

(3.1) sup [[ur ()| < My, sup [lug(t)]| < Mo.
t>0 t>0

Moreover if (u19,u2) € V and (u1,us2) is the corresponding global solution of (LI) satisfying the
same regqularity given in Theorem 2. Then there exist constants M'; = M';(||u1o]|co |u20]/00) > 0
(i =1,2) such that

(3.2) sup [[ug (t)loo < M'1,  sup [Jug(t)|loc < M's.
>0 >0

We divide the proof into several steps. We first derive the L!-estimate of the solutions. In this
step, we rely on the properties of the first eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction of —A
with the Robin boundary conditions :

Lemma 3.2 ([8]). Let \; and @1 be the first eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction for
the problem:

— Ap = A\, € Q,
(3.3) { A

O +vp =0, xe€df,

where § is smooth bounded domain in RN and v > 0. Then A\; > 0 and there exists a constant
C5 > 0 such that B
e1(z) > C, x € Q.

Actually, it is easy to see that ¢1 > 0 in £ by the strong maximum principle as the same method
for the eigenvalue problem with the Dirichlet Laplacian. Furthermore suppose that there exists
xg € 0N such that ¢ (zp) = 0. Then the boundary condition assures 9, p1(xg) = —yp1(z9) = 0. On
the other hand, we know 0,¢1(z¢) < 0 by Hopf’s strong maximum principle. This is contradiction,
i.e., ¢1(z) >0 on Q.



The second step is to derive uniform LZ%-estimates and third one is to derive uniform H'-
estimates. In the last step, we get uniform L bounds for global solutions of (LI) applying Moser’s
iteration scheme (see [I] and [17]).

(1) Uniform estimates in L'

Let A\; and ¢1 be the first eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction of (3.3]) respectively. We
here normalize 1 so that ||¢1]|1 = 1. Multiplying ¢ by the first and second equations of (I.1l), we
get

(3.4) </ ulgoldzlt) +(b—|—)\1)/u1<,01d:17+(0z—7)/ ulgoldaz/ulqupldx,
Q t Q o0 Q

(3.5) </ uchlda:> —i—)\l/ ugprde + (5 —’y)/ ugprdo = a/ upprde.
Q t Q a0 Q

Multiplying (8] by a and substituting (3:5) and equation (L)) to the second term of the left-hand
side and the right-hand side respectively, we have

0L</Q ulgpldx)t +(b+X\) ((/Q U2¢P1d$>t + M\ /Q ugprdr + (8 — ) /m u2<,01d0>

(3.6)
+ (- 7)/ uyprdo = / (Orug — Aug) ugprde
B 0

Then differentiating (3.5]) with respect to ¢ once and substituting (3.6 to the right-hand side, we
obtain

</ uzgplda:> +(b+2)\1)</ uzgplda:> —i—)\l(b—i-)\l)/ug(pldx
Q tt Q t

Q

+ (=) /ag urprdo + (B —7)</m U2901d0)t + (B =7+ )\1)/ ugprdo

o0

= / (atu2 — AUQ) UQ(,Dldl‘
Q

1 2 2 At 2 o / 2
(3.7) = 2</Qu2<,01d:17>t+/g|VuQ| prdr + 5 /Quzgoldat+ <ﬁ 2) 8Qu2<,01d0.

Finally choosing v = O‘+22B > 0, we deduce

</ uzgpldx) +(b+2)\1)</ uzgpldx) +)\1(b+)\1)/u2g01dx
Q it Q t 9)

o o 1 A1
- = d)——)\ d>—</2d> —/2d.
2</mu29010t 5 1/891@901 723 Q“z‘ﬁlfﬂt"'2 QU2901$
We now set

1
y(t) == w'(t) + (b+ A1) w(t) — —/ ul ¢y d — a / ug p1do,  w(t) = / ug p1 d.
2 Ja 2 Jog 0

(3.8)

Since Oyup € L?(0,T; L?(Q2)) implies that there exists so € (0,1) such that |y(sg)| < co. Then (3.3)
yields

Y(t) > —My(t), hence y(t) > y(so) e M) > —|y(so)| =t —Cy Vt > s0.



Hence by virtue of Schwarz’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we get

_Co < ylt) = w'(8) + (b + M) wit) — % /

u%gol dr — % / ugpy do
Q 0

Q

<w'(t)+ (b+ M) w(t) — %wz(t)

<w(t)— JuP0)+ b+ M) Vi s,

ie.,
1
(3.9) w'(t) > ZwQ(t) —Cy, C1:=Co+(b+I)*>0 Vt> s,
whence follows
1
(3.10) w(t) < 2C12 = Cg Vit > S0,
Indeed, if there exists t; > sg such that
1 5
(3.11) Zw (751) — 01 > 0,

then from (B.9), (B.II) we can deduce that there exists to > t; such that

lim w(t) = +oo,
t—to

which contradicts the assumption that w(t) exists globally. Thus (B.I0) holds and the following
global bound for w(t) is established.

(3.12) sup/ ug o1 dr < Cy = max(Cg, max w(s)).
Q

t>0 0<s<so

Next we derive a uniform estimate for fQ uyprdx. Using the facts that uy = é(@tug — Aug) and
(u1,us) are nonnegative in (3.4]), we can get

d
I >
t(/ ulcplda;> (b—i—)\l)/ U111 dx

1
:—(b—i-)\l)—/(atUQ—AUQ)tpl da:
aJa

_ _b—l—)\lw,(t) B (b—i—)\l))\lw(t) n (b—i—)\l)a/ upprdo

a a 2a
b+ A b+ M)A

For n € (0,1), integrating this inequality over (¢,t + 1) and using (B3.12]), we obtain

[/Q u1901d:17] o > _bt (w(t +n) —w(t)) — G+ )M /tt+nw(7-) dr

t a a

_b—i—)\l 62— (b+)\1))\162 o

>



where C3 > 0 is independent of ¢ and . This implies that

(3.13) / uy(t)p1 dr < Cs + / ur(t + n)pr de.
Q Q

Integrating (3.I3]) over n € (0,1) and using integration by parts, we get
1
/ up(t)p1de < Cs +/ / ur(t +n)p1 dxdn
Q 0 Jo
t+1
=Cj —I—/ / uy (7)1 dx dr
t Jao

1 t+1
=C5+ — / /(&uQ — Aug)py dx dT
a Ji Q

1 )\1 t+1 Ie% t+1
:C’3+—(w(t+1)—w(t))+—/ w(T)dT——/ / ugp1 do dr
a a Ji 2a Jy  Joq
14+ —
<Cs3+ A Cy =: Cy,
which concludes that
(3.14) sup/ urprde < Cy.
t>0 JQ

Thus, from (312, (314) and Lemma [3.2] we can derive the following estimates:

(3.15) sup [Jur(t)||1 < Cs,  sup [lua(t)|li < Cs.
>0 >0

(2) Uniform estimates in L?

We here try to get L? uniform bounds of solutions of (II)). Since (3.4) gives

d
/uluzcmdl’ < —(/ (e dfﬂ) + (b+)\1)/ w1 dx,
Q dt\ Jq Q

it follows from (3.I14]) that

t+1
(3.16) Sup/ / wiug dz dr < Cf.
t>0Jt Ja

Multiplying the second equation of (I.I]) by ue and using integration by parts, we get
5 7 lua (@13 + [Vua ()13 + Blluz(t)][3,00 = a/Qum da,
where [[v]|3 5o = [5q v2do. Hence by virtue of Poincaré - Friedrichs’ inequality Cp|[v[|3 < (||[Vvl[|3 +

Bllvll3 5), we have

1d

(3.17) L ()12 + Crllua®)]3 < a / ——
2 dt 0

8



Applying Gronwall’s inequality to [B.I7), we get

t
(3.18) Jux(®) < ¥ fuanl + [ 2a( [ wruzde)e 2 ar
0 Q

In order to obtain uniform bounds of L?-norm for us with respect to ¢, we need to confirm that the
second term of right hand side of (3.I8]) is bounded. For any ¢ > 0, we can express t = n + ¢ with
some n € NU{0} and ¢ € [0,1). Then, by virtue of (3:I6]), it follows that

t
/(/ u1u2daz>e_2CF(t_T) dr
o Mo
t t—1
:/ (/ UU2 dw)e_wF(t_T) d7'+/ </ U U2 d:n)e_wF(t—T) dr
t—1\JQ t—2 NJa
t—(n—1) —n
+"‘+/ (/ UL UL dx) e~ 20r(t=) d7'+/ </ ULUL d:z:) e 2CF(t=7) gr
t Q 0 0

—-n

<e 0 /t;(/g U1 Uz d:E)dT + e 2CF /;;1 (/Q U U2 dm) dr
4o e 2n=1CF /t_(n_l) </Q uq U2 da:) dr + e 2nCF /Ot_n (/Q U Uy dx) dr

t—n
< C7<1 4 e 20F 4 o740 Ly e—2ncF)

1 — e=2(nt1)Cr Cy

= < .
7 1—e20Fr — 1—¢2CF

Therefore we obtain from (3.I8])

2aC’
—2C 7
@)1z < e luzollz + T35~ Y20,
This implies that there exists Cg > 0 such that
(3.19) sup [us (1)||2 < C.
>0

Note that the above argument can be done without any restriction on dimension N.
We next derive a uniform L2-estimate of u; for N < 3. Multiplying the first equation of (II)) by
u1 and using integrating by parts, we have

——\IU1(t)\|§+HVm(t)H%+OéHU1(t)II§,aQ+bHU1(t)H§Z/Qﬁwdw-

We here adopt (||Vv|2 4 b |[v]|3)'/? as the H! norm for u;. By using Holder’s inequality, the



interpolation inequality and the embedding theorem (||v||g < Cyl|v]|), it holds that

1d
3O+l O < [ s da
< s (@)1 lu2(®)]]2
! 0
< Joua ()11F eaa (OIIE a2 )]l
3 3 9 _ 1 2
< OG5 D) < 3l @) + Can,
which implies
L O+ S@? < ¢
2dt b 27" 9 b = ~10-
Hence we obtain
(8] < e fluso]2 +2C10 (1 — e7t),
i.e.,
(3.20) sup ||U1(7f)||2 S 011.
t>0

(3) Uniform estimates in H'

Now we are in the position to derive a uniform H' bounds of solutions of (L.
second equation of (ILI]) by —Aug, we obtain

Multiplying the

2

1d 1 a
337 IVl + Al o) + 18wl =~ [ wduzdo < 51 Aua(e)|3 + Gl )]

Here we define the H'-norm of uy by

luzl|* = [[Vuz ()13 + Blluz (£)]13 o0

Then it holds that Cg||uz||? < ||Ausl|3, since

1
(Cr)2luzllz luzll < [Vual3 + Blluz(t)13 90 = (—Auz, uz) < || Aug|lz|uz]2,

where (-, -) denotes the inner product of L2. Hence we obtain

d
EHM@)H2 + Crlluz(t)|* < a® Chy,
whence follows

(3.21) sup ||ua(t)]| < Cha.
>0

In order to derive the uniform H'-estimate for u1, we prepare the following functional ¢ (u;):

1
¢1(u1) = §(IIVU1H§ taluiliaq +bludll3)  w e HY(Q).

10



Then it is easy to see

1 b
(322)  au(w) 2 5wl = 2wl

b
| = Auy +buq|l2f[ull2 > [(—=Aur +but,ur)| = 2¢1(u1) > 2 \/¢1(U1)\/;||U1H27
whence follows
(3.23) 201 (ur) < || — Aur +bua [f5.

Multiplication of the first equation of (II) by —Awj + bu; and integration over € yield

1
(3.24) (8tu1,—Au1+bu1)+H—Au1+bu1H§ = (u1u2, —Au1+bu1) < §(Hu1uz”§+|]—Au1+bu1|]§).

Here we note d
(Bpur, —Auy +bur) = = (wa (1))
Hence, in view of (3.24)) and (B.23]), we obtain

S0 (1) +bon (1) < 5 lluruall

Here by Holder’s inequality, (3.19), (3:20), (3:21]),([3:22]) and Young’s inequality, we get

2 2.2
Hu1u2\|2:/u1u2d:17:/u
Q Q
1 1
2 2
S(/ U UL dm) </ uius d:z:)
Q Q

11 3 3
< CACE lua (@)1 lua(B) I

S b¢1 (ul(t)) + 013.

—ol=
N olw

dx

L3
2,,2
ujuiu

Hence it follows that
d b
_ — <
dtél(ul(t)) + 2¢1(U1(t)) <

Therefore, applying Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce

b
P1(ur(t)) < Pp1(ur(0)) e 2" + ==,
which implies that
(32 sup lur (1) < Cua.
>0

(4) Uniform estimates in L™

Since Theorem 1] assures that there exists s; € (0,1) such that u(s;) € H'(Q) and [Ju(t)]|s is
bounded on [0, 51], we can assume without loss of generality that (ug,u20) € H'NV. To derive L>®
bounds via H' bounds, we rely on the following Alikakos - Moser’s iteration scheme, which plays
an essential role in our argument.

11



([0,00); L= (Q) N HY(Q)) satisfies

loc

Lemma 3.3 ([17]). Assume that v € W/l})’cz([o,oo);L%Q)) N Lge
d r
(3.26) @17+ e @2 < ear® (@I + 1) a.e. t € [0,00),

for all r € [2,00), where ¢1 > 0 and ¢, 01, 03 > 0. Then there exist some constants dy, da, ds and
dy > 0 such that

SQIO) () |loo < d12€2+(91+92)d2MO,

t>

where My = max(1, d3|[vo]|oc, supizg [[0(1)[5*)-

In order to apply Lemma [B.3], we deform (1)) in the following way:
(3.27) Ourl — Auq + Ul = wqug — buy + uq,

(3.28) Oyug — Aug + us = a uy + us.

Hereafter we employ the usual H' norm (||[Vv|3 + [|[v]|3)'/? for u; and ug. Multiplying B:27) by
lu1|"~2uy (r > 2) and using integration by parts, we obtain

1d
——Jlur @)l7 + (r — 1)/ V| [ua |72 da +/ ua|" do + [lur (B)]]7
rdt (9} o0

— [ wuads bl O]+ fu ()]
Q
Hence we have
1d _
—Ellm(t)llii +(r— 1)/ (V| ua |2 da + [Jug (1) S/ [ua|"[ug| dz + [[ur (¢) ||}
T 9) 9)
Moreover we note

4T—1 r r
<r—1>/ﬂ|w1|2|u1|f-2dx+uu1<t>u:= r )/Q\wﬂcmu s (8)5 12

r
4(r —1 r
> 2 s e,
where we used the fact that » > 2 implies % € (0,1] to the last inequality. Hence we obtain
1d 4(r — 1) r
(3:29) sl @l + P @F P < [l sl dz 4 Jun 0]
Q

By using Holder’s inequality, interpolation inequality, Sobolev’s embedding theorem and Young’s
inequality, we can get

/ [ur"fuz] dz < Jlua () fluz(t)lls
Q

< s )12 ffur )12, Tua(6)]l3
< s (®)lls llur (012 1 Tur (8) [

< Cus [lur (@)1 [ fua (£)]7 ]

2(r —1) Csr?

-1
<
- 2 8(r—1)

Hur @)1= + [[r (8)]]7-
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Since r > 2, it is easy to see that ——— < r. Then, from these observations, B29)) leads to

8(r—1)
1d Co2(r—1 . . ;
—— [l (7 + ( 5 )|| s ()2 1* < CFs r lua (D7 + lua ®)II7,
rdt r
that is,
d r 2 2 r
(3.30) N @I+ @12 < Crer* (Jur (@7 +1).
dt
Here we used the fact that 1 < @ provided that r > 2. Then wu;(¢) satisfies (8:20) with ¢; = 1,

¢y = Cig, 01 = 0 and 0 = 2. Thus applying Lemma 3.3 to (B:30]), we see that there exists C17 > 0
such that

(3.31) sup [|ug (t)]|co < Ch7.
>0

Finally, applying the same argument as above for us(t), we have

1d r 47‘_1 r r— r
(3.32) @l + A a1 < a0 [ i+ (o)l
T T QO

Since % <1 and % < 1, due to ([B31]) we can deduce

a/uw;nmgacnmxmmj
Q

r—1

s, 1
< aCur{ = ®ll; + 12/}

< aCir(Jlua 7 +192)

which implies

1 d r 4 T — 1) T r
L s+ 2 (01212 < s (a7 1),
for some Chg > 0. Since 2 < 4(T—r_1), we conclude that
d r 2 r
(33 L us @)l +2 a0 < Cusr (a7 + 1)

Then we can apply Lemma B3] to (333 with ¢; = 2, ¢ = Cis, #1 = 0 and 03 = 1. Thus there
exists C19 > 0 such that

(3.34) sup ||uz(t)]co < Cho.
>0

These a priori bounds (3.31]) and (3.34]) complete the proof.
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