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REGULARITY OF A PARABOLIC SYSTEM INVOLVING CURL

XING-BIN PAN

Abstract. This note presents a regularity result with proof for an initial-boundary value prob-
lem of a linear parabolic system involving curl of the unknown vector field, subjected to the
boundary condition of prescribing the tangential component of the solution.
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1. Introduction

We are interested in the regularity theory of linear parabolic systems involving curl. We
believe that the regularity results are well-known to the experts. However it is difficult
to find the statements with complete proofs in the literature. Therefore we wish to write
out the conclusions with proofs, for our later references. We wish to start our program
with the equation of the following form















∂u

∂t
+ a curl 2u+ B curlu+ cu = f , divu = 0, (t, x) ∈ QT ,

uT = 0, (t, x) ∈ ST ,

u(0, x) = u0, x ∈ Ω,

(1.1)

where a, c are scalar functions, B is a matrix-valued function, QT = (0, T ] × Ω with Ω
being a bounded domain in R

3 with smooth boundary ∂Ω, ST = (0, T ]× ∂Ω. We denote
curlu ≡ ∇×u, and denote by uT the tangential component of u at boundary ∂Ω, namely
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2 X.B.PAN

uT = (ν × u) × ν, where ν is the unit outer normal vector of ∂Ω. In this paper, we use
M(3) to denote the set of all 3× 3 matrices, and let

Ck+α
t0 (Ω, div 0) = {w ∈ Ck+α(Ω,R3) : divw = 0 in Ω, wT = 0 on ∂Ω}.

Note that the boundary condition in (1.1) is to prescribe the tangential component
of the solution, and it makes (1.1) significantly different to the usual parabolic equation
with Dirichlet boundary condition which prescribes the full trace. The regularity of
weak solutions of (1.1) will be used in [KP] to establish existence and regularity of weak
solutions of the time-dependent model of Meissner states of superconductors.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
3 with a C3+α boundary, QT = (0, T ]×Ω.

Assume that

0 < α < 1, a, c ∈ Cα,α/2(QT ), a(t, x) ≥ a0 > 0,

B ∈ Cα,α/2(QT ,M(3)), f ∈ Cα,α/2(QT ,R
3), u0 ∈ C2+α

t0 (Ω, div 0),

and

a(0, x)[curl 2u0(x)]T + [B(0, x)curl u0(x)]T = [f(0, x)]T , x ∈ ∂Ω. (1.2)

If u is a weak solution of (1.1) on QT , then u ∈ C2+α,1+α/2(QT ) and

‖u‖C2+α,1+α/2(QT ) ≤ C{‖f‖Cα,α/2(QT ) + ‖u0‖C2+α(Ω)},

where C depends only on Ω, T, α and the Cα,α/2(QT ) norm of a, b, B.

In (1.2) we use [·]T to denote the tangential component of the enclosed vector. Let us
mention that the assumption u0 ∈ C2+α

t0 (Ω, div 0) implies that u0
T = 0 for x ∈ ∂Ω, which

is consistent with the boundary condition uT = 0. This together with the assumption
(1.2) consists of the compatibility condition for the problem (1.1).

2. Estimates Near Flat Boundary

2.1. W 2,1,q-estimates.

We consider regularity of weak solutions of (1.1), where a, c are scalar functions and B is
a matrix-valued function. Let u be a weak solution of (1.1). Then u ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω,R3)).
To get higher regularity of the solutions, one may first use the difference method to
show that u ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω,R3)) and ∂tu ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω,R3)), then show u is of
C2+α,1+α/2. Here we use the different approach. We shall start with a weak solution
u ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω,R3)) and show directly u is of C2+α,1+α/2.

We shall derive the a priori estimates for smooth functions. Then the regularity of weak
solutions follow from the estimates.

By considering cut-off, we only need to examine regularity near boundary. We start
with a flat boundary. Denote by B+

R the upper half ball with center at the origin and
radius R, and

ΣR = {x = (x1, x2, 0) : |x| < R}.
Let

QR,T = (0, T ]× B+
R , ΓR,T = (0, T ]× ΣR.
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With the divergence-free condition, (1.1) can be written in the following form














∂u

∂t
− a∆u+ B curlu+ cu = f , divu = 0, (t, x) ∈ QR,T ,

uT = 0, (t, x) ∈ ΓR,T ,

u(0, x) = u0, x ∈ B+
R .

(2.1)

As mentioned in the introduction, the boundary condition in (2.1) is to prescribe the
tangential component, but not the full trace, of the solution. As such, the regularity of
(2.1) is not a direct consequence of the regularity theory of the classical initial-Dirichlet
boundary problem of parabolic equations.

The compatibility condition (1.2) can be written as

− a(0, x)[∆u0(x)]T + [B(0, x)curl u0(x)]T = [f(0, x)]T , x ∈ ∂Ω. (2.2)

Note that ΓR,T is the flat part of the parabolic boundary of QR,T . We shall establish the
following local estimate:

Lemma 2.1. Assume that

a, c ∈ Cα,α/2(QR0,T ), a(t, x) ≥ a0 > 0, 1 < q < ∞,

B ∈ Cα,α/2(QR0,T ,M(3)), f ∈ Lq(QR0,T ,R
3),

u0 ∈ W 2,q(B+
R0
,R3), divu0 = 0 in BR0 , u0

T = 0 on ΣR0 ,

and assume (1.2) holds. If u is a weak solution of (2.1) on QR0,T , then for any 0 < R < R0

we have u ∈ W 2,q(QR,T ,R
3) and

‖u‖W 2,1,q(QR,T ) ≤ C{‖f‖Lq(QR0,T
) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,q(B+

R0
)},

where C depends only on R0, R, T , B, a, c, q.
Proof. Let u be a solution of (2.1). Write

u = (u1, u2, u3)
t, f = (f1, f2, f3)

t, B curlu = h = (h1, h2, h3)
t.

u1, u2 correspond the tangential component of u and u3 corresponds to the normal com-
ponent. Recall the formula (see [DaL, p.210])

divu = div Γ(πu) + 2(ν · u)H(x) +
∂

∂ν
(ν · u).

In the above πu denotes the tangential component of u on the domain boundary, div Γ

denotes the surface divergence, and H(x) is the mean curvature of the domain boundary.
Applying the above equality on the flat part of the boundary ΣR where H(x) ≡ 0 we
see that, the boundary condition uT = 0 together with the divergence-free condition
divu = 0 implies the Neumann boundary condition for u3. In fact, for x ∈ ΣR we have

πu = uT = (u1, u2, 0), ν · u = u3.

Hence
∂u3

∂ν
=

∂

∂ν
(ν · u) = divu− div Γ(πu)− 2(ν · u)H(x).
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So

u1 = 0, u2 = 0,
∂u3

∂ν
= 0 on ΓR,T .

We can write the equations for u1 and u2 as follows:










∂tuj − a∆uj + cuj = fj − hj, (t, x) ∈ QR,T ,

uj = 0, (t, x) ∈ ΓR,T ,

uj(0, x) = u0
j , x ∈ B+

R ,

(2.3)

j = 1, 2, and write the equation for u3 as follows:














∂tu3 − a∆u3 + cu3 = f3 − h3, (t, x) ∈ QR,T ,

∂u3

∂ν
= 0, (t, x) ∈ ΓR,T ,

u3(0, x) = u0
3, x ∈ B+

R .

(2.4)

However, since ΓR,T is only a subset of the parabolic boundary of QR,T , (2.3) and
(2.4) are not exactly the standard initial-boundary value problem of parabolic equations
with Dirichlet or Norman boundary condition. We shall modify uj’s to get the standard
initial-boundary problems of parabolic equations.

Given 0 < R < R0, we can take a domain U with C2+α boundary and a smooth function
η supported in U such that

B+
R ⊂ U ⊂ B+

R0
, η(x) = 1 if x ∈ B+

R , η(x) = 0 if x ∈ B+
R0

\ U. (2.5)

In fact we can first choose R̃ such that R < R̃ < R0. Take a smooth cur-off function η
such that

spt(η) ⊂ BR̃, η = 1 in BR̃,
∂η

∂ν
= 0 on ΣR̃. (2.6)

Then we take a domain Ũ with smooth boundary such that

BR̃ ⊂ Ũ ⊂ Ũ ⊂ BR0 .

We can choose Ũ such that U ≡ Ũ ∩B+
R0

has C2+α boundary. Then U and η satisfy (2.5).
Let w = ηu. Then

w(t, x) = 0 for 0 < t ≤ T, x ∈ ∂U \ ΣR1 .

Moreover we actually have w(t, x) = 0 for x ∈ U \BR1 , thus

∂

∂ν
(ν ·w) = 0 for x ∈ ∂U \ ΣR1 .

If x ∈ ΣR1 , then from (2.6) we have

∂

∂ν
(ν ·w) =

∂

∂ν
(ην · u) = η

∂

∂ν
(ν · u) + (ν · u) ∂

∂ν
η = 0.

So we have

wT = 0,
∂

∂ν
(ν ·w) = 0 if 0 < t ≤ T, x ∈ ∂U. (2.7)

Denote
GT = (0, T ]× U, LT = (0, T ]× ∂U.
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We see that w is a weak solution of a modified system on GT , namely














∂w

∂t
− a∆w + B curlw + cw = F, divw = g, (t, x) ∈ GT ,

wT = 0, (t, x) ∈ LT ,

w(0, x) = w0, x ∈ U,

(2.8)

where

F = ηf − a(∆ηu+ 2
3

∑

j=1

∂jη∂ju)− B(∇η × u),

g = ∇η · u, w0 = ηu0.

Now we write

w = (w1, w2, w3)
t, F = (F1, F2, F3)

t, B curlw = H = (H1, H2, H3)
t.

Then w1, w2 satisfy










∂twj − a∆wj + cwj = Fj −Hj, (t, x) ∈ GT ,

wj = 0, (t, x) ∈ LT ,

wj(0, x) = w0
j , x ∈ U,

(2.9)

j = 1, 2, and w3 satisfies














∂tw3 − a∆w3 + cw3 = F3 −H3, (t, x) ∈ GT ,

∂w3

∂ν
= 0, (t, x) ∈ LT ,

w3(0, x) = w0
3, x ∈ U.

(2.10)

From the assumption on u0 and (2.2) we see that the following compatibility for the
parabolic Dirichlet problem (2.9) condition is satisfied for x ∈ ∂U and for j = 1, 2:

w0
j (x) = 0, −a(0, x)∆w0

j (x) = Fj(0, x)−Hj(0, x).

We can apply the theory of regularity of parabolic equations to get a priori estimates
of the solutions w in terms of Fj ’s and Hj’s. However we can not directly get the final
estimation by iteration the local estimates on B+

R . Recall that the standard iteration
processes such as the bootstrap argument require the right hand terms be controlled by
the unknowns. In our case Fj ’s can be controlled by ∇u, but not by ∇w. So we can
not improve the regularity on Fj ’s over the whole region B+

R by iteration. Nevertheless,
we have improved the regularity of w in B+

R , then we get the improved regularity of u in
B+

R1
with some R1 < R where η = 1. Hence we can improve the regularity of Fj’s over

B+
R1
. Then we can iterate the above estimation to get the further improved estimates of

the solution w on B+
R1

in terms of Fj’s. We iterate this procedure in a finite times to get
improved estimates on smaller regions.

Following the above idea, we shall first estimate the estimates of the solution w of (2.8)
in terms of F and g.

(a) First of all, by the Sobolev imbedding in R
3 we have

L2(0, T ;H2(U)) →֒ L2(0, T,W 1,p(U)), ∀1 < p < ∞.
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(b)
|H| ≤ C|curlw|,
|F| ≤ C(|f |+ |u|+ |∇u|). (2.11)

In the following we derive the Lp estimates.
Step 1. Lp estimate for w1, w2.
We take the following iteration argument. If 1 < p < ∞ is such that

‖curlw‖Lp(GT ) < ∞, ‖F‖Lp(GT ) < ∞, (2.12)

then
‖H‖Lp(GT ) < ∞, (2.13)

and we can apply the global Lp estimate for Dirichlet problem of heat equation (see [Lib,
p.176, Theorem 7.17]) to (2.9) to get, for j = 1, 2,

‖wj‖W 2,1,p(GT ) ≤C{‖Fj −Hj‖Lp(GT ) + ‖w0
j‖W 2,p(U)}

≤C{‖F‖Lp(GT ) + ‖curlw‖Lp(GT ) + ‖w0
j‖W 2,p(U)},

(2.14)

where C depends only on U, T, a, c, p.
Now (2.12) is true for p = 2 by the assumption, hence by (2.14) we have

wj ∈ W 2,1,2(GT ), j = 1, 2.

Then by Sobolev imbedding (see [H, p.26, Theorem 3.14 (i)] with

p1 ≡ q =
(n+ 2)p

n+ 2− p
=

5p

3
=

10

3

when p = 2) we see that |∇xwj| ∈ Lp1(GT ) with p1 = 10/3, and

‖∇xwj‖Lp1(GT ) ≤C‖wj‖W 2,1,2(GT ) ≤ C{‖F‖L2(GT ) + ‖curlw‖L2(GT ) + ‖w0
j‖W 2,2(U)}

for j = 1, 2, where C depends only on U, T, a, c, p1.
Step 2. Lp estimate for w3.
If 1 < p < ∞ is such that (2.12) holds hence (2.13) is true, then we can apply the

global Lp estimate for Neumann problem of heat equation to (2.10) to get

‖w3‖W 2,1,p(GT ) ≤C{‖F3 −H3‖Lp(GT ) + ‖w0
3‖W 2,p(U)}

≤C{‖F‖Lp(GT ) + ‖curlw‖Lp(GT ) + ‖w0
3‖W 2,p(U)},

(2.15)

where C depends only on U, T, a, c, p.
Now (2.12) is true for p = 2 by the assumption, hence by (2.15) w3 ∈ W 2,1,2(GT ). Then

from the Sobolev imbedding (see [H, p.26, Theorem 3.14 (i)] with p = 2) we see that
|∇xw3| ∈ Lp1(GT ) with p1 = 10/3, and

‖∇xw3‖Lp1 (GT ) ≤ C‖w3‖W 2,1,2(GT ),

where C depends only on U, T, a, c, p1.
Combining the results for w1, w2, w3 we get

‖∇xw‖Lp1(GT ) ≤ ‖w‖W 2,1,p(GT ) ≤ C{‖F‖L2(GT ) + ‖curlw‖L2(GT ) + ‖w0‖W 2,2(U)},
(2.16)

where C depends only on U, T, a, c, p1. It follows that (2.12) is true with p replaced by
p1 = 10/3.
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Step 3. By the choice of the cut-off function η we have η = 1 on B+
R , so w = u on B+

R .
From steps 1 and 2 we see that

u ∈ W 2,1,2(QR,T ,R
3),

and
‖u‖Lp1 (QR,T ) ≤‖u‖W 2,1,2(QR,T ) ≤ ‖w‖W 2,1,2(GT )

≤C{‖F‖L2(GT ) + ‖curlw‖L2(GT ) + ‖w0‖W 2,2(U)},
(2.17)

where C depends only on R,R0, T, U, η, a, c, p1. We can construct the domain U in (2.5)
and the cut-off function η which depend only on R and R0. Then in the above inequality
the constant C depends only on R,R0, T, a, c. Then we have

‖curlw‖L2(GT ) ≤ C{‖u‖L2(GT ) + ‖∇xu‖L2(GT )},
‖w0‖W 2,2(U) ≤ C‖u0‖W 2,2(B+

R0
),

where C depends only on R,R0. From (2.11) and (2.17) we see that, for p1 = 10/3,

‖F‖Lp1 (QR,T ) ≤C{‖f‖Lp1 (QR,T ) + ‖u‖Lp1 (QR,T ) + ‖∇u‖Lp1 (QR,T )}
≤C{‖f‖Lp1 (GT ) + ‖F‖L2(GT ) + ‖curlw‖L2(GT ) + ‖w0‖W 2,2(U)}
≤C{‖f‖Lp1 (GT ) + ‖u‖L2(GT ) + ‖∇xu‖L2(GT ) + ‖curlw‖L2(GT ) + ‖w0‖W 2,2(U)}
≤C{‖f‖Lp1 (QR0,T

) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖u0‖W 2,2(B+
R0

)},

where C depends only on R,R0, T, a, c, p1.
Step 4. Let 0 < R2 < R1 < R0 be given. We change R to R1 in the above argument to

get that u ∈ W 2,1,2(QR1,T ) with

‖u‖Lp1 (QR1,T
) ≤ ‖u‖W 2,1,2(QR1,T

)

≤C{‖f‖Lp1 (QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,2(B+

R0
)},

(2.18)

where p1 = 10/3 and C depends only on R1, R0, T, a, c, p1. Then

‖F‖Lp1 (QR1,T
) ≤ C{‖f‖Lp1(ΩR0,T

) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖u0‖W 2,2(B+
R0

)},

where C depends only on R1, R0, T, a, c, p1. From (2.16) and (2.17) we have

‖H‖Lp1(QR1,T
) ≤ C‖curlw‖Lp1 (QR1,T

)

≤C{‖f‖Lp1 (QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,2(B+

R0
)},

(2.19)

where C depends only on R1, R0, T, a, c, p1.
Then we can repeat the above argument with R and R0 replaced by R2 and R1 to get

W 2,1,p1 estimate on ΩR2,T . More precisely, we can take a domain U2 with C2+α boundary
and a smooth function η2 supported in U2 such that

B+
R2

⊂ U2 ⊂ B+
R1
, η2(x) = 1 if x ∈ B+

R2
, η2(x) = 0 if x ∈ B+

R1
\ U2. (2.20)

Set G2
T = (0, T ]× U2. Then the conditions (2.12) and (2.13) hold on G2

T with p replaced
by p1. As in steps 1.1 and 1.2, we apply the Lp estimates of heat equation to get (2.14)
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and (2.15) on G2
T with p replaced by p1, then we get (2.17) with R and R0 replaced by

R2 and R1. So we have now

‖u‖Lp2(QR2,T
) ≤ ‖u‖W 2,1,p1(QR2,T

)

≤C{‖f‖Lp1(QR1,T
) + ‖u‖Lp1 (QR1,T

) + ‖∇u‖Lp1 (QR1,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,p1 (B+

R1
)}

≤C{‖f‖Lp1(QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,p1(B+

R0
)},

(2.21)

where

p2 =
(n+ 2)p1
n+ 2− p1

=
5p1

5− p1
= 10

and C depends only on R1, R0, T, a, c, p2. It further follows that

F ∈ Lp2(QR2,T ,R
3), H ∈ Lp2(QR2,T ,R

3).

Step 5. Now we fix 0 < R < R0 and let

Rk = R0 −
R0 −R

2k
, pk+1 =

5pk
5− pk

, k = 1, 2, 3, · · · .

After having got

u ∈ W 2,1,pk(QRk,T ,R
3),

hence

F ∈ Lpk+1(QRk ,T ,R
3), H ∈ Lpk+1(QRk,T ,R

3),

we apply the iteration argument with p = pk+1 on QRk ,T to conclude that

u ∈ W 2,1,pk+1(QRk+1,T
,R3),

and

‖u‖W 2,1,pk+1(QRk+1,T
)

≤C{‖f‖Lpk+1(QRk,T ) + ‖u‖Lpk (QRk,T ) + ‖∇u‖Lpk (QRk,T ) + ‖u0‖W 2,pk+1(B+
Rk

)}

≤C{‖f‖Lpk+1(QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,pk+1(B+

R0
)},

(2.22)

C depends only on R,R0, T, a, c, pk.
Note that pk → ∞ and 0 < R < Rk < R0 for all k.
Step 6. For any 1 < q < ∞, we can choose U and η such that (2.5) and (2.6) hold.

Then we repeat the Lq estimate on w = ηu on GT = (0, T ]× U to get w2,1,q estimate for
w on GT , which implies that

u ∈ W 2,1,q(QR,T ,R
3),

and

‖u‖W 2,1,q(QR,T ) ≤ ‖w‖W 2,1,q(GT )

≤C{‖f‖Lq(GT ) + ‖w‖Lq(GT ) + ‖curlw‖Lq(GT ) + ‖w0‖W 2,q(U)}
≤C{‖f‖Lq(QR0,T

) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖u0‖W 2,q(B+
R0

)},
(2.23)

C depends only on R,R0, T, a, c, q. �
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2.2. C1+α,(1+α)/2-estimates.

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 2.1, if 0 < α < 1 and 0 < R < R0, the

weak solution u is of C1+α,α/2, and

‖u‖C1+α,(1+α)/2(QR,T ) ≤ C{‖f‖Lq(QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖W 2,q(B+

R0
)},

where 5/(1− α) < q < ∞, C depends only on R,R0, T, a, c, α, q.

Proof. We apply the Sobolev imbedding given in [H, p.26, Theorem 3.14 (3)] (with p =
q > 5/(1− α)) to conclusion that

u ∈ C1+α,(1+α)/2(QR,T ,R
3)

and

‖u‖C1+α,(1+α)/2(QR,T ) ≤ C‖u‖W 2,1,q(QR,T ).

Then the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.1. �

2.3. Schauder estimates.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that

a, c ∈ Cα,α/2(QR0,T ), a(t, x) ≥ a0 > 0,

B ∈ Cα,α/2(QR0,T ,M(3)), f ∈ Cα,α/2(QR0,T ,R
3),

u0 ∈ C2+α(B
+

R0
,R3), divu0 = 0 in BR0 , u0

T = 0 on ΣR0 ,

and assume (1.2) holds. If u is a weak solution of (2.1) on QR0,T , then for any 0 < R < R0

we have u ∈ C2+α,1+α/2(QR,T ) and

‖u‖C2+α,1+α/2(QR,T ) ≤ C{‖f‖Cα,α/2(QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖

C2+α(B
+
R0

)
},

where C depends only on R0, R, T , α, B, a, c.
Proof. In the following we use the fact that if u ∈ C1+α,(1+α)/2(ΩR,T ), then ∇xu ∈
Cα,α/2(ΩR,T ).

Take R1 depending only on R and R0 such that R < R1 < R0. From Corollary 2.2 we
know that u ∈ C1+α,(1+α)/2(QR1,T ,R

3), hence curlu ∈ Cα,α/2(QR1,T ,R
3), thus

B curlu ∈ Cα,α/2(QR1,T ,R
3).

Take a domain U and a smooth cut-off function η such that (2.5) is satisfied with R0

replaced by R1. Set GT = (0, T ] × U and LT = (0, T ] × ∂U . Set w = ηu. Then w

is a weak solution of (2.8), where F ∈ Cα,α/2(GT ,R
3) because f ∈ Cα,α/2(GT ,R

3) and
∂ju ∈ Cα,α/2(GT ,R

3).
Again we write w = (w1, w2, w3)

t, F = (F1, F2, F3)
t, B curlw = H = (H1, H2, H3)

t.
Then w1, w2 are weak solutions of (2.9) and w3 is a weak solution of (2.10).

Applying the global Schauder estimate for Dirichlet problem (see [Lib, p.78, Theorem
4.28]) to (2.9) we have

‖wj‖C2+α,1+α/2(GT ) ≤ CD{‖Fj −Hj‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖w0
j‖C2+α(U)}, j = 1, 2.



10 X.B.PAN

Then applying the global Schauder estimate for Neumann problem [Lib, p.79, Theorem
4.31] to (2.10) we have

‖w3‖C2+α,1+α/2(GT ) ≤ CN{‖F3 −H3‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖w0
3‖C2+α(U)}.

Therefore w ∈ C2+α,1+α/2(GT ,R
3), and

‖w‖C2+α,1+α/2(GT ) ≤ C{‖F‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖H‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖w0‖C2+α(U)}. (2.24)

Note that

‖F‖Cα,α/2(GT ) ≤C{‖f‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖u‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖∇xu‖Cα,α/2(GT ),

‖H‖Cα,α/2(GT ) ≤C‖curlw‖Cα,α/2(GT ) ≤ C‖w‖C1+α,(1+α)/2(GT ).

From these and (2.24) we get

‖w‖C2+α,1+α/2(GT ) ≤ C{‖f‖Cα,α/2(GT ) + ‖u‖C1+α,(1+α)/2(GT ) + ‖w0‖C2+α(U)}.
Using the construction of GT and Corollary 2.2 with R replaced by R1, and with the
index q determined by α, we have

‖u‖C1+α,(1+α)/2(GT ) ≤ ‖u‖C1+α,(1+α)/2(QR1,T
)

≤C{‖f‖Lq(QR1,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖

C2+α(B
+
R0

)
}

≤C{‖f‖Cα,α/2(QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖

C2+α(B
+
R0

)
},

where C depends only on R,R0, T, α,B, a, c, as R1 is determined by R and R0. Hence we
get

‖u‖C2+α,1+α/2(QR,T ) ≤ C{‖f‖Cα,α/2(QR0,T
) + ‖u‖L2(QR0,T

) + ‖∇xu‖L2(QR0,T
) + ‖u0‖

C2+α(B
+
R0

)
}.

�

3. Estimates Near Curved Boundary

3.1. Computations in local coordinates near boundary.

Let us briefly recall the local coordinates near boundary ∂Ω determined by a diffeomor-
phism that straightens a piece of surface, see [P, section 3] and [BaP, Appendix]. Let us
fix a point x0 ∈ ∂Ω, and introduce new variables y1, y2 such that ∂Ω can be represented
(at least near x0) by r = r(y1, y2), and r(0, 0) = x0. Here and henceforth we denote
y = (y1, y2) and use the notation rj(y) = ∂yjr(y), rij = ∂yiyjr(y), etc. Let

n(y) =
r1(y)× r2(y)

|r1(y)× r2(y)|
.

We choose (y1, y2) in such a way that n(y) is the inward normal of ∂Ω, and that the
y1- and y2-curves on ∂Ω are the lines of principal curvature; thus, r1(y) and r2(y) are
orthogonal to each other. Let

gij(y) = ri(y) · rj(y), g(y) = det(gij(y)) = g11(y)g22(y).

Let us define a map F by

x = F(y, z) = r(y1, y2) + zn(y1, y2).
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F is a diffeomorphism from a ball BR(0) onto a neighborhood U of the point x0, and
it maps the half ball B+

R(0) onto a subdomain U ∩ Ω, and maps the disc {(y1, y2, 0) :
y21 + y22 < R2} onto a subset Γ of ∂Ω.

Denote the partial derivative ∂yj by ∂j , j = 1, 2, and denote ∂z by ∂3. Let

Gij(y, z) = ∂iF · ∂jF , i, j = 1, 2, 3,

and let Gij(y, z) denote the elements of the inverse of the matrix (Gij(y, z))3×3. Then

Gjj(y, z) = gjj(y)[1− κj(y)z]
2, Gjj =

1

Gjj

, j = 1, 2,

G12 = G13 = G23 = G12 = G13 = G23 = 0, G33 = G33 = 1,

G(y, z) ≡ det(Gij(y, z)) = G11(y, z)G22(y, z).

Note that if ∂Ω is of Ck+α, then Gjj and Gjj are of Ck−1+α.
On the domain U we have an orthogonal coordinate framework {E1,E2,E3}, where

Ej(y, z) =
∂jF
|∂jF| =

rj(y)√
gjj

, j = 1, 2; E3(y, z) =
∂3F
|∂3F| = n(y).

Given a vector field B defined on Ω, we can represent B in a neighborhood of x0 ∈ ∂Ω
in the new variables (y, z) ∈ B+

R = F−1(U ∩ Ω) as follows:

B̃(y, z) = B(F(y, z)) =

3
∑

j=1

Gjj(y, z)bj(y, z)∂jF(y, z) =

3
∑

j=1

B̃j(y, z)Ej(y, z),

bj(y, z) = B(F(y, z)) · ∂jF(y, z), B̃j(y, z) =
bj(y, z)

√

Gjj(y, z)
.

(3.1)

We compute, at the point x = F(y, z),

curlB(x) =

3
∑

j=1

R̃j(y, z)Ej(y, z),

divB =
1√
G

[

2
∑

j=1

∂j

(

√

G

Gjj

B̃j

)

+ ∂3

(

√

G

G33

B̃3

)]

,

(3.2)

where

R̃1(y, z) =
1√

G22G33

[∂2(B̃3

√

G33)− ∂3(B̃2

√

G22)] =
1√
G22

[∂2b3 − ∂3b2],

R̃2(y, z) =
1√

G33G11

[∂3(B̃1

√

G11)− ∂1(B̃3

√

G33)] =
1√
G11

[∂3b1 − ∂1b3],

R̃3(y, z) =
1√

G11G22

[∂1(B̃2

√

G22)− ∂2(B̃1

√

G11)] =
1√

G11G22

[∂1b2 − ∂2b1].

If we write

curl 2B =

3
∑

j=1

T̃j(y, z)Ej(y, z),
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then

T̃1(y, z) =
1√

G22G33

[∂2(
√

G33R̃3)− ∂3(
√

G22R̃2)]

=
1√

G22G33

∂2

{

√
G33√

G11G22

[

∂1(B̃2

√

G22)− ∂2(B̃1

√

G11)
]}

− 1√
G22G33

∂3

{

√
G22√

G33G11

[

∂3(B̃1

√

G11)− ∂1(B̃3

√

G33)
]}

,

T̃2(y, z) =
1√

G33G11

[∂3(
√

G11R̃1)− ∂1(
√

G33R̃3)]

=
1√

G33G11

∂3

{

√
G11√

G22G33

[

∂2(B̃3

√

G33)− ∂3(B̃2

√

G22)
]}

− 1√
G33G11

∂1

{

√
G33√

G11G22

[

∂1(B̃2

√

G22)− ∂2(B̃1

√

G11)
]}

,

T̃3(y, z) =
1√

G11G22

[∂1(
√

G22R̃2)− ∂2(
√

G11R̃1)]

=
1√

G11G22

∂1

{

√
G22√

G33G11

[

∂3(B̃1

√

G11)− ∂1(B̃3

√

G33)
]}

− 1√
G11G22

∂2

{

√
G11√

G22G33

[

∂2(B̃3

√

G33)− ∂3(B̃2

√

G22)
]}

.

Let u be a solution of (1.1). In the neighbourhood U near boundary, we write

ũ(t, y, z) = u(t,F(y, z)) =
3

∑

j=1

ũj(t, y, z)Ej(y, z),

divu =
1√
G

[

2
∑

j=1

∂j

(

√

G

Gjj

ũj

)

+ ∂3

(

√

G

G33

ũ3

)]

,

curlu(x) =
3

∑

j=1

R̃j(t, y, z)Ej(y, z), curl 2u =
3

∑

j=1

T̃j(t, y, z)Ej(y, z),

B curlu = h =

3
∑

j=1

h̃j(t, y, z)Ej(y, z), f =

3
∑

j=1

f̃j(t, y, z)Ej(y, z).

(3.3)
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Recall that G33 = 1. We have

T̃1 =
1√

G22G33

∂2

{

√
G33√

G11G22

[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]}

− 1√
G22G33

∂3

{

√
G22√

G33G11

[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1(ũ3

√

G33)
]}

=
1

G22

√
G11

[

∂12(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂22(ũ1

√

G11)
]

+
1√

G22G33

∂2(

√
G33√

G11G22

)
[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]

− 1

G33

√
G11

[

∂33(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂13(ũ3

√

G33)
]

− 1√
G22G33

∂3(

√
G22√

G33G11

)
[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1(ũ3

√

G33)
]

=
1

G22

√
G11

[

√

G22∂12ũ2 + ∂2ũ2∂1
√

G22 + ∂1(ũ2∂2
√

G22)

−
√

G11∂22ũ1 − ∂2ũ1∂2
√

G11 − ∂2(ũ1∂2
√

G11)
]

+
1√

G22G33

∂2(

√
G33√

G11G22

)
[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]

− 1

G33

√
G11

[

√

G11∂33ũ1 + ∂3ũ1∂3
√

G11 + ∂3(ũ1∂3
√

G11)− ∂13ũ3

]

− 1√
G22G33

∂3(

√
G22√

G33G11

)
[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1(ũ3

√

G33)
]

=− 1

G22
∂22ũ1 − ∂33ũ1 +

1√
G
∂12ũ2 +

1√
G11

∂13ũ3 + φ1,

where

φ1 =
1

G22

√
G11

[

∂2ũ2∂1
√

G22 + ∂1(ũ2∂2
√

G22)− ∂2ũ1∂2
√

G11 − ∂2(ũ1∂2
√

G11)
]

+
1√
G22

∂2(
1√

G11G22

)
[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]

− 1√
G11

[

∂3ũ1∂3
√

G11 + ∂3(ũ1∂3
√

G11)
]

− 1√
G22

∂3(

√
G22√
G11

)
[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1ũ3

]

.
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T̃2 =
1√

G33G11

∂3

{

√
G11√

G22G33

[

∂2(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]}

− 1√
G33G11

∂1

{

√
G33√

G11G22

[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]}

=
1

G33

√
G22

[

∂23(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂33(ũ2

√

G22)
]

+
1√

G33G11

∂3(

√
G11√

G22G33

)
[

∂2(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]

− 1

G11

√
G22

[

∂11(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂12(ũ1

√

G11)
]

− 1√
G33G11

∂1(

√
G33√

G11G22

)
[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]

=
1

G33

√
G22

[

∂23ũ3 −
√

G22∂33ũ2 − ∂3ũ2∂3
√

G22 − ∂3(ũ2∂3
√

G22)
]

+
1√

G33G11

∂3(

√
G11√

G22G33

)
[

∂2(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]

− 1

G11

√
G22

[

√

G22∂11ũ2 + ∂1ũ2∂1
√

G22 + ∂1(ũ2∂1
√

G22)

−
√

G11∂12ũ1 − ∂2ũ1∂1
√

G11 − ∂1(ũ1∂2
√

G11)
]

− 1√
G33G11

∂1(

√
G33√

G11G22

)
[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11)
]

=− 1

G11

∂11ũ2 − ∂33ũ2 +
1√
G
∂12ũ1 +

1√
G22

∂23ũ3 + φ2,

where

φ2 =− 1√
G22

[

∂3ũ2∂3
√

G22 + ∂3(ũ2∂3
√

G22)
]

+
1√
G11

∂3(

√
G11√
G22

)
[

∂2ũ3 − ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]

− 1

G11

√
G22

[

∂1ũ2∂1
√

G22 + ∂1(ũ2∂1
√

G22)− ∂2ũ2∂1
√

G11 − ∂1(ũ1∂2
√

G11)
]

− 1√
G11

∂1(
1√
G
)
[

∂1(ũ2

√

G22)− ∂2(ũ1

√

G11

]

.
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T̃3 =
1√

G11G22

∂1

{

√
G22√

G33G11

[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1(ũ3

√

G33)
]}

− 1√
G11G22

∂2

{

√
G11√

G22G33

[

∂2(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]}

=
1

G11

√
G33

[

∂13(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂11(ũ3

√

G33)
]

+
1√

G11G22

∂1(

√
G22√

G33G11

)
[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1(ũ3

√

G33)
]

− 1

G22

√
G33

[

∂22(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂23(ũ2

√

G22)
]

− 1√
G11G22

∂2(

√
G11√

G22G33

)
[

∂2(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]

=
1

G11

√
G33

[

∂13ũ1

√

G11 + ∂1ũ1∂3
√

G11 + ∂3(ũ1∂1
√

G11)− ∂11ũ3

]

+
1√

G11G22

∂1(

√
G22√

G33G11

)
[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1(ũ3

√

G33)
]

− 1

G22

√
G33

[

∂22ũ3 −
√

G22∂23ũ2 − ∂2ũ2∂3
√

G22 − ∂3(ũ3∂2
√

G22)
]

− 1√
G11G22

∂2(

√
G11√

G22G33

)
[

∂2(ũ3

√

G33)− ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]

=− 1

G11
∂11ũ3 −

1

G22
∂22ũ3 +

1√
G11

∂13ũ1 +
1√
G22

∂23ũ2 + φ3,

where

φ3 =
1

G11

[

∂1ũ1∂3
√

G11 + ∂3(ũ1∂1
√

G11)
]

+
1√
G
∂1(

√
G22√
G11

)
[

∂3(ũ1

√

G11)− ∂1ũ3

]

+
1

G22

[

∂2ũ2∂3
√

G22 + ∂3(ũ3∂2
√

G22)
]

− 1√
G
∂2(

√
G11√
G22

)
[

∂2ũ3 − ∂3(ũ2

√

G22)
]

.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. We only need to derive regularity near boundary. Let x0 ∈ ∂Ω and we take a
neighbourhood near x0, and take a differentiable isomorphism to map the neighbourhood
U of x0 to a domain U with flat boundary Γ, and the image of x0 locates in the interior
of Γ.

The equation in (1.1) can be written as

∂tũj + ãT̃j + c̃ũj = f̃j − h̃j . (3.4)
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Now we simplify the formula by using the condition divu = 0, which gives

0 =
2

∑

j=1

∂j

(

√

G

Gjj
ũj

)

+ ∂3

(

√

G

G33
ũ3

)

=∂1(
√

G22ũ1) + ∂2(
√

G11ũ2) + ∂3(
√
Gũ3)

=
√

G22∂1ũ1 +
√

G11∂2ũ2 +
√
G∂3ũ3 + ũ1∂1

√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G.

Hence
√

G22∂1ũ1 +
√

G11∂2ũ2 +
√
G∂3ũ3 = −ũ1∂1

√

G22 − ũ2∂2
√

G11 − ũ3∂3
√
G. (3.5)

Write (3.5) as

1√
G
∂2ũ2 +

1√
G11

∂3ũ3 = − 1

G11
∂1ũ1 −

1

G11

√
G22

[ũ1∂1
√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G].

Differentiating in y1 yields

1√
G
∂12ũ2 +

1√
G11

∂13ũ3 = − 1

G11
∂11ũ1 + ζ1, (3.6)

where

ζ1 =− ∂1ũ1∂1(
1

G11
)− ∂2ũ2∂1(

1√
G
)− ∂3ũ3∂1(

1√
G11

)

− ∂1

{ 1

G11

√
G22

[

ũ1∂1
√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G
]}

.

Write (3.5) as

1√
G
∂1ũ1 +

1√
G22

∂3ũ3 = − 1

G22
∂2ũ2 −

1

G22

√
G11

[ũ1∂1
√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G].

Differentiating in y2 yields

1√
G
∂12ũ1 +

1√
G22

∂23ũ3 = − 1

G22
∂22ũ2 + ζ2, (3.7)

where

ζ2 =− ∂1ũ1∂2(
1√
G
)− ∂2ũ2∂2(

1

G22
)− ∂3ũ3∂2(

1√
G22

)

− ∂2

{ 1

G22

√
G11

[

ũ1∂1
√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G
]}

.

Write (3.5) as

1√
G11

∂1ũ1 +
1√
G22

∂2ũ2 = −∂3ũ3 −
1

G
[ũ1∂1

√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G].

Differentiating in z yields

1√
G11

∂13ũ1 +
1√
G22

∂23ũ2 = −∂33ũ3 + ζ3, (3.8)

where

ζ3 =− ∂1ũ1∂3(
1√
G11

)− ∂2ũ2∂3(
1

G22
)− ∂3

{ 1

G

[

ũ1∂1
√

G22 + ũ2∂2
√

G11 + ũ3∂3
√
G
]}

.
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Plugging (3.6), (3.7), (3.8) into the equalities of T̃1, T̃2, T̃3 respectively, we get

T̃1 = − 1

G11

∂11ũ1 −
1

G22

∂22ũ1 − ∂33ũ1 + ζ1 + φ1,

T̃2 = − 1

G11
∂11ũ2 −

1

G22
∂22ũ2 − ∂33ũ2 + ζ2 + φ2,

T̃3 = − 1

G11
∂11ũ3 −

1

G22
∂22ũ3 − ∂33ũ3 + ζ3 + φ3.

On Γ we have ũ1 = ũ2 = 0. Then from (3.5) we see that

∂3ũ3 +Hũ3 = 0,

where H = ∂3
√
G√

G
. So we find that ũ1, ũ2 satisfy



















∂tũj −
ã

G11
∂11ũj −

ã

G22
∂22ũj − ã∂33ũj + c̃ũj = Fj in (0, T )× U,

ũj = 0 on (0, T )× Γ,

ũj = ũ0
j in U,

and ũ3 satisfies


















∂tũ3 −
ã

G11
∂11ũ3 −

ã

G22
∂22ũ3 − ã∂33ũ3 + c̃ũ3 = F3 in (0, T )× U,

∂3ũ3 +Hũ3 = 0 on (0, T )× Γ,

ũ3 = ũ0
3 in U,

where

Fj = f̃j − h̃j − ã(ζj + φj), j = 1, 2, 3.

Note that h̃j , ζ̃j, φj contain derivatives of ũj up to the first order, and contain terms
involving Gjj and their derivatives up to order 2. Hence if ∂Ω is of C3+α, then those
terms are determined by ũj and their first order derivatives, with coefficients that are Cα

in y1, y2, z.
Note that the boundary condition for ũ3 can be changed to a homogeneous Neumann

boundary condition if we consider a new function

û3 = e
∫ x3
0 Hdx3 ũ3.

Although the boundary conditions for ũj are satisfied only on Γ, a part of the boundary
of U , we can multiply ũj by a smooth cut-off function such that ũj satisfies the same type
boundary condition on ∂U \ Γ. So we can repeat the proof of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3, to
derive the Schauder estimates for ũj, j = 1, 2, 3, in (0, T ]×B+

R . Using the diffeomorphism
F we obtain the Schauder estimates of u in (0, T ]× V, where V is a neighborhood of U
which contains the point x0.

Then the conclusion of the proposition follows by covering a tubular neighbourhood of
∂Ω with a finite number of domains as above, and using interpolation. �
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