arXiv:2112.10158v3 [math.AP] 6 Feb 2022

LIFE SPAN OF SOLUTIONS TO A PDE MODEL FOR LITHIUM-ION
BATTERIES IN HIGH SPACE DIMENSIONS

XIANGSHENG XU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study a system of partial differential equations which models lithium-
ion batteries. The system describes the conservation of Lithium and conservation of charges in the
solid and electrolyte phases, together with the conservation of energy. The mathematical challenge
is due to the fact that the reaction terms in the system involve the hyperbolic sine function along
with possible degeneracy in one of the high order terms. We obtain a local existence assertion for
the initial boundary problem for the system which offers insight into how long a battery can last.

1. INTRODUCTION

A lithium-ion battery or Li-ion battery (abbreviated as LIB) is a type of rechargeable battery.
The technology was largely developed by John Goodenough, Stanley Whittingham, Rachid Yazami,
and Akira Yoshino during the 1970s—-1980s, and then commercialized by a Sony and Asahi Kasei
team led by Yoshio Nishi in 1991. Lithium-ion batteries are commonly used for portable electronics
and electric vehicles and are growing in popularity for military, civilian, and aerospace applications.
A mathematical model describing the key factors of the battery operation can be very helpful for
the design and optimization of battery performance. Based on a macro-homogeneous approach
developed by Newman (see [12] [13]) several mathematical models have been developed for these
purposes (see [1}, 4], 6, [5, 8, @, 16l 14]) which include the main physics present in charge/discharge
processes.

A typical Lithium-ion battery cell (£2) has three regions: a porous negative electrode (€;), a
porous positive electrode (£2.), and an electro-blocking separator (£25). See Fig[ll below. In the cell

negative electrode separator | positive electrode
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FIGURE 1. The domain 2

there is stored an electrolyte, which is a concentrated solution containing charged species (lithium
ions) that move along the cell in response to an electrochemical potential gradient. In the batteries,
lithium ions move from the negative electrode through an electrolyte to the positive electrode during
discharge, and back when charging. The concentration of the lithium ions in the electrolyte, C, the
electric potential in the electrodes, ®, , and the electric potential measured by a reference Lithium
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electrode in the electrolyte, ®., can be modeled, for each ¢ € (0,T), by the following equations
expressing the conservation of various physical quantities [17]:

(1.1) —div(k(C)V®,) + div (aqk(C)VInC) —S. = 0 in ,
(1.2) —div(eV®,) +S. = 0 in Q' =Q,UQ,,
(1.3) .0 C — div(DVC) — a3S. = 0 in Q.

We further specify the terms in the system. We assume:
(H1) The function x(C) lies in the space C[0, ), satisfying
(1.4) k(0) =0, k(C) >0 for C > 0, and k(C) > ¢oC* on [0, sg) for some ¢y, g, g > 0.
(H2) 0 € L>™(Y),e. € L>®(Q), D € L*®(Qr) with
ess inforo > 0, ess infoe, > 0, ess infq, D > 0.
(H3) The term S, represents a function of C, @, ., which has the expression

(1.5) S, = 5.(C. @, 3,) = | @1VCsinh(as(®,— 2. —U(C)) in
‘ ‘ e 0 in Qg

where U is a bounded smooth function of C.
(H4) The numbers «;,i = 1,2,3,4, in (ILI) and (L)) are all positive numbers, whose precise
values are determined by the physical properties of the materials involved.

To prescribe the initial boundary conditions, we first set
Iy =00N00,, T'c=00Nn0oNQ,.
We call T, UT'. the external boundary of €' and denote it by Oex{Y'. Subsequently, we impose

%q:: = 0 on 01,
0P,
(1.6) oo 0 on O\ Oext (Y,
—Ja@s = T on O,
on
oC
8_11 = 0 on Z?Q,

C(z,0) = Cp(z) on Q,

where n is the unit outward normal to the boundary and I is the current density (a given quantity).
As in [I7], we assume

(1.7) / 1dS = 0.
Oext Y

This condition means that no charges are generated or consumed within the battery. Equipped
with this, we can simplify the problem a little bit. To this end, we observe that (I.7]) combing with

(6] yields
0D,
/69' o n dS = 0.

Consequently, (under suitable assumptions on I) we can find a function ¢ € WhH2(Q') N L>(Y)
such that

—div(eV¢) = 0 in Y,

dp 0% ,
m — on on 0fY.
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We make the following change of dependent variables
Oy — Py — ¢, P+ P —a;InC.
Accordingly, we represent S, in terms of the new dependent variables
S, = ay4VCsinh (ag(Ps — D) + avp — a1 InC' — aU(C)) xqor
= %ou;\/a <hC’_dea2(¢S_¢6) - h_IC’de_'”(q)S_q)e)) X,
where
d=ajas and h = *2(¢=U(©)

In summary, we obtain the following problem

(18) —dlv(n(C)VCI)e) = SEXQ’ in QT =0 x (O,T),
(1.9) —div(eV®,) = —S. in Q. =Q' x(0,7),
(1.10) £.0,C —div(DVC) = a3Scxqr in Qp,
00,
(1.11) o 0 on 09 x (0,7,
00, ,
(1.12) o 0 on 09 x (0,7),
oC
(1.13) In = 0 on 09 x (0,7,
(1.14) C(z,0) = Cp(z) on Q,

where T' > 0. Note that the introduction of the function f in [I7] is unnecessary.
If we introduce the function
Gy, y2,y3) = Y1y, e —y; lye 2% for (y1,y0,43) € (0,00) x (0,00) X R,

then we can write S, in the form

S, = %a@/EG(h, C, o, — D) xey.
For simplicity, we assume U = 1. Consequently, we can view h as a given function with the property
(1.15) % < h < K for some K > 1.

The case where U is an increasing function of C' can be handled in an entirely similar manner.
Define the function spaces

(1.16) X = L®(Q7) x L®(Q) x C(Q7),

(1.17) Yr = L0, T;Wh3(Q)) x L=(0,T; Wh2(Q)) x L*(0,T; WH2(Q)).

Local existence of a weak solution in X7 N Y7 to (L8)-(L14) was already established in [I7]. The
result there asserts that there is positive number Ty such that problem (L8)-(LI4)) has a solution
for T' = Tj. This is to be expected because a battery can last for only a limited period of time.

However, the local existence theorem in [17] did not offer any quantitative information on the size
of Ty. The objective of this paper is to fill this gap. To be precise, we have:

Theorem 1.1. Let (H1)-(H}) be satisfied. Assume:

(H5) N > 2 and 09,09 are Lipschitz;
(H6) h € C(Qr) is such that (ILI5) is satisfied;

(H7) Cy(z) € C*(Q) for some a5 € (0,1) with the property
min Cy(x) > 0;
Q
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(H8) d > 3;

(H9) || < [€].
Then there is a positive number Ty such that for T = Ty problem (L8))-(LI4) has a weak solution
i X7 N Yy with the property

(1.18) minC > 0,
Qp

(1.19) /Q<I>e(:n,t)dx—|—/l<1>s(:n,t)dx _—

Furthermore, the number Ty satisfies the equation ([A30) below.

A careful examination of the proof of (430) below reveals how T “explicitly” depends on the
given data. At least, we can gain an estimate for Ty (see (ZI0) below). Our method is more
constructive than the one employed in [17]. Obviously, Tj represents a lower bound for battery life.

Since £(0) = 0, we must obtain a positive lower bound for C' to avoid degeneracy in (L8]). This
also removes the singularity of S. at C' = 0. It turns out that condition (HS8) is sufficient to do the
deed. See Lemma [4.1] below. It is worth noting that (H8) is also the condition which ensures that
Se is a decreasing function of C. Since o is taken to be 0 on €2, equation (9] is only satisfied on
Q.. Condition (H9) is assumed to circumvent the difficulty caused by this. In applications, (H9)
makes sense because separators (s are rather thin. The reaction term S, is messy at first glance.
A closer examination shows that the function G in S, is the composition of b(s) = s — % with the
term hC~%e®2(®s=%¢)  The function b(s) has two singular points at 0 and co. This suggests that
we need to establish

b, — P € L®(Q}), C e L>®(Qp) with ess infg, C > 0.

It turns out that the above is indeed sufficient for an existence assertion for our problem. We
observe

8y3G(y1,y2,y3) = Q9 (ylyz_deo@% + yl—lyge—azya)
(1.20) > 2a9 >0 for (y1,y2,y3) c (0,00) X (0700) x R, and
8y2G(311, Y2,Y3) = —;(ylygdeaw?) + yl—lyge—azy:s)
2d
< —— <0 on (0,00) x (0,00) x R.
Y2

These properties of G will be extensively exploited.

The uniqueness of a solution clearly does not hold. If (®., ®,, (') is a solution, so is (P +g(t), Ps+
g(t),C) for any g(t). It would be interesting to know if the uniqueness holds under (LI9).

There is a large body of literature devoted to the mathematical study of lithium-ion batteries,
and we will not attempt to make a comprehensive review. As far as we know, all the current work
is concerned with the so-called (P2D) models in which the space dimension is essentially one with
the lonely exception of [I7]. Here we only mention [2, [4] [6 10} [16], where one can find numerical
computations and analytic study of this and other related models, with parameters corresponding
to actual devices, that help to highlight the structure of models and show the relevance to the
applications. As observed in [I7], the gap between N = 1 and N > 1 is substantial in terms of
mathematical analysis.

The space dimension N is assumed to be bigger than 2 for the convenience of applying the
Sobolev embedding theorem. Our argument still works for N = 2 under some minor adjustments.
Hoélder’s inequality is often used without acknowledgment. The same goes for the following two
inequalities

(lal + b)? <25~ (lal? + %) i 5> 1, (al + o) < ol + ) iO<g<1.
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When no confusion arises, we suppress the dependence of a function on its variables. As usual, the
letter c is used to denote a generic positive constant.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect a few known results that have played
essential roles in our development. Section 3 is devoted to the study of approximate problems.
It is interesting to note that our approximation scheme is designed in such a way that the global
existence of a solution holds. The proof of Theorem [I.1]is presented in Section 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect a few known results that are useful to us.
Our existence theorem is based upon the following fixed point theorem, which is often called the
Leray-Schauder fixed point lemma ([7], p.280).

Lemma 2.1. Let B be a map from a Banach space B into itself. Assume:

(LS1) B is continuous;
(LS2) the images of bounded sets of B are precompact;
(LS3) there exists a constant ¢ such that

I2ll5 < ¢
for all z € B and o € [0, 1] satisfying z = 0 B(z).
Then B has a fized point.

Lemma 2.2. Let {y,},n = 0,1,2,---, be a sequence of positive numbers satisfying the recursive
inequalities

(2.1) Yn1 < b"ylT for some b > 1,¢,a € (0,00).

If

1.1
Yo < c b EZ)
then limy, o0 Yyn = 0.
This lemma can be found in ([3], p.12).

The following lemma plays a key role in the proof of Theorem [L.Il It is inspired by a result in
[18].

Lemma 2.3. Let a(1) be a continuous non-negative function defined on [0,Tp] for some Ty > 0.
Suppose that there exist three positive numbers €,6, m such that

(2.2) a(t) < ee™ ) 4 for each T € [0, Tp]-

Then there exists a positive number sy determined by m,d only such that if (Z2) holds for
1

(2.3) E=¢g =

B m(1+ 5)em5(1)+688

then we have

(2.4) a(T) < sg for each T € (0,Tp], provided that a(0) < m.

Proof. Introduce the function f.(s) = ee™'™™ — s+ mon [0,00). Then we form the system
(2.5) fl(s) =em(1 + 5)67”51%36 -1 = 0,

(2.6) fe(s) = ™ —s4+m = 0

and solve it for (g,s). By (2.3]), we have
1
Com(1 4 §)ems g




6 XIANGSHENG XU

Substitute this into (2.6]) to derive

1

(2.7) eI

—s+m=0.

Clearly, the left-hand side of (Z7]) is a strictly decreasing function on (0, 00) with f-(0+) = oo and
limg_o0 fe(s) = —o0. Thus, (27) has a unique solution in (0,00). This solution is our sp, and it
depends only on m,d. Use (23] to obtain £9. Our assumption implies

(2.8) feola(T)) > 0 for each 7 € [0, Tp.
We easily infer from (2.5) and (2.6 that

(2'9) fao (30) = féo(so) =0.

Moreover, fg,(s) is strictly decreasing on [0, sg) and strictly increasing on (sg,00). Thus, 0 is the
minimum value of f.,(s) on [0, 00).
It is easy to see from (7)) that

(2.10) S0 > m.

The range of a is a closed interval because it is a continuous function [0,7p], and this interval is
either contained in [0,s9) or (sg,00) due to (Z8)) and ([2Z9). The latter cannot occur due to the
second inequality in (24) and (ZI0). Thus the lemma follows. O

3. APPROXIMATE PROBLEMS

In this section, we first present our approximation scheme. Then we proceed to prove the
existence of a weak solution to our approximate problems. Note that our construction here is
entirely different from that in [I7] where the authors directly seek C in the function space Zy =

28 : L < <
{ue C"(Qr) : 37 < uand ||uHC§ﬁ(Q_T) < M} for some 3 € (0,1) and M > 1.

To design our approximation scheme, we pick

(3.1) T€(0,1)
and define
kr(s) = w(sT+7),
(3-2) Or(s) = { f g Zé)i’ 1 forseR.

We approximate G(y1,y2,y3) by
(3.3)
G (y1,Y2,y3) = y1(0-(y2) + 7)Y — y710%(ya)e™ 2% for (y1,y2,y3) € (0,00) x [0,00) x R.
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Our approximate problems are:

(3.4) —div [k (C)V®,] + 70, = %a4HT(h, Ct, &5 — &)y in Qr,
(3.5) _div (oV®,) + 70, = —%a4HT(h, Ot ®, — ®,) in O,
(3.6) £.0,C — div (DVC) = %amm(h, O, B, — B.)xor in O,
(3.7) %(I;le = 0 on 90 x (0,7),

(3.8) aaq;ls = 0 on 9Q x (0,7),

(3.9) g—i = 0 on 9 x(0,7),

(3.10) C(z,0) = Cp(z) on Q,

where

(3.11) Ho(y1,92,93) = V/0-(y2) G- (1, y2, y3)-

Theorem 3.1. Let (H1)-(H7) be satisfied. For each T > 0 there is a weak solution (®.,®s,C)

in the space Xp NYr to problem [BA)-BI0), where Xp and Yp are defined in (I16) and (LIT),
respectively.

The proof of this theorem is divided into a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let C = C(x,t) € C(Qr) be given. For each t € [0,T) there is a unique weak solution
(g, 1) = (p(z,t),¥(z,t) in (C(Q)N W1’2(Q))2 to the boundary value problem

(3.12) —div (k- (C)Ve) + 1 = %a4HT(h, Cth—@)xar in,
(3.13) —div(eVy) + 19 = —%cuHT(h, CTp—) inQ,
dp
(3.14) - 0 on 09,
oy ,
(3.15) m 0 on 0.

Proof. We first establish the uniqueness assertion. Suppose that there exist two weak solutions,
say, ((1017 1[)1)7 ((1027 ¢2) Then we have

—div (k- (C)V(p1 — 92)) + T(p1 — ¢2)

(316) = an/E 0T (Grlh CF 1 — 1) = Grlh O, — ) xer in 9,
~div (oY (41 — ) + (W1 — )

(3.17) = 0BT (Grlh, Oty — 1) = Gr(h, CF 4 — ) in 2.

Note from (B3]) that for each fixed 7 we have

G (h,CT, ) € L*°(Q) whenever ¢ € L=(Q).
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Use 1 — 9 as a test function in 310, 1 — v in (B.I7), then add up the two resulting equations
to derive

/ Kk (C)|V(p1 — cpg)\zda: +7’/ lp1 — gpg\zdx
0 Q
+/QIO’|V(¢1 —¢2)|2d517+7'/9/ b1 — o|*da
= —%O@/, V0 (CF) (Gr(h,CT 01 — 1) — G (h, CT 12 — 92)) (V1 — 1) — (2 — p2)] da

< 0.
The last step is due to (L20). Thus,
Y1 =12, 1= 2.

For the existence, we define an operator T from B = L% (Q') x L>°(Q) into itself as follows: Given
(u,v) € B, we say T(u,v) = (¢, p) if ¥, p are the respective solutions of the following two problems

(3.18) —div (k- (C)V¢) + T = %quT(h, CT u—v)xq inQ,
i

(3.19) n 0 on 09,

(3.20) —div (oVY) + 719 = —%quT(h, Ct,u—v) in Q,
oy ,

(3.21) - 0 on 0.

Observe from our assumptions that £ (C') is bounded above and bounded away from 0 below and the
right hand side term in ([BI8)) lies in L>°(€2). We can easily conclude from classical theory for linear
elliptic equations that problem ([B.I8)-(3.I9) has a unique weak solution ¢ in W12(Q) N CP(Q) for
some 3 € (0,1). Similarly, problem (3:20)-(3.21]) has a unique weak solution 1 in W2(Q)NC# (V).
Therefore, the operator T is well-defined. Obviously, any fixed point of T is a weak solution to
problem (B.12)-(B.15). The existence of such a fixed point will be established by applying Lemma
2.1 the Leray-Schauder fixed point lemma. To this end, we can infer from the previously-mentioned
classical results that T is continuous and maps bounded sets into precompact ones. We still need
to show that there is a positive number ¢ such that

(3.22) [(vxar, u)llocn < ¢

for all (u,v) € B and § € (0, 1) satisfying (u,v) = 6T (u,v). The preceding equation is equivalent to

(3.23) —div (k- (C)Vu) +1u = %5a4HT(h, CT,v—u)xq in Q,
ou

(3.24) m 0 on 09,

(3.25) —div(eVv) + 710 = —%(5044H7(h, CTv—u)xq in,
ov ,

(3.26) n 0 on 0.

To see (3.22), we use (u)", where n > 1, as a test function in (23] and keep in mind (324) to
get

(3.27) 7'/ (u+)n+1 dx < %5a4 Hy(h,CT,v—u) (u)" dz.
Q Qf
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Similarly, we can infer from (B3.:25]) and (3.26) that
n 1 n
7'/ (vT) dr < —5(5044 H;(h,CT v —u) (v")" da.
! Q/
Add this to (3.27) to derive

T/ (u+)n+1dx+7'/ (v+)n+1daz
Q ’

< —gdas [ HAn O 0 —u) ()"~ (w)") do
Q/

= / VO(CH) [Gr(h,CT v =) = Gr(h,CT,0)] ((v1)" = (uF)") da

(3.28) tgdon [ HA(hCF0) (0)" ~ (u)") dr
o

Recall from (L20) that G- (y1,y2,ys) is increasing in y3. Thus,
(G- (h,CT v —u) = G-(h,CT,0)] (vF)" = (u")") >0 in Q.
Use this in ([B3.28) to derive

r u+ n+1 - - 'U+ n+1 -

|y taasr [ @)t
< %%// VIACH) |Co(h CF0)| (1) + (u*)") da
< o /Q VO (CH) |Gy (h, CF,0)] wrd,

where
w = max{u®, v xq}.

Consequently,

T/w”Hdaz < 7'/ (u+)n+1daz+7/ (v+)n+1dx
Q Q /

< 044/ V0-(CT) |GT(h, C+,O)‘ w"dx
Q/
< ayllwli gy | He(h, CF,0) g1,

from whence follows
«
[wlntr.0 € [ He(h,CF,0)l|ns1.0

Taking n — oo yields

(3.29) max{]|u’|loo,0; [V oo, } < %HHT(M CT, 0.0
In an entirely similar manner, we can also prove

(3.30) max{ |t [loo,2, [t o0} < %HHTU% C",0)]loc -

Combining this with ([8.29]) yields (8:22)). The proof is complete.
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To continue the proof of Theorem B.I] we define an operator A from C(Qr) into C(Qr) as follows:
For each C € C(Qr), we first solve system (3.4)-(3.5) coupled with boundary conditions ([B.7) and
B3]) for (®., ;). Then use the pair to form the problem

(3.31) £.&B —div(DVB) = %a3a4HT(h, O+, @, — ®,) in Qr,
OB

(3.32) I 0 on 90 x (0,7),

(3.33) B(z,0) = Cp(z) on Q.

Classical regularity for linear parabolic equations ([I1], Chap.III) asserts that problem (3.31)-(3.33)
has a unique weak solution B in the space C([0,T]; L*(Q)) N L*(0,T; W2(2)). Moreover, B is
Hélder continuous on Q7. We define B = A(C). It is easy to see that A is well-defined and
continuous and maps bounded sets into precompact ones. To be able to use Lemma 2.1], we still
need to show that

(3:34) IClloc.on < ¢
for all § € [0,1] and C € C(Qr) satisfying C = §A(C). This equation is equivalent to the problem
1
(3.35) —div [k (C) VP + 7P, = §a4HT(h, CT, &y — ®.)xq in Qr,
1
(3.36) —div (eV®,) + 70, = —§oz4HT(h, Ct, @, — ®.) in O,
1
(3.37) £.0,C — div(DVC) = 5@3@45HT(h, Ct, &, — ®,)xor in Qp,
oo, 0C
‘ _9%¢ O x (0,
(3.38) n ~ om 0 on 902 x (0,7,
s
(3.39) %n = 0 on 0 x(0,7),
(3.40) C(z,0) = 0Cy(x) on Q.
To see ([3:34]), we use C~ as a test function in ([B.37) to get

1d —\2 -2
S S — [ D|v — 0,
th/ﬂz—:(C’)dx /Q|C’|d:n 0

C >0 ae. on Q.

Thus, we can replace CT in (3.35)-(B.31) by C. We will do this in the subsequent calculations
without acknowledgment.
An upper bound for C is established in the following lemma.

from whence follows

Lemma 3.3. For each g > 1+ % there is a positive number ¢ depending on N,q,) and the given
data in system (L8)-(LI0) such that
2(2g—2—N)

2N 2(2¢-2-N)
max C < ¢(1 + )+ T av+2) ||e2(Ps=Pe)
Qrp -

2
, T+ 4”C0”007Q + 2.
Qp

)

For our later purpose, the number ¢ in the above inequality will be made independent of 7.

Proof. We employ the well known De Giorgi iteration scheme [3]. Let g be given as in the lemma.
Select

(3.41) k > max {2[|Colloo,0, 1}

as below. Define L

kn:k_ﬁ’

n=0,1,
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Consequently,

|

(3.42) k> kpy1 > kn > = > ||Colloo,o for each n € {0,1,---}.

n ([337) to derive

We use (C — ky+1)" as a test function i

—e

1d
338 2l ~ b)) oo+ [ DIV(C ~ k) P
2dt Q Q

(3.43) = Josoud [ Hi(h,C.®, — 2)(C — ki)

Q/
Note that G- (y1,y2,ys) is decreasing in yo. Thus,
[GT(ha Ca (ps - (I)e) - Gr(ha kn—i—la (ps - (I)e)] (C - kn+1)+ <0.

With this in mind, we can estimate the last integral in ([8.43]) as follows:

HT(h, C,®y — .)(C — kpir)Tda

\/ (1, C, By — B) — Gr(hy kpg1, ©s — B,)) (C — k) Tda

HT(h7 kn—i—la o, — (I)e)(c - kn+1)+dx
Q/

17l so 21
(3.44) < Golo) £ )7 /0 a2(‘1>s C kni1) T da.

Here we have used (3.3)), the deﬁmtlon of G,. We easily verify from B.1]), (3:2)), (3:41]), and (342
that

1
HT(kn—}—l) +7
Substitute (3.44) into ([B.43)), integrate the resulting inequality with respect to ¢, and keep in mind
the fact that (C — ky41)"],—o = 0 due to ([3:42) to deduce

sup / e (C —kn)2de+ [ DIV(C = ki)t 2dadt
Q

0<t<T Qr
(3.45) < ¢ VO0(0)e2 @) (C — ki) T dudt.
Q
Note that
(C=k)*]2 > V(€= )T (C = kpya)*

> C (1 _ >(C' — kny1) "
n+1

1
> 2@ HT(C)(C_kn+1)+7
2

from whence follows

/ VO (C)e2@=%) (0 k Vhdrdt < 275 [ eo2(®=®0) [(C—kn)ﬂ%dxdt
Qh, Qh,
q—1
nt2, o . e
(3.46) < 2% (e @ yat

where

3
Un = / [(C = k)] 70D dadt.
Qr
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Recall from the Sobolev embedding theorem that

/ [(C = kny1)*] 2N dadt
Qp
N-2

/OT (/Q [(C—kn+1)+]2dx>§’ </Q [(C—kn+1)+]mdaz>th

< c<sup /Q[(O—knﬂ) ]2d:13>N/ IV(C — k1) |* dadt

IN

0<t<T

+c<sup /[(C kni1)™ > // [(C = kpg1) ]dazdt
0<t<T Ja

(n+2)(N+2) NE2 (a-DIN+2)

(3.47) < e(1+T)2 2N e02(Ps—Pe) Yn aN
9,97
The last step is due to ([B.45) and (3.46). We easily see that
s )
Yn = / (k1 = kn) 2@V dedt = —mmmy [{C > knga } -
Qr{C=kn 1} 272(¢-1)
Furthermore, our assumption on ¢ implies that
4 3q 3 3qN
24 —>—"— [B=-— > 0.
N~ 2(¢-1) g 4 4(N+2)(g—1)

Keeping the preceding three inequalities and (3.47) in mind, we estimate that

3qN
244 AN+2) (= 1)
Ynt1 < </ [(C - kn+l)+] N dmdt) ’{C >k
Qp
C(l + T)% Heag(és e) ;(gl 1) 235((;L+12))( +5) s
i
< 54(1545) Yn
k 8(q—1)
By Lemma 2.2] if we choose k so large that
3q(14+48)
3q Ck 8B8(q—1)
Yo < C2@=D dxdt < -
1 (1 + T) PG || 02 (®s—2e) ;“5 L
then
C<k.
In view of ([B.41]), it is enough for us to take
2N
b=t + Ty o T YT 2ol 1
1)7
That is,
2N
IClloc,0r < (1 +T) WD) ||go2(Pe=Pe) i;ﬂ 11 1“5 ap T 2Collecn +1
( 1)’
88(q—1)
< ol + TYTRTEE TR, | oot | IICH&T??T +2[[Colloo +1
RS 2
< —HC”OO Qr +C(1+T)N+2T eaz(<I>s—<I>e) o —|—2”C0”OO7Q+1.

=T
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This implies the desired result. O
To conclude the proof of Theorem B.Il we can easily infer from (3.29)), (3:30), and (3.I1I)) that
1®elloo.2r + [1Pslloc,0z, < (7).

This combined with Lemma B3] yields (8:34]). Now we are ready to invoke Lemma[2ZJl Upon doing
so, we obtain a fixed point of A, which produces a weak solution to problem (34)-(@B.I0). This
completes the proof of Theorem [B.11

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

In this section, we offer the proof of Theorem [[.Jl For this purpose, we denote the solutions
to problem (B4)-(BI0) constructed in Theorem BI] by (<I>2T), <I>gT),C’(T)) with 7 = 1, where k =
1,2,---. The plan is to derive enough a priori estimates for the sequence to justify passing to the
limit in problem (B4])-(@3I0). The generic positive constant ¢ in the subsequent calculations will
be independent of 7. The key to our development is the following lemmas, which asserts that C(7)
is bounded away from 0 below.

Lemma 4.1. For each ¢ > 1+ % there is a positive number ¢ such that

_2
: < ! + C(l + T)W ‘e—ag(q)g‘r)—d)f;)) 2d—1 .

C(T) - minﬁCO q7Q/T

Proof. Pick
2
(4.1) 2 < minGy
Q
as below. Set
kn—k 2n+17 n20717.,,

Recall that G- (y1,¥y2,ys) is decreasing in yo. Thus,

e

_1 +
M. = [G (h,C7), () — () — G (h, kL, ) — cpgﬂ)} ((C(T)) S k5+1> > 0.

_1 +
Use (C(T)) 2=k +1> as a test function in (B37)) and apply the above inequality and the

definition of G, to get

7L+1 + _1 1 + 2
/ / <3_2 k2, ) dsdaz+8/D v<kn¢1— (cW)“)
o) Q

IN

1 (m) ()
—a3a459d (k‘nil)/ hlem02(®s =P ) g
2 wn{cO<k;}

c

kd / e (@727 g
k Jongom<ity

IN
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1
2 _ |2

+
n—i—l)

= 0.

The last step is due to (L) and (LI5). Using (A1) again yields <(C(T))
=0

With this in mind, we integrate the above inequality to derive

7L+1 1 +
sup /ae/ §73 —kﬁﬂ dsdx
0<t<T cm
+ / D
Qp

< em02(@7 =07 gy
k Jonfem<i;l,y
C o —an(@™ g™ T
(42) < qalle @ gy [0 n {00 <kl

Note that on the set Q7 N {C’(T < kn+1} we have

kntr /1 + _1
/ <% oY k”+1> ds = kn—&l - 2\/ HT(C(T)) + v kn—l—lC(T)

c(m)

(4.3)

v

_1 N
Yn+1 = / </€nf1— <C(7)>4> ] dxdt
Qr |

T 1 1\ +12 w ) L4 2 P
1 ()% -3 _ )3
= /0 /{)[(kn-i-l <C > > ] d:p) (/Q [(kn+1 <C ) > ] d:z:) dt
2
_1 1\ 12 N - 1\ 4|2
< c| sup / [(knﬁ1_<0(7)>4> ] dx / V<kn+1 (C(T))4> dedt
0<t<T JQ -
- () o)
c(1+7) @) _g || T » w
4 < WH e 8 [ n {et gan} o
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The last step is due to (A3) and ([£.2). Observe that

B I\ 472w
Yo > /{ 1}[(1@“4—(0@)4) ] dwdt
CI<k iy

> (- k;i)% 2 {c? <k}
R s
(=) g fon <)
C
>

-1
2(n+2)(N+2) ~ N42 QLF N {C(T) < kn-ﬁ-l}‘ .
2 N k

2N

Use this in ([4.4) to get

M52 o (vt2) )
N 2Ant)(NA04Y) gy
2 N Yn s

c(1+T) —az (@7~
Ynt1 = m He ?

9,97

where

(¢—1(N+2)
qgN

due to our assumption. According to Lemma [2.2], if we choose k so large that

AN AN o
= — —(Cc\m dxdt
w = [ () - )

A= -1>0

- PR (- 2)
(4.5) < <§> |QT| < R N+2
c(1+T)x e—aa(@{)—o") ‘ o
a9
then
cn =1
~k
Under (HS8), (43]) is equivalent to
_2
k> c(1+ )6 ‘e—%(‘l’gﬂ—q’@) o
o .9
This combined with ([41]) implies the desired result. The proof is complete. O
Lemma 4.2. We have
9 9 3d+3+2ag
(4.6) / ((@@) n <<1>g7>> XQ,> dz < ¢ <L(T)> 2 H2(h,C),0)dx,
Q Q
where ag is given as in (L4]) and
1

) — 1O = _—
L' = L"N(T) —II(lZ_E;XC(T).

Proof. Integrate (3.35]) over Q and take into account the boundary condition (B.38]) to get

(4.7) T / M dx = %% H,(h,C, & — &()d.
Q Q



16 XIANGSHENG XU

In the same manner, we can deduce from ([B3.36]) and (3.39) that
1
T/ (M dx = —504 | H:(h, ¢ o — o())dz.
/ Q/

Add this to (£1) to obtain

(4.8) / o dx + / ®(Mdz = 0.
Q /
Use @7 as a test function in B35)), then o{) in B36]), and add the two resulting equations to
derive
2 2
//{T(C’(T))|V<I>£T)|2d:n+/ J|V<I>§T)|2dx+7'/ <<I>£T)> d:E—I-T/ (<I>£,T)) dx
Q Q Q !

(4.9) +lay H,(h,CT & — M) (@) — o()dz = 0.

2 Q/
The mean value theorem asserts that there is an ¢ lying between 0 and @y) — CIDg) such that

G- (h, 7,00 — (D) = G (h,C", 8D — (D) — G.(h,C7,0) + G- (h,C),0)
= 0, Gr(h, CT, (@7 — &) + Gr(h, C17),0).

Note from (L20]) that

OpGr(h, CT &) = az (R(B(CT) + 1) 4 1gH(C)em2t)

Sl

202602 (C(7))
(6-(CT)+7)2

(4.10)

With these in mind, we can estimate the last integral in (£.9) as follows:

Las [ #0,00,30) — 0000 - 80z
Q/

1
- Z T (1) (1) _ p(1))2
= o [ B0, 6.0 (@) - a0
i %‘“4/ \/0-(CO)G-(h, D, 0)(@() — &) der
d+

1
2 (0)
o 0- (C ) ((I)(T) _ (I)(T))2dx + 1&4 H—r(h, C«('r)7 0)((1)
d\*Fs e
Q (QT(C(T)) =+ 7')5 2 o/

v

d+1
1 2 (C™) _(C™)
> _a2a4/ ’ (C ) d (q>gT) —(I)g))zdfﬂ— 2 (9 (?1 )—I—T) qu—(hv C(T)70)d$
27 o (0,(C0) + 1) S2 Jor g7 (o)

Plug this into (4.9) to derive

2 2
/HT(C(T))‘V(I)S—)PCM—F/ ayV@gT>y2dx+T/ (cbg)) da:—i—T/ (q>g7>) dz
Q Q Q !

d
o4 2G2(h, D), 0)da.

d+1
2 (r) ()
@) +3mar [ 2T (@ —aipar < 2 [ EEDED
2 Q (HT(C(T)) —|—7’)§ 8052 ’ 977 (C(T))
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d+1
Note that the function -—=— is increasing on [0, 00). Thus,
s+7)2
d+1 d+1
6:2 (C) 02 (me) 1

where m, = minﬁ cm =

- L)
2

We derive from (£I1]) that

d
2

/(q)gr)_@g))2dx < (07 (m )+T) / (HT(EiT))+T) G2 (1, ), 0V
’ 4030~ y (me) 7Y 6,7 (CM)
(0 (me) + 1)
40309t (m,) Jor

d+1
c (L(T)) H2(h, 0", 0)dz
Q/

ol

H2(h,C™,0)da

(4.12)

IN

Here we have used the obvious fact that m. < ming Co(z) and assumed 2 > ming Co(z). In view

of (4], we have

for (C)) > min{co(C7) + 7)%0, I[nin )K}(S)} > min{cymg?, I[nin )H(S)}.
S€(50,00 S€[sp,00

Without loss of generality, assume comg® < min{minge(y, ) #(8),infor o}. We obtain from (@.IT))
that

(7) g

/|vq>g>|2d:c+/ Ve Pdr < ‘;0/ (6r (C )+T)2G3(h,0(7),0)dx

Q o Me / 9 e (C’(T))
mc—l—T ,
< / H2(h, O,
d+1+2ag
(4.13) < c<L<T>) 2 H2(h, €D, 0)da
Ql

Note from (4.8]) that

2 2 2 2
(/ c1>5;>da;> + (/ <I>§T>dx> = % [(/ (@) +@§T>XQ,)dx> + (/ (@) —(IJgT)XQ/)dx> ]
Q ! Q Q

(4.14) _ % <
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We estimate from the Sobolev inequality that
2 2
o) + (o)) y > dx
(@) + (30)
1 2 1 2
< z/’<¢g>_.__ ¢gnm> w2 [ (¢g>___7 dﬁﬂdw> da
Q 12 Jo / Y] Jor

2 .\, 2 @)
+= o."d + — /@;d)
uﬂ<l; x) mw<gf !

< c/ |V¢>§T)|2d:n+c/ |v<1>§f>|2d:n+i,
0 Y €]

3d+3+2aq 1
(415) < (L) 7 H2(h,CD,0)dz + 15 o da
o Y]\ Jaor

The last step is due to ([@I3]), (£12]), and ([@I4]). We easily check

2
1 1625 2
L Dz | < 1 ()
o </Q\Q,<I>e dm) <o Q<<I>e ) da.

Making use of this in (AI5]) and keep (H9) in mind yield the lemmas. O

Lemma 4.3. For each q > % there is a positive number ¢ such that

gNag 3d+3+2ag

(4.16)  ess supg|®(7| + ess supg | (7] < ¢ (L(T)> 2 Y| He(h, O, 0)llg.cr-

Proof. Let q be given as in the lemma. Set
b= |H,(h,CT,0),.0-
+ n
Fix n > 0. We use <<<I>£;)> + b> as a test function in (3:35]) to get

n+1 (2

4n + 2 + n
_an () @ ()
(nH)z/QHT(C) v((@e ) +b> dz+7/ﬂq>e <<<1>e ) +b> dz
+ n
(4.17) = %a4 HT(h,C“),cpgT)—cbgﬂ)((@gﬂ) +b> d.
Q/

T/Q (20) da = T/Q (q>g7>)+ da — %O@ | H(n,C0, 07— @))da.

With this in mind, we calculate
7'/Q<I>2T) <<<I>gT)>+ + b>ndx = 7'/Q <<I>2T)>+ <<<I>gT))+ + b>ndx - b”T/Q <<I>£f)>_ dx
T/ (<I>£f>)+ K(@Eﬁf +b>n - b”] dz
Q

+1a4b"/ H,(h,C, &) — &()dz.

2
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Plug this into (£I7)) to deduce

2
dx

n+1

ﬁ/ﬂfgf(m v((q>g>)++b> 2

+T/Q <<I>£f))+ [((@Eﬁf +b>n - b"] dx

1 + "
(4.18) = 3o HT(h,C’(T),cbgT)—@gT))[<<<I>§T)) +b> —b"] dz.
Q/

Similarly, we can derive from ([B.25) and (3.26) that
n+1 2

(niinw/wa v((@gﬂ)++b>2 dm+7/ﬂ<q>gﬂ>+ K(@gﬂ)++b>n—bn] dz

1 + "
(4.19) = 3o HT(h,c<T>,<1>gT>—<1>gT>)[((cbgﬂ) +b> —b"} dz.
Q/

Since G- (y1,¥y2,ys3) is increasing in y3, we have

N; = [Gr(h, €, 00 = 8{) - G (h,C7), 0)] [((@gﬂ)* + b)n - ((@gﬂf + bﬂ > 0.

Add (419) to (AI8]) and keep the above inequality and (I.20) in mind to deduce

v <<q>g”)+ +b>
v <<<I>§T>)+ + b> =

2
dx

n+1
2

4n
CESIE /=)

n 4n /
5 g
(n + 1)2 Q/

2
dx

1
< —§a4//\/0T(C(T))Nde
1 (r) () (o
sgon [ 0,000 |((20) o) = ((00) +0) | o
1 + n + n
1 () (s
< 2a4b|<<<1>s> +b> ((@e) +b> o
q77
(4.20) < oy ||(W+ b))

q
q—1 A2
where

(4.21) W, = max{ <<I>£T))+ , <<I>§,T)>+ X}



20 XIANGSHENG XU

By the Sobolev inequality, we have
n+1
107+ 5 s

= o) * b %d -
/{(@;)) 2( <r)) XQ,} (( e ) + > T
N-2
Gy O\
' /{<q>g>>*<<q>g>>*m} (CORTED AN

IN IN
o —
b\ D\
N
VS
@@\
2
N—
+
_l_
o>
N~
.
!
b
o9
8
~
9
+
~/
\
N
/N
m@i
2
N——
_l_
o>
N~
2\
&
oSN
8
~—

n+1 2

v ((«pgﬂ)* + b> i

+c// da:—i—c// <<<I>§T)>++b>n+ dx

(4.22) < (% + c[Q\clz> (W + b)"“Hq%l 0
The last step is due to (4£.20) and (4.2I). Remember
N 1
(= ﬂqT > 1.
Then let n+1= ¢, i=1,2,---. Subsequently,
n+1 L
n E

Take the (n + 1) root of both sides of [@22)) to get

””T""b”qtﬂ'“g = |’[[7—+bHN(”+1)Q
q—1 > N—-2
1
c(n+1)%a n+
—a— Qe Wr + b 4n
= < 4nm + ‘ ’ ” t HCI(qjll)@

IN

aos Lo
(C (L(T)) 0> nt1 (n+ 1)# W, + b”q(LJrll) Q
q7 K
a0 L+
= (e(20)7)" W kbl e
Iterate on ¢ to yield
7 1 .
)\ X0\ &=t g7 SV L
et = ()
Take 1 — oo to get

7()
(4.23) ess supo(Wr +b) < c¢ (L )Z W=+ b e
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The interpolation inequality in ([7], p.146) asserts

1
|W- + b a0 <eess supo(Wr +b) + 7 [Wr +bll; o, €>0.
z L

Use this in (4.23)) and choose ¢ appropriately in the resulting inequality to get
ess supoW,; < ess supg (W, +b)
qlag
< (L) T Wt bl

gNag

(4.24) < (D)7 (IWrl g+ I1H (0, C70) )

According to (4.6]), we have

+ +
IWelloa < 1(@) o+ 1 (2) llora
3d+3+20g
< (L) H(0, €D, 0) |0

This together with (£24]) implies
gNag

(4.25)ess supq (CIDg))Jr + ess supgy (CIDgT))+ <c <L(T)> 2N

3d+3+2
 3dt3+390

”HT(h7 C(T)v O)HILQ"

In an entirely similar manner, we can also prove

_ gNag 3d+3+2aq

ess supq (@g)) + ess supgy (<I>§T>)_ <c <L(T)> N | H7(h, c, 0)lg,c-

Combining this with(£.25]) yields (4.I6]). The proof is complete.

To continue the proof of Theorem B.1], we let
M = MT(T) = max{max C(7 1} > 1.

T

We can easily see from (B.11]) that
H,(h, O“),o)‘ <c ((M(T))% n <M<T>>d+5> <L<T)>d <e (M(r>)d+5 <L(r>>d_

This together with (4.16]) implies

gNag + 7d+3+2ag
4

d+1
ess supq| D7) | + ess supe, |07 < ¢ (M (T)> 2 (L(T)> o

We conclude from Lemmas B.3] and 1] that

2(2g—2—N) 2
MO < (14 T)OT aiven He‘”(q’s_q’e) o T AColleo0 +2

q,3ip

_2N - d+1 . quaQ+7d+3+2a
(4.26) < (147T) e T pe(MD) T2 (L) 2N 0 Aol +2,
2
L) < o1+ T) e ‘e—az@gﬂ_@@) i1
- 4., ming Cp

qNag +'7d+3+20¢0 1
2q—N e

1
(4.27) c(1+T) (N+22)](\;d71) Tq(ijl) ec(M(r))d+2 (L")

IN

ming Cop ’

21
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Set
N 7d+3+2 1
(4.28) v = 2(;_04;[+ +4+ a°>d+§>1,
(4.29) g(T) = max{(1+T)<N+z>T2§<Niz)N (1+T) (NF2) (30 1) Ta(2a- 1)}

We can conclude from ([£.20) and (427 that there is a positive number ¢ such that
MOLO) < cg?(T)eMTET) ¢
We are in a position to invoke Lemma 2.3l For this purpose set
a(s) = M (s)L7(s), e =cg*(T).
Subsequently,
a(s) < cg?(s)e” ) 4 ¢ < ee@®) 4 ¢ for each s € [0, 7).

Here we have used the fact that g(7') strictly increases from 0 to infinity on the interval [0, c0). We
are in a position to apply Lemma 23] Let ¢, s9 be determined by Lemma 23] Obviously, there is
a unique Ty € (0,00) such that

(4.30) g0 = cg*(Ty).
This implies
a(s) < sp for each s € [0, Tp] since we obviously have a(0) < c.

Consequently,

(4.31)

(SN

<Cc <c¢ in Qr, for some ¢ > 0.

Lemma 4.4. Let Ty be given as in ([A30). For each p > 1 the sequence {@é”} is precompact in
LP(Qg,) and the sequence {<I>gT)} is precompact in LP(Q, ).

Proof. Let t1,ty € [0,Tp]. For simplicity, we employ the following notions

(2) = 0D, 1), (007) (2) = 0{)(w,1),

t

hi(w) = hla,t), € (@) = CO(a,1), (0l7)

t

We can derive from (335 and (336) that
div [/-eT(Ct(f’)V [@)g))tl _ <q>g>>t2H 7 <(<1>§;>>t1 _ <<1>gT>>t2>
~a [ (nT(Ct(f’) () v (@@)m] + %%HT ((htl,(}t(l ), (cpgﬂ)tl — (cpgﬂ)“) X
- <q>£7’>t2> Xor in
_div [av [<<1><T>> <<1><T)>t2H +7 <(<I>;))t1 - (¢>§7))t2>
B
<ht2, ), >)t2 - <q>g>)t2> in Q.

s

1 D (i
(4.32) —§a4HT <ht2,()t(2)’ <<1>( )

1
(433)  +5ouH,
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Observe that

i ((htl,C§1)7 (@w)tl _ (q)gﬂ)tl) _m <ht2,C§2’, (@(r))t2 _ ((I>£T))t2>
~ H, <(ht1,0§j), <<1>§T>>t1 = <<1>§T>>tl> ~H, (h@,Cff)’ <<I>§T))t1 - <<1>£T))tl>
A (hm, ), (¢2T))tl N (W’)tl) —H, (hh,og), (q>g))tl - (@&))h)
s (htz,Ctg’, (@ST)>tl - (q)((;))t1> s (htz,Cé), (@<T>)t2 _ (cpg))t)

= J1+ o+ Js.
We can easily conclude from (4.31]) and (4.16]) that
[Nl < ellhy = Py lloo,o,s
Bl < ele = C o

By an argument similar to (£.I0]), we can obtain

B[ (@), = (o), ] = [(0), - (o), |]
> CH(@gﬂ)tl (20) ] (o0) - (T’)@H'

Use <<I>2T)>t - <<I>2T)>t as a test function in (4.32)), <<I>(T > <<I>gT)>t in (4.33)), add up the two
1 2 2

resulting equations to deduce
2 2
™) _ (e
A CORCON

ICOCON
[, - 00),]- [0, - (), ]

< ellnlC +7) = (O + Dlloesy + ellhe, = oo + e = O oo o
Integrate (£32]) over Q and ([@33]) over Q' and add up the two resulting equations to get

/Q [(@&))tl _ <q>g>>tj dx +// [@g))tl a ((I)g))t?] e — 0.

This puts us in a position to employ the proof of (£6). Upon doing so, we arrive at

[ 1), - 00), J o [ [(00), - (37), ]

434) < e|w(CT +7) = K(CT + Ty + el — higlloocr + | C = C ooy

dx

Classical regularity results for linear parabolic equations ([IT], Chap. III) assert that {C(7)} is
bounded in C %J(Q—TO) for some § € (0,1). This combined with (£34]) implies that {@g)} is uni-
formly equicontinuous in C([0, Tp]; Lz(Q)) and {@(T }in C([0, Tp]; L*(Y')). Furthermore, {(IJg)} is
bounded in L>®(0,Tp; W12(Q)) and {<I> } in L°°(0, Tp; W2(Y')). By virtue of the Ascoli theo-
rem ([I5], Lemma 1), the two sequences are precompact in C([0, Tp]; L2(R2)) and C([0, Tp]; L?(€Y')),
respectively. This implies the lemma. ]

Now we have all the ingredients necessary to pass to the limit in ([34)-@BI0). The proof of
Theorem [I.1] is completed.
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