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GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC EVOLUTION
PROBLEMS WITH HOLDER CONTINUOUS NONLINEARITIES

BOGDAN-VASILE MATIOC AND CHRISTOPH WALKER

ABSTRACT. It is shown that semilinear parabolic evolution equations v’ = A + f(t,u) featuring
Holder continuous nonlinearities f = f(¢,u) with at most linear growth possess global strong
solutions for a general class of initial data. The abstract results are applied to a recent model
describing front propagation in bushfires and in the context of a reaction-diffusion system.

1. INTRODUCTION

For semilinear parabolic problems
u'=Au+ f(t,u), te(0,T], u(0) = u®, (1.1)

involving a generator A of an analytic semigroup on a Banach space FEy and a locally Lipschitz
continuous nonlinearity f, there is a well-established theory for well-posedness based on Banach’s
fixed point theorem, e.g. see [I, Section 12] and the references therein. The situation is different
if f = f(t,u) is not locally Lipschitz with respect to u and less seems to be known. If compactness
properties are available, (versions of ) Schauder’s fixed point theorem may be used to derive existence
— but not uniqueness — results, see e.g. the textbooks [9[10] or also [3]. We also refer to [13] for the
treatment of non-Lipschitz semilinear parabolic scalar equations by comparison principle arguments.

The aim of this paper is to establish the existence of strong solutions to (LI in the context of
nonlinearities f = f(¢,u) with at most linear growth in u, which are not necessarily locally Lipschitz
continuous with respect to the variable u, under optimal (i.e. low) regularity assumptions on the
initial value.

To be more precise, in the following let Ey and F; be two Banach spaces over K € {R, C} with
compact, continuous, and dense embedding

d
FEy “— Ej.
For each 6 € (0,1), let (-,-)9 be an arbitrary admissible interpolation functor of exponent 6
(see |2 I. Section 2.11]) and denote by Ey := (Fy, E1)g the corresponding interpolation space with
norm || - [[p. Then, the embeddings

Eq ‘Td Ey (Td Ey (Td Ey, 0<I<O<,
are all dense and compact. We fix an infinitesimal generator A : F1 — Ej of a strongly continuous
analytic semigroup {e4 : t > 0} C £(Ep) and assume that f : [0,T]x E¢ — E., for some v, £ € [0,1)
and T € (0,00).
We first point out the following result guaranteeing the global existence of (at least) a global
strong solution to (L)) for initial data ug € E, for which f(0,ug) is defined, that is, for a € [€, 1),
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under the general assumption that f(¢,u) grows at most linearly in v and is continuous (along with
an additional Holder continuity property in the limiting case v = 0).

Proposition 1.1. Let v, £ € [0,1) and assume that f € C([O,T] X E&Ev) 18 such that there is a
constant C' > 0 with

IFE ol < CO+lule),  te[0.T], ue B (1.2)

If v = 0 assume additionally that there exists ¥y € (0,1) such that for each R > 0 there is a
constant K(R) > 0 with

1£(t,u) = f(s,0)]l0 < K(R)(Jt — 8™ + lu—v[°),  t,s€[0,T], w,veBg(0,R). (1.3)
Then, if u® € E, for some a € [€,1), the Cauchy problem (L) admits a solution
ue C'((0,T],Ey) NC((0,T], E1) N C([0,T], Ea) -

The main purpose of this paper is to extend the existence theory for the evolution problem (Il by
providing a global strong solution to (1)) for a general initial datum «° in the ambient space Ey. To
this end we require, additionally to being linearly bounded in u, that f is locally Holder continuous
with respect to u. More precisely, we fix

1
0<~<1, 0<§<min{1,—}, 0<¥;<q, 1<j<meN, (1.4a)
q

where
g:=max{g; : 1 <j<m}>0,
and assume that f € C((O, T) x Eg, Ey) is such that there exists a positive constant C' > 0 with

£t w)lly < 1+ [lulle) (1.4D)
and
1 () = £t o)y < O3 (U Jull @7 + ol @77 [l — v]lg? (1.4c)
j=1

for all t € (0,7] and u,v € E¢. In the particular case v = 0 we additionally require (similarly as in
Proposition [[.I] but in a slightly weaker form) that there exists ¥ € (0,1) such that for each R > 0
there is a constant K (R) > 0 with

||f(t,u)—f(s,u)||0 SK(R) |t_8|1907 t,SG (07T]’ UGEEQBEO(QR)' (15)
Our main result then reads:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (LA) and if v = 0 also assume (LH). Then, given u® € Ey, the Cauchy
problem (1) possesses a global strong solution

ue C'((0,T), Ey) N C((0,T], E1) N C([0,T), Eyp) -
Furthermore, if u® € E, for some a € [0,min{1,1 +~ — &}), then C([0,T), E,).

Theorem provides strong solutions assuming minimal regularity on the initial value. In
particular, f(0,u°) needs not be defined under the assumptions of Theorem (in contrast to
Proposition [[LT)). For this reason, if u® € E, \ E¢, the continuity in E, of the solution at ¢ = 0 is
guaranteed only for possibly restricted a.
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Remarks 1.3. (i) If 1 <9, < ¢ for all 1 < j < m, then f = f(¢,u) is locally Lipschitz continuous
in u and the classical theory on well-posedness for semilinear parabolic equations applies, see e.g. [1]
for a general treatment (or [II] for a similar approach to the one chosen herein requiring minimal
regularity assumptions on the initial value).

(ii) In general, however, the nonlinearity f = f(¢,u) in (1) is not locally Lipschitz continuous
in u as the exponents ¥; in (LL4c) are allowed to be less than 1. Thus, our approach to Proposition [Tl
and Theorem [[L2] relying on the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem, does not provide uniqueness
of solutions.

(iii) The linear bound (L.4D) is not in contradiction with assumption (L4d) (even if g is possibly
larger than 1). This is well exemplified in Section Bl by application (8:4) with v = 1.

Combining Proposition[[.Tland Theorem[L.2] we may establish a global existence result for T = co.

Corollary 1.4. Let v, £ € [0,1), f € C([O,oo) X Eg,EV), and assume that for each T > 0 there
exists a constant C(T') > 0 with

1fEu)lly <e(T)A +ulle),  t€[0,T], we k. (1.6)
(a) Let v > 0. Then (L) has a global strong solution
u € C*((0,00), Ey) NC((0,00), E1) N C([0,00), Ey)
provided either u® € E, with o € [€,1), or f satisfies (L) for some T = Ty > 0 and u° € E,
with a € [0, min{1,1 + v — &}).
(b) Let v = 0 and suppose there is ¥y € (0,1) and for T, R > 0 there is K = K(T,R) > 0 such
that
If(t,u) — f(s,v)|lo §K(|t—8|’9°—|—||u—v||g°), t,s €10,77, u,vEBEg(O,R). (1.7)
Then (L) has a global strong solution
u e C’l((O,oo),Eo) N C’((O,oo),El) N C’([O,oo),Ea)

provided either u® € E, with a € [£,1), or f satisfies (LA) and (LX) for some T = Ty > 0
and u° € E, with a € [0,1 — €).

The proofs of Proposition [T, Theorem [[.2] and Corollary [[L4] are presented in Section In
Section B] we apply the abstract results to models describing front propagation in bushfires and to
reaction-diffusion models.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We provide first the details of the proof Theorem (for which the arguments are a bit more
delicate) and subsequently only sketch the proofs of Proposition [Tl and Corollary [L.4]

Since A is the generator of the strongly continuous analytic semigroup {etA : t > 0}, the
Cauchy problem (L) can be formulated (under suitable assumptions on u and f, see e.g. [2]
II. Remarks 2.1.2 (a)]) as the fixed point equation

u(t) = e4u® + / t DAL (ru(r))dr, tel0,T], (2.1)
0

which we shall solve using the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem.
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2.1. Proof of Theorem Assuming the premises of Theorem [[.2], we set
Y:=min{d; : 1 <j<m} >0
and choose p € R such that
§<u<min{1,$}. (2.2)
We denote by
Xr = C,((0.], Ee)

the Banach space consisting of all functions u € C((0,7T], E¢) such that t*u(t) — 0 in E¢ as t — 0,
which is equipped with the norm

[ullxy = sup {t" [[u(t)lle = t € (0,T]}.
Our goal is to prove that the function F': X7 — X7, defined by
¢
Fu)(t) = 40 + / (DAL () dr,  te[0,T], ue Xr, (2.3)
0
satisfies the hypotheses of the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem [8, Theorem 11.3| and thus admits
a fixed point in X7, which is then shown to be a global strong solution to (I.IJ).

Well-definedness. In order to establish that F'(u) € Xp for each u € X7, we first recall from [2]
II. Lemma 5.1.3] the estimates

™| £ () + > HetA”z:(Eﬁ,Ea) <M, 0<t<T, (2.4)

for 0 € [0,1] and 0 < By < S < a <1 with By < fif 0 < 8 < a <1, where M = M(T) depends
also on these parameters.

Given u, v € X7 with |lul|x, < L and ||v||x, < L (for some arbitrary L > 0), assumption (L.4d)
implies

NE

| £ () = Ft 0@y < (L)Y (14 EHGD) fu(t) — o(t)

1
T flu—oll%, . t€(0,T], (2.5)

N s

< (T,
while (L.4D]) yields
1 (& u®)lly < (T, L)t te(0,T]. (2.6)

Fix v € Xp with [Ju||x, < L (for some arbitrary L). Let n € (0,1) be given and define yo = y0(n)
as

Y :=0 if y=0 and 9 € (0,min{y, n}) if v>0. (2.7)
In view of (24) and (28] we obtain

t
1E ) @)l < el m0) [6llo + 1z, ) 1y w(m)]l dr
0

¢
<t HuoHo +¢(T, L) / (t—m7)ror=Hdr
0

< (T, L) (" + "0 HB(1 + g — 1, 1 — ) (2.8)
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for t € (0,T], where B denotes the Beta function. Therefore, for n = £, we obtain
| F(u)(t)lle < e(T, L) (#*~ +¢14707%) . ¢ € (0,77, (2.9)

and the right hand side converges to zero as t — 0 since £ < p < 1.
Given € € (0,7), set u-(t) := u(t +¢) for t € [0,7 —¢]. Then, u. € C([0,T — €], E¢) and the
continuity of f implies f(- +¢,u.) € C([0,T — €], E,). Moreover, the definition of F'(u) entails

Fmﬂt+€%:JAFWX@4142ﬂ_ﬂAﬂT+€ﬂ%U»dT, tel0,T —¢. (2.10)

Hence, [2, II.Theorem 5.3.1] yields
F(u)(- +¢) € C((0,T — ], Ey) , 0e€(0,1), £€(0,7),
that is,
F(u) € C((0,T],Eg), 6€(0,1). (2.11)
Together with (Z.9]) we conclude F'(u) € Xr.

Continuity. Given u, v € Xp with |ju|x, < L and |v|x, < L, we obtain in view of (2.4)
and (2.5)), similarly as above, that

¢
[1F(u)(t) = Fv)(®)]le < /0 1D 2, o) 1 (7, u(r)) = f(r,0(7)) |y d7

< cl|u— v||1§(TB(1 +v—&1— ,uq)t”“/‘)_f_“q, te (0,7], (2.12)

with v9 = 70(§) as in (2.7)). Since pug < 1 and £ < pu < 1, we get
IF(w) = F(0)|lxy < er(T,L) flu—v|%, -

This proves in particular the (Holder) continuity of F.
Compactness. We show that F' : Xp — X7 is compact. Let therefore (ug )i be a bounded sequence
in X7 and choose L > 0 such that |ug||x, < L for all £ € N. We prove that (F(ug))y is relatively

compact in X7 by applying the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to the sequence (vg); C C([0,T], E¢) defined
as

vg(t) == t'F(ug)(t), te€l0,7], keN.
Note that vy(0) = 0 for k& € N. Since (vy(t)); is bounded in E, for n € (& pu| by (238), the
compactness of the embedding F, < E¢ ensures that (vj(t)); is relatively compact in E¢ for
each t € [0, 7.
We next prove that the sequence (vg)g is equi-continuous. Given 0 < s <t < T and k € N, we
have

t
[or(#) = vk(s)lle < (& = )| F(ur) (®)le +8“/ 1e“" 4 2, ) I1F (7 ui (7)1 d

et T 9.13
+ s”/o ”e(t JA _ o )AHE(EW,Eg) Hf(T, Uk(T))H-ydT ( a)

+s (e — e MOl =L+ L+ I+ Iy

In the following, we simply write ¢ for positive constants ¢ = ¢(T, L) depending on T and L.
From (2.9]), we obtain

IF(up))]le <et™*,  te€(0,T], keN,
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and therefore
I < et St — sM) < et St — s) < et — s)P7E. (2.13b)
Using (24) and (2:6]), we deduce

t
I < cs”/ (t— 7')70_5 T Hdr
S

< est(t — s)tT0=¢ /1(1 — )08 (r(t — 5) + s)THdr

0
< et — s)tH0¢, (2.13c)
Let now 7 € (&, ) be fixed and 79 = y0(n) as in (2.7)). Since
™% — 1| (5, ) < et — )" (2.13d)

due to |2, II. Theorem 5.3.1] (with f = 0 therein), we use (2.4)) and (2.6) to derive
I3 < S”/O 1“4 = 1| £, 0 1€ 2 ) 1 F (7 i (7)) [l AT
< esh(t—s)1¢ / (s —7)° " Hdr
0

< M IB(L 30 — 11— ) (¢ — 5)7S
<ec(t—s)17¢. (2.13e)
Finally, from (2.13d) and ([2.4) we get
L < e — 1|2, By €™ 2o, ) 1nll0
< TP — 8)178 |[u)|o - (2.13f)

We thus conclude from (Z.I3)) that the sequence (v)g is equi-continuous. The Arzela-Ascoli theorem
now ensures (up to a subsequence) that v, — v in C([0,T], E¢) for some function v with v(0) = 0.
Defining u(t) := t~*v(t), t € (0,T], we obtain F(u) — w in X7. This establishes the compactness
of F.

A priori bound. We prove that the set
S:={ue Xp : u=AF(u) for some A € [0,1]}
is bounded in Xp. To this end we infer from (L4D) and (24) that for v € S and ¢ € (0,7] we have

t
lu@®)lle < IF@)®)le < e 2oz 14°llo+ [ 15 2w,z 1 (7 u())]l, dr
0
t
<ct ¢+ c/ (t — 7)70—5(1 + |lu()|l¢) dr
0

t
<t ™M+ c/ (t —7)° " lu(T)||¢ dT,
0

with 79 = 70(§) defined as in ([27). The singular Gronwall inequality [2], II.Corollary 3.3.2] now
implies the existence of a constant K = K(T') > 0 such that

Ju(®)lle < KE™", ¢ (0,17,
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which entails the boundedness of S in Xp.

Existence of a solution. Due to the above considerations, we may apply Leray-Schauder’s fixed
point theorem [8, Theorem 11.3] to deduce that there exists u € Xp such that F'(u) = w. It remains
to prove that u is a strong solution to the Cauchy problem (IT).

To this end, we note that if ugp € E, and o € [0,min{1,1 + v — ¢}), then u € C([0,T], E,).
Indeed, the continuity of u on (0,77 is established in II)). Since [t~ e'ug] € C([0,T], Ey), it
follows from (2.8) (with up = 0, n = a, and vy = Yo(«) and p chosen such that o < 1+ vy — p)
that u = F(u) € C([0,T], Es), in particular u(0) = u°.

Given € € (0,T'), we set as before u.(t) := u(t+¢) for t € [0,T —¢] and obtain from the continuity
of f that f(-+¢,uc) € C([0,T —¢], E).

If v > 0, we may apply [2, II.Theorem 1.2.2, I.Remarks 2.1.2 (e)] to conclude from 2I0) that

us = F(u)(-+¢) € C((0, T —¢], Ey) N C*((0,T — €], Ey), e€(0,T),
hence
ue C((0,7], Ey) N C*H((0,T], Ey) (2.14)

is a strong solution to (LI)).

If v = 0, we have u.(0) € Ep for some 0 € (£,1) by I0) and f(-+¢,u:) € C([0,T — €], Ep) so
that [2, ILTheorem 5.3.1] together with (2I0) imply u. € C?~5([0,T — €], E¢). Along with (Zd)
and (L) we conclude f(-+¢,u:) € CP([0,T —¢], Ey) with p := min{dy,d(0 —&)} € (0,1). Invoking
now [2, II.Theorem 1.2.1] we deduce from (2.10)

u. € C((0,T — €], By) N C’l((O,T —¢l, Ep)

for each € € (0,7, hence u is a strong solution to (I enjoying the regularity properties (2.14]).
This proves Theorem O

2.2. Proof of Proposition 1.1l We now provide the proof of Proposition [[.T] which relies on the
same strategy as that of Theorem [[.2] the main difference being that the Leray-Schauder fixed point
theorem is now applied in the Banach space C([0,T], E,) of continuous functions in E,.

Assume the premises of Proposition [LIl Set X7 := C([0,T], E,) and let v € Xp. Since a > &,
the continuity of f ensures f(-,u) € C([0,T1], E,), so that F(u) in (23] satisfies

F(u) € C*7P([0,T), Es) N C((0,T],Eg),  B€0,0], 0€(0,1),

due to [2, II.Theorem 5.3.1] and (ZI1)). In particular, F(u) is an element of Xp. Moreover, a
straightforward contradiction argument shows that given ¢ > 0 arbitrary, there is § > 0 such that

£t ul®) = fto®)ly <e,  te[0,T], veBx,(u,d).
From this we deduce, analogously to (2.12]), that
[Fu)(t) = F)®)lla <c(T)e,  t€[0,T], veBx,(ud),

and thus the continuity of F': Xp — Xp.
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To establish the compactness of F', let (uy )y be a sequence in X¢ with |lug|| x, < L for some L > 0.
Then, in view of (L2)), ([Z.I3]) reduces to

[ (g ) (£) = F(u)(s)]la S/ 1D 2, ) 1 (7 i (1) ] d

T /0 =4 — DA L1 (g (7)) dr
Ll — ey
< (T, L)(t—s)" + (e —eMul|la,  keEN, 0<s<t<T,

where 7 € (a,1) and [t — e'dug] € C([0,T], E,). This establishes the equi-continuity of (F(uz))s-
Moreover, arguing as in (2.8), we also have (due to (L2)), for some fixed n € («, 1),

|F(u)(®)ll, < (T, L), keN, 0<t<T.

The Arzela-Ascoli theorem now guarantees, in view of the compactness of the embedding E,, — FE,,
that (F'(ug))y is relatively compact in X
Finally, the proof of an a priori bound for the set

S:={u€ Xr : u=AF(u) for some X € [0,1]}

is the same as in Theorem (using u® € E, and (ILZ)). Thus, F admits a fixed point u € X7,
which is a strong solution to (L) by the same arguments as in the last part of the proof of
Theorem [[L2] taking directly ¢ = 0 there if v > 0, respectively using (L3)) in the case v = 0. This
proves Proposition [Tl ]

We conclude this section by providing the proof for Corollary [L.4]
2.3. Proof of Corollary[I.4l. We first prove the claim for v’ € E, with a € [0, min{1,1 4 v — £}).

Since f satisfies (L4]), and if v = 0 also (L3]) for some Ty > 0, Theorem [[2] guarantees the existence
of a strong solution

uy € C((0,Tp], Eo) N C((0,Tp], E1) N C([0,Tp), Ea) N Clu((0, T, Ee)
for some p € (§,1), see [2.2), to
uy = Aup + f(t,u1), t€(0,Tp], u1(0) = u°. (2.15)

Noticing that ui(To) € Ey < E¢, we infer from Proposition [L1] (see (IG) and (L) if v = 0) that
there exists a strong solution

uy € CH((0,Ty], Eo) N C((0,Tp], E1) N C([0, Tp), E)
to
u'2 = Aug + f(t+ To,u2), te€ (0,7, u2(0) = uq (Tp) - (2.16)

Setting

u(t) L Ul(t), OStSTO7
T u(t—To), To<t< 2T,
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we obtain u € C,,((0,27p], E¢). In particular, f(-,u) € C((0,21p], E,) satisfies (Z0) (with T' = 2T
therein). Since u; and wg are given by the corresponding mild formulation of (215 respec-
tively (2.16]) (see (Z1)), it readily follows that u satisfies

t
u@)ze“%ﬂ%i/ (DA () dr,  te [0,2T)).
0

We may now argue as in the proof of Theorem to deduce that
u € C'((0,2Tp), Eo) N C((0,2T], E1) N C([0,2Tp), Ex)

is a strong solution to (LI]) on [0,27p]. Consequently, using Proposition [[LT] we may inductively
extend the solution to [0,nTy] for n > 2 and obtain in this way a global strong solution

u e C'((0,00), Ey) N C((0,00), E1) N C([0,00), Ey)
to (IT) on [0, 00).

The assertion for u’ € E, with a € [£,1) follows by applying Proposition [I] successively
on [n,n + 1] for n € N and gluing the solutions as above. This proves Corollary [[.4] O

0

3. APPLICATIONS

We apply the abstract theory to concrete models. As a starting point we provide in Section B.1]
a functional analytic framework for the subsequent applications. In Section we then analyze an
evolution equation for the spreading of bushfires and in Section [3.3] we apply the abstract results to
a reaction-diffusion system. The examples presented in Section B.2}-Section B.3] effectively illustrate
the significance of both Proposition [[.Tl and Theorem in practical applications.

3.1. Functional Analytic Setting. Let 2 C R", n € N* be an open and bounded set with
smooth boundary and outward unit normal v. In order to include Dirichlet and Neumann boundary
conditions, we choose § € {0,1} and define

Bu:=u on 00 if §=0, Bu:=0d,u on 00 if §=1,

hence B is the trace operator if § = 0 corresponding to Dirichlet boundary conditions, while § = 1
refers to Neumann boundary conditions. We introduce

Fy:=Ly(Q), Fy = H(Q) = {v € H*(Q) : Bv=0o0n 00},
with H?(Q) = W22’B(Q) denoting the Sobolev space of second-order over Ly(€2), and recall that
By := Ap € H(HE(Q), L2()) ,
that is, By = Ag with domain HZ(Q) generates an analytic semigroup on Fy = La(2). Let
{(FQ,BQ) :—-1<0< OO}

be the interpolation-extrapolation scale generated by (Fp, By) and the complex interpolation func-
tor [-,-]g (see [I}, §6] and [2 §V.1]), that is,

By € H(Fiy9,Fp), —1<6<o0, (3.1)
and, for 20 # —§ — 1/2, we have (see [I, Theorem 7.1; Equations (7.4)-(7.5)])
{ve H¥(Q) : Bv=00n 00}, 6+35<20<2,

(3.2)
HY(Q), —340<20<b6+3.

Fy = HY(Q) = {
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Since A has bounded imaginary powers, [I, Remarks 6.1 (d)] provides the following reiteration
property
[Fa, Fglo = F1—g)at08- (3:3)

3.2. A model for front propagation in bushfires. In [6,[7] the authors recently proposed and
studied, both from an analytical and numerical point of view, the nonlocal equation

Oyu = Au—i—/ (u(t,y)—@(t,y))+K(a:,y) dy+ ((w—kﬂ‘gzﬁiu) 'Vu) , xeN, t>0, (3.4a)
Q _

describing front propagation in bushfires, where the unknown uw = w(t,z) is the environmental
temperature. Here, ry := max{0,£r} for r € R and v € [1,2]. We assume that  is on an open,
bounded, smooth subset of R™ with n > 2 (for an extension of the subsequent results to Lipschitz
domains €2 one may use [14]). We refer to [6l[7] for the physical interpretation of the integral kernel K
and the functions O, w, and 3. Equation (3.4al) is supplemented by the Dirichlet boundary condition

u=0 on 08, t>0, (3.4b)
and is subject to the initial condition
u(0,z) = u’(z), x €. (3.4c)

In [6] the authors established the existence of local and global weak solutions to (3.4]) for initial
data u® € H'(Q) with u = 0 on 952. The following theorem provides, under slightly more restrictive
regularity assumptions on © and w, but less restrictive integrability assumptions on © (and no size
conditions on 3, w, and © when v = 1) compared to [6], global strong solutions to (3.4) for the
larger class of initial data u® € Ly(2).

In the context of (B.4]) we define

HY(Q) = HY(Q), 20¢ (— 22] \{j: %}

with Dirichlet boundary conditions Bu = 0 on 052, see (8:2]) with § = 0. With this notation our
result reads as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let v € [1,2] and assume that
KecL(QxQ), BeWLR), ©cC(0,0),LN), weC(0,00),Loo(R")),
and 2e € (0,1/7). Then, given u® € Lo(RQ), there exists a global strong solution to [3.4) such that
u € C((0,00), H"#(2)) N C((0,00), H3 () N C([0,00), L2(R)) . (3.5)
Moreover,

(i) if v = 2, then the solution is unique;
(ii) if, in addition, © € CY([0,00), L2(Q)) and w € C?([0,00), Lo (2, R™)) for some ¥ € (0,1),

then the solution satisfies
u € C((0,00), L2(22)) N C((0,00), HH(R)) .
Concerning the uniqueness statement for v = 2 we add the following observation.

Remark 3.2. The solution found in Theorem B satisfies additionally u € C,((0,T], H5 ™ (Q))
for some fixed p € (1/2 4+ 2¢,1) and each T > 0. For v = 2, the uniqueness of the solution, for
functions which satisfy (B3] and belong to C,,((0, T], Hp () for each T > 0, can be also shown
by using directly the fixed point formulation (2] together with the singular Gronwall inequality [2]
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II.Corollary 3.3.2] (since the nonlinearity f = f(¢,u) is locally Lipschitz continuous in u, see (3.0)
and Lemma [3.3] below). However, the uniqueness result in Theorem B.1] (i) is more general.

Before proving Theorem [B.I] we note some auxiliary results. The following lemma is related
to [7, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 3.3. Let K € Lo(Q x Q). Then the mapping go : L2(2)? — Lo(2), given by

n(0.0)(w) = [ (uy) ~O)) . K(y)dy, a9 w6 eLa(®),

is well-defined and satisfies
l90(u, ©)[l2 < [[K[2(1®l2 + [[ull2), — u,© € L2(Q),
and
l90(u1,01) — go(ug, O2)[l2 < [ Kl2([[ur — uall2 + 01 — O2]l2) , u;, ©; € L(Q), i=1,2.

Proof. The claims follow by using Holder’s inequality together with the inequality |ay —b4| < |a—b|
for a, b € R. ([l

We turn to the second, nonlinear term on the right of (3.4al). To this end we define for v € [1, 2]
the mapping

gy i La(Q) x La(2,R") X Loo(2,R™) — Lo(2)
according to
gu(u,p,w) == (w-p+ Bu)lp]*™") _.

The following result was observed in [7, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.5| (the proof therein is
valid also for v = 1).

Lemma 3.4. If 3 € WL(R) and v € [1,2], then for (u,p,w) € La(Q) x La(,R"™) x Lo (2, R™) we
have
g (1w, ps ) |2 < [wlloolpll2 + 121“ D728l lplI3 ™
and for (u;, pi,w;) € La() x La(Q,R™) X Loo(Q,R™), i =1,2,
g (w1, p1,w1) — gu(uz, P2, w2)ll2
< lwilloollpr = p2ll2 + lIp2ll2llwr — walloo + 21 Bllwa Ip1lI5 ™ lur — ua |l
+1Q1CD2Blloo 1 — pall3™ -
In fact, for v =2,
llg2(u1, p1,w1) — g2(u2, p2, wa)l|2

(3.6)
< Jlwilloollpr = p2ll2 + lIp2ll2llwr — welloo + IBllwa llur — uzll2 -

Proof. The claims follow by using Holder’s inequality together with the inequality |a_ —b_| < |a—b|
for a, b € R. O

We note for v = 1 that the estimate in Lemma [3.4] does not provide local Holder continuity of g;.
This is achieved now in Lemma by restricting the range for p.
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Lemma 3.5. If 3 € WL (R) and 2z € (0,1/2), then there is ¢ > 0 with

g1 (u1, p1,w1) — g1 (uz, p2,w2)ll2 < ([lwilleo + |Blloc) Ip1 = p2ll2 + [IP2]l2 Wi — walloo

4,
+ e Bllwa lIp1 ]l lur — uslls™™

for all (u;, pi,w;) € La(Q) x H*(Q,R") x Loo(Q,R"), i =1, 2.
Proof. The details are identical to that in Lemma [B.4] except those used when estimating the
term ||p1(5(u1) — B(uz))||2. Letting r., g € (2,00) be given by

1 1 2 1 1 2

re 2 n’ @ 2 1= n’

Holder’s inequality together with the embedding H?¢(Q2) — L,_(£2) implies

Ip1(Ber) = Bu2)) 2 < Ips . 18(r) = Buz)lla. < ellprlres /Q 3m) — Bluz)|* dz)

ge—2 1/qe
< clpalips (8lle) 5 (] 13t0n) = Ala)? o) ™

2
< cllBllwa llpr ]l e lur — a3,

which provides the desired estimate. O

We are now in a position to establish Theorem Bl

Proof of Theorem [B.1l Let 2¢ € (0,1/7) be fixed and set
Ey = Hp*(Q), Ey = HEZ*(Q).
Defining 2§ := 1+ 4¢ and v := ¢ € (0, 1), we infer from (3.3) that
Ee=H5™(Q), E,=LyQ).
We may thus recast ([3.4) as a semilinear parabolic Cauchy problem
= Au+ f(tu), t>0,  u(0)=u", (3.7)

where A € H(E1, Ep) (with Dirichlet boundary conditions, see (B.1)-([32)) and f, : [0,00)x Ee — E,
for v € [1,2] is defined by

fult,u) == go(u, O(t)) + gy (u, Vu,w(t)), (t,u) € [0,00) x E.

Lemma B3 Lemma .5 ensure that f, € C([0,00) x E¢, E) has the property that for each T > 0
there exists C(T") > 0 such that

Ifo @t wlle, <CT)A+ ule),  t€[0,T], ue kg,
and, if v € (1,2], then for all ¢ € [0,7] and uy, us € E,
oty un) = foult,un)llm, < C(T)(Ilur = uallg + |2 lur = w2l + [fur — ual|%)
with
hi=1l=1q, 0<d=v—-—1<¢gp: =1, 0<d¥3:=2—-—v=:¢q3<1,
while, for v = 1, we have

¥ -9 [V,
1£1(t,ur) = fi(tu2)lle, < C(T)(llur — uallg, + lurllf, " luy — u2ll3,)
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with
Mi=1=1q1, 0<0:=4de/n<qy:=1+175.
The largest value ¢ of the exponents g; is easily computed as

1, ve (L2,
1= 1+4e/n, v=1,

and, since n > 2 and 2¢ < 1/7, it holds that £ < 1/q = min{l,l/q}.

This shows that assumption (LF) is fulfilled in the context of (BX) for each 7" > 0. We may
thus apply Corollary [l (a) with o := ¢ € [0,1/2 —¢) = [0, min{l,1 + v — ¢}) and deduce, for
each u¥ € E, = La(), the existence of a global strong solution

u € C’l((O,oo),Eo) NC((0,00), B1) NC([0,00), Ey)
to (B7)).

Regarding the uniqueness claim for v = 2 stated in (i), let uy, ug be solutions to (3.4) as found
in Theorem [B1] such that u;(0) = u2(0) and choose an arbitrary 7' > 0. Using the Lions-Magenes
lemma, see [4, Theorem I1.5.12], we have for 0 <t <t < T

(w1 = u2) (5 = [I(ur — u2) (D)3 = _2/5 IV (w1 — uz)(7) |3 d7

+ 2/; /Q(ul —u2)(7) [fo(T, w1 (7)) = fa(T,ua(7))] dzdr.

Since ||fa(1,u1 (7)) — fa(m,ua(7))|l2 < C(T)|[(u1 — u2)(7)||gn for 7 € (0,T] due to Lemma [3.3]
and Lemma [3.4] Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, and the previous estimate lead, after taking
the limit £ — 0, to

t
l(ur —u2)(t)]3 < C(T)/ [(ur —ug)(T)|3dr,  0<t<T.
0
The desired assertion follows now from Gronwall’s lemma.

Finally, let © € C?([0,00),L2(R)) and w € C¥([0,00), Loo (2, R™)) for some ¥ € (0,1) and
fix § € (0,1). Since f(-,u) € C([6,00), La(Q)), u(8) € HY*(Q), and A € H(HZ(R), L1()), we
infer from [2, II.Theorem 5.3.1] that u € C*([6, ), E¢) for some p € (0,1). This property together
with Lemma B3} Lemma show that f(-,u) € CP'([6,00), L2(Q)) for some p' € (0,p). In view
of [2, IL.Theorem 1.2.1] we get u € C*((8,00), L2(2)) N C((8,00), HF(Q2)) and, since ¢ € (0,1) is
chosen arbitrarily, this establishes (ii), and the proof of Theorem B.Ilis complete. O

3.3. Dynamics of an isothermal, autocatalytic chemical reaction scheme. We consider a
mathematical model for the dynamics of an isothermal, autocatalytic chemical reaction scheme
with termination, taking place in an unstirred environment and undergoing molecular diffusion
investigated in a one-dimensional setting in [I2]. The governing equations are summarized by the
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system
Ou — Au = —uivﬁ, t>0, z€Q, (3.8a)
&/v—szuivﬁ—avﬂ, t>0, ze€Q, (3.8b)

where u and v are concentrations of the reactant and the autocatalyst, respectively, a is a (positive)
constant, and the constants p, 8, 8 € (0,1] are assumed to satisfy p + 8 < 1. As before, we
set r4 := max{0,7} for € R. Moreover, Q C R", n € N*  is an open and bounded set with smooth
boundary and outward unit normal v.

We supplemented (B.8al)-(3.8b]) by homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

ou=0,v=0 on 99, t>0, (3.8¢)
and impose the initial condition
u(0,z) = u’(z), ©(0,z) ="(x), x €. (3.8d)

In the context of the evolution problem (B:8) we chose the Hilbert spaces H2Y(f2), which are
defined by (B.2]) with Bu = 0, u, to establish the following result.

Theorem 3.6. Let a € R and p, 3, 0 € (0,1] satisfy p+ B < 1. Then, given u® € Ly(Q), there
exists a global strong solution to ([3.8]) such that

(u,v) € C*((0,00), L2(92,R?)) N C((0,00), Hx (2, R?)) N C([0, 00), L2(2, R?)) . (3.9)
Proof. Set
Ep = Ly (9, R?), Ey = H%(,R?),

and & := 7 := 0. The evolution problem (B8] may be recast as the semilinear parabolic Cauchy
problem
w = Aw+ f(w), t>0, w(0) = w’ := (u®, %), (3.10)

A A0 H(E1, Ey)
= € ’ ’
0 A 1, &0

see [2, I. Theorem 1.6.1] and (BI)-(B2), and f : Ey — Ep is given by

where

flw) := (—u‘frvﬁ,u’frvﬁ —avf), w = (u,v) € Ey.
In fact, using Holder’s inequality, for w = (u,v) € Ey we have

108112 < 1920072 jo)1} < 1920072 Jw), |

. L (3.11)
lus ol llo < Q1P ullg o]y < 102|012 w7
which shows that f is well-defined and satisfies
If@)llg, < CA+lwlle,),  we Eo. (3.12)
Moreover, ([B.II) together with the inequality
lal — b7 <la—b", @ beR, ¥e(0,1],

shows that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all w, W € Ey we have

1f(w) = f(@) ]|z, < Clllw — @, + llwlly, lw — @5, + lwllg, llw - bl,) - (3.13)



SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC EVOLUTION PROBLEMS WITH HOLDER CONTINUOUS NONLINEARITIES 15

In view of (BI2) and (BI3]), we may thus apply Corollary [[4] (b) (with @ = & = v = 0) in the
context of the evolution problem (BI0) to deduce, for each w® € Ejp, the existence of a strong
solution to (B.8]) with the required regularity property (3.9]). O

There are other examples to which the abstract results Theorem [[L2 and Corollary [L4] apply, e.g.,
to reaction—diffusion equations of the form

Opu — Au = ululP~1, t>0, e,

with p € (0,1), see [5] and the references therein. In this case, the function f : Ly(2) — L2(Q)
with f(u) := u|u[P~! is linearly bounded and uniformly p-Holder continuous.
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